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DFC/USPS-115. Please refer to the response to STAMPS.COM/USPS-3.

a. Please confirm that MLOCR’s can and will read a delivery-point bar code
located in the address block. If you do not confirm, please explain and
reconcile your answer with the Docket No. R97-1 response to DFC/USPS-
T4-14(c).

b. Please confirm that an MLOCR that successfully reads a delivery-point bar
code in the address block will not, under normal circumstances, spray a bar
code on the bottom of the envelope. If you do not confirm, please explain.

DFC/USPS-116. Please refer to the response to DFC/STAMPS.COM-T1-12. Is
witness Heselton correct in his description of Postal Service handling of incorrectly
dated metered mail, and is he correct in stating that the Postal Service does not

“generally” overcancel metered mail with the correct date? Please explain.

DFC/USPS-117. Please refer to the response to DFC/USPS-107. Do the costs of
isolating and resolving problems with incorrectly dated IBIP and metered mail cause
the total costs of processing this mail to be higher than the costs would be if the same
mail pieces had the correct date? If not, please explain.



