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GCA/USPS-T42-1
For purposes of the following questions, please assume a single-piece First-Class letter
which (i) is a piece of collection mail, paid with an adhesive stamp, (ii) weighs one

ounce or less, (iii) is less than 6.125 in. tall, (iv) is less than 11.5 inches long, (V) is less

than 0.25 inches thick, and (vi) has an aspect ratio lower than 1:1.3.

(a) Please assume that the above-described piece was successfully processed

on the facer canceller.

(i) On that assumption, please describe fully the subsequent processing of

the piece.

(i) If more than one processing flow would be possible, please indicate

which processing flow(s) would be most probable.

(b) Please assume that the above-described piece was not successfully

processed on the facer canceller.

(i) On that assumption, please describe fully the subsequent processing of

the piece.

(i) If more than one processing flow would be possible, please indicate

which processing flow(s) would be most probable.

GCA/USPS-T42-2

Please refer to the discussion of the Advanced Facer Canceller System, at pages 2-3 of

your prefiled testimony.

Please confirm that the hypothetical piece described in the introductory portion of



GCA/USPS-T42-1 would be not be considered a "non-letter sized" piece. If you do not

confirm, please explain fully.

GCA/USPS-T42-3

Please refer to the discussion of manual processing at pages 11-12 of your prefiled

testimony.

On the assumption that the hypothetical piece described in the introductory portion of
GCA/USPS-T42-1 would be considered non-machinable, please explain fully how it
would be "excluded from automated processing” (USPS-T-42, page 12, line 1).



