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 The American Postal Workers Union, AFL-CIO makes this request for clarification 

of the process the Commission intends to use to conduct this Review of the System for 

Regulating Rates and Classes for Market-Dominant Products.  Our request follows on the 

pending motions asking the Commission to revise the process whereby it is conducting, 

for the first time, this comprehensive review and potential adjustment of the price system 

for Market Dominant Products.1  As the Commission is aware, the APWU represents 

approximately 200,000 employees of the United States Postal Service and is intimately 

aware of the challenges the Postal Service faces in satisfying not only the objectives in 

Section 3622 of the PAEA, but the overriding principle of Universal Service in Section 101 

of the Postal Reorganization Act of 1970.  The APWU is also a major mailer itself, making 

millions of dollars of mailings in all classes, including First Class, every year, and its 

                                                           
1  Motions and a statement in support were filed by the Alliance of Nonprofit Mailers and MPA—

The Association of Magazine Media on January 17, 2017 (Motion to Modify the Procedural Schedule), and 
joint filers the American Catalog Mailers Association, the American Forest & Paper Association, the 
Association for Postal Commerce, the Data & Marketing Association, the Envelope Manufacturers 
Association, the Greeting Card Association, IDEAlliance, the Major Mailers Association, the National 
Association of Presort Mailers, the National Newspaper Association, the National Postal Policy Council, the 
News Media Alliance, the Parcel Shippers Association, and the Saturation Mailers Coalition on January 18, 
2017 (Joint Motion for Modification of Procedural Framework).  United Parcel Service filed a statement in 
support of the motions on January 19, 2017.   
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members facilitate use of the U.S. Mail system by thousands of civic, church and social 

organizations through their volunteer activities. It is because of the interest of postal 

employees to advocate for a financially sustainable, if not thriving, Postal Service that the 

APWU intends to provide the Commission with the best input possible to improve the 

Commission’s review and modification of the pricing system of market dominant products.  

Accordingly, we submit this request to support the general request that the Commission 

clarify and enrich the process by which it is conducting this review.   

The APWU asks that the Commission clarify the overall process for public input on 

the Commission’s review and any subsequent action.  The APWU proposes that the 

Commission consider a dual-ANRP-type process in which the first round of comments be 

aimed, as they presently are, at identifying whether the objectives are being met and what 

the Commission might do within the pricing system to ensure the objectives are met or 

continue to be maintained.  Applying the same procedure used to initiate this docket and 

assuming the PRC exercises its discretion to continue its investigation, we propose that 

a second round of comments be solicited on those suggestions regarding pricing.  In both 

stages the Commission should permit limited reply comments.  Comments without 

opportunity for a response from other interested parties lack the depth and critique that is 

of most use to the Commission.  Following on those two opportunities for the Commission 

to enrich its own investigation with public input, the Commission should undertake the 

formal notice and comment process for any regulatory modifications or actions it 

proposes.  While the APWU shares the Postal Service’s concern that these proceedings 

and the Commission’s investigation not become so slow or involved that addressing 

critical revenue issues is unnecessarily delayed, the APWU believes more opportunity for 
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input can be accomplished within the overall time frame the Commission expected this 

review would take.            

The importance and uniqueness of this review warrants a process to match.  The 

APWU asks that the Commission clarify its expectations and process so that parties can 

provide the Commission the best input possible. 

 

Respectfully submitted,  
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