W

i

]

i
! D

ay

1

i
fl

s

""'!

|

;g

: ___

|

-':-n
wousdl)

|

S

gy
b
TIHI

,"ll'”r

e

|

L

)

(
[V
yse!

g™
N

i

Ji
!

hlll

!1

L

i

o
ot

'
-

"]

{

IIII

e
w

Friday N
April 2, 1950

|
)

| TH—

Part 1

'-D'epartment of
Agriculture

~ Agricultural Marketing Service

7 CFR Part 1000, et al.

Milk in the New England and Other
Marketing Areas; Decision on Proposed
Amendments to Marketing Agreements
and to Orders; Proposed Rule

Exhisit /O
Witness
Dats Rprr.

'powex-e_;
Garrvison & .
Hughes.




‘16108

) G Firal class | | : : .
. : Basic for- | . ; Final class | Class ll-A | Finalclass |  Class Il Final class
. Yg_ar and manth mula price N m%'lf;‘::. I prica price IV price - price Il prica

April 12,01 © 12.69 11.50 ‘12,88 - 12.90 1362 | - 13.59

~ May 1088 | 1327 10.85 | 13.96 | 1254 | 181 . 1404
June .. 13.10°F 14.20 12,65 15.38 14,89 124 " 1554
July ... 14,77 14.35 1412 15.59 15.62 11,18 16.15
_ August . . : © 14,99 16.25 -14.29 C 1652 16.38 13,40 - 16.96
SOOIBIMBET (i sirsssse e e e s "~ 15.10 18.32 1466 o188 18.711 15.07 19.258
OetoBEI .o e s rere s 16.04 | 18.06 . 16.06 . 1813 . 18,19 15.29 18.67

: : 1684 | - 1682 16.90 14.87 18.71 1540 - 16.39

_ 17.34 - 1744 | 17,51 | . 1348 | - 13.39 16.34 . 1398

Average ... 14.20 15.08 - 1384 14.85 14,79 13.84 158.42
BO-Mo_mh Avg: 1270 - 12.80 1223 | 12.24 12.20. . 12.83 12.44

e =
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BILLING CODE 3410-02-M
3. Class 1 Pricing Structure.

This decision adopts a Class I pricing
structure:that provides incentives for
greater strictural efficiencies in'the -

- assembly and shipmert of milk and

.

dairy products. In conjinction with

“other reforms discussed in this decision,

the adopted Class I price structure

. provides the necessary changes needed

to improve milk pricing in the

.consolidated markets. The adopted

Class I pricing structure results from
additional quantitative and qualitative’
analyses of Option 1A and Option 1B
that were presented in the proposed rule

. issued January 21, 1998 (the PR),

. utilizes USDSS model results adjusted -
‘for all known plant locaticns and
" . establishes differential levals that will

consideration of public comments
received to these options, and the
legislative requirements of the AMAA. -
The adopted Class I pricing structure

generate sufficient revenue té assure an -
adequate supply of milk while
maintaining equity among handlers in
the minimur prices they pay for milk
bought frem dairy farmers.

Background

Although not reguired by the 1596
Farm Bill, the legislation provided
authorization for the Secretary to review
the Class I price structure as part of the -

" censolidation of the orders including

the consideration of utilization rates and
multiple basing peints for develaping a
pricing systemn. In any event, the -
consolidation of orders requires the
review of the pricing system because,
histarically, Class 1 pricing provisions, -
as well as other Federal order
provisions, have been reviewed _
primarily on an individual market basis,
The reform effort provides the

opportunity to consider and establish a
nationally coordinated Class I pricing
surface that uses location adjustments to
the differential levels to price milk for

- fluid use in every county in the United
- States. . :

The PR provided an extensive review
of 7 options that were developed and
.considered. After qualitative and/or
quantitative analysis, all but Option 14
and Option 1B were preliminarily
eliminated for various stated reasons. .
Nonetheless, the PR invited comments -
on any of the seven pricing options or

“any other pricing ideas. Also, the
Department indicated a preferenca for
Option 1B for a number of reasons.
‘Nearly all of the public comments
.received in response to the PR on Class
I price structure focused on the relative.
merits of Option 1A and Option 1B. No
persuasive comments were received to
cause the Department to further
considerthe other five options.

“The USDSS Model

Option 1A and Option 1B were based
to a significant degree on the U.S. Dairy

* . Sector Simulator Model (USDSS). The
. USDSS was used to evaluate the '

geographic or “spatial” value of milk
and milk components aéross the us. -

* Using 240 supply lacations, 334

consurnption locations, 622 dairy

- processing plant locations, § product
groups, 2 milk components (fat and

. -solids-not-fat) and transportation and
“distribution costs among all locations, .
USDSS determines economic efficient
location values for milk and milk
components. The meadel initally used
data from May and October 1995, and

- for this decision used updated data from
May and October1987.

The supply and consumption of milk

used by the model are aggregated ta
geographic points—consumption points

'Déveldpe_d for informational purposes only. Advanced skim milk and butterfat prices will be used td calculate Class | price for shccer-,fding

- and supply peints—to simplify a very

complex problem. The production of
milk and the copsumption of dairy
products are fixed at the various supply
and consumption points used by the

model. Plant locations were resiricted to -
- thosé presently processing products but -

plant processing locations were not;

.constrained with respect to the volume -
. processed. Processing costs were

assumed to be uniform between
locations and aczoss plant volumes (no
econamies of scale}. Therefore, the '

- model allowed processing to move

among available locations to find the * .
least cost solutien in terms of sssembly

from supply points through distribution
" to consumption points.

Transportation costs in the model -
include costs of raw milk assembly, -
interplant buik shipment, and the cost' .
of hauling finished products, - '
Transportation costs among regions
reflected not only distance traveled, but .
also differences in wage rates and State
highway weight limit restrictions. While
assemnbly costs and interplant bulk
shipments were calculated using a
linear cost function, the finished
praduct functions were non-linear. In -
fact, finished product hauling costs (e.g.,
packaged milk) fell belaw raw milk * .
assembly and hauling costs on an
equivalent unit basts in many cases at
distances more than 900 miles. Previous
spatial modeling had assumed '

‘constantly higher finished product
- transportation costs versus raw milk

assembly and shipping costs for.all
distances. The updated model results
were based on transportation cost

-analyses, particularly the reduction in
. distribution costs for finished products

resulting in distribution cests for these -

- products on par with bulk milk

assembly and hauling costs.

Aviannn S
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The output from the USDSS model
provided information as to optimal

. processing locations and volumes at
. those locations, milk assembly, and

intermediate and finished product
distribution flows. It represented a least -
cost, or “most efficient” organization of
the industry, Impertantly for the
research, the model provided the

_marginal values (i.e., the value of ane -
- more unit) of milk at each location.

These values, technically known as
shadow prices, are indicative of values .
that are consistent with the optimized
solution. A shadow price on one unit of
milk at any processing location can ba-
interpreted as follows: If the processor
at d particular location had one more
unit of milk, the entite pattern of milk -
assembly, and product transportation
could be recrganized in such a way that
marketing costs, equal to the shadow

- price, could be saved. This notion of -
- marginal value'is consistent with

economic theory on how prices are

determined in a competitive market, = .

The significance of the shadow value.

in terms of milk price regulation may be -

stated: If the regulated price, or cost af
milk, is arbitrarily set higher than the.
shadow: price at a particular processing -
location, a lower cost solution could be

“found by processing more milk at

anather location. This would imply.
higher transportation costs for either

- raw milk assembly, finished praduct

distribution, or bath. Such a result

.clearly leads to a higher cost, less -

efficient system. It is alsc contrary ta

" what is generally thought of as the
" “orderly marketing” of milk which isa -

fundamental reagon for the existence

‘and goal of Federal milk marketing

orders. _ . _

It should be stressed that the :
calculated shadow prices of the model
output provide information regarding.
the relationship of the prices among

.geographic locations. They do not
- provide guidance regarding the-ovarall
" level of Class I prices or differential

values. That is, the mode! does not help

- us understand whether the Class 1"
differential should arriveata Class1
- price of $14 in Minneapolis and $15 in

New York City, or $15 in Minneapolis
and $16 in New York City. However, it -
does tell us that the resujting Class I
price difference between the two
locations should be about one dollar.

A positive aspect of the USDS5 model

is the degree of detail available in the
" output. This detail is achieved through

the careful assembly of spatially
disaggregated data. However, it should
be remembered that by its construction,
the USDSS is a “model” and thus a
simplification of a complex dairy
industry. That notwithstanding, the

USDSS medel does provide an objective
and quantitative guidepost from which
to compare current fedéral order
differentials and in considering possible

alternatives. . : o
Saeveral factors were considered in

form the criteria used to examine

. options. First, a Class I price structure
. must be considered from a national, as

well as a local er regional, perspective.
Many comments from industry o
addressed Class I pricing issues from a

‘local or regional perspective in the

develepment of options presented in the

PR. Thesé comments provided valiable -
" information about particular markets

but generally did not consider the

- feasibility or impact of a local or

regional issue on a national basis. While

. remaining mindful of lécal and regional

concerns, USDA has also evaluated
alternative Class [ pricing structures
from a national perspective, as should.

be expected, given the naticnal concerns’

expressed about milk pricing,
econd, a Class [ pnce structure must
recognize the location vaiue of milk.

‘Results from the USDSS model confirm
_ that milk has value at location. As :

described earlier, the model provided

" shadow prices reflecting the relative

values of mitk and milk eomponents at
geographic locations. While the model
shadow prices did not suggest Class 1
differentials for specific locations, they
do pravide a means to evaluate price
relationships among locations,

Third, a Elass 1 price structure must
recogmize all uses of milk. The classified

. pricing system contained in the Federal
.milk arder program values milk for fluid

use higher than milk used for soft ar
hard manufactured products. The higher

-'Class | price encourages all milk to be
 used first to satisfy Class I needs. At the
- peint where the cost of moving milk

from an alternate location for Class I use
is equal to the cast to supply milk for
manufactured products, demand for
manufactured products influences a

. market's ability to procure milk for

Class I'needs. Thus, all uses of milk
must be considered when evaluating a

‘national Class | pricing structurs,

Finally, a Class [ price strustura must

- meet the requirements of the AMAA,

The broad tenet of the AMAA is tb_

-establish and maintain orderly

marketing conditions, For the Federal
milk order program, this is achieved

primarily through classified pricing and

pooling. With regard to pricing, it is

14 Any references to the 'current™ systam of Class
{ pricas or the “current” price structure are lo be
interpreted as thase established [n or after the final

 decision based on the 1990 nationsl hearing issued

March §, 1993 (58 FR 12634}, .

recognized that the objective of the
AMAA is to stabilize the marketplace
with minimum prices, not to set market
prices. The pricing criterion of the

. AMAA, section 608c{18), requires prices
- that are reflective of economic. -
selacting a replacement for the current 14 ¢

. Class I price structure that served to

conditions affecting supply and demand

.- for milk and its products. in this regard,

consideration was given to whether the
proposed prices would generate

- sufficient revenue for producers

necessary to maintain an adequate
supply of mitk. Equally important, the .
prices need ta provide aquity to

" bandlers with regard to raw product

costs as required by section 608c(3) of
Lh(_-:r AMAA,

Evaluation Criteria

* In evaluating the final Class I pricing
options, nine performance criteria;
based upon regulatory objectives and
requirements of the AMAA, were again
used as they were in the PR, The
evaluation criteria are divided into two
categories, objective and administrative,
The objective criteria are as follaws:

1. Ensure an adequate supply of mitk. -
- for fluid use. Class T price levels need

ta provide a sufficient price signal to

_ maintain an adequate supply of milk for -
- fluid use. This supply level can be

achieved through either the movement
of milk to where it is needed, increased
production, or some combination of
both.

" 2. Recognize quality (Grade A} value -

‘of milk. Grade A milk is required for

flzid use. Additional costs of obtaining.
and maintaining Grade A status need to
be reflected in Class I prces.

3. Provide appraprigte market signals,
A Class [ price should send timely _
signals to the market regarding supply/
demand conditions. -

4. Hecognize value of milk at location.
Basic economic theory, validated by

-actual market observations and
. University-based research, affirms that
milk for Class I use has a different value -

at different locations. This value needs _

.to be reflected in the Class [ price in
.order for the system to recognize and
" resemble the market rather than

interfere with the market.

§. Facilitate orderly marketing with
coordinated system of prices. A system
of Class I prices needs to be coordinated
on a national level, Appropriate levels
of prices will pravide alignment both
within and among marketing areas. This
coordination is necessary for the

efficlent and orderly marketing of milk:

6. Recognize handler equity with
regard to raw product costs, '
Appropriate levels of Class1 prices
provide known and visible prices at all
locations thereby ensuring that handlers
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are able tq_co’mpete'fqr available milk
supplies on an equitable basis. o
hree administrative criteriaare -
identified and described as follows:

*1. Minimize regulatory burden. The
Class 1 price structure should not .
significantly increase the burden on.
handlers, particularly small businesses.

This waould include increased reporting
requirements and record keeping, as
well as possihle increases-in

. administrative ‘assessments should .
Market Administrators be required ta
manage a more complex regulatory
system. - - : s

2. Minimize impact on small . .
businesses, The Class | price should be
set at a level that does not disadvantage '
small businesses in competition wi
large businesses. -
3. Provide Jong-term viability. The

- Class | price structure should.be,

. expected to operate for an extended

time period without major -

" modifications.

The nine evaluation criteria listed
above are usad to gualitatively evaluate’
~ eachofthe options. Each option is

- gvaluated based on how the opticn
performed compared to the current-
system, either batter than, worse than,
or the same.as, for each performance
criterion. The \esults of the qualitative,

- analysis provided a preliminary” .
framewaork for quantitative apalysis -
using a multi-regional model developed
by the Econo ic Research Service (ERS)
of the Department.

. As.previously indicated;, Option 2—

- Relative Use Differentials, Option 3A—

- Flat Differentials, Optien 3B--Modified

Flat Differentials, Option 4-—-Demand-

_Based Differentials, and Qptien 5— '
Decoupled Baseline Class [ Prices with

- Adjustors, were gliminated from further

consideration. They were eliminated for
varipus reasoens including failure to )
adhere to AMAA requirernents, the
likelihood of creating disorderly’

~ marketing conditions, and impacts on
small businesses. A discussion of the

five oliminated options, ipcluding the -
evaluation against the criteria apd/or

. quantitative analysis were described in
detail in the PR. '

The Final Opticns .~

Three options formed the basis for -
final consideration and ave describe
below. All options present national
Class | pricing stractures developed -
atilizing the USDS3 model. The optiens
continue to vary in their reliance an
application of the USDSS model butall .
rsmain based on sConomic principles
contained within the model. These
options include Option 14, 3 modified
Option 1B, and the adopted Class 1

. pricing structure. '

Opticn 1A: Location-Specific

Differentials - = o
Option 14 establishes a $1.60 per -

hundredweight fixed differential for -

~ three surplus zones (Upper Midwest,

West, and Southwest) within a nine-
zone national price surface, and for the
other six zones, ak added component
that reflects regional differences in the
vatue of fluid and 'manuiacturing' milk.

This option emphasized current supply

.and demand conditions with the USDSS

madel cutput.

Some minorchanges Were made to
the Option TA differential levels
presented in the PR. The changes only
iavolved-adjusting certain county

specific differentials to provide for more

appropriate price alignment in several
counties in the northeast, seven’
counties in Florida, and one county in

~ North Carolina. Other than these minor -
‘changes, Option 14 is the same as .

published in the PR.

