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We found that: :
(1) “A” store charged $0.78' more in Bedford—StuyVésant than in E‘laﬁbush.
(2) “B” store charged $0.07 more in Bedford-Stuyvesant than in Flatbush.,
(38) “C” store-charged $0.21 more in Bedford-Stuyvesant than in Flatbush. -
(4) “D” store charged $0.08 more in Bedford-Stuyvesant than in Flatbush.
(5) “E” store had no différence between the two areas; but we have
to note that within this specific store, although there was no change-in the
total price of the shopping list, thiere were quite a few variances of prices
among the 1tems which counteraacted each other, bringing ‘about a balance
of zero.
What were our findings in both areas one date Iat;er, that is November 16?
‘We found that :
(1) “A” store charged $1 more in Bedford-Stuyvesant than in Flatbush.
(2)“B"” store charged $0.25 more in Bedford-Stuyvesant than in Flatbush.

(8) “C” store charged $0.38 more in Bedford-Stuyvesant than in. Flat- .

bush.

(4) “D” store charged $O 49 more in Bedford-«situfyve@am;t ithan’ in Iﬂat—
buSh

(5) “E” store chlarged $0.84 more in Bedfordnswyvesant ‘than in Fat-
brsh.

-Are bhrese faets conclusive that pricés in marjor chainswr%s are higher in, “ghet-
to” areas than in non-ghetto areas? No, and yes.

No, because they-do not point out a general tréud and it is my . ‘measured
professmna\l opinion that at least for a pemod of 2 months these comparison’
shopping stirveys have to be ‘éarried out in order to bring conclusive “data” to
point out @ possible general trend of operations of thése major chainstores.

, Y&y, becaiise it shows clearly that there are differences. We cannot ‘point out
any immediate reasons for these changes, But it brings out the need for con-
tinued research _upon these lines in order to see if the regidents of the ghetto
are (‘hxscmmmabed on an economic and residency basis. '

Nevértheléss, Mrs. Brown, Mrs. Perez, and otlier residents of the Bedford-

~ Stuyvesant area, and the ones who conducted the shopping survey: Mrs. Mateo,
Mrs. Fagan, Mrs. Lopez, Mrs. Livermore, Miss Soto and myself are questlonmg
the fact that on those specific dates, regafdless of the reason for thése dif-
ferences, the fact of the matter ig that we paid from $0.01 to $0.28 more on-

difterent and partieular itéms, ,

If we tabulaté” the ¢éhifingés in- rth“@se 2 days (November 14 and November 16)
we can clearly see that the change increases on November 16 are higher than
the change increases on November 14,

TABULATION OF CHANGES BETWEEN BEDFORD STUYVESANT AND FLATBUSHl ‘

Chainstore Changeon Nov. 14 - Cha?nge‘on Nov. 16"
A (Key Food)... oo T SRR SR I +$0.78 $1.00
B (A ssoc:ated Grocers) R : : 4=, 07 +.2
A N A 421 +.33
2 aldbalim’s) . oo il i lieiiiiieeiiiaiieen 4(-).08» +.49

‘E (Royal Farms)---;_------.---f-; ...... riiieimemiiteaald

LAl these mcreases are On‘Bedford-Stuyvesant '

What were the ﬁndmgs in rélation to the residents’ complaints that pmces
changed on welfare eheeks arrival’s date; that is, on the 1st and the 16th of the
month? '

The followmg table presents the changes between November 14 and November
16 in the five major . chamstores in the BedfordaStuyvesant area only.

CHANGES IN PRICES IN BEDFORD-STUYVESANT GHAINS“I‘GR‘ES BETWEEN NOV 14 AND NOV 16

i i : T Total.»pr»lce. : ) R
gl : Nov."14 CSNov, 16 S
A (Key Fp d9 ................ imiaiebei - $12.60 ce 812,78, - +$0:18
B Assocaated GrOcers)--_,.--.--; ...... 10. 87 11,05 S © 418
C(A &P)ooseo e 10.29 10. 41 412
D (Waldbaum' s)-_----.---.' ..... S, 8.60 . 9.05 -, 45
E (Royal Farms)....ocoeoomiioininnns - 10.31 10.65 -+.34
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