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"October 15, 1986, John Smith, CEO of the Bendix Corporation announces
that their Brake and Drum plants will close down in South Bend, Indiana
and move all operations to Winston Salem, North Carolina.® "July 11,

1987, Thomas Luger, CEO of Burlington Industries releases information stat-
ing that the building of three finishing plants in North Carolina will begin
on September 3rd in order to replace the three in New York which will
close following this completion.” "Lewis Faldmoor, President of the Houston
Corporation has announced that plans for the acquisition of 4000 acres of
South Carolinian land is near completion. Faldmoor commented that the
land will be used for a series of new factories that will be built in the next
seven years to compensate for those that will be closed during that time
frame.” Although these are only hypothetical situations, corporations from
all over the United States, primarily from the North, are slowly relocating
a majority of their plants and facilities to the South. Examples of these
corporations include: Pacific Mills, J.P. Stevens, Abbott Laboratories,
Johnson & Johnson, Goodyear, and Firestone.

Why are these industry leaders moving from the once dominant industrial
North to the area that some felt was the dwindling South? When one considers
such factors as the richness and abundance of resources that are found
in the South along with the availability of all types of topographic?l features
and amenities, then there is no question why more and more companies are
looking to the South for their development path. Yet this is not the sole
reason for industrious growth in the South. Another important factor is that

the South, in comparison to the North, has a lower and a more favorable
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cost of living. By definition, a Cost of Living is the "average price
paid for food, rent, clothing, transportation, and other necessities

by a person or family within a given period and the amount of time

and labor needed to obtain them.I Is an area's relative Cost of Living,
an impertant consideration to corporate executives and analysts confronted
with a relocation decision? Are they willing to move and relocate
millions and even billions of dollars worth of plants and facilities

just because some index concluded that T-bone steak was less expensive
per pound in City A than in City B? If one views a cost of living

in such a narrow and naive sense, then one could conclude that the
index was useless. However, a cost of living index compares not

only the price of T-bone steak per pound in a given city, but alse
looks at such important factors as; the price for housing and apartments,
the costs of general utilities in the area, the costs of transportation
and health care services, and of course the costs of specific grocery
and miscellaneous items.2 Along with a comparison of these physical
products, a cost of living index can aiso help government agencies
determine welfare guidelines for a particular family in a certain city.
For instance, when the Weifare Department establishes an amount

of money that should be given to different families in different cities,
the agency can take the cost of living index of each city and come

up with an amount that would be proportionately equal for each family.
Thus if City A had a higher cost of living than City B, then it would
be reasonable to allocate more money to the family living in City A

than in City B. A cost of living index can also help evaluate the
national minimum wage amount. If the Department of Labor were

to consider how unfair a national uniform minimum wage is by analyzing

-

costs of living, then it might change the law so that there would
no longer be a national minimum wage but individual minimum wages
adjusted according to the city's cost of living (in this idea the Department
would need to establish a wage floor and a wage ceiling). So for
example, Lumberton's minimum wage would remain at $3.35 while that
of larger cities would increase according to its costs of living.

From this explanation of the index one will notice that it has
great relevance and importance to an expanding corporation {in terms
of cost efficiency), A corporation can analyze all of the previously
mentioned factors and conclude for instance that if housing and utility
costs are less expensive in City A than in City B, then that corporatién
can get away with paying their employees a little less (the reasoning
is that the employee does not have to allocate as much of his income
toward housing and utilities and will not notice a reduction in salary}.
Obviously one factor that may hinder a corporation in utilizing this
cost efficiency is the existence of unions, but the discussion throughout
the paper will concentrate on the South where unions are virtually

non-existent.

My main objective in writing this research paper will be to develop
a cost of living for the city of I:umbértor;a; North Carolina and compare
Lumberton’s cost of living to the other cities included in the American
Chamber of Commerce Researchers Association (ACCRA) index. This
informatien can be a vital resource for Lumberton's Chamber of Commerce
in gauging whether or not Lumberton has the favorable elements that
advancing companies and industries seek when rélocating plants and

facilities. This comparison, if it proves advantageous, can then be
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applied not only to Lumberton but to surrounding cities such as Laurinburg,
Elizabethtown, Maxton, and Pembroke to determine their marketability. This
is yet another reason for the importance of developing a cost of living index

for Lumberton.

In order to satisfy the above objective, the following outline of topics
will be used:

Section | of this paper will explain the existing sources of consumer
cost of living calculations. Emphasis will be placed on the Consumer Price
Index and the ACCRA Index.

Section 1l will concentrate on the methodology used in deriving the cal-
culations for Lumberton's cost of living index. Specifically mentioned is the
process for gathering my prices along with the individual item weights and
specifications.

The last section, Section | will provide all results and concluding remarks
based on this empirical research. Lumberton’s cost of living will be compared
to Chapel Hill, North Carolina and to other cities included in ACCRA's index.
Based on the Cost of Living for Lumberton, | will advise the Chamber of

Commerce on the importance of Lumberton's inclusion in the ACCRA Index.

Before on can analyze and make conclusions about a specific cost of
living index, it is important that he or she understand the difference between
"differences in price” and "differences in cost of iiving."3 "Differences in
price” indicates how the prices of a fixed market basket of goods and services
vary among locations.“ "Differences in price” for example would include
changes in the price of food, utilities, or clothing for a specific city. "Diff-
erences %n the cost of living", however, denotes such variables as; "differences

in the manner and style of living between locations, including not only diff-
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erences in the prices paid for specific items, but differences in the kinds
of quantities of goods and services consumed; the availability of cultural
and recreational opportunities and the quality and efficiency of transportation
ser‘vices.5 For example, it would be very possible for someone relocating
from New York to Pembroke to state that the cost of living in Pembroke is
higher than in New York. In examining this statement, it is critical to know
whether the person is referring to differences in the prices of similar goods
between the two cities, or to differences in abstract, nonprice factors that
make this person's cost of attaining the same standard of living higher in
Pembroke than in New York. To illustrate this example, the same individual
refocating from New York to Pembroke will be used. Let us assume that
this individual is an avid opera enthusiast, and desires to enjoy a good opera
while living in Pembroke. In order to satisfy his want he would have to
travel to another city and most likely a city as far away as Atlanta, Washington,
or even back to New York. Because of this, the cost of viewing an opera
not only entails the cost of the ticket but the transportation cost and a hotel
room if he decided to spend the night. Obviously, if he were still living
in New York those costs would not be incurred. In this situation, the cost
of attalning his satisfaction {his cost of living) would be higher in Pembroke
than in New York.

