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USPS/OCA-T400-25. At page 6, lines 9-l 1 of your testimony, you state that “no 

fee increase for certified mail should be approved until all of the evlidence regarding 

the co.sting of this service is fully explained on the record.” 

a. Whlat is your understanding of what is included in the certified mail 

costs total attributable cost contained in USPS-T-5C, page 16. Please 

explain in detail. 

b. If anly certified mail costs are contained in the certified mail total 

attributable cost contained in USPS-T-5C, page 16, then what further 

information is necessary to fully explain on the record the costing of 

certified mail? Please explain in detail. 

USPS/OCA-T400-26. At page 10, lines 17-l 9 of your testimony, you state -that 

there has been “no clear and complete explanation of the methodology for 

developing certified mail costs.” 

a. 

h. 

Please explain in detail to what “methodology” you are referring? 

Is it your testimony that the certified mail total attributable cost 

presented in USPS-T5C, page 16, include costs other than for 

certified mail? If so, what other costs do you believe are included? If 

not, then please explain in detail why you believe there has been “no 

clear and complete explanation ” of certified mail costs in this clocket. 
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USPSJOCA-T400-27. At page 10, line 26 - page 1 1, line 2 of your testimony, you 

state, “Witness Patelunas also confirmed that the unit costs for certified maliI have 

declined 17.6 percent from FY 1994 to FY 1995.” 

a. In making this statement did you review and/or consider witness 

Patelunas’s response to OCAIUSPS-13 (X-.2/271-77). If not, why 

nol.? 

b. 

C. 

d. 

Please confirm that witness Patelunas stated that approximately 39.4 

percent of the decline in certified mail unit costs between FY 1994 

and FY 1995 is due to an RPW reporting change concerning return 

receipt for merchandise volumes, If you do not confirm, please 

explain in detail. 

Assuming as a fact that approximately 39.4 percent of the dec:line in 

certified mail unit costs between FY 1994 and FY 1995 is due to the 

RPW reporting change concerning return receipt for mlerchandise 

volumes cited by witness Patelunas, does this portion of the decline in 

unit attributable costs represent the “declining attributable costs" you 

ref8er to on page 11, lines 4-5 of your testimony? 

Is it your testimony that total attributable costs for certified mail 

decreased between FY 1994 and FY 1995? If so, please explain in 

detail. 
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USPWOCA-T400-28. At page 22, lines 15-l 7 of your testimony, you state that 

“the manufacturing costs are already attributed to postal cards and are covered by 

the 20-cents postage paid by users of postal cards.” Please confirln that the 

manufacturing costs of postal cards are covered by the 20-cent postage paid by 

users of the postal and post cards subclass as a whole. If you do not confirm, 

please explain in detail. 

USPWOCA-T400-29. At page 22, line 21 - page 23, line 14 of your testimony, 

you discuss witness Patelunas’s “speculative reasons” for the cost differenc:e 

between postal cards and private cards cited in his response to OCAWSPS-1-5-l 1, 

Tr. 2/252-53. You state that postal cards “are more compatible with postal 

processing equiipment than post cards.” You also state that “[aIddress hygiene 

may be better.” 

a. Please confirm that in his response to interrogatory O’CA/USPS-T5-1 1, 

Tr. 2/252-53, witness Patelunas also states that it is possible “that 

pofstal cards are misidentified as private cards during data collection.” 

If you do not confirm, please explain in detail. 

b. Do you have any basis to dispute witness Patelunas’s statement that 

it is possible “that postal cards are misidentified as private cards 

during data collection?” If so, please explain in detail,, 
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