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OCA/USPS-T1-33.  Please refer to your answer to interrogatory OCA/USPS-T1-27.  In 

addition to the types of operational information provided in your response, does the 

Postal Service intend to observe and report on operational differences as follows: 

a. Whether the acceptance of a Priority Mail flat-rate box at a retail window may be 

less costly than acceptance of a pound/zone-rated Priority Mail package since 

the flat-rate piece does not have to be weighed and the zone determined. 

b. Whether the entry of a Priority Mail flat-rate box via carrier pick up may be less 

costly than the entry of a pound/zone-rated Priority Mail package since the flat-

rate package would not have to be weighed and its zone determined at the 

delivery office where the carrier drops off the piece after pick up. 

c. If you do not intend to observe and report on a. and/or b., please explain why not. 

 


