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MO'I 1. 5 1977

W41ter E. Crowe
Gen,.ral ~;anager

--Labor Relations Oiv'1sfon
S,O,U tneru Reg 1'on

In your ~cmorafidu~ of October 21, 1977. r~~ard1n~ the
sUluj ect !:II t ter J you 1uqu f re IS to, wneth~r Ale t te r
carr1t!r can be "requ freu to case thin flo!ts" and still
l.e' 1n ci,}M~,l t: ance \-4,1 th the ~tandclrcJ IJperllt 1n9 proct!Ju res
set forth 1n Res1anal Instructions. Part JOO. file 333.
St!ct10n V" c.ia tecl r~G reh 31, 1976.

As 1na f ca tth' by the a, t tached 1,14 ter 1,a 1. the ca s1nq 0 f -thi n
flats" has been a matter of on-gofnq discussion with the
fi,ALC sf,ne,e. at lcast •. _Juc.iL.1914. __ As_.1QU will nC'te fro~

tl'le 1nform,at1on, Wt! ha.ve maintained that underA:rt1cle-llI.
local ~anauement deterrnin¥s what is or 15 not 4 "thin flat"
and w'n.et'lt!r a carrier will fo,lcJ -thin flats" and p,lace them
in the letter casJ. This positfon has been conv.yed to
tne u~ton on a ccnsfstcnt basis.

T"~ st;n1f1cauc~ of tne Se~ttons you refer to in the
Sta'duardCJpttra,t1ng Procedures are concerned prh;artly wi th
t~. ~eftntt1on of Ulett~r size" mail aud the ~anner in which
letter sfze aRd other sizes 01 mall are to be cas~d. lhts
assumes tbat th~ disttnction betwean Kletter size" and ·flat

. size- mA1tings has-been Jeterm1ned. Whether the carriers
'are told to case thin flats into tb. flats case or tnto the
letter c.s. tsnot totally significant•. Wha.t is crt,tical
'1s that tbey rece1 ve the prop.,. cred1 t of 8 p 1eees per m1 nu;te
for tho$~ pi.ces of mail designated as ·flats~ which are
routed fnto' the lett,." colsa.

If we can be of further ass1stanc~ to you in this matter.
please auv1se.
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-iii. 11 i am E. Henry, Jr •
. LAbor R.lattons Uepartmant
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