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RESPONSE OF UNITED STATES POSTAL SERVICE WITNESS KINGSLEY
TO INTERROGATORY OF ASSOCIATION FOR POSTAL COMMERCE

POSTCOM/USPS-T39-19  Your answer to DMA/USPS-T-39-3 recites that an “average
number of AFSM100 run hours per day for AP13, FY2001,” of approximately “21.2” and
“average total pieces handled (TPH) per machine per day” of “220,306 pieces.”  Is it
appropriate to divide the average TPH by the average hours per day to derive an
average number of pieces handled per hour of 10,392?  If not, why not?

Response:

No.  As stated in response to DMA/USPS-T-39-3, run hours per day is not an accurate

measurement of equipment utilization since it includes time when the machine was on

but not processing mail such as during crew breaks or sweeping between sort scheme

changes.
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