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OCA/USPS-T1-29 was filed August 9, 1996, with an incorrect
page citation. The correct citation is provided below.
Page 4, line 3, Change "“1946" to ™“19”.
A copy of revised page 4 is attached.
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Docket No. MC96-3 4 Revised 4/12/%6

greater emphasis on customer perceptions than had
previously been the case.

Id. at 19.
At page 1 of your testimony, you state,

This filing is one of several recent cases initiated by
the Postal Service that represent a move toward more
demand-oriented ratemaking within the context of the
Postal Service’'s operational, financial, and other
policy goals. '

a. In MC26-3, is the Postal Service moving toward Ramsey
pricing?
L. If your response to part (a) of this interrogatory is

affirmative, and given that Ramsey pricing models use
relative elasticities of demand to determine the economic
value of service, please explain how the Postal Service
developed the current pricing proposals when elasticities of
demand were not prepared for MCS6-3.

c. If you respond negatively to part (a) of this interrogatory,
is the Postal Service changing its position on efficient
pricing? 1If so, please explain why the Postal Service
changed its previously articulated position on efficient

pricing.

OCA/USPS-T1-30. The following refers to your response to

OCA/USPS-T1-22. Please explain what postal card printing costs



Docket No. MCS6-3

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE
I hereby certify that I have this date served the foregoing
document upon all participants of record in this proceeding in

accordance with section 3.B(3) of the special rules of practice.

SEELLEY DREIFUSS a

Attorney

Washington, DC 20268-0001
August 12, 1996



