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RESPONSE OF UNITED STATES POSTAL SERVICE WITNESS HARAHUSH TO QUESTION
RAISED BY COMMISSIONER COVINGTON DURING HEARINGS

Question of Commissioner Covington at Tr. 16/6681:

Q And | also notice that in R97-1, you sponsored a Library Reference H-83, which was
statistical systems documentation, and | believe it contains summary tables giving
universe and sample sizes for the city carrier and rural carrier data systems? . ..

Okay. My first question would be, could you provide a similar table in hard copy form
as a follow-up to your appearance here at the Commission today, or would you be able

to identify for me, where it appears in what you may have already submitted as it
relates to R2000-17

Response:

The requested table is attached.

R2000-1




Fiscal Year 1998 Sample and Universe Sizes by Stratum for the Carrier Cost Systems

Quarter System
1 City

Rural

2 City

Rural

3 City

Rural

4 City

Rural

Stratum
1A
iB
2A
2B
1C
2C

1A
1B
2A
2B
1C
2C

1A
1B
2A
2B
1C
2C

1A
1B
2A
28
1C
2C

Stratum Description
Business routes CAGA-E
Residential routes CAGA-E
Business routes CAGF - L
Residential routes CAGF - L
In district with mote than 20 rural routes
in district with 20 or less rural routes

Business routes CAGA-E
Residential routes CAG A - E
Business routes CAGF -L
Residential routes CAGF - L
In district with more than 20 rural routes
In district with 20 or less rural routes

Business routes CAGA-E
Residential routes CAG A-E
Business routes CAGF - L
Residential routes CAG F - L
In district with more than 20 rural routes
In district with 20 or less rural routes

Business routes CAGA-E
Residential routes CAG A-E
Business routes CAG F - L
Residential routes CAGF - L
In district with more than 20 rural routes
In district with 20 or less rural routes

Sample
Size

124

1,674

1

145

1,355

2

127
1,674
1

143
1,340
2

133
1,658
A

151
1,427
2

172
2,223
ﬂ

196
1,876
3

Universe

Size

4,547

146,354

49

14,045

59,327

37

4,724
146,209
49
13,886
59,540
36

4,686
146,283
50
13,987
59,885
36

4,689
146,459
47
14,005
60,931
36

Delivery

Days
69
69
69
69
69
69

€8
68
68
68
68
68

72
72
72
72
72
72

93
93
93
93
23
93

Route
Deliv Days
313,743
10,098,426
3,381
969,105
4,093,563
2,653

321,232
9,942 212
3,332
951,048
4,048,720
2,448

337,392
10,532,376
3,600
1,007,064
4,311,720
2,582

436,077
13,620,687
4371
1,302,465
5,666,583
3,348

Sampling
Rate
0.000395
0.000165
0.000296
0.000150
0.000331
0.000783

0.000385
0.000168
0.000300
0.000150
0.000331
0.000817

0.000394
0.000157
0.000278
0.000150
0.000331
0.000772

0.000394
0.000163
0.000229
0.000150
0.000331
0.000896

Effective
Sample
97

1,638

1

143
1,332

2

101
1,635
1

140
1,326
2

11
1,651
1

149
1,419
2

157
2,189
1

195
1,867
3

Effective
Samp Rate
0.000309
0.000162
0.000296
0.000148
0.000325
0.000783

0.000314
0.000164
0.000300
0.000147
0.000328
0.000817

0.000329
0.000157
0.000278
0.000148
0.000329
0.000772

0.000360
0.000161
0.000229
0.000150
0.000329
0.000896




RESPONSE OF UNITED STATES POSTAL SERVICE WITNESS HARAHUSH TO QUESTION
RAISED BY COMMISSIONER GOLDWAY DURING HEARINGS

Question of Commissioner Goldway at Tr. 16/6679:

Q And I'm just wondering what the relative proportions are for your study versus RPW,
s0 that when costs are apportioned, the proportions are correct.

Response:

The attached sheet shows, for classes and subclasses of mail, volumes and
proportions of total mail counted by the City Carrier Cost System (CCCS) and the Rural
Carrier Cost System (RCCS), and the Revenues, Pieces, and Weights System (RPW).
Additionally, the mail volume of the two carrier systems have been combined so they
can be compared to RPW both by proportion and volume. Volumes by shape are not

shown since RPW does not report shape.

The RPW system estimates volume of mail for all forms of delivery. The RCCS
estimates volume for rural carrier routes, while the CCCS estimates volume for city
letter routes. As a result, the RPW system includes mail delivered to customers via
other delivery methods — firm holdouts, box sections, and caller service recipients, for
example. Volumes of mail not delivered on rural and city letter routes but reported in

RPW will contribute to volume differences shown in the attached table.

R2000-1
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DECLARATION
1, Thomas W. Harahush, hereby declare under penalty of perjury that the

foregoing answers are true and correct to the best of my knowledge, information
and belief. ‘

oo W. Honoded

Thomas W. Harahush

Date: _S /19 joo




CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

| hereby certify that | have this day served the foregoing document upon all

participants of record in this proceeding in accordance with section 12 of the Rules of

yg Richard T. Cooper‘ ;

Practice.

475 L’Enfant Plaza West, S.W.
Washington, D.C. 20260-1137
May 10, 2000