This satisfaction or cost of living is measure by the aid of an index.
But what exactly is an index and how Is it constructed? An index is commonly
viewed as a concept used only by specialists, yet it has great intuitive
appeall‘6 Simply put, indexes are often associated with tools used by specialists
in determining or gauging a certain bit of information. However, indexes
are formulated such that non-specialists can interpret and use them solely

by using their own natural intuitive sense. In more general terms, an index

— B



is a tool that is used to measure the change over time in some value such

L7
as income or price.

One familiar index is the Consumer Price Index (CPl). The Consumer
Price Index is an index compiled by the Bureau of Labor Statistics of the

prices paid by consumers for certain specified goods and services {called

a market basket} in a number of cities during a given month. The prices
are then compared with the average prices paid during a specified base f.)eriod.8
The base or reference period now used in the CPI is 1967. The reference
year is assigned the index number of 100 and the value of the index in all
subsequent time periods is thus determined in comparison with 1967 equalling
100.9 For example, the consumer price index for all items in 1988 is 332.70-'0
:l:hxs means that on the average an item that cost $100 in 1967 would cost
$342.70 in present day dollar value. Expressed in another way, the cost
of a specific item today would cost about 3.4 times more than it did in 1967.

The first publication of the CPl dates back to 192:‘!.11 Through many
adjustments and changes, the CPl has turned into a tool or source that can
be used by specialists and everyday consumers alike. Today, the CPl is
considered the nation's most important measure of inflation. It is often used
by the Government as well as the private sector to form and evaluate the
effectiveness of economic po[icy.'z Because inflation affects so many areas
of life {the CPl is designed to measure deflation and inflation), the CPI
becomes an important factor in public policy decisions ranging from price
controls to management of the Federal Budget deficit. The CP! also provides
important information for the private sector by. helping in investment de-
cision strategies.

The index is also used to adjust the income of more than &0 million persons;

these include almost 38 million social security beneficiaries, about 3.3 million

B

retired military and Federal Civil Service employees and survivors and about
20 million food stamp recipients.” Changes in the CP! also affect the 23
million children who eat lunch at school. Under the National School Lunch
Act and the Child Nutrition Act, national average payments for those lunches
are adjusted annually by the Secretary of Agriculture on the basis of the

18 By examining these examples

change in CPl series, “"Food Away from Home".
one quickly notices that the Consumer Price Index alone has a great deal

of relevance and importance to our society.

Another source of cost of living information is the ACCRA Index. The
intent and design of the ACCRA Cost of Living Index is to provide the best
possible measure of relative cost of living differentials among cities of all
sizes.‘s The originators of the ACCRA Index believe that prices collected
at a specified time, and in "strict conformance with standard specifications”
can provide researchers with solid information to gauge relative intercity
differences in the cost of consumer goods and servicca.s.“3 Because consumer
goods and services encompass a vast and countless range of items, ACCRA
has established its index to price six major categories: Grocery items, Housing,
Utilities, Transportation, Health Care, and Miscellaneous goods and Services.l
Each category is assigned a specific weight, totalling 100, to show its importance
in refation to a consumer's spending pattern. In each of these major categories
are subcategories. For example, in the Grocery ltems Index {carrying a
weight of .17 out of 100}, items are broken down into meats, dairy products,
produce, bakery products, tobacco products, and finally miscellaneous grocery
product, The total number of items that are priced in the index is 59. However,
no attempt has been made by the originators of the ACCRA Index to determine
the extent to which consumers actually purchase the individual items in the

index. The 59 items have been selected merely to show intercity price diff-
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erences in the categories they ro.a;:sresent.18

The price differential for each item is expressed as the ratio of ciiy
prices to average price nationwide.w How much each ratio contributes to
the Index is determined by the distribution of consumer expenditures among
the categories covered by the index. The share of consumer expenditures

devoted to the category represented by each item determines that category's

Importance, or weight, in the index.zo For example, when the final calculations

have been made for the Health Care Index for a given city, the resulting
total index number is multiplied by the weight assigned to Health Care which
is .13, This total is then added to the remaining five category index totals
to arrive at the All-ltems Index r\umber.21

By measuring price levels of specific commodities and services, and by
weighing the relative prices of these items to reflect the spending patterns
typical of a mid~management household, the index shows relative price levels
in participating cities at a given point in time.22 However, the index numbers
shown in the ACCRA publications and those arrived at by my research,
do not represent actual percentage differences among cities. Therefore,
it is not accurate to subtract one city's index number from another's and
conclude that the price differential between those two cities is exactly correct.
To show this point in greater detall we can look at the All-ltems Index from
Baltimore, Maryland (105.5) and that of Lansing, Michigan {107.4). AT first
sight, one would say that there is a substantial difference between the cost
of living in Baltimore than that of living in Lansing. However, because the
index numbers are approximations, the differences also are approximations.
Small differences, such as the one in this example, usually represent a similar
type cost of living between cities, Larger differences allow an observer to

notice a greater and more significant difference.
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In the results section of my research, Section 111, | will further explain
the process of differentiating between costs of living indexes for two cities,
specifically Lumberton and Chapel Hill and other indexes for selected cities

in the United States.

The first step in this investigation of the Cost of Living Index for the
city of Lumberton was obviously to sit down and analyze the items that were
going to make-up my results. As mentioned in the previous section, the
ACCRA Committee established six major components of consumer expenditures;
grocery items, housing, utilities, transportation, health care, and miscellaneous
goods and services. From these major components, they established the list
of items to be priced, and the specifications to go by when pricing (specifi-
cations included item name brands, and package size}. Exhibit 1.1 in the
appendix gives the entire list of items along with the specifications.

The next step was choosing the stores from which the prices were gathered.
According to the ACCRA manual, each store used in pricing items should
be representative of and cater to a middle income family. Thus convenient
stores and upper income oriented stores were avoided so that this stipulation
was satisfied. Stores which were used as sources included: Winn Dixie,

Food Lion, Harris Teeter, Belks, Eckerds, J.C. Penny, and Family Dollar.

Once the stores were chosen, the next step was to go out and collect
the price data. All prices were gathered on three consecutive days, namely
Thursday, Friday, and Saturday. Each price for each specific item was then
added together and divided by the number of prices for that item to arrive
at the average price. For example, the prices for a ten pound bag of potatoes
are $1.69 {Food Lion), $1.79 (Winn Dixie), and $1.99 {Harris Teeter}. Added

together they total $5.47. 45,47 divided by 3 equals $1.82, which is the
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average price for a ten pound bag of potatoes for the three grocery stores.
This procedure was used for each item and can be further illustrated in the
appendix section under Exhibit 1.2.