Modified Option 1B: Relative Valie-
Specific Differentials o

This option continues 1o establish .
Class I differentials bhased ona
relationship between prices and
geographic location as indicated by the
1USHSS model, but uses more current
data. Modifications were made to
Option 1B with respect to how adjusted
Class | differentials were astablished for
each county in the United States. This’
modified version of Option. 1B

continues to establish diffevential lavelé p

by setting and equating the relative

* yalue-specific differential of §1.20 per

hundredweight in Minneapolis,
Minnesota, The Qption 1B differentials

. in the PR relied on an algorithm to set
-location adjusted differentials in every

county. The modified Option 1B price

surface takes into Fall account ail known -

plant locations as was done in the
development of Option 1A. This
approach ensures that all plants
similarly located would have similar
prices. . - o

The Adopted Class I Price Structure

establishes a price surface at also -
utilizes USDSS model results adjusted

for all known plant logations and
. establishes differential levels that will
* _resultin prices that generate sufficient
- revenue to assure an adequate supply of
" milk. The differential 1evels will better

maintain equity by raising the level 40 .
cents per hundredweight higher than
the level proposed in Option 1B and in
modified Option 1B, The higher

differential level reduices the likelithood -
- of class-price inversions, where the

Clags [ prices are below the’

" The USDA Multi-Regional Dairy Sector

" were evaluated qualitatively against the .

© development and use was to

. currently a part of the milk order

Order areas {including Tennessee Valley =
- that was terminated.on Ogctober 1, 1997)

' (California, Other Unregulated Western:

manufactﬁring. mitk prices for the
month. : .

Model R
 Option 1A, modified Option 1B and
the adopted Class T pricing structuze

evaluation criteria and quantitatively
utilizing the USDA multi-regional dairy .
sector model. This model was
developed to answer Spme Very specific
questions about possible changes in the

* dairy sectet, particularly changes being " -

considered in milk marketing orders.
The main focus of the model’s

- quantitatively examine the impacts of
the changes under consideration in the
- classified pricing of milk and dairy
products in the milk order system on an
order-by-order and regional basis, and '

for other areas of the country not

system. . . .
The multi-regional madel establisbes
a baseline consistent with the USDA
official baseline projections for the dairy
sector, It assumes 38 vegions. These -
include: 32 Federal Milk Marketing

and four non-Federally regulated areas

Counties, Unregulated Nosthern New
.York and New Epgland and QOther
Unregulated Eastern Counties) and
rojects baseline informatiod throngh
the year 2005 The demarcation befween
the unregulated Western and Eastern .
counties follows a line extending north
‘to sputh on the eastern Stdte borders of

North Dakota, South Dakota, Nebraska,

. ¥ansas, Oklahoma and Texas.

The model baseline also asswnes that
the Class Il price would he the Basic
Formula Price (BFP), the Class I price |

- would be the BFP plus 30 cents, each
regidn’s Class I price would be the BFP

pius the current Class 1 differential and
the Clags Tl-a price would continue.

other changes to mitk order provisions

. " ogether with the three price surface
_ The adopted Class 1 pricipg structure -

alternatives are presented as changes
from, the baseline over the period ofthe .
years 2000 through 2005, Eachofthe ~
slternatives include the:impactof
consolidation into 11 regional markets
angd moving o wholesale product price
formulas in. setting the class prices.
From its paseline, the model has the

ability to quantify the impacts of pricing
changes-in the consolidated regions an
in estimating how the end use of milk
may be expected to change with the
changes in how the order program will
price milk. The model can generate
long-term supply, demand, and price
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_ numbers and output-per-cow

" cheess,

~ dairy products

‘when multiplied by. projected

" the amount of milk allocated to Class |

" The model solves
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projections that are consistent with the
USDA official baseline projections.
The model estimates regional milk
production hased estimates of milk-per- -
tow and number-of-cows for the 36
defined areds, The milk cow inventoery-
and milk-per-cow estimates foreach
area is based upon reported state data.
Changes in the inventory of cow
for edch.
region are rélated 1o rogional farm mi
prices and feed costs. and past regional ..
net returns to dairy farmers {a measure

of profitability). Milk marketings in. the

region are in direct relationship to milk -
production in the. region. .
Once the volume of regional milk

: ‘marketings is determined, marketings

are distributed to seven uses: bottle
whole milk, botiled low-fat milk, soft
manufactured dairy products, American-
other cheese, butter, and nonfat
dry milk. Each of the seven uses has a
retail demand equation. Generally, the
demand for the specific productisa
function of per capita income, the retail
price or the Consumer Price Index (CP1)
of the product, and the price or CPLaf

a substitute product (e.g. roargarine for
butter). . : .

" Demands for raw milk for use in fluid
milk products and soft manufactured
dairy products have priority in the
modsl and such demands are filled
regionally from the region’s raw mil
supply before the national dermands of
the hard manufactured product markets

 are met. The Class 1and Class [uses of - -
- milk in each region are based upon -

differences in prices and population by
region, A CP1 for fluid milk snd other -~
_ are estimated for each
region based upon a margin mark-up -
equation and the region’s Glass 1 and
Class [ prices. These values are used to
estimate_regioqal’pel: capita use, and
population for ‘each region, determine
and Class Il uses. S

The sum of each region’s raw milk -
supply less the milk used in Class Iand
Class 11 results in a measure ofthe
national manufacturing milk supply. ..
for equilibrium in
derand by solving for
butter, and

supply and
wholesale prices of cheese,

_nonfat dry milk that equate. the supply

and demand in the hard _manufac_tured
dairy product markets. The hard
mannfactured product markets, the

© Plass 1 markets, the Class I markets, and

the farm level raw milk supply are
linked through price equations that-
rejate the changes in wholesale product
prices to changes in prices for milk used:
in Class 1, Class 11, Class L, Class Hl-a
(or Class IV) and the farm level all-milk
‘price. ' o o

" gstimates of wholesale cheese, butter, -

' Optian 1A: Location-Specific

* this option tends to most reflect _
current Class 1 pricing surface. Although
_extremely similar to the current Class 1

* are the lowest in gaographical areas

A Class 111 and Class Ili-a [cf .Class I\

price is calculated from the model’s

and nonfat dry milk prices; and these
Clags NI and Class Iil-a (or Class IV] -
prices-are used to predict Class I and
Class 11 prices. Changes in Class [ and
Class 1l prices affect demand for Class

1 and Class I products and the amount .
of milk available nationally for cheese,
butter, and nonfat dry milk production. -
Likewise, the amount of milk used in
each class i each region and the
regional class prices affect the farm lével
all-milk price and the supply of raw
milk in the region and therefors the
amanint of milk available nationally for
cheese, butter, and nonfat dry milk .
production, The mode} iterates until an

equilibrinm is achieved for the yearin

the wholesale product markets and then
advances to the next year.

A brief sum.mary.o?the quantitative
{mpacts of each alternative price-surface
is included with the qualitative analysis

presented below. A detailed description -

of the USDA multi-regional dairy
model, as well as:a cemplete discussion
of the impacts of the pricing alternatives
are contained in the Final RIA.

Differentials

~ Option 1A would establish a
nationally coordinated system of
Jocation-specific Class 1 differentials

" reflecting the relative economic value of

milk by location. An important feature
of the option is the location adjustments
that geographically ali mipimurm
Class 1 milk prices paid by fluid milk

- Processors nationwide regardiess of the
defined milk marketing area
or order pooling provisions. & basic

boundaries

premise of Option 1A is that the value
of milk varies according to location

‘across the United States.
- . Compared fo the modified Option 1B

and the adapted Class ! price structure,”.
the

price surface, there are distinet -
differences. Opticn 1A would establish
a nationally coordinated price surface
that uses location adjustments to adjust
the price of milk for fluid use for every
county of the United States. . .
Under Option 14, Class | differentials
gvidencing the largest supplies of milk
relative to local/regional fluid milk
needs. The differentials becore - '
progressively higher as they move from
these areas to markets with less
production relative to demand for fluid
milk. Nine differential zones provide
the basis for establishing the price -

structiire. These zones were _establ_isl_md :

N

- demand conditions,

- yersus manufacturing markats,

- range

~ Criteria. Option

largely explained by

- some regions
. current milk

 the addition of a

based on results of the USDSS model, .
knowledge of current gupply and ~
and recognition of
other marketing conditions ‘such as fluid
urban
varsus rural areas, and surplus versus
deficit marksts. S

Class | differsntials under this option
from a low.of 51.60 per
nundredweight in the lowest valued N
zones of the Upper Midwest, Southwaest,
-nd West, where there are abundasit
supplies of milk in excess of fluid milk -
use, to a high of §4.30 per. S
hundredweight in Florida, where there
are deficit supplies of milk for fluid use.

Analysis Based oft Evaluation -
1A performs equal to ar -
better than the current Class 1 system in
sach of the evaluation criteria. This is

' the adjustments,

improvements, and fine-tuning made to_
the current system of Class I .
differentials Option 14 was evaluated
agaipst the objective criteria as follows: .

®1. Ensure an adequate supply of milk .
for fluid use. Option 1A performs L
essentially the same &5 the current price
structure in ensuring an adequate .
supply of milk for fluid use. Option 1A |
changes current differential levels in
to more accurately reflect
supply-demand conditions.
Option 1A will have minimal impacts

on farm level milk prices and should.

pnisurs adequate supplies of milk for
fluid use. - - '

" 2. Recognize quality (Grade Al value

- of milk. Option 1A recognizes the

quality value (Grade A) of milk through
_ differential that begins .
at $1.60 per -bundredwe_ight in the base

" zone. _ .
3. Provide appropriate market signals.

Option 1A adjusts and refines the
existing Class [ price structure to
provide appropriate market signals. In

- some geographical areas, Class 1
.differentials would be increased. These

changes indicate that current Class [
differential levels are not high enough to
attract adequate supplies of milk to the
dpplicable fluid milk markets. In certain .
other areas, Class [ differentials would -
be lowered, indicating that they axceed |

lavels necessary to adequately supply

the associated markets with their fluid
milk needs. : .
4. Recognize value of milk at location.

~ The spatial values of milk reflected in

Option 1A recognize the value of milk

at location more accurately than the .
current system for two principal
considerations. First, in structuring the
differentials in Option 14, the effect of -
current Class 1 differential levels on
milk supplies, démand, and dairy

farmer returns regionally during the past
decade were considered. Second, the



- are consistent with the inherent

- handlers of equity in competing for

. currently reflected, small businesses .
- may have a marginal improvement in
" their relative competitive bargaining =

 extent the location adjusted Class |

_ expected to exceed that of the current
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relative values of milk and milk
components at geographic locations
throughout the United States froni the
USDSS model results were considered.
5. Facilitate orderly marketing with
coordinated system aof prices. Option 1A

. provides a comprehensive national

pricing surface for Class I milk that
establishes a value for Class I milk in

"‘every county. Thus the price any - _
“processor would pay for milk would be

the same regardless of which order the
processor is regulated under. As such, .
Optien 1A is an improvemsnt aver the

-current price structure which evolved in

a piecemeal fashion. Additionally, the

‘Class [ differentials and location -

adjustments in Option 1A would -

 facilitate more efficient and orderly

marketing of mitk for flnid use through

the natipnwide coordination of prices

when compared to the cwrent system.
6. Recognize handler equity with

I regard to raw product costs. Class 1

differentials proposed under Option 1A

economic value of milk at location. The-
coardination and alignment of prices,
based upon cost differences and current
marketing conditions, better ensurés

available milk supplies. .
‘Option TA was evaluated against the
objective criteria as follows:

1. Minimize regulatory burden.
Option 1A would not change the
regulatory burden of the Federal order
program.. Ontion 1A would not result in
increased reporting, record keeping, *
compliance, or administrative costs to -
handlérs, o _

2. Minimize impact on small
businesses. In regions where more.of the

- actial value of fluid milk would be

reflected in the differentials than is -

position vis-a-vis large businesses, This
is based on the concept that large '
businesses {producers, cooperatives or
handlers) are better able to negotiate
premiums above minimum order prices
due to advantages attained from their
size. Overall, this option is not expected

" to materially impact small businesses

differently than the current price -

structure.

3. Provide long-term viability. To the

differentials under Option 1A will
corract instances of price misalignment
and more accurately reflect the

" economic value of milk by location, the

long-term viability of Option 1A is

price stricture.
Because the USDSS model only
determines the relative value differences

" in the most surplus regions.

‘between processors and producers.

. of price and income changes under
- Option 1A is relatively small when

‘Federal orders. Further details of the

for fluid milk between location, it could
not be used for determining an

+ appropriate differential level, Option 1A

utilizes $1.60 per hundredweight as the
minimum differential level. A complete
explanation of the factors that :
developed and explain this differential
level was sat forth in the PR. In
summary of those reasons, the $1.60 per-
hundredweight differential level is used
in QOption 1A because it would ensure -

a sufficient supply of milk for fluid uses

Option 1A will have little impact on
small husinesses, sither producers and
processors. In certain situations, it may -
improve-a smail business’ competitive:
marketing position as compared to -
current lavels. Because the $1.60 base
zone differeritial includes a competitive
factor as discussed previously, more of

" the actual value of fluid milk will ba

reflected in the minimum Federal order
price. This may decrease the level of the
over-crder value that must be cegotiated

Doing this would provide small
businesses with a more equitable
competitive position,

" Quantitativa analysis of Opﬁah 1A
-using the USDA multi-regional model .

evaluated the various impacts of this
pricing option. Overall, the magnitude

compared to the baseline. Option 1A -
results in an B-cent increase in the
average Class I price for al] current

impact of these Class I price changes,
and othars, that are hased on the USDA, ..
model results are available in the final
Regulatory Impact Analysis (RIA).

Modified Option 18—Relative Value- -

- Specific Differentials

-~ Modified Option 1B would also
astablish a nativnally coordinated’
system of Class I'differentials and
adjustments that recognizes several low
pricing areas. Modified Option 1B more -
directly applies the JSDSS model's -
optimal selution in developing the Class
I price structure, i

The modified Option 1B differentials
differ from those published in the PR.
The differences are explained largely by

.a more complete consideration of all

Xknown plant locations. The Optior 18

+ differential valugs published in the PR

relied on an algerithm to establish _
differential levels for those counties that
were not part of the optimal solution.
However, all plant locations need to be

* considered for setting prices at these

locations and prices must be aligned

' between locations. This has been done

in modified Option 1B and results in a

""zoned" structure of relative price
differences that are aligned.

Modified 1B Differentiol Level .

.As painted out in the Option 1A
disenssion, the USDSS model only .

_ provided informatien regarding relative )

differsrces in prices between
geographic locations and offers no-

- information for determining the level of

Class [ differantials used in setting Class
I prices. The same is true for modified -

. Option 1B. Modified Option 1B relies

much more directly on'the geographic

price relationship results of the USDSS

meodel in defining the structure and .
relative differences represented in is
differential schedule for all locations. -
While modified Option 1A establishes
a $1.70 Class' differential at
Minneapolis, adjusted from a minimum
level of $1.60 (the lowest differential
level at any location in Qption 1A),

‘modified Option 1B sots a Class I

differential at Minneapolis at the

- current level of $1.20 per :
- hundredweight. It is important to note

that any modified Option 1B zane could
be discussed as the “starting” point
differential. This decision only refers to

.and references Minneapolis at the $1.20

level for illustrative purposes since it

" provides a degree of continuity in how .
Option 1B was presented and discussed -
. intha PR, ’ -

Because Opfion 1B was expected to
result in a significant change to the ,
industry in both the pricing surface and
the levet of Class I differentials, it was

- proposed in the PR in conjuncticn with

three alternative transitional phase-in
programs. However, none of the phase-
in programs received public support.
he final RIA statement provides the
full measure of the USDA multi-regional -
model analysis of this eption, In short,
medified Option 1B is rejected because.

