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At the start of the meeting we reviewed our MTAC Issue Statement and Desired Results.  Our goals include 

· Enhancing the current file validation process and the current testing criteria

· A certified software user shall complete the essential basic file testing requirements of the eDocumentation and ePostage certification process successfully. It should at least verify successful Business Mailer Support.
· Any process suggestions should be in sync with the rest of Post Office (i.e. automation of electronic information and transparency process).

Mail.dat File Validator Items

· Critical issue is Mail.dat’s use of (very) large files esp. having to resend duplicate information each time regardless of the request.
· PostalOne!  Needs an API (application programming interface) for clients to use as a pre-validation; prior to the live entry of data OR an alternative is a separate testing site to minimize traffic and reduce errors.
· Clean up cryptic error messages.  Example:  They should say, “Invalid Mailer Id” or “Not authorized to use the Facility Type ASF function” or “Insufficient funds ($1,234) for this transaction ($1,299). 
· Suppress unnecessary “warning” messages.
Mike Haskin talked about the current USPS Mail.dat File Validator and the efforts to improve it. On May 16 we will have a list of error messages categorized by upload server, database and WWS. The group went through Appendix B and E of the PostalOne Technical Guide for Mail.dat (16.0 version) and discussed some examples of how to improve the messages.

The group went through all of the PAVE errors and ranked them as shown below.

See attachment, PAVE Cycle J Error List
 
Verification


NA
Not applicable

1
PostalOne for Mail.dat does this verification today

2
PostalOne for Mail.dat could do this in the future

3
PostalOne for Mail.dat could not do this
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Action Item 1 - The 3s that we cannot verify involved Periodicals In-County, fullness of handling units and containers,  and knowing if there should be a firm bundle or not.

Action Item 2 - For 2s on OEL codes we may need a new field in the Mail.dat file.
Action Item 3 - Need to define an approach for WebServices (XML) and Mail.dat in regards to transparent full service process with recommendations on a validation and acceptance. 

The conclusion of the meeting is that the Mail.dat verification could in the future take care of most of the validation that PAVE tests today, as we transition from a paper environment to an electronic environment with Intelligent Mail.
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