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 LePage’s 2000, Inc. and LePage’s Products, Inc. (collectively “LePage’s”) respectfully 

submit this notification of LePage’s concurrence in the United States Postal Service’s (“USPS”) 

Motion for an Expedited Stay of Order No. 392 relating to the LePage’s License Agreement.   

 On February 26, 2010, the USPS filed a Motion for a Stay of Order No. 392 relating to 

Mailing and Shipping Licenses.  The PRC denied this request on March 30, 2010, one day before 

LePage’s filed its notification of concurrence on March 31, 2010.  LePage’s notice stated its 

intention to file a detailed submission addressing the hardship caused by the PRC’s order 

terminating the License Agreement.  See Order No. 392.  LePage’s also stated that the 

submission will include additional/supplemental facts demonstrating that LePage’s License 

Agreement with the USPS is consistent with Section 404(e).  In its pending Motion for an 

Expedited Stay, the USPS requests that the PRC stay its decision concerning the termination of 

the LePage’s License Agreement only until such time as the PRC issues a decision on LePage’s 

yet to be filed request for reconsideration of the PRC’s order terminating the LePage’s License 

Agreement.   

LePage’s has been diligently working on drafting its submission and gathering the 

necessary supporting data for the PRC and will be filing its submission shortly.  LePage’s 

comprehensive submission will detail the devastating financial and reputational harm to 
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LePage’s that will result from the premature termination of the License Agreement.  In 

particular, LePage’s will suffer severe economic hardship resulting from LePage’s tremendous 

investment of capital and other resources in reliance upon the long-term duration of the License 

Agreement and the consequential long-term contractual commitments LePage’s made to its 

customers and suppliers in its performance under the terms of the License Agreement.   

Also, LePage’s comprehensive submission will set forth various facts that previously 

were unavailable and therefore not presented to the PRC prior to its January 14, 2010 order.  

These facts will demonstrate that the License Agreement is unique and appropriate under the 

Section 404(e) (3) because LePage’s USPS-branded mailing and shipping products enhance the 

USPS’ ability to (a) compete for its core mission of mailing and shipping services, and (b) 

influence the quality of mailing and shipping products to improve efficiencies within the USPS 

and reduce safety risks.   

 Accordingly, LePage’s concurs in the relief sought in the USPS’ June 21, 2010 Motion 

for an Expedited Stay of Order No. 392 relating to the LePage’s License Agreement, and 

respectfully requests that the PRC stay its order with respect to the LePage’s License Agreement 

while the PRC reviews LePage’s soon to be filed submission. 

 

Respectfully Submitted, 

Counsel for Petitioner LePage’s 2000, Inc. 
 
By:____s/Denise J. Lewis_____________ 
 Raymond W. Henney  
 Denise J. Lewis 
 Khalilah V. Spencer 
HONIGMAN MILLER SCHWARTZ AND COHN LLP 
2290 First National Building 
Detroit, Michigan  48226 
(313) 465-7410 

DETROIT.4242051.1 


