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POSTCOM/USPS-T1-1.  Your testimony (at p. 13) explains that the Postal Service 

anticipates service standard changes affecting particular 3-digit ZIP Code service area 

origin-destination pairs.  In footnote four, you briefly describe Library Reference N2006-

1/2, which provides information regarding how the service standards for each mail class 

currently apply to the matrix of approximately 850,000 3-digit ZIP code origin-

destination pairs in the postal network.   

 (a)  Does the Postal Service have information concerning the service, in terms of 

the number of days from origin to destination, actually provided or typically provided 

with respect to each of the 850,000 3-digit ZIP code origin-destination pairs in the postal 

network for Standard Mail?  For Periodicals?  If so, please describe this information.   

 (b)  Please provide a copy of this information for a recent and reasonable 

reporting period.   

 (c)  If the Postal Service has such information, will the Postal Service use this 

information in the course of its post-implementation review to report on whether the 

service upgrades or downgrades that are anticipated by each of the approved AMP 

proposals are achieved as planned?   

 (d)  If the Postal Service does not have such information, how will the Postal 

Service evaluate service (in terms of number of days from origin to destination) as part of 

its post- implementation review?   

 



  

POSTCOM/USPS-T1-2.  In your testimony (at pp.2 -6), you describe the complexities 

and redundancies of today's postal network.  On p. 6 you describe the Postal Service's 

goals to reduce excess capacity and eliminate redundant operations.   

 On page 10 of Mr. Williams testimony, he explains that the Postal Service 

facilities within each service area share many functions, but the numbers roles and 

relationships of nearby mail processing facilities can vary, as can equipment deployments 

and configurations.   

 (a)  Is the Postal Service making an effort to move towards a goal of greater 

standardization of mail processing and facilities?  Please explain in detail.   

 (b)  If the Postal Service has a goal of greater standardization of mail processing 

and facilities, does the AMP process and/or the Postal Service's application of the END 

program contemplate this goal?  If so, how?  If not, why not.   