‘the differential lévels it would set

would result in minimum prices that

" would not generate sufficient revenue ta

assure an adequate milk supply.
Additionally, for markets with lower
differential levels, there is a greater
potential for class-price inversions that
would increase the likelihood of
disorderly marketing conditions.

The Adopted Class [ Price Structure
_The adopted Class I pricing structure
results from additional quantitative and
qualitative analyses of Option 1A and
Option 1B, censideraticn of public -
comments received to these options,,
and the legislative requirements of the

* AMAA. The adopted Class I pricing

structure utilizes USDSS model results
adjusted for all known plant locations
and-establishes differential levels that -
will generate sufficient revenue to
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assure an adequate supply of milk and
better maintain equity among handlers

by raising the level 40 cents per

hundredweight higher than the levgl

. used in modified Option 1B.
The Class | differential level was set

by determining the differential level that
results in prices which will generate
sufficient revenus to bring forth an

-adequate supply of milk throughout the

Federal order system. As in both Option

"1A and modified Option 1B, the '
_ adopted Class I pricing structure adds 4
-giffereritial value to the basic formula -

price in setting Class 1 milk prices.
Additionally, it is set at a level that
minimizes the likelihood of class-price

" inversions, discussed in the BFP section

COMPARATIVE CLASS | DIFFERENTIALS AT

of this ﬂecision-. The $1.60 Class |

- differential level (at Minneapolis)

achieves these-objectives for a
nationally coordinated Class I pricing
stracture. ] ' :
"Increasing the differential level by 40
" cents per hundredweight at all locations
does diminish the reliance on the

marketplace and over-order premiums
in establishing market prices inherent in

. modified Option 1B. However, the

. adopted Class [ pricing structure rétains

the mote sfficient pricing structure that
offers increased cost savings in the
' organization of the nation’s milk supply
_and in the transportation of milk-and -
-dairy products. S
“The adopted Class | pricing structure
moves the dairy industry into a better

[Dallars per hundredwelght]

 organized and aligned pricing system

while continuing to assure orderly
marketing conditions for producers and
handlers. Restructuring the relative-
vilue differential relationships at the
level specified will, among other things,
generate sufficient revenue in the
national system of Federal orders to
bring forth an adequate supply of milk.
The higher lovel will aiso minimize
instances of class-price inversions. The
location adjusted differentials
established for each county ars set forth
in the Class I Price Structure Maps, and

' in the General Provisions §1000.52. The "
" following table sets forth the location

adjusted differentials at selected cities.

SELEGTED CITIES UNDER THE ADOPTED CLASS | PRICE STRUCTURE

City - Current - |  Adopled Difference .

New York City, NY ... e ———— S 3141 . 250 (0.64)

Charlotie, NG ..o O 3.08. 255 (0.53)

 NHADIE, G oo snee et 55481 R 3.08 | 2.90 {0.18)

Tampa, FL ... 3,88 420 .- 032

SRR 2.00 2.00 | 0.00

. Kansas Gity, MO i el 1.92 ' 1.90 0.02)

| NAREEDOES, MN. oo st oot o 1200 1.60 0.40

CIUCRGE, L Soi pereereeirsssst s st st e 140 | - 195] - - 0.55

© DAUAS, TH womerovieeessrsseses st A R S 3.16 210 . {1.08}

 SBILLAKS Gity, UT st 490| - . 150 {0.40)

T PROBNIK, AZ crrvrssseressmnn s s 2,52 © 156 {0.97)
D Bontte, WA .o

The adopted Class I pricing structure
was evaluated against the objective’
criteria as follows: '

1. Ensure an adequate supply of milk
for fluid use. The adbpted Class I

ricing structure establishes lower
differentials than current levels in many

of the proposed markets. Because the

differential level is higher than under
moedified Opticn 1B, the adopted Class

1 pricing structure relies less on the use .

of aver-order premiums as the method
{0 attract adequate milk supplies for
fluid purposes. While over-order
premiums will remain useful for

* allowing the market to find the ﬁna.l'. i

value of Class 1 milk; the highe_r-lavel. )
differentials of the adopted Class 1
pricing structure will better serve to
ensure that the minimum prices set by
the orders will attract an adequate
supply of milk for fluid use. '

2. Recogni
of milk. As with Option 1A and

modified Option 1B, the adopted Class .

I pricing structure similarly recognizes
the quality (Grade A) value of milk

~ through the use of a differential added

to the basic formula price. . - .
3. Provide appropriate market signals,

The adopted Class { pricing structure

provides appropriate m ket signals in

ze quality (Grade A} value

all markets even though the adopted

* Class I pricing structure lowers
differentials in some markets. Over- .
order pricing will likely function in

- most, if not all markets, even with the .
higher-level differentials. However, the -

higher differential level hetter ensures
that the minimum prices established
under the.orders will generate a -
sufficient supply of milk and better-
ansures equitable-minimum prices
among regulated handlers than does
modifed Option 1B, Additionally,
because class-price inversions are
mitigated, more appropriate price :
signals are provided to the marketplace.
4. Recognize value of milk at location.
- ‘The adepted Class 1 pricing structure
appropriately recognizes the value of
ik at location. It is based on the
location value of milk as determined by
the May 1997 results of the Ushss '
model. It also aligns the relative-value
differences while adhering to spatial- .
value differences determined by the
model giving full consideration ta all
plant locations. Thus, in utilizing the
model results that determine the most
' afficient spatial value of milk for fluid
use to establish the price surface, the

adopted Class I pricing structure should
perform better then the current system. -

1.80 1.45 - (0.48)

5. Facilitate ordén'y marketing ﬁd.th

-poordinated system of prices. The

adopted Class 1 pricing structure -
establishes a coordinated system of
differentials with appropriate location
adjustments. Like the other two options,

-a comprehensive national pricing

surface has been developed that
establishes a value for Class T milk in

- gvery county. Asa result, a processor's
regulated price will be the same '
 regardiess of the order regulating it.

6. Recognize handler equity with

- regard to raw product costs. With the
40-cent per hundredweight increase in -
the differential level, processor equity is .

" better maintained under the adopted

Class I pricing structure. With price
increases or decrsases in some areas, the
markets will need to adapt to the new
pricing structure. While it is not the
intent of the Federal order system to set
market prices, the reflection of a larger
portion of the price under regulation
provided by the adopted Class I pricing

structure, better assures handlers a

reasonable degree of equity with regard
to raw product costs. -
The adopted Class [ pricing structure -
was evaluated against the adniinistrative
criteria a3 follows: '
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1. Minimize regulatory burden. The  theadopted Class I pricing structure ° with shortening the advance pricing
adopted Class I pricing struciure would minimizes this potential outcome. The notice of Class 1 prices by 18 days as

not change the regulatory burden ¢f the  inability of small processors to compste . discussed in the BFP section. of this

Federal order program in terms of .with large processors at price levels decision, minimizes class-price-

reporting, recordkeeping, compliance, ~ abave Federal erder minimums is  inversions. The rise in the all-milk price -
nd adm nistrative costs.to handlers. similarly eased. : o in the first year of implementation is

2. Minimize Iimpact on smail 3. Provide long-term viability. The = expoectedto stimulate additional milk
businesses. Under the adopted Class I adopted Class I pricing structuze . production in the milk order system.
pricing structure, ‘a fuller measure of the’ provides for a more efficient pricing  This additional milk production results

Class 1 value needed to attract adequate - structure. This option is an alternative primarily from Class. prices being : .
milk supplies will come from regulated . from the gurrent way the Federal order  established by using the expected higher -
prices. Reliance on over-order payments program has approached Class I pricing.  Class TV prices in the year 2000 Over
negotiated cutside the Federal order Historically the Class 1 price established - the six-year analytical period, the
system is diminished, but continues to under Federal orders represented the annual all-milk prics is expected to
 ba recognized as in either the current minirnum value of Class 1 milk inthe - drop by about twa cents per :
system or in Option 1A. Asaresult, it  marketplace based on the cost of hundredwsight, but the annual average
is likely that small bandlers wha might - maintaning Grade A milkand _ - of marketiogs in the entire milk order
. have heen disadvantaged by the original associated marketing costs together with' gystemn is expected to increase by about

Option 1B will nat be under this . the cost of alternative milk supplies: ' 3.3 million pounds whem compared to -
modified version. ' The adopted Class | pricing gtracture - the haseline, This inereaséin
 Federal order Class 1 prices are provides the opportunity for increased . marketings is largely explained by the
mandatory ang affect processors ina marketing efficiencies by prometing a pooking of onilk that was not pooled in
specific area equally as minimum- - - more optimal organization in the recent years because of class-price
. ano;i:edal pricc?f %;rels. S_inﬁ:: more of the  assernbly and distribution of milk inversions. S
actual value ags Tmilkis- . . products while establishing prices that . ; ; _
represented in regulated prices, the =~ willassurean adequate milk supply. in ﬁgﬁﬁgﬁﬁﬁﬁgﬁtﬁﬁixﬁzm "
pgtential for large :laflk?lerglto havean  this way, itis expecied to have long- for produers under the adopted Class1 -
- advantage over S andlers.is. - term.viability. . ‘o o w1 im  in miat
- mitigatad in competing for & sup‘p}y_ of Quantitative analysis of the adopted pricing structure will increase i masy

milk under the adopted Class Ipricing - Class 1 pricing structure using the USDA ?ﬁkﬁgﬁéci?gﬂx;;ﬁi:aﬁﬂ?& :

strcture. Large processors often have soulti-regional model evaluated the the L N o] increases i
advantages related to economies of scale various impacts of this ricing eption. - ; dargas a\rerage‘an?ud Ecr?aﬁas m

" and may be able to tempararily inflate The evaluation assumed the elever prg uc':e&ngfvenu]g qc_uﬂe_-ﬁ:aci owing
- ovet-order prices they are willing to pay  market order consolidation, four classes - orders: Chicago Regrare: ’

until they have forced smaller . of milk use, and the BFF. replacement million, New York-New Jersey—$18.7
' husinessgs out of business who could * presented earljer in this decision. Class ﬁ.lé‘ﬁn‘ Iowsa—sil'z._smx_nllliopé%cuwem
not afford to ay_hiﬁ:er Tices. 1 differentials are reduced from current g2 4.1 mi 03:1' and lampa.
ROl ionally, with higher differentials  levels in about half of the marketiog Bay—$12.2 million, A0% markets.
_and resulting higher producer blend . orders, The reductions range from 4 - - would be expected to bave lower
" prices, the balance of market power cents per hundredweight in the Olio: e:.itimate:;im{al cash recelpts OVar a
hetween producers. and processors i Valley order to.as much as $1.18 per six-year analytical period of the years
better maintained, Producers willnot  hundredweight in-the Eastera Colorado . 20002005 from the ;‘f-sehne‘ The
need fo negotiate with processors to order. The Class L differential for the- marketing orders w1 the largest : :
obtain a better price for their milk to the  Eastern Obio-Western Pennsylvania reductions include: Texas (8397 !
extent that would have been expected srder would be unchanged. For the million}. Middle Atlentic (- $39.5
. under madified Option 1B. Srmall dairy  Gther markets, the Class [ diffarential is m}Hgon}. Eastern Colorado (—-$i14
* farmers have less production volume, increased, ranging from & cents per - million), Southwest Plains (—$11-3
and typically have higher per . Tundredweight in the Greater Kansas - million} and Central Arizona (~$10.4
hundredweight production costs.  City order, 1057 cents in the: million}. o o
Hence, small prodicars who are less - Southeastern Florida ordsr. The USDA apalytical model suggests
able to negotiate for prices that may be Under the.adepted Class 1 pricing thatas the adopted Class pricing
higher than the Federal crder minimiimn structure, 5ix current milk orders would  stoucture rasults in lower Class | prices
price will be better served under the have Class I differentials lower than the B mady markets, the.average annu

adopted Class 1 pricing structure. When  differential established at Minneapolis. jmpact on refail prices to the consumer ’
{00 much reliance is placed oD theuse - This gives explicit recognition that these for fluid milk will be about 2 cents per

of over-order premiums (as in modified - other areas have adequate milk supplies gallon less, on average, over the six-year
Option 1B}, itis likely that dairy farmers 10 satisfy Class I demands at lower costs.  period of the years 2000~2005 when

defined as small businesses would For areas needing supplemental o compared to the baseline. Froma

* benefit less from the regulation of milk supplies.of milk for {lnid use, the Class national perspective, this translates into 1~

" ‘marketing, e 1 differentials are reflective of comsumer savings of about $79 million. o

Small businesses may be impacted .transportation costs from the closest for fluid milk produ;cts annually. Sales

- \inder the adopted Clags [ pricing alternative supply arez. ) .~ of _manufantu:ed dairy products over the

<tructuze as adjustments are made in ‘According to the USDA model . same time period are expected ta :
response to the new pricing structure. analysis, the adopted Class 1 pricing . deorease somewhat, but expenditures .
However, to the extent that small . structure differential level would for these products will be higher. N
producers may not be abla to bargain ‘increase order marketings over the six- While only summarized hiere. the :
with processors for over-order ~ year analytical period of the years 2000— complete USDA multi-regional model
‘premiums to adequately cover their 7005 when compared to the baseline. analysis of Options 1A, modified Option

costs, the increased differential level in  Raising the differential, in conjunction: 1B and the adopted Class 1 pricing

bR bt PR Lot m i
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statement,,
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establish the price surf
establish Class I price
differential to

- used in manufacturiny
price surface that assigns a priceto

. avery county in the Upited States and

- would assure that a price at any '
particular location will not vary
depending upon the marks
under which the mil

~ Although siinilar in the above
respects, they also differ. First, they
differ in the method of determining the

1 differential; Option

finding that Class I

“1evel of the Class
. 1A relies on
differentials- would he
level that more fu

additional v

Secondly,

* surface shoul
"~ of the level,
alignment of res

_supplies base
differential struc

of Opti.qn 14 and the
Adopted Class I Price Structure

- Option 1A and the adopted Clas
pricing structure have
rely on differing meth
constructing a nationa
Class I price structure.
" that milk has a location value. Both
utilized the USDSS model results to
ace. Both
by adding a fixed
lied value of milk -
g. Both establish a -
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. mnst surplus regions.

- 1 pricing structure re
that the national syst
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generate sufficient revenuse to bring
forth an adequate milk supply- :
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Option 1A provides for the

ulting Class I prices by’

_ avaluating the cost of alternative '

d upon the current Class L.

! ture. This resultsina_ -

surface that is smoother and flows

primarily from north to south and west

" lo east. However, the

pricing structure relies on a cost

Tminimization model to provide fora

the imp

_struéture are included in the final RIA
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lly coordinated-
Both recognize
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established ata
11y reflects the

£ Class [ milk in the
The adapted Class 4
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em of milk order
ceis that will
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more efficient organization an
sttucture in milk supply and

distribution. Thus,
limited relative pri

it results in more
ce differences and in

a price susface that is flatter,

. Thirdly, they di
".. on the USDSE mo

- recognizes the value associ
model results but relies on
specific marketing conditions

- practices to make adjustments to
existing differentials. The adopted Class
] pricing structure, on. the other hand, .
relies more directly on the USDSS

ts that indicate the optimal

¢ fluid milk which serve

{ efficiencies, and

this structure to encourage

market efficiency within the dairy

model resul

spatial vajues fo
‘to promote marke

implements

industty. .

ffer in their reliance
del results. Option 1A
ated with the
knowledge of
and

eting order -

Public Comments

The majority of comments received i
response to the PR dealt with the Class

. 1 price structure. In all, 4,217 comuments
" were received on this issue. Of this -

number, 3,579 comments-indicated

~ support for the adoption of Option 1A

and 436 comments supported the

-adoption of Option 1B. Some support

‘USDA of tioth Class 1 pricing options

called for changes in each of the

" Option’s details. No comments were

received that supported:any sort of
transition prqgrams_suggested in
adopting Option 1B, Some comments,
while supporting Cption 1B in its
general theme, proposed adopting .

