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	The Office of the Consumer Advocate hereby submits an erratum to the testimony of Sheryda C. Collins (OCA-T-400).  The change reflects her answer to interrogatory USPS/OCA-T400-36, November 8, 1996.  In OCA-T-400 at 8, line 15, change “three” to “two.”  The corrected page is attached.
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					Attorney


� �
why it was in error, and exactly how the methodology has changed has not been forthcoming. 


	It appears that the Postal Service also is confused on these issues.  OCA/USPS-T8-8 (Tr. 4/1072) states:


The purpose of this and the next interrogatory is to compare the Postal Service’s cost coverage proposals for return receipt and certified mail in this proceeding with the Postal Service’s proposals in prior proceedings.  Please confirm, correct, or as appropriate, complete the following tables pertaining to certified mail and return receipt.  The sources of Table I are the Cost and Revenue Analysis Reports, TY at proposed rates.





This interrogatory has been answered once and revised two times (the last revision was received on September 9 when the Postal Service witnesses were cross-examined).  The cost coverage figures for Docket No. R90-1 for certified mail variously were reported as 65 percent, 131 percent, 127 percent and 65 percent.


	In Docket No. R90-1, USPS-T-22, workpaper 6, showed the development of the net attributable cost for certified mail.  This cost was calculated by removing costs for return receipt and restricted delivery.  Interrogatory OCA/USPS-T8-9 (Tr. 4/1074) sought the appropriate breakout for R94-1 and this case, and an explanation.  The answer was unclear and referred
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