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DAVID B. POPKIN, POST OFFICE BOX 528, ENGLEWOOD, NJ  07631-0528

I have a number of comments that I will refer to the proposed actual text and page numbers of the Mail Classification Schedule [MCS] as they appear in the Appendix of the USPS filing dated September 24, 2007.  

1.
The definition of a First-Class Mail Flat on Page 6 is confusing as it applies to a minimum size for a Flat.  It provides a minimum size and then states that every minimum dimension does not have to be met; only one does.
It would be a lot clearer if a Flat was defined as a mailpiece that exceeds one or more of the maximum size limits for a Letter and does not exceed the maximum size for a Flat.

If this change is not made, then footnote 1 should be changed from "only one does." to "so long as least one does."
2.
If one looks at the size and weight requirements for a First-Class Mail Parcel on Page 8 without looking at the requirements shown for a Letter on Page 4 or a Flat on Page 6, then it would appear that a one-ounce #10 standard business envelope would be categorized as a Parcel.
It would be a lot clearer if a Parcel was defined as a mailpiece that exceeds one or more of the maximum size limits for a Flat and does not exceed the maximum size for a Parcel.

If this change is not made, a sentence should be added to the definition of a Parcel to state that if a mailpiece qualifies as a Letter or Flat it is not a Parcel.
3.
Similar changes should be made to other definitions of Letter/Flat/Parcel as they appear for other classes of mail.

4.
On Page 51, the first sentence should indicate that the annual mailing permit fee may be required for other than single piece articles.

5.
While it is easy to understand that the rate charts are shown in money amounts, it is not clear that numerical values imbedded in the text refer to dollar amounts.  For example on page 66 the 15, 100, 5,000, 100, 5,000, 15, and 200 items refer to dollar amounts.  It would be much clearer if these numbers had a dollar sign before them.  This applies throughout the document.
6.
On Page 3 of the document [not the Appendix], the Postal Service states that first and foremost, no substantive change is intended in these new MCS regulations.
However, if one evaluates the fees for Premium Stamped Stationery and Premium Stamped Cards appearing on Page 78, they are being proposed to be 2 to 3 for Stationery and 1 to 3 for Cards times the First-Class Mail price imprinted on the stationery/card.  The present rate for these products is shown in Fee Schedule 963 and 964.  The rate for Stationery is 2 to 3 times the first ounce single-piece rate imprinted on the stationery.  Under the present rates, the Stationery would be required to have a 41¢ stamp imprinted on them and the fee would be 82¢ to $1.23 per unit.  Under he proposed MCS, the Stationery could have a 58¢ stamp imprinted on them and the fee would be $1.16 to $1.74.
The rate for Cards is 1 to 3 times the Cards Regular single-piece rate imprinted on the card.  Under the present rates, the Cards would be required to have a 26¢ stamp imprinted on them and the fee would be 26¢ to 78¢ per unit.
The Postal Service has previously issued an oversize Premium Stamped Card which had a letter rate postage [39¢ at the time] imprinted on them
.  Such an oversize card is presently not permitted under the existing DMCS however, it would be permitted under the proposed MCS.  The Cards could have a 41¢ stamp imprinted on them and the fee would be 41¢ to $1.23.

The Stationery/Cards could even be issued for International use and be imprinted with a 90¢ stamp and have a corresponding fee of up to $2.70.  

The fees were litigated to be a multiple of the single-piece First-Class Mail one ounce letter rate or single-piece card rate and not the rate of the postage that happened to be imprinted on them.

This is a substantive change and should not be permitted.
The USPS response in Docket MC2006-7 to one of my Interrogatories indicates that they would no longer be following that procedure by making the change in the MCS.
DBP/USPS-31 Please refer to your response to Interrogatory DBP/USPS-14.

Please confirm, or explain if you are unable to confirm, that had the proposed rates

been in effect for the issuance of the Florida Wetland 2006 issue, it would have been

sold for a minimum price of 62¢ each [39¢ postage plus 23¢ for one times the card rate]

and a maximum price of $1.08 each [39¢ postage plus 69¢ for three times the card

rate].

RESPONSE:

Confirmed.

7.
I am glad to see that the Postal Service has corrected the fee for Change of Address Service to indicate that the $1.00 fee only applies for requests made over the Internet or by telephone and not those that are submitted by written means.  If this is ultimately approved, it would render my Petition filed on April 4, 2007 in Docket No R2006-1 moot.
8.
The definition for Express Mail "second delivery day" should be clarified that the second delivery day is only utilized where delivery is not made on the second calendar day because it is a Sunday or holiday and delivery is not possible because the post office box section is not accessible or that street deliveries are not made at the destination post office.
9.
On Page 3 of the document [not the Appendix], the Postal Service states that first and foremost, no substantive change is intended in these new MCS regulations.

The definition for the Forever Stamp as it appears on Page 160 should be changed to indicate that if the stamp is utilized for other than a First-Class Mail single-piece letter mail, it will be accepted at that rate for the prepayment of postage.  This is currently authorized in DMCS Section 3032.  
For example, if the letter rate were to be increased to 45¢ in a future rate change and the rate for a flat size mailpiece were to be 90¢, a mailer could utilize two Forever Stamps on a flat [the two stamps would have a postage value of 45¢ each and therefore cover the 90¢ flat rate] even though the stamps had been originally purchased at 41¢ each.
10.
I request that the MCS be modified as noted above.
� 	Southern Florida Wetland issued October 4, 1006.
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