- Option 1A initially and phasing inthe
adoption of Option 1B over an gxtended

time period. _
[ It is clear from the comments received

' that there is broad-based support for
adopting Option 1A. These commenters -

~explained what they thought were and

should he the most importaat goals of -

the milk marketing order program, the -

pricing policies and featuras that it
sihou_ld contain to achieve these goals,
and their view of the legislative
fequirements that must be incorporated
into milk orders. Such was similatly . -
expressed in explaining both the
support for, and opposition 1o, Option
1B. ' o

Supporters for Option 14 generally '
saw it as the bést Class [ pricing option
\hat would propesly reflect the fullest
measure of the AMAA's articulated

goals and requirements. These.
supporters expressed the limitations of
relying too much on the free market in
setting milk prices. For example,

supporters of Option 1A indicated that
milk marketing orders exist because

" dajry farmers are at a distinet

disadvantage in their marketing
relationship with handlers who buy

their milk. They cited the characteristics
 of milk—that it is highly perishable,

" bulky, is produced daily and must be
" marketed nearly as often. and is

gxpensive to transport—-as making ita
unique commodity. Unlike other
commodities, grains for example, milk
cannot be withheld from the market in
the hape for a better price, nor can itbe
shipped long distances in search of a
higher price because transportation
costs quickly erede the benefits of &

“higher price, Dairy farmers don't even

kxnow the price they will receive for

. their milk in advance of having to ship
. to market, they noted. .
Also, supporters of Option 1A were of.

'the opinion that marketing conditions

_faced by dairy farmers today are

fundamentally no different than they
were when the order program first

. hegan. They point out that even though -

there are fewer and larger dairy farms
with greater milk production, the
number of plants at which to sell milk
are fewer than when the order program

first began. Implicit in this relationship,

they said, is the degree of uneven

_ market power that handlers have over

producers. Ons commenter noted that
the tatio of dairy farmers to milk plants
today has increased threefold since
1960, an indicator of the growth in the - .

_ concentration of market power among,

handlers. Even the prominence of dairy
farmer cooperatives over the years has
had little significant impact on the
relative bargaining power of dairy .
farmers, neled many commenters. While
these organizations have served with '
varying degrees of success in negotiating

for higher milk prices for their members,

they said, coaperatives de not and *

" cannot have the ability to significantly

impact prices because 0o entity.can

_control or limit the supply of milk to the

marketplace. Because dairy farmers face
suich a skewed marketing situation, most

" commenters view milk marketing orders

as the only practicable tool to assure
farmers receive a fair price for their

milk. o .
Supporters of Option 1A indicated
that becanse of the continuing
marketing situation they. face, no basis
exists for concluding that more '
etiphasis should he placed on a dairy
farmer's ability to negotiate prices with
handlers. According to these i
commenters, Telying too much on the
marketplace would only provide the
incentive for producers to needlessly

. compete with each other to supply the-

higher-valued fluid market. Thoss that
are successful might receive mare for .
their milk than those who ceuld pot, but
to this end, there is-no guarantee that all
handlers would pay the same price for
milk. Nor is there a guarantes that
handlers would share the higher-valued
use of milk equitably with those -

* producers. This, they said, results in

disorderly marketing conditions and the

- pitting of farmer against farmer in

unnecessary and destructive price

" competition. It was these conditions,

they note, that lad to creation of milk

~ orders and justified the masketwide

pooling and minimum pricing =~
covisions contained in milk orders
today. Only Option 14, say its '

" supporters, best. establishes the proper .
~value of milk that, together with

classified pricing and marketwide

pooling, assures the highest degree of

equity for botli producers and handlers.
Supporters of Option 1A agreed and -

recognized that it is important to have

a Class I pricing structure that is

national and more reflective of
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marketing conditions formilk. Some
" commenters were of the opiniori that the

~ country, and that Option 1A would
-assign the lowest differential in each of

* factors that cannot be included ina

'_ They see Option 14 as targely

© differenttals are 100 high, they said.
© . {mproper economic incentives exist in

gt -
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gengraphic pattern of milk production

- can be expected to remain as it is today.
* They noted further that Option TA gives’

explicit recognition 1o more than a
single reserve supply area in the

these reserve supply- areas, what many -

" supporters of Option 1A viewed as

significant pricing reform, .
DOption 1A supporters also thought

_that the USDSS model served asan
" oxcedlent tool in developing a ClassI :

price structure. However, they also .

© recognized the limitations of relying too
* much on this analytical model because

it does not bring into consideration all
of the other necessary judgements and

model. For example, many commenters
pointed out that while Option 1A used
the USDSS model as a guide, it cannot
be relisd upon for making adjustments -
to conform with known relationships -
between and among geographic-and
actual plant locations. Further, said

- supporters of Option 1A, the model is -

static, and cannot estimats the dynamics
of changes that may result in supply and
demand conditions over time.

In summary, Option 14 supporters
indicated Oplion 1.4 best assures the
contnuation of dairy farmers receiving
a fair price for their milk. Processors,
they also pointed out, would not see a
significant change in their ability to
compete for a milk supply since most of

_the value of fhiid milk would be.

contained in the regulated minimum - '
price. They concluded that any changes
Yo milk orders that would diminish
these outcomes weauld be harmful to the
dairy industry and to the public interest.
Opponents to Option 1A view iias
maintaining too much of the status quo
and not addressing the reform needed inn

© Class 1 pricing, The opponents of Option .

1A also view the current Class 1 pricing
structure as seriously flawedl. In their
view, the current system relies on
yecognizing the Upper Midwest region

a5 the reserve supply of milk for the

couptry when this is no longer the case.”

‘maintaining this viewpoint.
Opponents to Option 14 and the .

* current Class 1 pricing structure aré of -

the opinion that today’s differential
levels.and Option 1A differential levels
are too high, or at least higher than
necessary to attract adequate milk -
supplies in many areas. Because Class 1

many areas for increased milk
production—in fact overproduction—
beyond what is needed to meet ClassI

" ¥ adding to

- differentials result in-artificially--
 induged overproduction, they also

* demand. When this hapt:ens, opponents

to the current system and Option 1A .

- said, all producers nationally are

negatively impacted Bacause the :
overproduced milk supply drives down
prices for milk used in manufactured
dairy products which: compete in &

. national markst. They noted this is -

especially injurious to dairy farmers in
markets where most of the milk "~ .
praduced is used in manufactured dairy
products, L S

this, the opponents of the *

current Class 1 pricing system and -

- Option 14 are alsp of the opinion that - .
technology is available today to meet

the supplemental milk needs of any
milk-deficit area. Not only do they think
that higher-than-necessary Class 1

believe that resulting high Class | prices

. may be reducing fliid milk

consumption by CODSUMELS. They arxe of
the opinion that it is more appropriate
and efficient to attract milk to meet fluid

~‘demands by compensating those who
incur the cost of shipping milk from -

surplus areas rather than paying & high

“price to local producers in milk-deficit

areas to bring forth a sufficient supply

“of local milk to meet fluid demands.

Supporters of Option 1B indicated
suppert for the more market-orientad
theme reflected in this Class [ pricing
option. These supporters commented

that Option 1B will allow milk prices to

respond rmore.appropriately to changing -

supply and demand conditions. Because
of this, they said, the milk order '
program will become ore market-
oriented.. The overall pricing structure
offered in Option 1B, they say. flattens
the resulting level of Class i prices
throughout a larger gortion of the
country, thereby providing more ofa
lavel playing field for producers -
everywhere. K T
Supporters of Option 1B view the -
increased market-oriented theme as the
proper direction in which to bring the
Class 1 pricing structure a8 the milk

- order program is reformed. Not only is .

it consistent, in their view, with the
reform mandates established by

. Congress in enacting the 1996 Farm Bill,

the movement to a more imarket- -
oriented milk order program will

provide incentives for private sactot
innovations that will benefit dairy

“farmers and consumers. .

Supporters of Option 1B take a -
fundamentally different view than
supporters of Option 1A on the

_ approptiate level of the Class 1
. differential, Supporters of Option 1A are

of the opinion that Class 1 differential
levels should be set high enough to

asgure the least amourt of price inequity

* 1o praducers. However, the supporters
‘of Option 1B thiok that Class -

- prices would respond more effectively
- ip changing supply and demand

- the structuze needed for producers and
: distortions that resuit from regulation-

- Midwest region,

Class | differential level for

~ hundredweight Class 1 differential level

~ differential Jevels $hould be set at _
" minimum levels. This level included,
. they said, premiums above the Upper

- subsidies. From this level, ail othex

. USDSS model’s limitation in
détermining the proper

amtmg-_bandléts and should also be at
levels high enough to not lower returns

differential levels should be setat -
ipimum levels that will allow the
effective price for milk to be much moee
determined by the marketplace. In this
way, they said, milk production and

conditions, By taking this approach,
they say, Option 1B Class ! differential
levels will provide a sufficient degree of

handlers, while reducing maxket

{nduced prices that discrimzinate against
producers, especially in the Upper

As mentioned above, supporters of
Option 1B called for certain
modifications. The most significant
change included the lowering of the

Mipneapolis, Minnesota. These

commenters offered a $1.08 per

for this location. They based this
recommendation on their own study
and survey of provailing conditions in
the Minneapolis area, This proposal is
consistent with their view that Class 1

Midwest’s order blead price, quantity
and quality premiuxms, and hauling

diFferential levels should be set an
adjusted. o o
These commenters also cited the -

alignment of
Class | differential levels, a similar
criticism voiced by Option 14

. “supporters. These commenters ara also

of the opinion that, due to.more than 80
years of Federal regulation, the relative
value differences implied in the modet

. results were too much like existing

valus differences than would be the case
in an unregulated market. They
indicated that the USDSS model's )
optimal solution values should be used
conservatively as maximums in setting
relative geographic differences te the

_ Class 1 pricing structure. Somse.
_commenters suggested that because the

mode] establishes geographic values for
all milk uses, a bias resulls toward

. higher Class 1 values relative to

manufacturing values in many markets.
Opponents te Option 1B did not like

- the idea-of making the milk order

program more market-oriented by .
reducing Class I differentials in setting .-
Class I milk prices. If this is done, sa¥y

.Option 1B opponents. a cascading series
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- of events will result that seem not only

contrary to why marketing orders exist,

" but will return the dairy industry to the

marketing situations that led to their

_ establishment, Most important, they
- said, Option 1B would result in, and in-

fact calls for, the altering of current
supply and demand conditions for milk.
These commenters are of the opinion

" that the Department should not act to
- cause changes in either prices or

marketing conditions. Additionally.'

* they are also of the opinion that it was
" not the intent of Congress to have milk.

order reform result in sither an increase
or decrease in retarns to dairy farmers.
Oppenents of Option 1B were of the
opinicn that too much reliance was -
placed on directly applying.the USDSS
model results as the Class I pricing
structure, and that inappropriate
reliance was also placed on the role of

over-order premiums in achieving a

more market-oriented pricing plan for
the milk order program. Opponents |
argued that today's over-order .
premiums are directly tied to the
differential levels and the alignment of
Class I prices established under the
existing orders. Additionally notsd.

- current and consolidated markets bave,

and will continue to have, different - .
circumstances that will _
disproportionately affect the ability of
producers to negotiate over-order _
premiums, especially in those markets
where Class I differentials are lowered
most from gurrent levels. o
Bacause Cption 1B calls for
reductions from current differential
levels nearly everywhere, they observed,
less of a minimum ordes price is assured
ta praducers, In those markets where
minimum order Class I prices are ~
reduced the most, a greater burden is
placed on producers and handlers in
negotiating actual prices relative to

" thoss ordefs where price levels are not

as affected, they said. In other words,

- noted one commenter, producers in .

milk-deficit arsas would have Class I
differentials reduced the most and
would be required to be much more

. market-oriented than producers in milk-
_surplus area where the differential leval

is maintained or increased. One

commenter noted, that once over-order

premiums are established, they can
easily collapse'because no one has the
ability to contral or limit milk

~ production or the flow of miltk to

‘market, Very smal} additional volumes
of milk to a market can destroy over-

" order premiums, this commenter added.

On the producer side of relying too

- much on over-order premiums, they |
said. prices received would be much .

less squitably shared and uniform, and.

- would tend to force dairy farmers to

engage in ruinous price competition in

seeking Class [ cutlets. On the handler
side, they noted, order prices will not be
high enough to bring forth that mix of

local and distant milk supplies to meet

Class I needs, Related to this, some
commenters noted that the relative -
differences in prices that would be set
under Option 1B would not provide
enough of 2 price difference 1o cause
milk to move from surplus to deficit
areas as would be provided in Option
1A. Relying too much on over-order
premiums will benefit large handlers to’
the competitive disadvantage of small

. handlers, they said. Because actual milk
‘prices paid by handlers would :

increasingly be determined outside of

the order’s minimum pricing provisions,

they concluded, handlers would be

‘much less assured of the price their

competitors are paying for milk.
Conclusion ' '

‘Milk is a unique agricultural
commodity and faces unique marketing
circumstances. It is highly perishable, is
produced daily and therefore needs to.

" be marketed in a very committed and .

continuous preduction-and-marketing
cycle. These characteristics, together
with the fact that there are many more

-dairy farmers than milk buyers, presents.

the opportunity for marketing problems

- -to occur that can be disruptive and

destructive to dairy farmers. This sort of

marketiog situation places producers at

a marketing disadvantage relative to
handlers, and without some government
involvement, equitable terms of trade
betwesn these twa entities can be
difficult to achieve. These unique

- features of milk and the marketing

situation faced by dairy farmers were -
noted in public comments and are
reflacted in'the legislation authorizing
milk marketing orders. Milk marketing
orders, using the tools of classified
pricing and marketwide pooling, can
significantly mitigate the undesirable
effects of this marketing situation and

still satisfy the public intersst by having
can adec%mte supply of milkat '
a

reasonable prices. :

As noted in public comments, the
structure of today's dairy industry,
characterized by many dairy farmers

- and relatively few buyers, is basically

the same as it was when the milk order
program first began. No dairy farmer, .

. dairy farmer cooperative.or bargaining

organization can effectively serve to

. either contro} milk production or limit

the supply of milk to the marketplace to

* achieve a measure of reasonable price
- certainty. This can, from time-to-time,

be achieved but.such instances are
generally short-lived and cannot be

- relied upon for serving the public's

interest in having a sustainable, stable
and reliable milk supply at reasonable
prices. ' '

It is clear from the many public -
comments received that dairy farmers

~ are largely content with the current way

the Federal milk order program has
approached Class I milk pricing, betk in
its structure and the degree to which it
is has returned equitable prices to
producers and handiers. But somse
changes are needed to assure.that this .
program remains viable to serve the -
needs of the dairy industry and the
public well into the 21st century. - -
The need to reform the milk order

~ program is clearly and uniformly

recognized by industry participants and
the public. To this end, most producers
and handler entities ara of the opinion
that the refarm effort should result in
limited change in the prices that are
established under the orders, and that
any changes to the system be governed
by a minimum of change in the prices
and the terms of trade betwesn .