For each component index {grocery item, utilities, transportation, health
care, housing, and miscellaneous goods and services) the average price reported
for an item is expressed as a percentage of the average for all reporting
clties.23 The percentage is then multiplied by the item weight to produce
that item's contribution to its component index (refer to Exhibit 1.3). The
contributions of all items in a component index are summed to produce the
component index number.m Component index numbers in turn are multiplied
by their weights to generate their contributions to the Ali-ltems Index, which
is the sum of the component index contributions (Exhibit 1.4).25

Since each price, expressed as 2 percentage of the nationwide average
price, is weighted in its component index, and since the component index
in turn is weighted for the All-ltems Index, ACCRA has expressed the direct
contribution of each item to the All-ltems Index as the product of item weight
and its component index weight (Exhibit 1.5 breaks down these individuai

weights) .26

As was previously mentioned, the ACCRA Cost of Living Index provides
reasonable estimates of living cost differentials, exclusive of income taxes,
ad valorem taxes, and sales taxes, among a large number of cities.2] "Ad
Valorem tax refers to a tax levied according to the value of the property,
merchandise, etc... being taxed.“m This research has thus provided the
data necessary to compare Lumberton's cost of living to any other city that
has been listed in ACCRA's quarterly publication. However, a point that

must be reiterated is that when calculations are being compared, any differences
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of three or fewer index points are statistically insignificant and this small

difference is usually attributed to sampliing error.

How then does Lumberton's index compare to Chapel Hill's index (Chapel
Hill was chosen at random but has the highest cost of living reported in ACCRA's
publication among North Carolina cities). When one analyzes the two cities
by population, he or she will notice that Chapel Hill has the advantage by

9 g

having a population of 32,000 persons compared to Lumberton's 18,500.2
one were to compare the two by cost of living, you would notice that Chapel
Hill is higher in that respect also. Looking at the All-ltems Index (which

actually is the cost of living), Chapei Hill has an Index of 109.0 compared

3% n order to calculate the difference between the two

to Lumberton's 95.5.
it is not correct to subtract the two numbers and assume that Chapel Hill
is 13.5% more expensive to live in than Lumberton. To get a more accurate

figure, the following calculation must take place:

[ (109.0 ~ 95.5) / 95.5 1 * 100.0%
= (13.6 / 95.5) * 100.0%

{.143} * 100.0%

14.3%

i

Source: ACCRA Index Manual. 1984, p.1.7

Although the difference between 13.5% and 14.3% is only .8% the latter
figure is closer and more accurate calcufation {it is actually an approximation
because the index is based on a sampling technique).

How significant then is the 14.3% difference between the two cities? In
order to understand the real difference, it is necessary to look at and compare
each item that composes the index separately for each city. In other words

one would need to look at each index (grocery, utilities, transportation, housing.
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etc..) and see how the two differ,

Let us begin with the Grocery ltems Index. ! have calculated it for
Lumberton and found the index number totalling 94.4. According to the
1987 fourth quarter results, Chapel Hill's total was 95.3.3l Obviously this
is not a very significant difference and one that can be explained by sampling
error. However, a look at a few of the specific items in this index will point
out some differences. The following items are those that | found to have

the most significant and interesting variances:

ITEMS CHAPEL HILL LUMBERTON DIFFERENCE
Bacon $2.69 $1.56 $1.13
Bread .55 .96 .4
Peaches 1.10 .81 2%
Orange Juice 1.1 7 .40

_Next, analyzing the Housing Index we see that Lumberton registers
at 94.2 compared to Chapel Hill's 134.9.

32 Without a doubt there is a substantial

difference between the two figures. In fact using the previous calculation
procedure, one will notice that there is a 43,2% difference between the two
cities. This is a very important variance and one that would rest heavy

aon the minds of corporate planners. To break this index down into the parts

that make-up the whole we see that:

1)  An average home price in Chapel Hill {according to established
ACCRA specifications) is $132,000. That same home in Lumberton
would cost a consumer $95,000. This difference of $37,000
is often more than what a middle income family makes per year

in Lumberton.

%2}  The average apartment rent for the city of Chapel Hill was
$439.00. The average for the city of Lumberton is $292.50.
Again this difference would be very critical in decision maker's
minds. If this difference is multiplied by 12 months, it accumulates

to nearly $2000 a year ($1758).

The difference in this index has the greatest variance among all indexes.
What then contributes to this large difference in housing costs? The predominate
reason would be that most of the families in the Chapel Hill area belong to
a higher social status that than those families living in Lumberton. One needs
to consider the fact that Chapel Hill has a very high concentration of Ph.D's
due to the research triangle. This in itself makes incomes higher. Obviously
there are some families in the Lumberton area that would be considered

“rich® in Chapel Hill but all in all Chapel Hill would have an edge.

The next analysis concentrates on Lumberton's utilities index, which
33 .
totals 89.4. In comparison, Chapel Hill has an utilities index of 93.9. This

is another case where the variance is too small to b of any real significants.

However, in analyzing the transportation index for the two cities we see another
large difference. Lumberton registers at 90.4 and Chapel Hill registers at
110.1,3!‘ a difference of approximately 21.8%. Again, if we look at specifics

within the index, we might satisfy any curiosity concerning the difference.

ITEM CHAPEL HILL LUMBERTON DIFFERENCE
Tirebalance $6.83 $4.75 $2.08
Gasoline 99,2¢ 90.4¢ .08¢

The difference in the tirebalance item, though $2.08, is not very significant
unless you have a car that is in need of a constant balancing job. However,
consider the fact that gasoline is almost .10¢ a gallon more in Chapel Hill.

This fact is obviously very important considering that gasoline (fuel} is the
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main resource in transportation. If one were to take the .10¢ difference
and multiply it by 15 (the average gasoline tank on an automobile] or 100
(the average gasoline tank on a transfer truck) then he or she would understand
that in the fong run, .10¢ a gallon is a big variance.

