MTAC 133, Enhancing ACS Data Distribution and Format
Final Report
This Workgroup is a solution to a prior Workgroup 121 recommendation – R000002, ACS Transmission via PostalOne!.  The request was designed to allow mailers to acquire all their different version records from a single source, instead of the two sources available today.  OneCode and Traditional ACS records are retrieved via RIBBS, while Full Service records are retrieved through PostalOne!.

While Traditional and OneCode ACS record formats are identical from beginning to position 427, and the OneCode record goes on to provide additional data from the Intelligent Mail barcode, the Full Service ACS record is entirely different in length, organization, and available data.  So, mailers also requested a universal record format that would accommodate the data available in all 3 record types to provide processing efficiencies in their efforts to acquire and process the data. 

This Workgroup began meeting March 29, 2010 to discuss and develop recommendations for changes to ACS Data Distribution and to develop recommendations for a new universal ACS Data Record Format.  62 workgroup members participated to successfully develop a complete set of recommendations for both, which are attached in Excel format.  USPS did provide subject matter experts throughout the process to also provide their input based on current formats and distribution processes.  The group ended July 30 on schedule, and was officially sunsetted at the August 2010 MTAC meeting.
The data format is significantly larger than the existing ones, and includes a header record that identifies all the types of records and their associated cost (if known).  The recommendation is to provide both an .xml version and a fixed-length and comma-delimited version and allow the mailers to choose a version.  The detail record is also expanded to include new fields or fields that apply only to one version or another.  (For instance, job number is available only in a Full-Service record.)  Much of the size of the header record is to allow the identification of the counts and prices of the associated, and it may be possible to compress that by providing the information in a different way.  It also brings up the question whether FS records should be provided immediately and their association to the documentation processed after the fact, along with identification of any requisite pricing.
USPS will work together with Full Service (Postal One and SASP) to develop a plan that provides their determination of the recommendations that can be fulfilled and a schedule for development.  It is expected that the Address Accuracy leadership will report on the development plan at the November 2010 MTAC meeting.  The recommendations, 1 for the data format and 1 for the delivery method are entered into RITS for follow-up.  The recommended formats are a separate Excel spreadsheet posted in MITS.
