SRS 099

· Discussed SRS 099 which defines the requirements for Mail.dat and MAIL.XML First-Class Mail, Standard Mail and Periodicals co-palletization implementation in the PostalOne! system to support Full and Basic Service mailings.

· Virtual Sacks will be supported
· Segment file just containing a mother pallet won’t be supported in Nov 09 release.

· The SRS 099 will be sent to Task Group XIV.
Ad percentage (not a FS problem)

· USPS and the mail industry are working together to determine best method for calculate Ad percentage: weight of mailpc, shape of mailpc, etc.
Periodical Issues

· Mailers state there are two periodical issues:

· IMR and PDR files – MDR doesn’t support range count equal to the copies count.

· Mailers state this is a BIG SHOW Stopper for 01-9 periodicals and has big effects on down stream systems.  This error will prevent mailers from communicating with each other.

· Mailers would like for this error to be escalated to the USPS VPs to get a fix in for Release 20.

· Mailers would like a tolerance for copies matching pieces in IMR/PDR files.  If the copies/pieces are in range the file should pass.

· P1 doesn’t process periodical pending mailings over 1 lbs.  Postal Service said P1 should be able to process periodical pending mailings over 1lbs.  A TPR has been created to fix the problem.
Task Group Updates

· TG I:

· Need to address the FS service type codes on flats which can have non-auto and auto in the same bundle/HU.

· Need to determine how OELs/Auto markings are read on the APPS.

· TG 2: 

· Bob G. still needs to document the solution how customers will receive FS ACS records for mailpieces with FS service type codes that ar claiming non-FS rates and how will mailers be charge for these FS ACS recs.  Also how mailers will be charge for duplicate and outside 30 day free window FS ACS records.
· TG 3:

· Task group is still waiting for USPS IT to provide TMS security and connectivity samples.

· The new CSA guide has addressed many of the TMS issues like contingency plans.

· Next TG meeting will be held sometime next week.

· TG 5: 

· The task group was resolving three issues: 13, 14, and 24 that can be summarized as “What can be done to reduce the complexity and risks associated with using OneCode ACS.  The coordination of a specific printed endorsement with the proper service type ID and the desire to control which Address Corrections are received (electronically and/or hard copy) that are generated from pieces that do not receive free address corrections through Full Service (due to verification failure and/or transactions outside the 30-day window?”
· The task group created 7 solutions to address the ACS and Endorsement issues.  USPS feels none of the solutions provide a complete solution to the problem.  
· USPS reviewed the 7 solutions.  USPS feels none of the USPS controlled solutions provide a complete solution to the problem.  USPS agreed to support mailer controlled solutions 1 and 2 for the May release:
· 1) It may be possible to use different envelope stock for in-house mailings where the address corrections are beneficial and separate and unendorsed stock for those mailings that consist entirely of rented names where address corrections add no value.   Mailers considering this option will likely want to include commingling in the production process to ensure optimal postage presort rates are obtained.
· 2) Another option for those mailers using window envelope stock is to move the printed endorsement into the address block, and suppress printing the endorsement on pieces where an address correction is not desired.  This approach is also effective for mailpieces manufactured in-line.
· USPS doesn’t have the bandwidth to develop/support the other solutions.  Therefore the task group will be tabled until USPS has resources to work with mailers to create a comprehensive solution to address the ACS and Endorsement problems.
· TG 6:

· Phil is working with BME manager to create a CSA.  The CSA will be entered into FAST – then sent out to the group as another example.

· TG 10:

· Task group 10 is working with legal to identify for all the scenarios - agreements outlining who should have access to what data, whether the current framework has the ability to limit access to those that have the authority to have access data, and will there be a compliance component to ensure that access is not provided to the wrong customer.

· Next meeting is May 4th – USPS legal will be attending the meeting.  
· TG 11:

· Issue 1 - This task group was reopen to address the problem where a mailer changes the mail class of a mailing – how does this impact the IMR/PDR.  Ruth Stock stated – the solution is to leave the mail class as unchanged in the IMR/PDR file – should be the same mail class value printed on the mailpiece. 
· Issue 2 – 
· In the IMR/PDR the range count has to equal the piece count.  MDR doesn’t support range count equal to the copies count.

· Until there is a patch you must use the piece count in the IMR. Until there is a patch only include the IMR for the piece in the PDR.