The miscellaneous goods and services index for Lumberton is 97.9 compared
to 103.9 for Chapel Hill's fourth quarter report.35 The major difference

among the individual items were:

ITEM CHAPEL HILL LUMBERTON DIFFERENCE
Haircut $5.00 $5.00 $4.00
Shampoo/Dry 19.33 12.33 7.00
Wine 4.76 3.72 1.04

It was interesting to notice that these three items were the only items
that had a significant variance from the list of 20 in this index. All other
items included in this index were considered irrelevent or did not have a
big enough price difference to be mentioned.

The last analysis concentrates on the index for health care and related
services. At first one would think that the pattern of Chapel Hill having
the higher index number when comparing the indexes would continue. However
in this case there was a slight difference in the opposite direction. Lumberton
totaled 110.1 while Chapel Hill was listed at 104.7.3¢ The ironic thing about
the difference is that Lumberton was only more expensive when it came to
a regular doctor's visit, and was less expensive in the other three items.
One reason for this difference may be the fact that there is a greater concentration
of doctors and hospitals in the Chapel Hill area than there is in Lumberton
and that doctors must keep cost and prices low so as to acquire a percentage

of the "market" in the city. When looking at this index as an item by item

comparison, we see the following:
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ITEM

Hospital room
Doctor visit
Dentist
Aspirin

CHAPEL HILL

$222,06
27.33
34,00
3.32

LUMBERTON DIFFERENCE
$198.00 $24.06
33.33 6.00
33.67 .33
318 .18

Another approach in analyzing Lumberton's cost of living was to compare

Lumberton's All-Items Index (total cost of living) with that of all the cities

published in ACCRA's publication for the state of North Carolina. The following

indexes are reported:

CiTYy

Chapel Hill
Charlotte
Durham
Fayetteville
Gastonia
Greensboro
Hickory
High Point
Raleigh
Wilmington
Winston-Salem

INDEX

109.0
100.5
99.3
101.9
94.2
97.2
96.9
98.7
181.2
98.6
99.8

LUMBERTON

95.5
95.5
95.5
95.5
95.5
95.5
95.5
95.5
95.5
95.5
85.5

DIFFERENCE

+14.3%
+5.3%
+,1%
+5.9%
-1.3%
+1.9%
+1.6%
+3.5%
+6,1%
+3.4%
+4,6%

This analysis clearly shows that although the percentage differences

are only approximations, Lumberton has the second lowest cost of living index

from the cities listed in the publication for the state of North Carolina

(NOTE: we have no data about the cities not included in this issue to compare

Lumberton with).

had a low and favorable cost of living compared to other states.

Anocther interesting fact was that North Carolina in general

I also compared Lumberton's index with the indexes of a few selected

cities around the United States.

My reasoning is that Lumberton will not
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only compete with "inter-state cities" but most often with "inter-country cities”
for the privilege of having the new plants and facilities buiit their town (although
companies do rely on a city's cost of living when deciding on relocation they

also take other factors into account such as the level and amount of skilled

workers, and area's amount of natural resources and even and area's climate).

CITY INDEX LUMBERTON DIFFERENCE
Birmingham, AL 97.3 95.5 +2,0%
Miami, FL 110.6 95.5 +16.0%
South Bend, IN 93.7 95.5 ~1.8%
*Boston, MA 152.3 95.5 +59.6%
Manchester, NH 121.4 95.5 +27.3%
New York, NY 150.9 95.5 +58.2%
Columbia, $C 98.1 95,5 +2.8%
**Cookeville, TN 86.2 95.5 ~-9.6%

* = highest cost of living in publication
** = |lowest cost of living in publication
Source: ACCRA Index. #th quarter

1987, Section |

As the numbers above show, Lumberton has a lower cost of living index
compared to these selected cities (except for South Bend and Cookeville).
Boston, New York, and Manchester were chosen primarily to show the drastic
differences in their cost of livings compared to that of Lumberton's, 1 am
not suggesting that Lumberton should be considered as the best choice in
a relocation decison among these cities, but | am suggesting that because

of its favorable cost of living, Lumberton is a good candidate.
The original objective of this paper was to develop a cost of living index
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for the city of Lumberton and to compare its results to statewide and nationwide
indexes for different cities. If the results were found to be favorable | anticipated
offering some degree of advice to the area's Chamber of Commerce.

In review of my findings | believe and conclude that because of its cost
of living, the city of Lumberton should be included in the next publication
of the ACCRA Cost of Living Index. In so doing, Lumberton will further
enhance its marketability and that of surrounding cities in southeastern
North Carolina.

One important result coming from my research is that the results will
not only be used by the Chamber of Commerce, but also be used by the new
Economic Development Center at Pembroke State in any capacity that they

choose in order to further study this area’s marketability.
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APPENDIX

(EXHIBIT 1.1)

Ravised

June 1984

cACCRA
INTER-CITY COST OF LIVING INDEX

QUARTER

mcbxammr.\ WORK SHEET W YEAR

NAMES OF STORES

[4 & § ——

SURVEYED AND THEIR PRICES  AVERAGE

- 2.

Cavegors, Ttom and Specificataons H
5

L

Mosts
3. T-BONE STEAK th,, USDA Choigk. coivanvannnn . 3, 3 i L .
.- 2. LGROUNG BEEF or
HAGURGER 1., TOwesE DesCR, (oo avnener ey o ai—
3. BALOH 15, package, lowest price..... emt—
. 4. FRYING CNILKEH 3h., §rade A.....e.... PERTTT. e e e — i
4 5. CHUNE LIGHT 6 a2, Can, Starxist or
Tk Chickes of the Sea, packed in
Pllancnnvrccansn R —
Dairy
Peoducts
. 6, UHOLE MILK  gallan carton, hoamgenited. . [
. 7. EGGS, targe dogen, Grade Aioicicaovnen et —— — i —
. 8. MARGARINE b, Yowest price e
. 9. PARMESAN
CHEESE, grated 8 oX. canister, Lraft brand... —— e —
Froducs
- 18, POTATCES 10 1h. 1ack, white or red,
lowest price...
11, BRHANAS b ..
L2, MESD LETTUCE  head {approx. 1% Y.}
Bakery
Progducts
o 13, BREAD, white  Bowes price waemes-oo Stre.... ox. ar. L33 oz £ 24 o2,
Prive of Loaf.... e ———
Tobaaco
14, CIGARETTES carton, Wintton, king sile.... P ——
Mige. Geovery
Products
15, CDFFEE, in, Maxwell Mguse, Hi1IS
Vocuun packed Brathers or Folgers .. oocicor e ———— e
16, SUGAR 51p., lowest price, Cane
P N [T ———————ed
17, CORN FLAXES 18 o2, bax, xello
2ost Toasties,. em— e i
18, SWEET PEAS 0363 cea {15-17 g1}
TOMSE PFIC.,sere.anesenneenn — e
19, TOMATGCS £303 ca0 (1817
Tawest price. [ —
PEACHLS £, can Lappron. 29 oz}
Nalees Towest BrICE, .. ) ——— . — — o
. 21, FACIAL TISSUE  Kleenes brand, 175 COURT BOK.e | ;e e e T
27, WASHING PONDER 89 oX. Thde, Boldor Gneer..c. e e e T
23, SHORTEXING {risco, a1} vegetable,
L T I pe——— JRS—
6. OO owest price. e I
5, FROZEN CORN,
whale sernel 1D 01. packege, lowwst price.. S—
26, UTABY FOOD 4, 82, gar, strained
vegetables, lomest prILe.. oo — e v— S — T
27, SOFT DRIRK & biter bottie, loce Cola,
exgluding depasit, if any..... e ey i i
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el sl i i I PRICES FRON SURVEYED SOURCES aviice |

