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OCA/USPS-T22-9. Please refer to your testimony at page 1, lines 10 and 11,

concerning the estimate of certain costs related to scanning equipment.

a.

Piease confirm that the Postal Service has awarded a firm-fixed price contract to
Lockheed Martin Federal Systems (herein Lockheed Martin) for scanners. if you
do nét conﬂrr‘ﬁ, please explain.

Please confirm that the contract to Lockheed Martin was valued at $218 million.
If you do not confirm, please explain and provide the correct figure.

Please confirm that the contract to Lockheed Martin was for the purchase of
300,000 scanners. If you do not confirm, please explain and provide the correct
figure.

Please confirm that the contract to Lockheed Martin will involve the integration
and deployment, aﬁd in-office computer systems infrastructure, of scanners at
32,000 postal facilities. If you do not confirm, please explain and provide the

correct figure.

OCA/USPS-T22-10. Please refer to your Worksheet C-1, concerning the scanning

infrastructure capital and. program costs.

a.

Please confirm that the capital and program costs listed in Worksheet C-1 can be
clharacterized as the purchase, deployment and integration of scanners, and
development of .in-ofﬁce computer systems infrastructure. If you do not confirm,
please expla‘in. —

Please confirm that ﬁgure, $185,543 B00, represents the estimated total capital

and program costs. If you do not confirm, please explain.
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OCA/USPS-T22-11. Please refer to your Worksheet C-1, concerning the scanning
infrastructure tl:api'tal aljd program costs. Please confirm that the estimated “Total
capital and program césts" of 5135,543,800, and the $218 million contract awarded to
Lockheed Martin are comparablé figures. If you do not confirm, please explain the

relationship of these two figures, and reconcile any differences.

OCA/USPS-T22-12. Please refer to your Worksheet C-1 and C-2, concerning the
scanning infrastructure capital and program costs and the distribution key for volume
variable costs. Please update your Worksheet C-1 and C-2 to reflect the $218 million

contract awarded to Lockheed Martin.

OCA/USPS-T22-1 3.7 Please refer to I_nput Sheet B-3, and the 5 percent of delivery

confirmation mail items undeliverabl‘e by carrier.

a. Please confirm that the 5 percent of delivery confirmation items undeliverable by
the carrier refers to both city and rural carriers. If you do not corfirm, please
explain.

b. Please identify the “several sources” indicated in note 2 to Input Sheet B-3 that
were revie\n;ed in developing this estimate. If those sources are documents not
provided with the Postal Servic'e_fs request in this proceeding, please provide a
copy of each such document.. :Ilf’those sources are Postal Service .employees, or

contractors of the Postal Service, please identify those employeas or contractors.
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c. Please identify and explain 't_h-ose considerations that lead you to believe the 5
percent figure represents a reasonable estimate.

d. Is it your testimony that 95 bercent (1 - .05) of Standard B and Priority Mail items
are delivered by city and rural carrierﬁ? If you answer in the negative, please

explain.

OCA/USPS-T22-14. Please refer to Worksheet B-3, and the figures, 12,346,993 and

4 478,707, in the column entitléd “Transactions,” and Worksheet B-2.

a. Please confirm that the ﬂ;;ure, 12,346,993: is obtained from the box section
“Delivered” volume of 4,112,282 plus the firm holdouts “Delivered” volume of
6,861,985 plus the firm holdouts “Attempted” volume of 1,372,726 from
Worksheet B-2. If you do not confirm, ple;se explain.

b. Piease confirm that the ﬁ;]ure, 4 478,707, is obtained from box section
“Attempted” volume of 3‘,_105,980, and théfﬁrm holdouts “Attempfed” volume of
1,372,726 from Workshéét B-2. If youdo ﬁot confirm, please explain.

c. Please explain the ratiohlale for including:t‘he firm holdouts “Atternpted” volume of
1,372,726 in the “Transactions” figure of 12,346,993.

i
=~
i

d. Piease explain the rationale for having the box section clerk scan the firm

holdouts “Attempted” volume twice.

e
EER

OCAJUSPS-T22-15. Please refer to Input Sheet B-? and the “Scans per delivery

confirmation parcel.” Please confirm that the ratlo of 1. 1003 reflects the fact that 1) for

parcels where delivery is effected by the carrier, t’h'ei Eléif\iéry confirmation barcode will
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be scanned once by the carrier, and 2) for pafcéls where delivery is attempted by the

carrier, the delivery confirmation barcode will'be scanned twice, once by the carrier
when delivery is attempted and a second time when the parcel is “delivered” to the
recipient by the window clerk. If you do not coiifirm, please éxplain.

1

A

OCA/USPS-T22-16. Please refer to Input Sheet B-7, and the “Mailer manifest toll-free

line charge” of $0.0008. Please show the derivation of this figure. Please show all

calculations and provide citations to any figures used.

s -t

OCA/USPS-T22-17. Please refer to your response to OCA/USPS-T22-1, at page 11,
and Exhibit C-2 in your testimony from Docket No. MC97-2.

a. In your response to OCA/USPS-T22-1, you state that “only one label is used . . .”

4

Please confirm that the label identified in your response is the label shown in

Exhibit C-2. If you do not confirm, please explain and:provide a copy of the label

identified. i

b. With respect to Standard B parcels, please confirm that the delivery confirmation

label must be affixed to the parcel on:the same side as the address block and

IES

postage. If you do not confirm, please explain.
IEETS TR -

c. For a Standard B parcel that is toorsmall to accommadate on the same side of

© e
AN - [N W

that parcel the address block, postage and delivery-confirmation label, please

- I
[T G-I I A

explain where on the parcel the Postal Service proposes to place the delivery

I owd "

confirmation label.
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Please provide an estimate of the number ofdelivésy confirmation Standard B

parcels for which the side of the parcel containing:té address block and postage:

will also be too small to accommodate the delivery confi rmation Iabel
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

| hereby certify that | have this date served the f-oregomg document upon all

)l\

l‘\

participants of record in this proceeding in accordance Wlth section 12 »of the rules of

practice.

Washington, D.C. 20268-0001
September 2, 1997
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SHELLEY S. DREIFUSS

Attorney <5 7
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