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The United States Postal Service hereby files a partial objection to the above-

referenced interrogatories filed by David Popkin on June 6, 2005. 

DBP/USPS-129 Please refer to your response to DBP/USPS-8 subpart g. [a] 
Since there appears to be a significant difference in the percent on time for 
the 19 different categories of mailpieces, please provide the details and 
specifics of each of the 19 categories of mailpieces [A through S], such as 
dimensions, weight, method of addressing, etc. [b] Since the CDLTR 
mailpiece category C seems to have an on time record of a letter and 
significantly better than a card, please provide a sample of this type of 
mailpiece. [c] Please provide a tabulation of the EXFC scores by letter, card, 
and flat shapes for overnight, 2-day, and 3-day mail for each quarter of the 
past three years. 
 

The Postal Service objects to subparts (a) and (b) of this interrogatory on several 

grounds.  First, they seek information that is irrelevant to postal ratemaking and the 

issues raised by the request in this proceeding.  Second, they seek information, the 

public disclosure of which could compromise the integrity of the External First-Class 

Mail service performance measurement system.  In response to subpart (a), the Postal 

Service is willing to provide broad descriptions of the mail pieces used in EXFC testing.  

However, public disclosure of the detail requested in DBP/USPS-129(a) and the sample 

mail piece requested in subpart (b) would have no bearing on postal ratemaking and 
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would make it easier for local mail processing and delivery personnel to identify 

potential EXFC test mail pieces, exacerbating the very concerns that purport to motivate 

in-depth inquiries during omnibus rate litigation into tangential issues such as EXFC 

design and operation.  Accordingly, the Postal Service objects. 

 Respectfully submitted, 

 UNITED STATES POSTAL SERVICE 
 

By its attorneys: 
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