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UPS/USPS-T30-5.  Refer to your response to interrogatory DFC/USPS-T30-1. 

Confirm that in GFY 2000, 21.7% of all flat rate Priority Mail envelopes weighed more than

1 pound.  If not confirmed, provide the correct percentage.

UPS/USPS-T30-6.  How many pieces in the flat rate envelope category does the

Postal Service estimate will weigh more than one pound in TY2003?  Explain any

assumptions that you make to arrive at this calculation.

UPS/USPS-T30-7.  Confirm that on page 3 of Attachment C to your testimony,

USPS-T-30, you estimate that 34,198,694 pieces will migrate from the two pound rate

category to the flat rate envelope in TY2003 under the Postal Service's proposed change

to the pricing of the flat rate envelope.  If not confirmed, provide the correct number.

UPS/USPS-T30-8.  Refer to the Postal Service’s answer to OCA/USPS-60(c) and

(d) regarding the legal costs of defending Priority Mail advertisements, in which the Postal

Service states that “these costs were not ‘charged to Priority Mail’ because . . . there was

no appropriate accounting or economic basis for doing so.” 

(a) Confirm that these legal costs would not have been incurred if the Postal

Service did not offer the Priority Mail service.  If not confirmed, explain fully and identify the

other products that caused these legal costs to be incurred.

(b) Explain fully how an “appropriate accounting . . . basis” for attributing costs is

established.

(c) Explain fully how an “appropriate . . . economic basis” for attributing costs is

established.
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(d) If the legal costs were caused only by the existence of Priority Mail, is this not

an “appropriate economic basis” for attributing these costs to Priority Mail?  If your answer

is anything other than an unqualified “yes,” explain fully.
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