- producers and handlers. Other producer
- and handler entities are of the opinion -
" that the "traditional” methods of Class

.I'rilk pricing are seriously flawed,

resulting in a program that has become
viewed as economically discriminatory
to dairy farmers in certain regions of the
country and is institutionally resistant

~.to change. The public too, éxpects that

the program should be operated in a
manner that will provide and promote
efficiency and offer the potential for a
less expensive milk supply.. :

It is the Class [ pricing structure that
provides additional revenue above the
basic value for milk te producers..
Because of this, Class'I pricing is often -
viewed as the cornsrstone of the milk
crder program’s. pricing policy. This is

. 60 hecause the Class I fluid use of milk
‘commands the highest-valued use in the

marketplace and is the preferred outlet:

" for milk by producers. It is also this uss

of milk that has the greatest effect on

" determining the location value of all

milk and in determining the differences -

. in'blend prices that are received by

producers. _ _
Bacause milk value varies hy location, -

* it is appropriate, in using a classified

pricing plan, to establish Class I prices
that reflect these location value .~

. differences. Supporters of Option 1A o

and Option 1B agree this is best
accomplished with a system: of Class I
differentials that properly links and

- aligns milk value. In evaluating how

best to accomplish this, it is also
important to recognize the significant

-. changes that have taken place within
- the dairy industry since the full measure

of Class I pricing was last undertaken at
8 43-day national hearing in 1990.
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‘Today, and as evidenced in the
hearing record of 1990, there was
general satisfaction with the way Class

" I'milk pricing was developed and

* employed in a system of orders that had
evolved over nearly 60 yedrs. The record
of that hearing evidenced that

. . technological and structiral changes

were underway, but the record dic not

- . contain sufficient evidence for changes

at that time. The Upper Midwest region

. ofthe gountry can no longer be

- considered the single reserve supply of
milk that the country can rely upen for
a supply of milk to meet fluid needs in
deficit areas, In fact, the reform effort.
has clearly revealed that there are
.. several reserve supply areas, and the
* Class I pricing structure changes' -
' a{'iol::lej| are reflsctive of this change.-
. 'Other issues—technological factors,
. improved assemhly and distribution
.systems allowing for sales competition
_ of ever-larger geographic areas, the
growing importance of mitk value based
on the value of its components—all
speak to the need for reforming the
Federal order system, :
The PR preliminarily narrowed the
Class [ pricing structure 1o two options,
" Both have similarities and. differences’.
that have been discussed in detail. The
adopted Class [ pricing structure will
work in conjunction with other reforins
to milk order provisions, especially the -
" more transparent product price formulas
: and the reduced amount of advance.
notice for Class { and Class Il prices.
. Taken as a wholse, the package of
reforms retain the features that are

desired and needed fo achieve the gmﬂs

. of the AMAA articulated by Option 1A

supporters while also providing the -

. ‘appropriate changes needed to obtain

-greater economic efficiency and

" equity—an objéctive voiced by

* supporters of Option 1B. The adopted
class I pricing structure will establish .
Class [ milk prices that will result in s
sufficient supply of milk for the national
system of reformed and consolidated -
milk orders. : o '

- The adopted €lass I pricing structure

recognizes and addresses the concerns

. of Option 1A supporters in their view of
the limitations of relying on the _
marketplace in astablishing milk prices
to producers that are equitable and '

'reasonable given the marketing sithation -

- they face. Similarly, the adopted Class.
1 pricing structure recognizes that =
handlers will be assured a higher degree
of minimum price equity. As :
importantly, the adopted Class I pricin,
structure provides the necessary

. structural reform needed in the dairy
industry. The adopted structure '
provides the incentives necessary for

- increased efficiency in the organization

- and distribution of the milk supply and :

_dairy preducts that is not offered by the
-price structure of Option 1A.

As discussed earlier, it is important .-
and appropriate that the Class [ price
structure recognize all uses of milk: The
classified pricing system of the Federal

- milk order program wili continue to
_value fluid milk in the highest-priced
-class, The higher-priced classification
‘encourages all milk to first satisfy Class -

I needs and the adopted Class [ pricing
structure accomplishes this. _
Additionally, it continues to consider
the cost of moving milk from-an -

* alternate location for Class ] use, a

consideration important to both Option
1A and Option 18 supporters. This is
reflected in its aligned structure,
recognizing that in supplying milk for
manufactured products, demand for
manufactured products influences a .
market’s ability to procure milk for = -
Class [ needs, In this way, the adapted
Class I pricing structure appropriately
considers all uses of milk as a national
Class I pricing structure, .
Finally, the adopted Class [ pricing
structhire mests the requirements of tha
AMAA. The broad tenet of the AMAA
is to establish and maintain marketing
stahility and orderly marketing '
gonditions for milk. The Federal milk
order program will continue to achieve
these goals primarily through classified

" pricing and marketwide pooling. As to
. pricing requirements, the AMAA

cbjective to stabilize the marketplace
with minimum prices and not set
market prices is also achieved: Asa -
national Class 1 pricing stucturs, it

specifically addresses, and adequately -

gets, appropriate Class [ differential -
levels that will result in milk prices that
are high enough to generate sufficient . -

.revenus for producers so that an

adequate supply of milk can be

- maintained while continuing to provide

equity to handlers.

BILLING CODE 3410-0-F
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(iii) Mulhply the amount computed
pursuant to paragraph [n](3][u] af this
section by 1.28,

(o} Other solids pnce The other solids

. price per pound, rounded to the nearest
one-hundredth cent, shall be the U.5.
average NASS dry whey survey price
reported by the Department for the
month minus 13.7 cents, with the result
divided by 0.968.

{p) Somatic cell adjustment. The
somatic cell adjustment per
hundredweight of milk skall be
determined as follows:

{1) Multiply .0005 by the welghted
average price computed pursuant to .

paragraph (n}{1) of this section and
round to the 5th decimal place;

{2) Subtract the somatic cell count of

-the milk (reported in thousands] from' -
350; and

(3) Multiply the amount computad in "

. paragraph (p)(1) of this section by the .

 amount computad in paragraph {p)(2) of

this section and rmmd {0 the nearest full
“cent,
(q) Advanced pricing factors. Yor the
purpose of computing the Class I skim
-milk price, the Class I skim milk price,

Class 1 butterfat prica for the following
month, the following pricing factors
shall be computed using the weighted -
averape of the 2 most recent NASS 1.5,
- average weekly survey prices
announced before the 24th day of tha

{1) An advanced Class I skim milk
_price per hundredweight, rounded to
the nearest cent shrall be computed as

() Fo].lowmg the procedure set forth -
in paragraphs (n) and (o) of this section,
but using the weighted average of the
NASS U.5. avarage weekly survay prices
anacunced before the 24th day of the
month, compute a protein price and -
another solids price;

{ii) Multiply the protein price
~ computed in paragraph (q)(2}L) of this .
section by 3.1;

(iii) Multiply the other solids pnce
per pound computed in paragraph
{q}{1){i} of this section by 5.9; and -

. (iv) Add the amounts computed in
: paragraphs (q}1)(3i) and (1u] of this

{2} An advanced Class IV skim milk

. Lhe nearest cent, shall be computed as

follows: -
(i} Following the procedure set-forth

‘in paragraph (m} of this section, but

using the weighted average of the 2 most

~ recent NASS U.S. average weekly

survey prices announced before the 24th
day of the month, compute a nonfat

_ solids price; and

{ii) Mult\ply the nonfat sohds price "
computed in paragraph (q]{Z](l] of this
section. by 8.

(3) An advanced butterfat price per
pound, rounded to the nearest one-

" hundredth cent, shall be calculated by

computing a weighted averags of the 2
most recent 1.5, average NASS AA
Butter survey prices announced before

“the 24th day of the month, subtracting

11.4 cents from this average, and

"dividing the result by 0.82.

§1000.51 [Reservad]

| §1000.52 Adjusted Class ! differentlals.

. The Class ] differential adjusted for

" location to be used in § 1000.50{(b} and

the Class I nonfat solids price, and the  price per hundredweight, rounded to (c) shall be as follows:
) o . . T Class | diffaren-
County/Parish/City State FIPS_Code | tial adjusted for
o o : location
AUTAUGA .. AL 01001 2.90
. BALDWIN AL 01004 - 3,30
BARBOUR . AL 01005. 3.20 -
BIBB AL o1007 . 270
BLOUNT AL 01009 | - 255
‘BULLOGK .. : AL 0014, i 3,0
BUTLER Al 01013 .20
. CALHOUN AL 09015 | 2,70
- CHAMBERS AL o107 | T80
- CHEROKEE AL 0119 ) . 255
‘CHILTON AL o . “01021 Lo . 270
- CHOCTAW AL . i ' 01023 310 -
CLARKE AL - 01025 | 310 -
-CLAY AL 01027 2,80 -
CLEBURNE ... Al 01029 |- . . 270
COFFEE AL . 01091 - 3.20
COLBERT J AL 01033 2.25
CONECUH, | AL - 01035 X 3.20
COOSA AL Joar | . 2.80°
COVINGTON Al 01039, 320
CRENSHAW AL ’ a1 3.20
. GULLMAN AL ., 01043 255
. DALE AL 01045 © 0 az0
* DALLAS Al - ol047.| - 290
DE KALB | AL © 01048 226
‘ELMORE . AL - 01051 ) 280
ESCAMBIA AL . 01053 aae
ETOWAH AL - 01055, ) 2.55
FAYETTE .. AL A o057 2.70
FRANKLIN AL’ . © 01059 | 2.25
" GENEVA AL ;g1 | . 7 330
- GREENE 1AL 01063 ' 270 -
HALE AL - Q1oes | . . 270
" HENRY AL - . Q1087 | 3.20
: HOUSTON AL - 01089 | . 3.30
© JACKSON AL o7t . 226
- JEFFERSON - AL 01073 U B
LAMAR AL S o075 - . 270
LAUDERDALE: AL otozr | 220
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County/Parish/City

Class | differen-

. Q5057 |-

State FIFS_Code | tial adjusted for
) : ' R location -
LAWRENCE ..... AL 01079 225
LEE : AL 0081 2.80
LIMESTONE AL 01083 2.25
LOWNDES AL -, 01085 .3.10
MACON AL 1087 o 340
MADISON AL 01088 T 225
MARENGC AL 01091 . 8310
MARION AL 01093 255 -
- MARSHALL | AL 01085 2.25
‘MOBILE “AL ~ 01097 a.30
MQNROE AL 01099 3.20
. MONTGOMERY. Al 01101 4. 3.10
MOAGAN ... AL 01103 225
PERRY AL 01103 2,70
PICKENS AL’ 01107 2,70
PIKE e 848 AR SRR et et AL 01109 3.20
RANDOLPH AL - 01111 2.80
RUSSELL AL 01113 3.10
ST. CLAIR AL 01115 27 .
SHELBY .. AL 0Nz L a70
SUMTER AL 0119 2,70
"TALLADEGA, AL ogt21 . 270
TALLAPOOSA AL 0123 | 2.90
- TUSCALOOSA AL 01125 2.70
WALKER AL o112y 2,70
WASHINGTON AL 01129 a0
 WILCOX AL 01131 310
WINSTON AL " 01133 2.55
APACHE ..... AZ 04001 | 1.90
_COCHISE ....ocrvrvns AZ .04003 1.60
+ GOCONIND e AZ 04005 1.90
GlLA ., AZ 04007 - 1,60
. GRAHAM. AL . 04009 1.60
GREENLEE AZ 04011 | 160
LA PAZ AZ - 04012 | 1.60
MARICOPA AZ ! 04013 1.55
MOHAVE. ... AZ 04015 1.80
- NAVAJO AZ 0417 - 1.90
PIMA AZ 04019 1.60
PINAL AZ 04021 L85
SANTA CRUZ AZ - 04023 1.60-
YAVAPAI ... AZ - 04025 1.60
YUMA. . AZ 04027 1.60
ARKANSAS AR. 05001 | 2,65
ASHLEY" 1 AR 05003 275
BAXTER AR 05005 1,80
BENTON AR 05007 - - 70
- BOONE AR 05009 V. 170
* BRADLEY AR 05011 . 285 -
CALHOUN AR 053 2,65
~ CARROLL AR 05015 1,70
" CHICOT AR 05017 275
CLARK AR 05019 2,35
CLAY AR 05021 | 1235
. CLEBURNE AR 05023 . 210
CLEVELAND AR 05025 2.65
- COLUMBIA AR 05027 235
- CONWAY AR 05029 L2170
CRAIGHEAD AR - 05031 288
CRAWFORD AR 05033 | . 1.80
CRITTENDEN AR 05035 | - 285
CROSS ... AR 05037 | - 2,65
- DALLAS .. AR 05039 - 235
DESHA-. | AR 05041 . . 275
DREW AR 05043 ) . 2.75
_FAULKNER AR 05045 2.35
FRANKLIN AR 05047 1.90
FULTON AR 05049 210
GAFLAND . AR 05051 210
GRANT AR - DOBDE3 2.35
GREENE AR . 05055 2.35
HEMPSTEAD .... AR

S 210
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. L . Class | diffaran-
-County/Parish/City State - FIPS__Coda tia! adjusted for
o ' . © location
. HOT SPRING AR - 05058 2.35
. HOWARD . AR 05061 210
INDEPENDENCE AR 05063 S 235 .
AZARD ... AR 05065 2,10
JACKSON . AR 05067 - 2.38
JEFFERSON AR 05069 2,85
JOHNSON AR 05071 1,90
LAFAYETTE AR 05073 235
LAWRENCE . AR 05075 2.35
LEE AR . 05077 |, 2.65
LINCOLN AR 05079 2.85
LITTLE RIVER- AR o808t 210
-, LOGAN AR 05083 -1.80
. LONOKE AR 05085 235
- MADISOCN ....... AR © 05087 170
MARION AR . 05089 - 180
MILLER AR 05031 210 .
MISSISSIPPY AR - 05083 - 2.65
MONROE AR 05085 2.65
- MONTGOMERY AR 05097 | 2.10
© NEVADA .. AR - 05099 2.35
NEWTON AR . 05101 1.80
QUACHITA .. AR - 05103 o235
PERRY - AR 05105 - 240
PHILLIPS ~AR. 05107 | 2,65
PIKE AR 05105 2.10°
POINSETT AH - 05111 , 285
POLK AR 05113 a0
POPE AR 05145 | . - 1.90
PRAIAIE AR CO5117 |° 2.65
PULASKI AR 08119 2.35
RANDOLPH AR - 0512
ST. FRANCIS 05123 2,85
SALINE - 05125 2.35
SCOTT 05127 1.90
SEARCY 05129 1.90 -
SEBASTIAN 05131 1,90
SEVIER i 05133 210
SHARP .. -B5135 210
© BTONE . 05137 210
- UNICN 05138 | | 2.85
. VAN BUREN 05141 2,10
. WASHINGTON AR 05143 1.70
WHITE ..... AR 05148 2,35
- WOODRUFF AR . 05147 .2.85
. YELL ..... AR 05149 210
ALAMEDA CA’ . 08001 1.75
ALPINE .o ooerceceefeececranses e asessamsnsserarasssssasss sessranes CA 08003 ;.20
AMADOR CA 06005 . 1.20
BUTTE ........ CA - 06007 . 1.65
CALAVERAS CA 06009 - 120
- COLUSA... CA 06011 180
'+ GONTARA COSTA CA 06013 1.78
DEL NORTE CA . 08015 1.80
 EL CORADQO CA 08017 1.20;
FRESNC CA 06019 | 1.40
GLENM CA 08021 1.80
HUMBOLDT CA 08023 1.80
IMPERIAL CA 08025 1.60 -
INYC CA 08027 1.50
JKEAN .. CA 08029 1.60
KINGS CA 06031 1.40
LAKE ... CA 06033 1
LASSEN CA - 06035 1
LOB ANGELES CA . 06037 |. 1
MADERA CA . - 06039 1
MARIN . LA - 06041 | 1
MARIPOSA CA . 08043 1.
MENDQUING CA- 06045 |
. MERCED CA 06047 1
'MODOC .. CA 06049 | 1
CA 08051 1

