12/02/2015
User Group 5

Minutes

e WG 177 update

o Will be meeting weekly to update Addressing and ACS documents, hope to close in
March.

e WG 171 update (sunset)
o Sunset was announced at the MTAC meeting in November.
o In many cases a NIXIE became a COA, so it should have been an MLNA or BCNO. Also
found that some codes captured a lot of scenarios, recommending creation of a new
code of “forwarding time expired”. Carrier training and monitoring was recommended.

e Streamlined Mail Entry Publication
o Industry encouraged to review, provide feedback by 12/24/15
o Click here

e NCOA Licensing Announcements
o November 27™
o November 19"
o November 5"
= There’s a concern that the new PAF requirements list that all addresses on a PAF
be DPV-validated. Charles explained that the DPV validation of the PAF
addresses is a one-time request and not an on-going requirement.
= Almost 20% of the addresses on PAFs were PO Boxes.
= CASS processing for PAF addresses is not required. Licensees should try to get as
good an address as they can, but in certain areas that may not be possible. The
requirement is that the physical address be supplied.
=  Should PBSAs be allowed on PAF? Only one has showed up, but PBSAs should
not be included on a PAF.
= Non-DPV addresses will be researched by USPS and if a new address is found it
will be sent to the licensee.
=  Could the form be updated to help get the correct data upfront? Charles will
take this back.
=  Moving away from email log files, but there isn’t a deadline to submit files via
EPF. This is not required in January.
= Name presentment — for MLOCR, it’s expected that the format is first name last
name. Need to explore the different scenarios to make sure the process is


https://urldefense.proofpoint.com/v2/url?u=https-3A__ribbs.usps.gov_intelligentmail-5Fguides_documents_tech-5Fguides_StreamlinedMailEntryPublication.pdf&d=CwMFAw&c=nulvIAQnC0yOOjC0e0NVa8TOcyq9jNhjZ156R-JJU10&r=ad_CGOxppS0caP_nbkEGE-mfvcDYzSW7eOe5ePU1LDg&m=3Zl9UUSWC0F1kCNSUq01YV_KuWGPBwVQdQVd43yMKfw&s=aKnxVjRgdf08NRN_qmhNr8mTGNsoQYB096NPh3mbRAc&e=

nailed down. Will need to collaborate with NAPM and the PCSC to come to an
agreement. It will be difficult to nail this down as the different MLOCR runs
would have a mix of name formats. Charles will reach out to the MLOCR vendors

to keep this discussion going.

o Colleges & Universities
o Subgroup meeting Scheduled for Dec 7 at 1pm Central time.



