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RNA/USPS-T35-3. Please refer to your response to DMCIUSPS-T357 (filed 
April 6, 2000): 

(4 In response to subpart i of that interrogatory you state that for 
“revenue estimation purposes” the volume of pieces estimated to receive the 
barcode discount in Standard Mail (A) Regular is 490 million. Please confirm that 
this number represents 76% of the net volume of “surchargeable pieces” as 
reflect in your workpaper I, page 14. If you do not confirm, please state how the 
490 million pieces set forth in your response to DMCIUSPS-T-35-7(i) was 
derived. 

(b) Does your estimation of the number of pieces that will receive the 
barcode discount include any pieces that are deemed machinable pursuant to 
DMM CO50.4.3? If so,, what percentage of the 490 million pieces set forth in 
your response to the DMC interrogatory are estimated to be eligible for the 
barcode on this basis, and how was such estimate derived? 

(c) Please confirm that the 490 million pieces set forth in your 
response to the DMC interrogatory does not include any pieces that are 
estimated to be entered as flats. If you do not confirm, please explain your 
answer in detail. 

W Is the reference to “revenue estimation purposes” contained in your 
response to subpart i of the DMC interrogatory meant to imply that, for purposes 
other than revenue estimation, different volumes and different estimates of the 

” percentage of pieces that will receive the barcode discount were used? Please 
explain your answer in detail. 
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