210
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MONTEREY ., CA 06053 220
NAPA ... CA - 06055 1.80
- NEVADA CA 06057 1.40
- ORANGE CA 06059 1.60
PLACER ..... .GA 06061 - 1.40
* -PLUMAYS .. CA 06063 1.65
RIVERSIDE CA 06065 160
SACRAMENTOC CA CE067 1.40
SAN BENITO CA 06069 L 1T
SAN BERNAADINO CA " QBOT1 160 -
SAN DIEGO | CA 08073 © 1,80
SAaN FRANCISCO CA P 06075 1.75
SAN JOAQUIN CA : 08077 1.40
- SAN LUIS OBISPO .CA ‘06079 © 220
SAN MATEC CA 0so8d | - 1.75
SANTA BARBARA CA- 06083 220
SANTA CLARA CA 06083 1.75
. SANTA CRUZ CA osoe7 1.75
" SHASTA .. CA - 06089 1.80
SIERAA- CA - 0eoai 1.40
SISKIYOU CA . -'DE0S3 1.80
SOLANO CA - ) -06095 185
SONOMA CA 08097 C1.80
STANISLAUS CA 06099 | 140
SUTTER CA 06101 - 185 .
TEHAMA . CA 06103 - 1.80 .
TRINITY CA 08105 180
. TULARE TA 08107 |- 1.40
TUCLUMNE ., CA 06109 120
VENTURA - CA IR 2.20°
. YOLO | CA 06113 1.65
YUBA .CA 06115 1.65
ADAMS cO ‘08001 . 155
ALAMOSA co 08003 1.50
ARAPAHDE co BB00S - 155 -
© - ARCHULETA ..... co 0BOOT 2.20 |
BACA co - 0ROGY | - 1.90
BENT co 08011 . 1.80
BOULDER . Co Cooam3y 1.55
CHAFFEE co 08015 1.90
CHEYENNE co 08017 © 1.60
‘CLEAR CREEK co “DBD1g | - 1.55
- CONEJOS co - 0BO21 © 1.80
- COSTILLA co . 08023 . 1.90 .
CROWLEY co 08025 1.80
CUSTER . co 0BO27 1.90
- DELTA co 0BO2g 2.20
DENVER CO.. 0BOA1 - 1.65
. DOLORES. ... co - 0BO33 |. 220
DOUGLAS . CO. . 0BOAS -1.55.
- EAGLE . ; ) CO : aB80ar 1.80
ELBERT - i i [#le] . 08039 | 1.55
-EL PASO .. . ; . Co © 0BOd 1.80
FREMONT [ CO 08043 . 1.80 -
GARFIELD .. Co . 0BD45 -1.50
GILAPIN RE+ e - 08047 . "1.55
GRAND co .- 08049 1.5
GUNNISON co- Q8051 1.9
HINSDALE co - 08053 2.20
HUERFANO co 08055 1.50
JACKSON- co - 08057 1.55
JEFFERSON co . 08059 1.55
- KIOWA - CO - 08061 1.80°
KIT CARSON co-. 06063 1.60
LAKE [ela ] . OBOBS - 1.90
LA PLATA. co _ 0B0GY 220
- LARIMER GO ‘0BOBY 1.55
" LAS ANIMAS co 08071 :1.90
© LINCOLN | co . 08073 1.80
LOGAN. co - 08075 1.40 -
MESA <o . 08077 2.20 .
MINERAL co. * DBO79 - 2,20
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Class [ differen-

12074

- County/Parish/City FiPS._Code | - tial adjusted far
. - . : - location -
MOFFAT ..., Cco . 08041 1.80 -
- MONTEZUMA co 08083 2.20
MONTROSE co 0BGas .2.20
MORGAN Cco - 08087 T 140
_OTERO co 08089 $.80
OURAY co 080 2.20
PARK ‘| co 08093 1.80
PHILLIPS co 08095 1.50
PITKIN CO 08097 1.80
- PROWERS = co - © 08099 1.80
PUEBLO ca - 08t 1.80
RIO BLANGCO M 1o - 08103 1.90
“RIO GRANDE . Co 08105 | - 1.90
AQUTT . GG 08107 1.80
SAGUACHE co 08109 ~1.890
SAN JUAN . oo 08111 2.20
© BAN MIGUEL co 08113 . 220
‘SELGWICK co 08115 1.40
© SUMMIT co 08117 1.80
TELLER : 1.0 08119 1.80
- WASHINGTON co . 08121 1.50
WELD CO 08123 T 1.40
YUMA CO . 08125 1.50
‘FAIRFIELD cT 08001 | 2.50
© HARTFORD CcT - 090063 250
- - LITCHFIELD CT. 08005 | 230
* MIDDLESEX cT 09007 |- 250
NEW HAVEN CT 09009 230
"NEW LONDON CT 08011 : 2.60
TOLLAND } T - 03013
WINDHAM .. CT 0390185 280
. KENT .. DE 10001 220 -
NEW CASTLE : DE . ‘o003 | - 220
SUSSEX ....... . - DE 10005 . 2.20
" 'DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA ..; DeC 1100 205 -
"ALACHUA A FL 12001 4,00
BAKER . A FL 12003 | 3.30
BAY JFL 12005 3.40
BRADFORD FL 12007 .80
BREVARD" FL 12009 420
BRAOWARD FL 12011 4.75
CALHOUN FL 12013 3.40
CHAALOTTE FL 12015 440
CITRUS FL 12017 ). 4.00
CLAy FL 12019 3.80 . .
* COLLIER FL 12021 4,75
- COLUMBIA FL 12023 3.80
. DADE ... FL 12025 4.75
'DE SOTO FL 12027 4,40
DIXIE FL 12029 3.80
DUVAL . FL 12031 .80
. ESCAMBIA FL 12033 -3.30
- FLAGLER FL 12035 4,00
FRANKLIN ........... Fi. 12087 3.40
GADSDEM Fl. 12039 3.40 .
- GILCHRIST Fl. 12041 3.80
GLADES FL 12043 4.40
GULF ... . 12045 3.40 -
HAMILTON | Fl. 12047 3.60 .
HARDEE .. FL 12049 4.40
. HENDRAY .. FL 12081 4.75
" 'HEANANDO FL 12083 420
HIGHLANDS FL .-~ 12086 |- 440
HILLSBORQUGH FL 12067 420
HOLMES FL 12059 3.30 -
INDIAN RIVER FL, TR061 4,40
JACKSON : FL 12083 3.30
JEFFERSON FL 12065 .50
LAFAYETTE FL 12067 | 3.80
LAKE ... FL - 12069 420
LEE FL 12071 4.75
" LECON FL 350

250
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13085 |

County/Parish/City State - tial adjusted for
: : ) location
- LEVY Fl. . 12075 400 .
LIBERTY FL S 12077 ) 340 .
MADISON FL 12079 3.60
= MANATEE , FL 12081 4,40
~ MARION FL 12083 - 4,00
< MARTIN Fi © 42085 4.40
- MOCNROE' FL- 12087 4.75
© NASSAL FL 12089 3.80
OKALOOSA FL 12091 330 -
OKEECHOBEE ... FL 12083 4,40
ORANGE Fi, -~ 12095 | 4.20
QSCEOLA - FL 12097 420
PALM BEACH FL 12089 475 .
PASCO : FL . 121m 420
PINELLAS ... FL 12103 4,20
POLEK " . FL 12105 420"
PUTNAM FL 12107 4.00
ST. JOHNS FL 12109 3.80
“ST. LUCIE ......., Fl, . 12111 4.40
" . -BANTA ROGSA - . FL. 12113, 3.30
SARASOTA, ... FL 12115 4.40
- SEMINOLE FL 12117 4,20
-BUMTER ... FL . 12119 4.20
- SUWANNEE ' FL 12121 3.80
. TAYLOR FL 12123 3.60
- UNION FL . 12125 3.80
VOLUSIA FL. L1212y 4.20
WAKULLA FL 12129 3.50
WALTON FL 12139 3.30
WASHINGTCN FL- 12133 3.40
_APPLING GA - 13001 3.30
" ATKINSON GA 13003 .30
BACON GA 13005 3.30
BAKER GA 13007 3.30
. BALDWIN GA 13009 2.80.
_BANKS GA -130M1 2.7¢
BARROW 4 GA 13013 280
BARTOW | GA. 13015 270
8EN HILL GA 13017 3.30
BERRIEN GA . 13me a.30
BIBB. GA . 3o 280
BLECKLEY [ GA ©13023 | 310
BRANTLEY GA - ' 13025, .3.60 -
BROOKS. GA 13027 3.50
BAYAN . GA . 13028 3.30
BULLOCH GA " 1303 320
BURKE .. GA 13033 2.80
BUTTS .; GA 13036 | 2.50
CALHOUN GA 13037 . .20
CAMDEN . |'GA - 13039 3.60
CANDLER . GA 13043 420 .
CARROLL i 1 GA 13045 .2.80
CATOOSA GA 13047 255
" CHARLTON GA 13049 3.60 .
CHATHAM | Of . 13051 330
CHATTAHOOCHEE: 1 Ga 13053 3.10
CHATTOOGA GA . . 13058 2.55
CHEROKEE ... GA 13057 270,
CLARKE . | GA 13059 2,80
CLAY GA 13061, . 3.20
CLAYTON ... Ga 13063 2.90
CLINCH- GA 13065 | 360 -
CoBm .. GA 13067 280
COFFEE ., GA . 13069 3.0
COLOUSTT GA 13071 3.30
COLUMBIA GA . - 13073 2,80
COOK .. GA 13075} 3.30
COWETA | GA . 13077 | 2.0
CRAWFORD GA . 12079 2.90
CRISP GA 13081. 3.20
.. 'DADE GA 13083 2.55
- DAWSON . GA
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) . Class | differen-
- County/Parish/City - State FIPS_Code | tial adiusted for
. - location
" DECATUR GA 13087 L3230
DE KALB GA " 13089 2.50
-DODGE GA | 13091 3.20
- DOOLY. GA . 13093
- DOUGHERTY GA 13095 3.20
DOUGLAS GA 13097 - 280
. EARLY 1GA 13099 . 3.30
ECHOLS GA . 1311 3.60
" EFFINGHAM | GAa - 13103 ..3.20
- .. - ELBERT. {GA 13105 ~2.80
" EMANLEL GA 13107 3.10
EVANS | GA 13109
_FANNIN GA 13111 255"
" FAYETTE GA 13113 | 2,90
FLOYD GA 13115 | . 255
- FORSYTH ... GA 13117 - 2.90
FRANKLIN .. GA 13119
FULTON GA 131 290
GILMER ... GA 13123 | - . 285
GLASCOCK GA - 125 '2.80
. GLYNN GA 13127 3.60
GORDON GA 13125 © 2,55
GRADY JGA 13131 )
GAEENE “GA 13133
GWINNETT GA 13135
HABERSHAM ; GA 13137
- . HALL _GA 13139
HANCQCK GA 13141 !
HARALSON -GA 13143
* ‘HARRIS GA 13145
"HART GA 13147
HEARD 1.GA 13149
HENRY. GA 13151
- HOUSTON. GA 13153
IRWIN ....... GA - 13155
JACKSON GA o ANE7
. JASPER GA - 13159
JEFF DAVIS GA 1161
JEFFEASON N J GA 13163 |
JENKING GA - 13185
JOHNSO_N ‘GA 13167 -
JONE_S GA 13168 .
LAMAR GA R E RN 4
. .LANIER GA - 13173
- LAURENS GA. C 13178
LEE .. GA- 1177
LIBERTY". | GaA 13178 | -
LINCOLN GA 13181
LONG ...... GA 13183
LOWNDES GA 13185
" LUMPKIN o GA 13187
MCDUFFIE GA 13185
MCINTOSH GA 13191
MACON ... GA 13193
MADISON GA 13185
MARION GA 13197 | -
MERIWETHER GA 13199 [
.MILLER GA 13201
MITCHELL GA 13205
"MONRCE GA 13207
MONTGOMERY - GA 13209
.. MORGAN. GA 13211 1-
MURRAY . GA, 13213 |.
MUSCCGGEE - 1 GA 13215
NEWTON GA' 13217
OCONEE GA 13219
- DGLETHCORPE GA 13221
PAULDING ... GA 13223 |-
“PEACH -GA 132905
PICKENS GA 13227
" PIERCE .. GA 13229 |- _
PIKE .
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KOOTENAI =] 16055 " 135
LATAH ... e 16057 ©1.35
- LEMHI 11D 16059 1.40
LEWIS D 16061 1,35
- LINGOLN D 16063 135
MADISON . D 16065 1.40
MINIDOKA D 16067 1.35
NEZ PERCE iD 069 | 1.35
. ONEIDA 0] 18071 | - 1.40
- OWYHEE -[ID 16073 1.35
PAYETTE D 16075 135 |
FPOWER D 18077 | -1.40
SHOSHONE ... 1D 18079 " 1.40
TETON .. iD 16081 | 1.40
TWIN FALLS o) 16083 1.35
VALLEY ..., 11D . 16085 135
WASHINGTON 1D 16087 1.35
ADAMS aess L 17001 2.00
ALEXANDER. AL 17003
. BOND i. . 17005 2.00
BOONE AL 17007 1495
- BAOWN 1L 17009 2,00
BUREAU .. IL .- - 1701 2.00
" CALHOUN i 17013 2.00°
" CARROLL L 17015 1.85 .
- CASS L 17017 2.00
. CHAMPAIGN iL 17019 2.00
CHRISTIAN IL 17021 200
. CLARK L i 17023 2.00
- CLAY iL 17025 2.00
LCLINTON i . 17027 200
COLES IL S17029 2,00
CO0K iL " 17031 1.95
CRAWFORD IL 17033 2.00
CUMBERLAND 1L 17035 200
DE KaLB iL 17037 1.95
DE WITT IL 17039 2.00
DOUGLAS IL 17041 2.00
© DU PAGE IL 17043 1.95 -
. .EDGAR IL 17045 2,00
- EDWARDS IL 17047 | 200
| EFFINGHAM I 17049 | 2.00 -
FAYETTE ... I 17051 200 -
FORD H 17053 200
FRANKLIN i 17055 2.10
FULTON .. i, L 17057 2.00
GALLATIN IL 17059 210
GREENE IL 17061 2.00
GRUNDY 1L 17063 200 .
HAMILTON IL 17065 210
HANCOCK IL. - 17067 200
‘HARDIN IL 17065 210
HENDERSON IL 17071 { 200
HENRY : IL - 17073 200 -
IROQUOIS IL ) 17075 - 200
JACKSON L - L7077 | 210
JASPER IL . 17079. a0l
. JEFFERSON IL. 17081 2.00
© JERSEY I 17083 2.00
JO DAVIESS I 17085 1.95
JOHNSON L .. 17087 210
KANE L 17089 1.95 -
KANKAKEE I 17081 2.00
KENDALL 1L 17093 200
KNOX It © 17095 2,00
LAKE it 17097 , 195
LA SALLE ... Ik, 17099 |- o200
LAWRENCE .. IL 1710 2.00
{EE . I 17103 1.95
~LIVINGSTON. fL 17105 - 2.00
LOGAN L 17107 S anm
MCDONOUGH L 17109 L 2.00

210§
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200 . .

