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DFC/STAMPS.COM-T1-9.  Please refer to your response to DFC/STAMPS.COM-T1-1(d), (e), (g), (h), and (i).

a. Please identify the “offices” that sort all FIM mail to a FIM mail stacker and process this mail on a BCS.  In your answer, please explain fully the basis for your knowledge of these offices’ processing procedures.

b. Do these “offices” sort FIM “B” mail to a “FIM mail stacker,” too, even though FIM “B” mail is not pre-bar-coded?  Please explain.

c. At the time that you prepared your testimony and responded to DFC/STAMPS.COM-T1-9, were you aware of the Postal Service’s response to DFC/USPS-66, which indicates that FIM “D” mail is sorted to the stacker for typewritten mail, not the stacker for pre-bar-coded mail?

d. Please explain why the AFCS machine should sort FIM “D” mail to a stacker for pre-bar-coded mail if, as the Postal Service indicates in its response to DFC/USPS-66, not all FIM “D” mail is pre-bar-coded.

DFC/STAMPS.COM-T1-10.  Please refer to your response to DFC/STAMPS.COM-T1-1(f).  Please confirm that IBIP mail incurs processing costs from ISS, RCR, and OSS if the AFCS machine is set in “lift everything” mode.  If you do not confirm, please explain which of these costs IBIP mail does not incur, and please reconcile your response with the response to DFC/USPS-66.

DFC/STAMPS.COM-T1-11.  Please refer to your response to DFC/STAMPS.COM-T1-6(d).

a. Please confirm that current operating instructions direct employees to handle IBIP mail as metered mail.  If you do not confirm, please explain.

b. Please identify the number of facilities in which you have observed the operation in which postal employees unbundle bundles of metered letters and tray the letters for processing or feed them into an MLOCR.  Please provide dates and locations.

c. Please confirm that the operation described in (a) presently does not, in most facilities, make a separation for pre-bar-coded mail.

d. Please confirm that the process that you have proposed would require the operation described in (a) to add a separation for pre-bar-coded mail.

e. Please identify all studies or analyses that you have conducted to confirm that creating this additional separation would be more expeditious than the current process of directing bundled metered letters to MLOCR’s.

DFC/STAMPS.COM-T1-12.  Please refer to your response to DFC/STAMPS.COM-T1-7(a).  Please reconcile your response with the response to DFC/USPS-T10-9, which describes extra processing steps for incorrectly dated metered mail.

DFC/STAMPS.COM-T1-13.  Please state the maximum number of letter-size sheets of paper, folded together, not individually, that the Commission should assume will fit in a #10 envelope that will not measure more than 0.25 inches thick.  Please identify the weight of an envelope that contains this number of sheets.