Hausing
25, APMITIENT - Miathly Best of spectfiad fypa of waif . =

39, NOUSE PURCHASE -~ Sales Prica Of 1pacitind nowes ...,

Prevalling Taserest rata ...

Montaly pewent {Uve tachn n page 2,13 of Merual}o. vaniiniiiiiiaienn

Utititise
3. ERECTRIC PONER - Ax. comtwaitinn per moath for a0it recent 12 wOSLRS 38 Kb L.oiiiniiiicionimacinrinenrainnns
Lost at Curress retes, fnil. fuel sdjuataent faKiors and Bigs meter ChErget ...,
gr 1f calealated an smsonel rater: Sumewr 3
Winter -
Total 3 it Aveacanrn
3t. QIMER ENERCC COMMUMPTLON ~- Averege monthly castuition end osl for sout recest 12 samini: .
MoAthly Comumpiion 3 Uait  £OST
Hateral or Banufectured Gas 8,
Ful 011 gul luny
Wood f2e mejor meating source} cords
Deder:
Total comt I8 W viiniecind
€ - Frnan reslential Tin; Custower ownr the (astromnty, PSRy rate plus: evtiwtes
=| yhaye caprgak, 1 any, Encurrad oy & family of four; nu-rll exsiye '4-. any
Btk Chergat and any $COMS CRATSER Co long distance savvic
Temnspoctation :
33, WYl FARE o~ Typtcal commting fare, 10 wifes, ame sy ...oeen.. b
M. MO REPAIR o~ Baience of ona front whel Loioaae 3
2. GROINE -« Oax qallen, walsddad reguler, matl.
‘and, cush purcaie, Includleg 211 taaas,
At salt-garvice pmp, Af aretisvie..... s
Heaith
. HOSPITAL DOON .. Samf-vrivate. datly chargk ..... 3
I, POCION OFFLLE ST - Gamral praciitionar 1
. gg?sz SEFLCE YIS1Y < Tawih cluaming and
Wapes tlons 1 T-rsy ur flupride (restmens ..., 3
¥ 3% ASPIRIN -« Baper besnd, ON-tABYEL BOTKEC ...l 1
Mino. Goods & Services
Fa3t Faod Reitawresess
A% NAMBURGER JANDSIOL -« 4 Ib. teef patty with ulcﬂt. tmiﬂh
Tors (o v Anh ketchup.  Ihe aclonala’s 1f svallevis onny 3
- M o Lo L oals oot rag. haens efzze: ine Plate
o€, PIXte tnmor & SMEY's whtre dusthadle o auionss 1
42, FRLED CHICKER ~ TATQR ond Srumetich, with ar witaoud
#AiFyy, whichavar 18 Towees Cost.  Use CBUrch's gr
Fertucky Frind ChAcken whare it e 5,
A2 RS BARBERSNOP MATECT - Jo stritng ... ameans 1,
44, WOMN'S Shueos. THIK B SLON DRY .. H
o 45 JOOTMPASTE v Kewst or Colgwte, -7 of. tubl ..neevel s
L WL SHANPOD <« Jonwuos's Bady Shampoo, 11 we. sentalaer . 3
A7, DAY CLEARING -- Mua’s teo-pioce swit ..... i,
WIS 0I5 SAIAT o Areow, Eaes or tan eusas,
Eerss., piain catiar, cotiont
ux.-u.mr“’fr BTWnd, 2T2r rengh 15/02016/34 ...ooenei, s
B WU EMIA o Packege of Uhres Bribhh, cotton,
llu_rgnqt The14, lowest grice ... s
50, AR _JEANS - 12’3 braed, strafpdt s
10 T enge 4134, I
55, ARIOR ABELIMNCE BEPALR +v Home service cail, clothes
Tt aRtap maiiioe, Wik, lAWE Jharge, macl. parey Lo - 3,
52. NUSPMR SMSRIZION - Hom deltears of datl
nE Lumddy, Tty newspaper. Repart :lu" cost per waek { 1 0F permoeth {3 .. PP P )
R - Fri. s, 1RGO, ByEALA BEECD ...l - 3,
3. BUNLING v Price sar 1ine, svaning prise ..o 3

5%, Thewiv = Wilsam or Fenn brand, cas of
TF aateacduty yeliow pRIlS Lo, aeiieiieciiinannons 1
S, MOARD GAME -+ Parkes Brothars’ “mugely,t ¥ §
Thot 1Tce of box) SLARGIFE #63LEQR ..uoeenenen s
57, LIGUON -« Smagraw's I-Crows, 750 mi}, bottle

£ 3K BEEX - Senhit gr Sodweiser, fepack, 1 54 X
Tntarrers, excioning wiy Gepdis Lol wains e % N g -