208

2.00 - .

200 -

County/Pansh/City State " FIPS__Code tial adjusted for
- o location
. MCHENRY w 17111 1.95
. 'MCLEAN iL 17113 2.00
MAGCON iL - 17115 2.00
MACOUPIN IL - 17117 - 2.00
MADISON IL 17119 2.00
MARION IL 17121 2.00
. MARSHALL L 17123 © 200
. -MASON IL ) 17125 | 2.00
" MASSAC L - C ey S210
MENARD L 17129 2.00
MERCER | I 17131 200
- MONRCE- ... T - 17133 . 210
© MONTGGMERY IL 17135 2.00
MOAGAN - AL 1737 2.00
MOULTRIE IL 17139 | 2.00
"DGLE : L. 17141 1.85
. PEORIA IL 17143 | 2.00
PERARY .. IL - 17145 2,10
- PIATT . IL 17147 . 2.00
.PIKE L -~ 17148 2.00
. . POPE L 17151 210
- PULASKI 11k A7183| | 230
© PUTNAM 1L 17165 . _ 200
. ‘RANDOLPH L 17157 210
RICHLAND L . - 17159 | - 2.00
ROCK ISLAND qIL . 17161 | “2.00,
ST. CLAIR IL 173163 .. 210
SALINE L 17165 RW
.SANGAMON L 17467 200 |
SCHUYLER L 17169 2.00
SCOTT . it . TN 2.00
SHELBY it 17173 2.00°
STARK ... RN 17175 2,00
STEPHENSON. ‘L 17177 | 1.95
TAZEWELL . IL 1179 200
UNION . ik 17181 _ 2,10
VERMIL!ICN | 17183 2.00.
WABASH IL 17185 - 2.00
WARREN ........: 1IL . 17187 - 200
WASHINGTON IL. ‘17189 210
WAYNE IL 17191 - 2.00
WHITE L. 17193 ' 2.00
WHITESIDE L 17195 - 1.85
CWILL [ 17197
WILLIAMSON It " 17199 210
"WINNEBAGT L 17200 -1.85
‘WQODFORD. IL - - 17203 2.00
ADAMS IN 18001 2.00
ALLEN . IN 18003 1.80
BARTHOLOMEW IN 18005 :
BENTON ......... ) IN 18007 . 2.00.
BLACKFORD IN - 18008 . 2.00
BCONE IN 16011
BROWN .. IN 18013 2.056
CARADLL IN 18015 2.00
CASS iN 16047 C 200
CLARAK Loiiiminiinsssmieisyrasmessemesstmess sereasans N 18019 1.95
-GLAY . IN 18021 - 2.00
CLINTON IN © 18023 ¢
- CRAWFORD IN © 18025 210
DAVIESS IN - 18027 2.05
. DEARBORN IN - 18029 1.88
" DECATUR IN 18031 - 188
DE KALB i - 18033 .1.80 .
- DELAWARE IN 18035 | - 2.00
- DUBOGIS N 18037 |. - 2.10
© ELKHART IN 18039 1.80
FAYETTE N .o 2.00
FLOYD IN- 16043 | 195
- FOUNTAIN IN 18045 2.00
FRANKLIN JIN. 18047 ©1.95
. IN

500
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" GIBSON : - - ' IN _ . 18051 - 210
GRANT, N - . 18053 } - ©200
. GREENE ....... ; : ; . ' IN ) ' 18055t 0 2.05
HAMILTON i ; IN . 18057 - 200
HANCOCK : i N . 18059 : 2.00
HARRISON : . IN . . 18061 ) 1.95
HENDRICKS ; : \ IN - ) - 18063 | ' 2.00 -
HENRY _ : CR— ; SPIN 18085 | 2.00
"HOWARD .. : 3 . E LN < 18087 | - 2.00
HUNTINGTON . ; y : I 18069 - 200
JACKSON ......... N ' . HB0TYy - - - 208
JASPER ' IN . 18073 ) 2.00
S JAY . ; : , IN - 18075 B C2.00
. JEFFERSON ... : . ' Y _ 18077 1.95
JENNINGS : . iy : ; . IN 18079 | . 1.85
- JOHNSON . : . : eeeee | IN 18081 © 200
"~ KNOX ; ; : iN - . 18083 2,05
KOSCIUSKO . ¥ IN ’ © 18085 o 1.80. -
LAGRANGE ... : . IN - S 18087 y 1.80
" LAKE ., R : IN 18089 - 195
LA PORTE - e g ; ; w | IN : 18091 | 1.80
LAWRENCE ’ ; IN o © - 18083 205
MADISCN . i : IN- _ T . 18085 - 2.00
MARION f ; orininhe : IN . 18097 2.00
MARSHALL \ ¥ IN . o 18099 1.80
MARTIN ......... : ; IN - 18101 . 205
MIAMI , ; i o IN © 18103 | - 2.00
MCNROE : . ; IN : 18105 Co © 205
- MONTGOMERY i ; ; : ’ IN 18107 -2.00
MORGAN . : ’ i . IN o 18109 200
- NEWTON o N Co1811 2.00
NOBLE ... ' : i N’ _ 18113 1.80 ,
OHIO ... : _ - : IN ' 18115 . 195 .
CRANGE ; ; IN : C18117 : 2,05
OWEN . Cornivenserand N o 18118 © 200
" PARKE .....- ' ' W | IN : 18121 T 2.00
PERRY ; ' ) IN : 168123 _ 210
PIKE ... - hvan _ IN. . 18125 |- IS [ IR
‘PORTER - . LY ezl 1.95
POSEY e " . ; N ) . 18129 ) 210
PULASKI : N - . : \ iN - ’ 18131 - 2.00
- PUTNAM : ' ; IN < 38133 . 2.00
- RANDOLPH . . ; ; IN : : 18135: . 200
RIPLEY : ; ' : ' IN 18187 1.85
RUSH ... . . , . : IN . 18139 - 2.00
ST. JOSEPH ... . ' ; N - : Co1BA g 1,80
5COTT ... : : - N - ] 18143 1.95
SHELBY . N 18145 | . CoR.00-
SPENCER - Ny - N - 18147 | 2,10
‘STARKE . . y IN . 18149 ) 1.80 .
STEUBEN : IN ' 18151 |. IR:1 B |
SULLIVAN . . . | IN . 18153 . 205
SWITZEALAND ; i . ' IN 18155 . 1.95
TIPPECANCE y . ; N - - 18157 ’ 2.00
. TIPTON ; ; ; ; ; . : IN . . 18159 2.00
- UNION fons . IN . © 1B161. 2.00
VANDERBURGH y : ; IN . 18163 - 210
VYERMILLION . . . IN . 1 - 38165 . 2.00 ]
VIGO0 . . ! . . IN ' ) - 18167 . 200 -
WABASH ... ' N IN : 18169 -2.00 ﬂ
WARREN ...... ' g ; N - 181 2.00
WARRICK .. " S i ; N 18173 |. 210
WASHINGTON . ' . B - . N . 18175 -1.85. j
. WAYNE : ; IN IR A Y £ o200 A
WELLS ... I : ' | IN S T i N - 200 i
WHITE ; ' " ; — IN 18181 200 1
WHITLEY i i -‘ IN B [T < I 180
ADAIR ' ' ; : - 1A - 19001 S 480
" ADAMS ... . . SV S ; A1 C 19003 ) . 1.80
- ALLAMAKEE . , - : anveans | 1A ' -19005 B Wi
APPANQOSE ........ . . e i (A 19007 | 1.80

" AUDUBON . T ' A ' 18009 180
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. . e Class | differen-

County/Parish/City © Biate FIPS_Code | fial adjusted for

. . ’ location ’
POTTAWATTAMIE 1A 19155 1
POWESHIEK 1A 19157 3
RINGGOLD 1A 19159 1
SAC ; 1A 19161 1
SCOTT. 1A 19163 1
SHELBY 1A 19165 1
SIOUX .. 1A 19167 1
“STORY iA 19169 1
"TAMA 1A 19171 1
- TAYLCR . A 19173 |- -1
UNION 1A - 16175 1
VAN BUREN 1A 19177, 1
WAPELLC 1A 19179 1
- WARFEN .. 1A - 19181 1
WASHINGTON ... 1A 19183 1
WAYNE 1A 19185 |
WEBSTER iA 19187 1
WINNEBAGO .. 1A 19189 1
“WINNESHIEK 1A 19191 1
WOODBURY 1A 19193 1
T WORTH ... 1A 19185 1
WRIGHT . 1A 19197 1
ALLEN KS 20001 |- 1
. ANDERSCN KS - 20003 |- 1
" ATCHISON KS 20005 1
BARBER KS 20007 1
BARTON ... KS 20009 1
BOURBCN - ' KS 2001 1
BROWN KS 20013 1,
BUTLER .. S 20015 1.
‘CHASE. KS 20017 1.
© CGHAUTALUQLUA KS 20019 1.
CHEROKEE .. KS 20021 1.
CHEYENNE KS 20023 1
CLARK KS 20025 "
CLAY K3 20027 1
CLOUD KS . 20029 1
COFFEY KS 20031 1
GOMANCHE KS 20033 1
COWLEY ... KS - 20035 | 1
- CRAWFORD KS 20037 1
DECATUR ... KS 20039 1,
DICKINSON KS 20041 1
. DONIPHAN K& 20043 {- 1
DOUGLAS KS 20045 1
EDWARDS KS . 20047 1
ELK KS 20049 1
ELLIS _ KS 20051 1
ELLSWORTH .. KS 20053 1
FINNEY KS 20055 3
FORD KS 20057 1
FRANKLIN KS 20059 1
- GEARY .. K3 - 20081 1
. GOVE KS 20063 | )|
GRAHAM KS 20065 1
- GRANT 1Ks: -20087 1
- GRAY KS . 20069 ¥
‘GAEELEY KS 20071 1
GREENWOOD KS 20073 | . q
HAMILTON KS 20075 | o1
HARPER 1 KS 20077 1
. HARVEY ... KS 20079 1
© HASKELL KS 20081 1
HODGEMAM KS 20083 |- -1
JACKSON ®3 20085 | 3
JEFFERSON . KS - 20087 1
JEWELL ....., KS 20089 1
JOHNSON KS 20091 | 1
KEARNY' KS - 20093 | 1
KINGMAN 1 K8 20095 1
KIOWA .. KS 20087 | - 1
20089 1
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21033

