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APPENDIX D
NORTH CENTRAL SBTATES Cont.

vrigaouy PRICE MARGIN COMPETITION
Missouril '

Kansas City 10.00 BT 4.2

8t. Joseph 11.00 1,52 0
Kansas :

IB&'VBnWO rtrh 10 . 50 . 48 . O :‘ o9

Fort Scott 12.00 1.98 .

Wichita | 10.00 .48 82,1
Nebraska :

Omaha 10.00 ondl 21.7

Hastinga 13.00 1.49 S

Fremont 12.00 1.45 ala
North Dakota

Fargo 13.50 2.10 0
South Dakota

Huron 14,50 2.7 coe

8ioux Falls 12.00 o OB 0e.

WESTERN STATES

Montana

Butte 23.00 5.78 0.8
Wyoming

Cheyenne 18.00 4,32 0.6
Colorado .

Denver 16.00 3,39 0

ITeadville 20.00 5.47 0
New Mexico

Albuquerque 23.00 8.48 \ 7.0

S8alt Iake City . 20.00 4.09 Q9
Washington :

Beattle | 16.5 4,17 : 0

8pokane 21.50 4.12 0
Oregon

Portland 15,00 4,12 0
Californisa

Los Angelos 7« 50 - 3.16 33.4

Oakland 12.50 2 .48 0.3

Sacramento - 13,00 2.45 0

8an Trancisco 12.00 1,78 2.1

Taken from Stevens, Industrial Combinationa
And Trusts. pp. 335-339.
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