* 80, NIRE - Paul Nesson Chablu. L3 iter wible oo . e e e e e -

Transfer the average local price from both sides of this work sheet
to the uniform pre-coded ACCRA PRICE REPORT FORM,
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EXHIBIT 1.2 ¢ ACCRA
INTERCITY COST OF LIVING INDEX
- | QUARTERLY WoRK SHEET |
Revised
June 1984 CUTY Lumberton .o e
HAMES OF STORES SURVEYED AND THEIR PRICES
Cacegory. Itew and Spocfications ‘ l I {
Muats
1. T-BOHE STEAK $b., IS0A Choice........ ceano3 4,48 $4.54, % 99 3 3,
- 2. GROUND BELF or :
. NMBURGER Yo, lowest price............ 168 1,49 .99 S
3. BACON 10, packege, lowesy price.. 129 139 1.28
< &, FRYING CHICKEN To., grade A............ seenn =59 .69 263
3 8. CHURK LIGAT &4 al. can, Ssareist or
Tuss Chicken of the Sea, packed in
L e 1} .69 £3 JEE——
Qairy
Products -
- 6. UHOLE MILK % gation carton, homgenizes.. 1.3%  1.3% 1.3%
< ¥, EGES, Large dozen, Grade A, ....... ennne _o 88 A48 £
. B. MARGARTNE 1b., lowest price 241 235 33
< 8. PARMESAN '
CHEESE, grated 8§ oz. canister, Kraft drand.., 2,59 2.4 a8 — i
Produce
- 10, POTATORS 1 1n, sack, white or red,
Towert price. 1.69 1.79 1.9%
« Hl. BRNANAS L N e, 249 49 45
. 2. HEXD LETTUCE head {approx. 1 1b.d. . unne,, 230 39 238 [
Bukery
Products
o 13, BREAD, White  10WeST price aswmemmmsStz,... _ SR oz, _ 2k oz, _24 o1 38 oL,
Price of Loaf.... .98 293 - . N
Todbaceo
+ 14, CIGARETTES carton, Winston, king size.... B,8¢ 8.99 8.39
Hhisc. Grocery
Producte.
15.  COFFEE, 1b. Meawell House, Hills
Yacuum packed Brothers or Folgers........... 2,19 2.59 2.59 —
s 16, SUGAR $1p., lowest price, cone
OF DEEE..vuinecnvernnsornsicrs 138 1.59 1,58 ——
17, (oK FLAKES 18 oz, tox, Kellogg's or
Foxt Toastiescuinaeonnnns.oon 152 1.52 1.39
s 18, SMEEY PEAS $301 can {1537 02.}
Towese price. .33 -33 238
. 1S, ToMATOES £383 can (1587 02.)
E T L 1 PO, 1. .43 242 —
© 20, PEACHES. 2, can (nvprw. 29 oz.}
haivel Towess price.......... PROPONIET | ST . SN . & S
+ 2. FACIAL TISSUE  Kleenex brand, 175 tount bos,, .83 .79 .79
© 22, MASHING POWUER 49 oz, Tige, Gold or Cheer.... 1,59 2,18 99
o 23, SHORTENING Erisco, all vegetable,
3L G 2238 2,35 2.3 - JR—
R M%EISEOP}KSS & oz, can, towety price....... _H] 53 29 U
« 25, FROZN CORN,
whole kernel 10 oz. package, lowsst price.. 42 5% .47
- 2%, BABY FIKID 4 ox, Jar, strained
vogetavias, lowest price...... .21 221 i J—
. 270 SOFT ORINK £ Hyer bottle, Caca Cola,
excludiag gepasit, if any,..,. 1.19 1.18 1.49 PO

(peer}

F
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EXHIBIT 1.2 R T
* 5 : i PRICES FAOM SURYEYED SOURCES [ avenace |
Mousing
28, APAATHERE -- Mantaiy Rent of soecifiss G of wit . 263,00 320,00 - e 3R292.3Q
3. MONSE PURGIASL v Seles Prive of specified noxse ... BAOOD  _RIOO0 108000 000
Prevailing 1oterest cute ... .,
FONTALY DarweIL [USe THDHE BN Gage 215 6F Mumabd booetnnnsinnsoeesnrnnssansansssnsvannnenirsss
Utitiviss

30, ELCCTHIC FOUER «» Av. onSUMGTION per madTn for m0st receat 12 montns in dwn

COSE o Currett raves, Sncl. fuel sojeslaent factort end Dase metac CMEPQEL ...
86 U7 GAlCulotad on aasanal rates: Sweer 3

winwr (R—
Toeal  § [z ST
3L GEMER EMEREY CONSW@TION ~~ Aversgs wonthly csasasptian sng cast for aost rwcent 12 months:
ostaly Consumption & Unft ST
AhTacal or Mnvfactuerd Gag 1
Funl it ulloas
Mowd (uh #4258 Aeating toyece) corde
TAROTL e s e ——
Total ost 18 I vvecio i b
. LGN - peivate reiident] Hee Sostomr Gms e (siretnts, Maialy rite, plug: efitmted
sage Charges, if any, Sayered by @ fawily of four; fegeral ssciie oy

uu Charme A4 AN AGCEAY CNFGRL (b 10D 41VL4RCH Service

Tranaporiation
33, BUS FARE v Typical ommting fhre, I8 MIHES, 088 MY Loiiiiiiiisi it e e v e n et e r v ey yom——
34, ASTO REPALR «. Balance of eme froat whesl .. ..., 5.0 4.50 5. 525
x. i€ - One ovliun, whesses raglar il
n, catn Dorchais, inclucing 411 L
a€ saifoservice pume, 37 avatlable,, LAr.8c . B1.9¢ _B3.%¢ 91.9¢ 5.90.40
Hwaiin
3. POSPITAL Z00M -- Sewtuorivats. Geilv charge .. $198.00
3. DOCTOR OFFICE VISIT - bemaral prackittoner .....,.. 1.33:33
8. DERIIST OFFIEE VISIT -+ Teeth clewming and
"‘ﬁﬁzﬂ#%gﬁ&q.enwnu.n.mu . 4000 25,00 _36.00 1.33.67
439, ASPIRIR - Bayvr beand, MOO-taBlet DoRSIR L. oo 1306
Winc. Goods & Services
Fask food Restawrants;
o ummmmen ERIBUSLASIST L L Lo
R AT o R At STt ralinlimii 510 56,79
2. ERILQ CNICKR -~ YRigh 40d arvmsiick, With gr wiinout
Fatrar, shIChOVER 15 I0wibt coLt.  Usk CowreH's ar
Zentucly Frizd Chicaen whare aveilable 1.8% - 1.84
43, RAY'S SARBTESNOP ARIRGYE - W8 Stytimg .
4, SRS WD, TRIN G BLON ORF ..
o 4% IOODIPASTE - Crast ar (olgevw, &7 0f. febd ....oo.. 1.4% LS .11
A6 SAAPOD - wobnioa’s Bady Shampos, 11 ué. semtiieer . 2,82 2,95 2.82 i 2.86
A7, QRY QUEANING —~ Ma6'S Gio-BHCE SubT Loneiiiirininens he35 3,25 475 5. 4.28
4. MCS DRSS SHIRT ~- Arrow, EBTD ar tan Weuien.
AR A ) g _23.00 15.00

