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The Office of the Consumer Advocate hereby gives notice of the filing of the following revisions to the response of Pamela A. Thompson to MMA/OCA-T4-4, filed on October 17, 2006.  This answer is being revised in response to a request from MMA counsel during the October 24, 2006 hearing.  Tr. 20/7412-13.  The changes to the responses are set forth below.  Revised responses to MMA/OCA-T4-4 are attached hereto.  
Respectfully submitted,
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	Interrogatory Response
	Correction

	MMA/OCA-T4-4 (a)
	Delete “a-c. My rate proposal is essentially revenue neutral.  As stated in my testimony at page 26, the TYAR revenues in my proposal increase by $2.9 million.”  Insert  “a.  $358.5 million rounded.  Detail provided in file ‘RevbyShapebyWgt-MMA-T4-4.xls.’”


	MMA/OCA-T4-7 (b)
	Insert “b.  $253.6 million rounded.   Detail provided in file ‘RevbyShapebyWgt-MMA-T4-4.xls.’”


	MMA/OCA-T4-7 (c)
	Insert  “c.  $754.1 million rounded.    Detail provided in file ‘RevbyShapebyWgt-MMA-T4-4.xls.’”


	
	


MMA/OCA-T4-4.
Please refer to Table 1 on page 8 of your testimony and Library Reference OCA-LR-5, file “OCA Rates” where you provide your proposed First-Class Single Piece rates 

a. Please provide the total amount of revenue that you project will be lost to the Postal Service as a direct result of your proposal to eliminate the additional ounce rate for Single Piece letters weighing up to 4 ounces.

b. Please provide the total amount of revenue that you project will be lost to the Postal Service as a direct result of your proposal to eliminate the additional ounce rate for Presorted letters weighing up to 4 ounces.

c. Please provide the total amount of revenue that you project the Postal Service will gain as a direct result of your proposal to increase the first ounce rates for Presorted letters weighing up to 4 ounces.  

d. Please confirm that you simply adopted the Postal Service’s proposal to lower the QBRM discount from 3.2 cents to 2.5 cents, and that you offered no independent analysis or judgment as justification for that proposal.  If you cannot confirm, please provide citations to the portion(s) of the evidence you offer to support reducing the QBRM discount from 3.2 cents to 2.5 cents.

e. In Library Reference OCA-LR-5, file “OCA Rates,” under the word “Presorted” (Row 19) should the word “Non-presorted” on Row 20 be “Nonautomation?”  If not, please explain.

f. Would you agree that it is fair to say that, in order to finance your proposal to eliminate the additional ounce rates for First-Class Single Piece letters weighing up to 4 ounces, you propose to increase the first ounce rates for Presorted letters weighing up to 4 ounces.  If you do not agree, please explain.

RESPONSE TO MMA/OCA-T4-4.

a.
$358.5 million rounded.  Detail provided in file ‘RevbyShapebyWgt-MMA-T4-4.xls.’
b.
$253.6 million rounded.  Detail provided in file ‘RevbyShapebyWgt-MMA-T4-4.xls.’

c.
$754.1 million rounded.  Detail provided in file ‘RevbyShapebyWgt-MMA-T4-4.xls.’

d. 
I did not make new calculations for the QBRM rate.  USPS witness Taufique at page 24 of his testimony indicates that the discount of $0.025 is the same discount that prevailed prior to the across the board rate increases.  Thus, I felt the $0.395 was appropriate. 

e.
Confirmed.

f.
Not confirmed.  It is use of the BMM benchmark that results in higher Presort automation rates.

