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APPENDIX D 

PRICE MARGIJT $CoB*etition 
Maryland and D.O, 

Baltimore 8,50 .09 16.5 
FPederic 10.00 1.70 
Washington 8.50 • 13 

Virginia 
Norfolk 9.50 .68 29.6 
Richmond 8.00 -.27 12.0 
Roanoke 11.50 2,29 . • • • • 

West Virginia 
Charleston 10.00 2.56 0 
Wheeling 9.50 1,66 12.2 

North Carolina 
Wilmington 11.00 1.99 1.1 
Raleigh IS .00 1.56 » * f 

8outh Carolina 
Columbia 13.00 2.27 0 

Georgia 
Atlanta 

Georgia 
Atlanta 13.00 1.98 0 
Savannah 18.50 2.48 1.7 

Florida ' 
Jacksonville 13.00 3.10 3.9 
Tampa 14.50 3«93 

NORTH CENTRAL 8TATES. 
Ohio 

Cincinnati 7.00 -1.09 45.3 
Cleveland 7.00 .16 11.7 
Columbus 9.50 1.72 2.3 

Indiana 
• Evansville 9.00 .05 29.0 

Indianapolis 8.50 .IS 22,0 
8ouih Bend 10.00 1.90 0 

Illinois 
Chicago 8,50 .56 12.7 
Decatur 9,50 .08 12.9 
Joliet 9.00 .73 18.5 

Michigan 
Detroit 8.50 .24 17.6 
Calumet 12.25 2.40 .... 
Grand Rapids 9.50 1.14 .... 

Wisconson 
La Crosse 9.00 .17 38.6 
Milwaukee 8.50 .65 38.6 
Eau Claire 10.75 1.14 .... 

Minnesota 
Duluth 8.50 -.88 9.9 
Minneapolis 9.50 .24 41.8 
Maakato 11.50 2.34 0 

1 0 WClinton 10.00 .17 
Cedar Palls 12.25 2.10 .... 
Dee Moines 10.75 .53 41.8 

Price of water-white and. illuminating oil,inu*.8.~cont. 
(cent* par gallon) 



APPENDIX D 

NORTH CENTRAL C o n t . 
! ' i s no - r*i PRICE MARGIN COMPETITION 
M i s s o u r i 

£ 4 . 2 K a n s a s C i t y 1 0 . 0 0 . 2 ? £ 4 . 2 
8 t . Joseph. 1 1 . 0 0 1 . 5 2 0 

K a n s a s 
L e a v e n w o r t h 1 0 . 5 0 . 4 8 0 3 . . 
P o r t 8 c o t t 1 2 . 0 0 1 . 9 8 
W i c h i t a 1 0 . 0 0 . 4 8 3 2 . 1 

N e b r a s k a 
t • 4 1 2 1 . 7 Omaha 1 0 . 0 0 t • 4 1 2 1 . 7 

H a s t i n g s 1 3 . 0 0 1 • 4tS ,v» e. •' 

F r e m o n t 1 2 . 0 0 1 • *~ »'*• • • « 

N o r t h D a k o t a 
2 . 1 0 0 l a r g o 1 3 . 5 0 2 . 1 0 0 

S o u t h D a k o t a 2.27 Huron 1 4 , 5 0 2.27 • • • 

8 i o u x P a l l s 1 2 . 0 0 . 3 5 OQ. 

WE8S?ERN STATES 

M o n t a n a 
B u t t e 

Wyoming 
C h e y e n n e 

C o l o r a d o 
D e n v e r 
L e a d v i l l e 

New M e x i c o 
A l b u q u e r q u e 

U t a h 
S a l t L a k e C i t y 

W a s h i n g t o n 
S e a t t l e 
S p o k a n e 

O r e g o n 
P o r t l a n d 

C a l i f o r n i a 
L o s A n g e l o s 
O a k l a n d 
S a c r a m e n t o 
8an F r a n c i s c o 

2 3 , 0 0 5 . 7 6 0 . 8 

1 8 . 0 0 4 . 3 2 0 . 6 

1 6 . 0 0 
2 0 . 0 0 

3»39 
5 . 4 7 

0 
0 

2 3 . 0 0 6 . 4 8 7 . 0 

• 2 0 . 0 0 4 . 0 9 09 

1 5 . 5 
2 1 . 5 0 

4 . 1 7 
4 . 1 2 

0 
0 

1 5 . 0 0 4 . 1 2 0 

7 . 5 0 
1 2 . 5 0 
1 3 . 0 0 
1 2 . 0 0 

- 3 . 1 6 
£ . 4 6 
2 . 4 5 
1 . 7 3 

3 3 . 4 
0 . 3 

0 
7 . 1 

T a k e n f r o m 8 t e v e n s , I n d u s t r i a l C o m b i n a t i o n s 
And T r u s t s , p p . 3 3 5 - 3 3 9 . 
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