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The United States Postal Service hereby files response to the following interrogatory of the Office of the Consumer Advocate:  OCA/USPS-T1–33, filed on July 16, 2004.  


The interrogatory is stated verbatim and is followed by the response.
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 OCA/USPS-T1-33.  Please refer to your answer to interrogatory OCA/USPS-T1-27.  In addition to the types of operational information provided in your response, does the Postal Service intend to observe and report on operational differences as follows:

a. Whether the acceptance of a Priority Mail flat-rate box at a retail window may be less costly than acceptance of a pound/zone-rated Priority Mail package since the flat-rate piece does not have to be weighed and the zone determined.

b. Whether the entry of a Priority Mail flat-rate box via carrier pick up may be less costly than the entry of a pound/zone-rated Priority Mail package since the flat-rate package would not have to be weighed and its zone determined at the delivery office where the carrier drops off the piece after pick up.

c. If you do not intend to observe and report on a. and/or b., please explain why not.
RESPONSE:

(a) There is presently no such intention.   
(b) There is presently no such intention.    
(c) As discussed in witness Barrett’s response to OCA/USPS-T2-25, retail acceptance procedures are expected to be virtually the same for the Priority Mail flat-rate box as for weight/zone-rated Priority Mail packages. Although, as indicated in witness Barrett’s response to OCA/USPS-T2-27, there may be some postage-verification differences between the Priority Mail flat-rate box and weight/zone-rated Priority Mail packages, the Postal Service does not customarily estimate and attribute operations-specific costs for Priority Mail at the level of the rate category (like the proposed flat-rate box). Priority Mail rates, such as those recommended by the Postal Rate Commission in Docket No. R2001-1, reflect cost differences based on weight, distance shipped, and 

Response to OCA/USPS-T1-33 (Cont.):
mode of transportation (surface vs. air).  They do not reflect cost differences at as fine a level as, for example, postage verification. 
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