45, BQY'3 LARIEAR -~ Peckage of tirew Bel
TTia Feng 1014, Towst arice -

30, ADULT OEMIN JOANS == Lewi’s Drand, dbesiynt Jeg, _25.95 19.9%

SAES Fangh 87K W aes e s inareense e .
1. WAJOR APPLISNCE RCPAIR +- Home serviié Cal}, :mm
Srirert e PR ASed . _26.00 21,50 5.26.75

b2, NLWSPAPER SUBSCRIPTIUN o« moms delivery of del &
s, nay, lerge-city newspaper. Report nmv okt e wmek () or per maakn [ ) oo 3, 215

83, UL -- Fieat cun, Ynoc, Evening price |
S0 BOMLIAG -~ Price per ilnw, drening price
9. TEONLS BALCY - ¥iFSOn ot Vesn

¥ kxirgcddty gellow mlls .

[T Parker Bratners’ *Monopel
ae Time of tux) frialaies

31, LIGUOR —- eagram’s i-Cromn, 750 wil. SotLle ..

¥ 36, SEER -» 3umiips or Sudwrser. Sopask, (8 02
Teatasnars, sacleding eo; SPOLIC oo.o...

s 9. SIKE <« Peud Messan Duuhis. 1.5 hiter movle ... ——b8 A28 ARS8 3,22

Transfer the average local prive from both sides of this work sheet
1o the uhiform prescoded ACCRA PRICE REPORY FORM.

WALL A CDPY DF THIS wORK SHEET, TOGETHER wiTH THE COMPLEYED FORM, TD YOUR RECIONAL COORDINATOR.

(EXHIBIT 1.3)

ITEM Rﬁifgmgggton
MEATS:

T-bone 4.69
ground beef 1,39
bacon 1.56
frying ck. .69
tuna .69
DAIRY:

milk 1.39
eggs .68
margarice .36
parmesan 2.56
PRODUCE:
potatoes 1.82
bananas .48

head lettuce .83

BAKERY :
bread <96

TOBACCO:
cigarettes 8.74

MISC,:
coffee 2.46
sugar 1.56

corn flakes 1.48
sweet peas L35

tomatoes A3
peaches .81
kleenex .82
washing pd. 1,92
crisco 2.35
0.3. 71
corn L49
baby food .21
coke 1.29
TOTAL:

ROUNDED

GROCERY ITEMS INDEX:

allzpity Lpme1t22c% ave. weight
4,27 109.8360 X L0784
1.30 106.9230 X 0784
2.67 58.4269 X 0707
.78 98.5714 X L0536
.78 88.4615 X 0379
1.20 115.8333 X L0650
.75 90.6666 X 0168
1 66.6666 X L0251
2.66 96.2406 X L0250
1.61 113.0434 X 0177
.36 133.3333 X L0321
97 107.7922 X 0177
61 157.3770 X 0762
10.36 84.3629 X 0855
2.62 $3.8931 X L0334
1.53 101.9607 X .0250
1.50 98.6666 X 0226
.52 67.3076 X 0087
.67 64,1791 X .0087
1.14 71.1052 X .0256
1.03 79.6116 X 0372
2.26 84,9557 X L0345
2,32 101.2931 X 0204
1.23 57.7235 X .0308
.56 87.5 X .0087
.26 80.7692 X L0334
1.29 1.0000 X .0309

# B ¥ B oW OB B R

Bono# BB RN KRR B

grogery
gantii-

8.6111
8.3827
4.1307
5.2834
3.3526

7.5241
1.5231
1.6733
2.4060

2.0008
4,2799
1.9079

11,9921
7.2130

3.1360
2.5490
2.2298
.5855
.5583
1.8202
2,9615
2.9309
2.0663
1.7778
\7612
2.6976
.0309

94.3906

84.4
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(EXHIBIT 1.3 cont.)

ITEM Eif8ubifton
apar tment 292.50
house P&I 715.00
TOTAL :

ROUNDED

electricity 101.30

other home ~——=—-

total-- 101.30
telephone 15.43
TOTAL :

ROUNDED

bus fare A -

tire balance 4.75

gasoline 90.4

TOTAL:

ROUNDED

HOUSING INDEX:

apdesisy FUIREEOR Favg.
389.00 75.1928 X
711.00 100.5625 X

UTILITIES INDEX:

112.89 89.7333 X
112.89 89.7333 X
17.82 86,7003 X

TRANSPORTATION INDEX:

P 8.1 X
5.49 86.5209 X
95.3 94 .8583 X

weight c%3g§%%§tion

.25 = 18.7982

.75 = 75.4218
94.22
94.2

.90 = 80.7599

.90 = 80.7599

.10 = 8.6700
89.4299
89.4

P-4 = Ty
3. oS

50 = 3.k
o7, 4292

.50 = BT
90 &$9F
G
9.7
98

(EXHIBIT 1.3 cont.)

ITEM

hamburger 1.50
pizza 6.70
fried ck. 1.84

hajircut 5.00
shampoo/dry 12.33
toothpaste 1.56
shampoo 2.86
dry cleaning4.28
dress shirt 19.00
underwvear 4.47
blue jeans 22.99

appliance rp. 26.75

newspaper 6.75

movie 4.00

bowling 1.20

tennis balls2.59

monopoly 11.34
liquor 7.55

beer 2.81

wine 3.72

TOTAL:

ROUNDED

MISCELLANEQUS GOODS AND SERVICES INDEX:

El£EndlEton

aldesise OFUBRFEETR Fave .
1.53 98.0392
7.31 91.6332
1.83 100.35464
6.38 78.3699
15.44 79.8575
1.70 91.7647
2.77 103.2490
5.12 83.5937
19.53 97.2862
4,19 106.6825
20,20 113.8118
25.43 105.1907
8.91 75.7575
4,30 93.0232
1.56 76.9230
2.44 106.1475
9.54 118.8679
7.68 98.3072
3.10 90.6451
.96 75.0000

LR ]

o] k] B ]

LB ]

Bl ol

weight

061
061
061

027
027
.014
.0l4
.039
.105
105
.105

.083
.029
.06
.05
.06
036
021

.021
021

L I 1

¥ 0 g 8 # B opoA

5.9803
5.5909
6.1333

2.1159
2.1561
1.2847
1.4454
3.2601
10.2150
11.2016
11.9502

8.7308
2.1969
5.5813
3.8461
6.3688
4.2792
2.0644

1.9035
1.575

97.8795

-1
~3
<

1F



(EXHIBIT 1.3 cont.)

