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RESPONSE OF UNITED STATES POSTAL SERVICE WITNESS MCCRERY 
TO INTERROGATORY OF MAJOR MAILERS ASSOCIATION 

REDIRECTED FROM WITNESS ABDIRAHMAN  
 
 
MMA/USPS-T22-40 
Please refer to your response to Interrogatory MMA/USPS-T22-7(A) where you 
indicate that mail pieces that have been successfully processed (i.e., 
accepted) in an “upstream” automation operation are likely to be successfully 
processed in a “downstream” operation as well. Are mail pieces that have been 
unsuccessfully processed (i.e., rejected) in an “upstream automation operation 
more likely to be processed by manual operations in a “downstream” operation? 
If no, please explain. 
 

 
Response:  

Confirmed. 