· From the Mailer Weekly Update: Standard Mail multiple copies in a single mail piece and Periodicals Mail firm bundles – The PostalOne! system validates that the Mail.dat piece detail records or Mail.dat piece range records include Intelligent Mail (IM) barcodes for the pieces and does not allow IM barcodes at the copy level. We understand that in some scenarios mailers elect to apply IM barcodes at the copy level. The Postal Service is evaluating a solution for a patch release after May to allow bundles to have an IM barcode at the piece level and at the copy level and allowing for a mailing to have a mixture of these bundles.  

· Long term mail.dat changes for 10.0:

· Add a copy count to the IMR file.

· Add a indicator to the PDR file indicating if a copy or piece count was used.

· How do mailer identify firm bundles?  

· Mailers will need to uniquely identify each piece in a firm bundle because if the firm bundle contains all pieces with the same serialization and it breaks – SASP will perceive scanning the same piece multiple times.

· TG 12:
· The task group has made the recommendation that the submission of physical tray, and logical or physical container data with nesting in Mail.dat be made to PostalOne! by noon the day after the mailing date for first class or standard origin entered mail.
· USPS has agreed to:

· For continuous mailers registered in the USPS system as a continuous mailer and have a CSA establish with USPS – USPS doesn’t require mailers to provide container content for a FAST appointment for ‘DMU verified mail/Mailer transports mail for Origin Entry.’

· Continuous mailers have stated they’ll have problems with providing eDocuementation to meet FS reqs before the mail is entered into the USPS mailstream.  USPS will allow mailers to submit the pstg stmt up to 4:00 am and mailers must provide qualification report/eDoc data before noon that same day.

· Now these Postal system problems need to be addressed:
· P1 doesn't accept mail.dat files that contain logical containers with no physical container linked to the logical container.  Mailers need to submit a mail.dat file with only logical containers to pay for the pstg stmt because mailers don’t have the physical container data after the pstg has been finalized and the mail has finished processing.
· Mailers can't send a mail.dat file with the physical container information to update the mail content detail after the pstg stmt has been finalized.
· TG 14:

· Joe Bailey created a draft of the Task Group’s co-pal objects and problems.  Joe documented mailers have three outstanding problems associated with co-palletized mailings:

· PostalOne! doesn’t accept Mail.dat files with virtual sacks on pallets even though Mail.dat specifications has supported this construct since v05-2.
· When co-palletizing trays or sacks across segments onto mother pallets or across jobs, PostalOne! doesn’t support mail.dat files where mailer represent a new mother pallets by new .csm parent container records and the child containers (trays or sacks) remain in the segments created in the original presort and their Parent Container Reference ID's point to their respective Parent Containers (Mother Pallets). 

· OCI Files – with the introduction of the 09-1 Mail.dat specification, a new OCI file type has been added that can allow trays or sacks in a co-palletized mailing to be tracked back to the original job from which they came.  Mailers would like to know weather OCI files will be required for Full-Service documentation and if so, when.
· The first meeting will held on May 5th at 10:00am.  Ruth will send out a formalized task group objectives and problem statement to the group.
Service type codes

· Mailers can use BS service type codes starting May 11th.
· Mailers won’t be able to use FS service type codes until they have successfully submitted 9-1 mail.dat files to P1 in the Test Environment for Mailers (TEM).  Mailers will have access to the TEM starting May 18th.
· Mailers who want to receive FS ACS records must use FS service type codes on their mailpcs and in their eDoc.
· Mailers using the old service type codes to receive OneCode ACS records will stell need to go through OneCode ACS.
· USPS needs to update the service type codes in the CONFIRM supplement guide pg 4, 5, and 8.  (Jeff Sinns).  
· Postal Wizard mailings don’t go through the TEM. 
RIBBS

· USPS needs to update the Service Type Codes on RIBBS to the latest version – v6. 

· Mailers would like to have the IT Webinar FAQ doc published on RIBBS. 

· Mailers would like USPS to post the guides in MS Word and PDF formats.
· USPS latest updates to guides posted on RIBBS:
· A Guide to Intelligent mail for Letters and Flats
· User Access Electronic Mailing Information and Reports Guide
· Electronic Documentation and Intelligent Mai, Ready, Set, Go!
· Postal Service Mail.dat Technical Specification
· Postal Service Mail.XML Technical Specification