ITEM
hospital
room

doctor
visit

dentist

aspirin

TOTAL:

ROUNDED

HEALTH CARE INDEX:

gifgmgg §ton 3%%2%%&& o%ug@fzt grt!yzavg . weight

198.00 213.12 92.9054 .178
33.33 25.41 131.1688 .356
33.67 33.16 101.5379 +356
3.14 3.22 97.5155 .11

health

So8Erivutio

16,5371

46,6960

36,1474

10.7267

110.1072

-
—
<
—

EXHIBIT 1.4

COMPONENT INDEX

ALL-CITY ITEMS INDEX:

CONTRIBUTION

GROCERY ITEMS
HOUSING
UTILITIES
TRANSPORTATION
HEALTH CARE
MISCELLANEQUS

TOTAL:

LUMBERTON INDEX # WEIGHT TO ALL-{TEMS INDE
94.4 7 16.048
94.2 »22 20.728%
89.4 W1 9.834
90.7 .13 1.9
110.1 07 7.707
97.9 .30 29.37
95. 4784

ROUNDED: (COST OF LIVING) 95.5



(EXHIBIT 1.5)

ITEM CONTRIBUTIONS TO THE ALL-ITEMS INDEX

T-BONE STEAK L0133 HOME, ENERGY CONSUMPTION 0990
GROUND BEEF .0133 TELEPHONE .0110 ENDNOTES
BACON ,0120 COMMUTER BUS FARE L0130
CHICKEN L0091 TIRE BALANCING .0585 1
TUNA L0064 GASOLINE .0585 World Book Dictionary: Thorndike/Barnhart. 1978.

2Amer'io:an Chamber of Commerce Researchers Association Cost of Living
KILK L0111 HOSPITAL ROOM L0125
EGGS .0029 DOCTOR VISIT 0249 Manual., 1984, p. 1.1.
MARGARINE -0043 DENTIST VISIT 0249 3Barry O'Brien, An Analysis of Measures of Geographical Cost of Living
PARMESAN CHEESE L0042 ASPIRIN L0077

Differences in the United States (Greensboro: 1986}, p.8.

POTATOES .0030 HAMBURGER SANDWICH .0183

4.,
BANANAS .0055 PIZZA 0183 lbid, p.8.
LETTUCE 0030 FRIED CHICKEN L0183 5
BREAD 0130 BAIRCUT .0081 ibid, p.8.
CIGARETTES L0145 SHAMPQO, tr i d blow-d .

rETAm an owmdary 0081 S"C'onsumer Price Index," Encyclopedia of Women, (U.S. Dept. of Labor
COFFEE .0057 TOOTHPASTE L0042
. Bureau of Labor Statistics}. p.1

SUGAR 0042 BABY SHAMPOO 0042 7ires

Ibid, p.2.
CORNFLAKES .0038 DRY CLEANING 0117 8
PEAS L0015 SHIRT L0315 World Book Dictionary: Thorndike/Barnhart. 1978.
TOMATOES L0015 BRIEFS .0315 9"Cc\nsumer Price Index,” Encyclopedia of Women, (U.S. Dept. of Labor
PEACHES . 0044 JEANS L0315 .

Bureau of Labor Statistics}. p.2

KLEENEX L0063 WASHING MACHINE REPAIR L0248 w"Nation's Consumer Price Index," New York Times, 24 September 1987,
WASHING POWDER L0059 NEWSPAPER SUBSCRIPTION .0087 D6
CRISCO L0035 MOVIE .0180 P " ,
ORANGE JUICE L0052 BOWLTNG 0150 “Consumer Price Index," Encyclopedia of Women, (U.S. Dept. of Labor
CORN (whole kernmel,frozen) .0015 TENNIS BALLS L0180 Bureau of Labor Statistics). p.2.

12 . . . §
BABY FOOD 0057 MONOPOLY SET 0108 Barry O'Brien, An Analysis of Measures of Geographical Cost of Living
COKE L0053 LIQUOR L0063 Differences in the United States (Greensboro: 1986}, p.8-11
APARTMENT RENT L0550 BEER 0063

HOUSE P&I PAYMENT 1650 WINE L0063



13
U.S. Department of Labor Statistics, (Washington: 1986),

p-3. B
14
Ibid, p.4
15
American Chamber of Commerce Researchers Asscociation Cost of Living BIBLIOGRAPHY

Manual. 1984, p. l.l.

16 American Chamber of Commerce Researchers Association. Cost of Living
Ibid, p.1.1. Index Manual. Indianapolis, Indiana: 1984,
17
Ibid, p.1.2. aAmerican Chamber of Commerce Researchers Asgociation. Inter-City Cost
18 of Living Index. Indianapolis, Indiana: 1988.
Ibid, p. 1l.1.
19 Androtti, John. Population Abstract of the United States. Virginia:
Ibid, p. l.1. Androtti Associates, 1980.
20
Ibid, p. 1.1. Encyclopedia of Women. “Consumer Price Index." U.S. Department of
21 Labor Bureau of Labor Staistics. 1984,
Ibid, p. 4.7.
22 New York Times. "Nation's Consumer Price Index." September 1987.
Ibid, p. 1.4. Rk L
23 O'Brien, Michael B. An Analysis of Measures of Geographical Cost of Living
Ibid, p. 4.4 - 4.7. Differences in the United States. Greensboro: 1986.
24
Ibid, p. 4.4 - 4.7. Random House Dictionary. Random House Inc., 1986.
25
Ibid, p. 4.4 - 4.7. U.S. Department of Labor Statisties. Washington: 1986,
26
Ibid, p. 4.8. World Book Dictionary. Thorndike/Barnhart. 1978.
27
Ibid, p. 1.2.
28
Random House Dictionary. Random House Inc,, p. 29,
29

John Bndrotti, Population Abstract of the United States (Virginia:

androtti Associates, 1980), p. 574.

30
American Chamber of Commerce Researchers Association Inter-City

Cost of Living Index. Fourth quarter, 1987, p. 4 section l.

31

Ibid, p.4 section 1.
32

Ibid, p.4 section 1.
23

Ibid, p.4 section 1.
34

Ibid, p.4 section 1.
35

Ibid, p.4 section 1.
36

Ibid, p.4 section 1.



