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USPS/OCA-T500-36. Please refer to your response to interrogatory USPS/OCA-
T500-2, where you state that since you do not have cost data for each office, you do
not know “a priori whether a reasonable basis for grouping offices might have
emerged from the data.” Please explain specifically what cost data would not provide
a reasonable basis for grouping offices based on costs for each office, assuming
such costs were available. For example, would not one be able to simply order all
offices by costs, and then divide the offices into equally-sized groups, such as

quartiles?
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