. Courty/Parish/City State FIPS__Code tial adjusted for
o - . lacation
: LANE ... : KS 26101 | 1.80
LEAVENWORTH ...l it e s i essss s srssss e sremsms s ss s steseeser s ssasban e KS 20103 1.90
- LINCOLN ‘KS 20105 . 1.80
LINN K3 20107 1.70
LOGAN K5 20109 180
, LYON ......, KS 20119, . 170
MCPHERSON .. KS 20113 1.90
- MARION KS © 20115 1,70
o . MARASHALL .. KS 50117 180
" . MEADE KS- 20119 - 1.80
MIAMI- ... KS 20121 1.70
- MITCHELL . KS - - 20123 - 1:80
MONTGOMERY KS 20125 ST
MORRIS KS . 20127 ©1.80 .
i _ MORTON ......, KS 20129 |- 1.90
- - NEMAHA KS 20131 1.80
: NEOSHO ... KS . 20133 1.70
. NESS KS - 20485 . 1.80
NORTCON Ks 20137 | 1.60
0SAGE KS - -20138 170 .
- OSBORNE KS 20141 1.80
OTTAWA Ks 20143 1.80
PAWNEE ., KS 20145 1.80
PHILLIPS KS 20147 1.80
POTTAWATOMIE KS 20149 190 -
" PRATT ' Ks - 20151 |- 1.80
RAWLINS KS . 20153 1.60 -
- RENQ KS* 20155 1,70
AEPUBLIC ...... Ks 20157 | 1.80 -
AICE ., KS . 20159 1.80
A -RILEY KS 20161 1.90
. ROOKS KS 20463 | 1.60
RUSH KS 20165 .80
RUSSELL ... KS 20167 | 1.80
- BALINE KS - -20169 | 1.90
SCOTT KS 20171 | 1.80
- BEDGWICK Ks © 20173 1.70
SEWARD . KS - . 20175 | . 1.90
SHAWNEE - KS 20177 1.50
SHERIDAN Ks 20179 1.80
" ‘SHERMAN KS 20181 1,80
©SMITH ., KS 20183 1.80
STAFFORD | KS " 20185 1.90 -
STANTCN KS . 20187 S .80
STEVENS KS . 20189 |- 1.90
SUMNER KS 2091 S 170
' THOMAS | K8 20183 1.60
- " TREGC KS 20195 1.80
WABAUNSEE .... | ks 20197 - 1,80
" WALLACE Ks 20199 1.60
. WASHINGTON Ks 20201 1.90
WICHITA . KS 20203 1.80-
WILSON KS. 20205 1.70
. WOODSON K5 20207 1.70 .
WYANDOTTE KS . 20209 1.80
ADAIR KY . 2100 1.95
ALLEN KY - 21003 205
ANDERSCON KY 21005 “1.95
BALLARD | KY 21007 2,30
BARREN Ky 21008 2,05
BATH Ky Co201 208
BELL wovienne. Ky 21013 2.15
. BOONE A KY 21015+ 1.95
BOURBON KY 2107 2.05
BOYD KY 21019 2.20
BOYLE AL B AR A TS bbb e e e r e mm e R aa A AR et Ky . 21021 1.55
- BRACKEN ....... . Ky. 21023 205
. BREATHITT | xy 21025 2.15
 BRECKINRIDGE Ky 21027 2.10
- BULLITT ... KY 21029 1.95
BUTLER st uvenmmisssmissrenminssimssmssines s sssisstesesesssssss shasssemsesessnssatsasmansssta ness Ky 2101 2.20
CALDWELL KY 2.30
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. L Class | differen-
Counly!Paristhity Stata FIPS_ Code tial adjusted for -
. . - . location
CALLOWAY. .oeoreeeessrcmereessieesene e TR L KY 21035 2.30
CAMPBELL ... .| KY 21037 2,05
CARLISLE ... .| KY 21039 | - 2.30
CARROLL ., KY - 2104% | 1.95
. CARTER KY 21043 | 2.20
T CABEY sttt osee oo KY 21045 |. 1.95,
GHRISTIAN KY . 21047 220 .
. GLARK..... KY 21049 2.05
CLAY KY 21051 | - 215
. GLINTON ... KY - - 21083 | 2,15
' CRITTENDEN P KY 21055 - 230
CUMBERLAND KY . 210567 205 .
DAVIESS ............ ‘KY 21059 2.19Q
EDMONSON ... L KY © 21081 2.05
ELLICTT KY - - 21063 2.05
ESTILL KY 21085 2.05
FAYETTE ... e b e s e e KY 21067 2,05
FLEMING KY 21069 . 205
. FLOYD KY 21071 - 215
FRANKLIN ........ . KY | 21073 1.95
- FULTCN KY 21075
* GALLATIN ..... KY. 21077 |- 1.95
GARRARD JRY “21079 1.95
" GRANT . KY 21081 1.95
- GRAVES ......... Ky . 21083 2.30
" GRAYSON KY. . 21085 2.10
GREEN ......... 1KY - 21087 1.95
GREENUP KY 21089 220
F L HANCOOK s rtnrsearisslessssmssenssssanestoneess s o KY 21091 |- 2,10
HARDIN KY - 21093 1.5
HARLAN KY 21008 - 215
"HARRISON Ky © 21097 2.08
HART ... KY 21099 185
- HENDERSON KY 21101 210
HENRY KY 2103 | 1.85
HICKMAN KY . . 21105 230
HOPKINS P KY Co2M107 | 2.20
" JACKSON | KY - 21109 1.85
-JEFFERSON ..., KY C2t 1.95 ..
- JESSAMINE KY o213 185
_JOHNSON 1KY 211145 215
KENTON KY . s . 2.08
KNQTT KY 21119 215
" KNOX Ky - 21121 © 215
LARUE ....... KY 21123 -1.85
LAUREL ....... » KY : 21125 .2.18
LAWRENCE 1KY 0 21127 2.5 -
LEE .... . K : 21129 208
LESLIE KY 21131 | 215
LETCHER ... KY 21133 2,15
LEWIS e b e i e e e o KY - 21135 . 208
LINGOLN v ecmrsnsaesesssises s s | KY 21137 - 1.95
© LIVINGSTON Ky -.2113e 230
LOGAN . KY 2114 220
LYON Ky © 21143 2.30
MCCRACKEN -KY 21145 - 230
MCCREARY KY - 21147 © 245
MCLEAN .. KY 21149 210
MADISCON L KY 21151 2.08
- MAGOFFIN Ky 21153 215
MARION KY 21155
MARSHALL . KY - 21157 o230
MARTIN KY C. 21159 215 .
MASON ., KY © 21181 . 2.08
MEADE .ottt ssrienmsesss e ressrs s KY. - 21163 185 -
MENIFEE KY 21165 2.05
. MERCER . KY - 21167 1.95
TMETCALFE oot o KY 21169 208
MONROE . KY 21171 2.05
MONTGOMERY KY 21173 2.05
MOAGAN . KY- T2NTS L2086
MUHLENBERG 1.ocrovrnssstnnosssespmsscomusenssmssossm s KY 2.20
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- Class | differen-
County/Parish/City State - FIPS__Code tial adjusted for
' _ _ , : location”
RICHLAND LA 22083 L2375
‘BABINE ...... L& 22085 275
ST. BERNARD . LA - 22087 3.05 .
8T, CHARLES ... LA 22089 3.05
ST. HELENA LA 22091 2,85
ST. JAMES LA 22083 '2.85
ST. JOHN THE BAPTIS LA 22085 2.85
ST..LANDRY ; LA 22087 a.05
ST. MARTIN LA 22099 3.05
ST. MARY .. LA 2210 3.05
_ST. TAMMANY LA 22103 . 2,85’
TANGIPAHOA ... LA - . 22105 2,85 -
TENSAS .. LA 22107 2.85
TEAREBONNE LA 22109 3.05
UNION ... LA 22911 285
VERMILION LA 2113 | 3.05
VERNON - LA - 2215 285
WASHINGTON LA 22117 o285
WEBSTER .| LA 22119 235
- WEST BATON AOUGE LA .22t
- WEST CARROLL LA 22123 . 2.75
WEST FELICIANA . LA 22125 285
_WINN LA 22127 275
‘ANDROSCOGGIN ME 23001 | 2.20
AROOSTOOK ME . 23003 218
‘CUMBERLAND | ME, 23005 2,30
L FAANKLIM ME - 23007 235
 HANCOCK ME - 23009 218
KENNEBEC ME . . 2301 2.20°
KNOX ME 23013 220 -
LINCOLN ME . 235 2.20
OXFORD ...... 1 ME 2307 215
PENOBSCOT ME 23019 215
_PISCATAQUIS ‘ME 2302t 215
SAGADAHOC ‘ME 23023 2.30
SOMERSET ME 23025 AL
WALDO ME . 23027 - 220
WASHINGTON ME 23029 - 295
YORK . ME 23031 2.45
ALLEGANY ... | MD T 24001 205
ANNE ARLINDEL MD 24003 205
BALTMMORE MD 24005 205
CALVERT MD 24009 2,05
CAROLINE MD . 24011 2.10
CARROLL MD 24013 2.05
CECIL ..., MD 2415 210
CHARLES ..., MD 24017 2.05
PORCHESTER ‘MD T 24me 2.10
FREDERICK MD - 240N 2.05
GARRETT MD 24023 2.05
HARFORD MD 24025 205
HOWARD M0 24027 2.05
. KENT g MD 24029 210
. MONTGOMERY MO 2401 . 205
-PRINCE GEQRGE'S MD 24033 2.05
QUEEN ANNE'S MD 24035 210
ST. MARY'S M 24037 2.05
SOMERSET MD 24039 210
"TALBOT MD - 24041 210
WASHINGTON M 24043 2.05
CWICOMICO MD 24045 2.10.
. WORCESTER MD 24047 210
BALTIMORE CQITY MD 24510 2.05
SARNSTABLE MA 25001 |- o275
BERKSHIRE | MA 25003 . 2.30
BRISTOL - MA ‘25005 L2735
DUKES MA 25007 275
ESSEX | MA - 25009 ) 278
* FRANKLIN ‘MA 25011 ] - 2.40
. HAMPDEN MA 25013 - 240
HAMPSHIRE MA 25015 2.40
| MA 2.75
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’ : | Class i differen-
County/Parish/City : : . State | FIPS_Code | tial adjusted for
: o . location
NANTUCKET ™ : N MA - 25019 | . © 275
NORFOLK . I MA Co.as02y . . 275
PLYMOUTH : : ' i MA o 25023 2.75
- SUFFOLK ) ; ' MA R - 2.75
* WORCESTER ... ; MA 25027 260
. ALCONA ' : : ; . Mi 26001 | 1.50
- ALGER _ : ' oo | M ' . 26003 1.60.
ALLEGAN fa : MI : : 26005 1.80
" ALPENA _ ' M - EBOOY 1.35
ANTEUM - - : : . ' ST B ¥ | . 26009 1.35
ARENAC ' : - MI . 28011 1.70
BARAGA : rerrarnees | M) 26013 1.50
BARRY " ; M © 28018 1.80
- BAY sernnsd : ' : Mi - 28017 1.70
-BENZIE s : ' ' Mt .. - 26019 1.50
BERHIEN ; ' ; : Mi - 25021 1.80
. BHANCH Svvasenss e Mi : 26023 - 1.80
CALHOUN ....... y _ MI - _ . 26b25 180
CASS _ : ; MI : 26027 1.80 -
CHARLEVOIX ' : M : " 26029 - 1.35
CHEBOYGAN ....... . " Ml _ 26031 1.35
CHIPPEWA : : v Mo 1 26033 1.70
. CLARE : Mi . : 26035 170
CLINTON rerroen : M © 26097 1.80
- CHAWFORD : : Mt . 26039’ 1.50
DELTA ; _ . e | M -~ 26041 1.60
DICKINSON ; : ; ) M 26043 1.40°
EATON ' M © 26045 1.80 -
EMMET wiioecrlonnas . ' , M 26047 1.35 -
GENESEE ; roeer ins . , M - 26049 185 -
GLADWIN ; ; MI - 26051 . 1.70
GOGEBIC _ ' : M : 26053 1.40
GRAND TRAVERSE o Ml ' 26055 1.50°
GRATIOT. : : ; iM T 28087 1.70
HILLSDALE .. _ : : Mi : _ 26053 1.80 =
HOUGHTON . : M . 28061 1.50
.. HURON ' _ ; : _ M . 28063 1.85
TNGHAM ; ' Mt S - 26085 1.80
IONIA ........ ; : ) Ml - 28067 1.80
I08CQ ... T ; Mo . 26089 1.50
IRON _ : ML . 2807 1.40.
ISABELLA : : ' : Mi b 26073 1T .
JACKSON o ' M _ .- 26075 1.80 -
KALAMAZOO : , s MI 26077 | 1.80 |
KALKASKA - MI ' - 28079 - 1.50 !
. KENT : M- _ 26081 1.70 :
. KEWEENAW ... _ , - - ; M ' 26083 180
LAKE ' - : M 26085 | "1.70
LAPEER . ' ; : : Mi - b 26087,|. 1.85
LEELANAU ., e ; Mo - 26089 | 1,50
LENAWEE : _ , ’ LI MI : 26091 - 1.80
LIVINGSTON | : _ : ; M 26003 | - - 1.85
LUCE ... ' M - 26095 |- 170
" 'MACKINAC ..., avarereittasnss : : Mo 26097 170
MACOMB : ' : M 26099 1.85
MANISTEE , _ MI .esm 150
MARQUETTE .., : : My . 26103 1.50
.MASON ' " Mi _ 26105 1.70
MECOSTA’ _ : MI S 26107 “1.70
" MENOMINEE MI , . 26109 150
MIDLANE . PR Mi . 26111 170
MISSAUKEE - Mi - 26119 1.50°
MONRQE _ Mi . 26115 1.85
MONTCALM ; : : , M ' 26117 1.70
MONTMORENCY - ; - W ML o 26119 135
MUSKEGON ; _ . ML - - et 1,70
NEWAYGO ; IR I ¥ 26123 . 1.70
OAKLAND - .., - _ N Mt ) - 28125 | 1.85 .
OCEANA, . M ' 26127 170
OGEMAW — _ M 26129 .- 1,50
ONTONAGON : - MI 26131 1.40.
1.70

QECEOLA : - . : : . M - 26133
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. N © .| Class | differan- .
- County/Parish/City State | FIPS_Code | tial adjusted for -
o ) ) location
0SCODA .| W 26135 1
OTSEGO ML 26137 "1
OTTAWA Ml 26138 | - 1
PRESGUE I5LE Ml - 26141 | 1
ADSCOMMON MI 26143 1
SAGINAW A 26145 1
5T. CLAR Ml 26147 |- 1
ST. JOSEPH Ml 26149 1
SANILAC MI 26151 1
. BCHOOLCRAFT Mi 26153 1
SHIAWASSEE . Mt 26155 1
TUSCOLA - M 26157 1
VAN BUREN M) 26159 | 1
WASHTENAW | MI ‘26161 1
- WAYNE MI 28163 A
WEXFORD Mi 26165 1.
AITKIN MN - 2700 1.
" ANQOKA MN 27003 1
- BECKER MN 27005 Ri
BELTRAMI MN 27007 1
. BENTON | MN 27009 i
BIG STONE MN . 270M 1
BLUE EAATH MN 27013 1
BROWN MN 27018 | 1
CARLTON MN 27017 1
CARVEHR MN o2ame| 1
CASS 1 MN - 27021 1
CHIPPEWA MN 27023 1
CHISAGO MM 27025 ki
CLAY ... MN - (27027 1
CLEARWATER MN 27029 1
COOK MN- 27031 1
COTTONWOOD MN 27033 1
CROW WING MN 27035 1
" DAKOTA MN 27037 A1
DODGE MN 27039 1
DOUGLAS ... MN 27041 1
FARIBALLT MN 127043 1.
FILLMORE MN 27045 1
FAEEBORN MN 27047 1.
GCODHUE ... MN 27043 | 1
GRANT MN 27051 1
HENNEPIN MN 27053 1
HOUSTON MN © 27056 1
- HUBBARD MN 27067 1
ISANTI. MN 27058 1
ITASCA MN 27061 1
JACKSON MN 27063 |- 1
KANABEG ...... MN 27065 1
KANDIYCHI MN 27067 |- 1
KITTSON MN 27069 1
KOOGHICHING ... MiN. 27071 1
LAC QUi PARLE MN - 27073 1
" LAKE - MN 27075 B
LAKE OF THE WGODS MN [ 27077 1
‘LE SUEUR MN 27079 |
LINCOLN MN 27081 1
LYON MM 27083 "
MCLEQD MN 27085 |
MAHNOMEN MN - . 27087 1
MARSHALL MN 27089 -1
" MARTIN MN T 27091 A
- MEEKER MN 27093 1
MILLE LACS MN 27095 A
+ MORRISON MN 27057 1
MOWER MN 27099 1
MURARAY MN 2710 1
NICOLLET | MN 27103 1
NOBLES ... MN 27105 {, 1
NORMAN MN 20107 1
OLMSTEC MN 27108 1
OTTER TAIL MN 1

N R e L L R LR R EE R EE R EEEEE R R R LR R et bttt ) o
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Class | differen-

: STQDDARD

20207

County/Parish/City State FIPS__Code tial adjusted for
' ) location
DE KALB MO 29063 | . 1
DENT .......... MC 290865 |- 1
- DOUGLAS MO 29067 1
. DUNKLIN MO 25069 2
.+ FRAMNKLIN MO - 29071 2
" . GASCONADE MO ] 29073 2
- GENTARY MO - 29075 3
GREENE MO 28077 1
- GRUNDY . MO 29079 | 1
"HARRISON MO 29081 1
. HENRY . MO 29083 1
. HICKORY MO 29085 1
HOLT Mo 29087 -1
. HOWARD MO 29089 | 1,
' HOWELL MO 29091 | 1,
- IRON 1M - 29093 2
. JACKSON MO 28095 1
_ JASPER MO . 28097 3
JEFFERSON . MO - 25099 | 2
JOHNSON MO 20101 |, 1
KNOX MO 29103 1
- LACLEDE MO - 29105 i
LAFAYETTE MO 29107 o1
LAWRENCE .....; MO 29109 1
LEWIS MG 25111 1.0
LINCOLN MO 29113 2.00°
LINN .. MO “2919s . - 180 -
LIVINGSTON ‘MO 2817 1.90
MCOONALD MO 29119 1,70
MACON MO 29121 -1.90
. MADISON MO - 29123 210
MARIES MO 29128 1.90
MARION MO 29127 2.00
MERCER MO - 20129 1.50
MILLER MO 29131 | - 1.80
MISSISSIPPI MO - 29133 | 2.10
MONITEAU MO 29135 2,00
. MONADE MO 29137 200 -
MONTGOMERY MO 29139 | . 2.00
MORGAN MO 29141 | - 1580
NEW MADAID MO - 20143 2.35
NEWTON MO . 29145 . 1.70
NODAWAY MO 29147 | 190
-OREGON | MO ‘29149 |- 210
OSAGE MO 29151 |. 200
OZARK ..., MO - 29153 1,90
PEMISCOT MO 291585 2.35.
PEARY MO -29187 210
" PETTIS MO 20158 - 1.80
PHELPS MO - 29181 1.90
PIKE MO | 29183 2.00
PLATTE MO 29155 1.90
. POLK MO 29167 1.70 .
PULASK] | MO 29169 1.80°
PUTNAM MO 29171 1.90
RALLS . MO 29173 2.00
- RANDOLPH MO 20175 1.80
 RAY MO 2077 1.90
REYNDOLDS MO .29179 210 |
- RIPLEY MG . .29 2.10
ST. CHARLES MO 25183 2.00
ST. CLAIR ... . MO 20185, 1.70
STE. GENEVIEVE .... | MO . 29186 2,10
ST. FRANCOIS MO 25187, 210
ST, LOUiS MO 29189 © 210
SALINE ik, MO 29195 " 1.90
- SCHUYLER- MO 20197, 1.90
SCOTLAND MO 29199 1.90
SCOTT ; | MO - 28201 210
SHANNON MO 28203 190
. BHELBY MO - 29205 ~ . 1.90
MO

2,10
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Class | differan-

ocCoCOooooQoOoma o

County/Parish/City ‘ Btate FIPS__Codse tial adjusted for
) C : location
STONE MO . 29209 1.70
SULLIVAN MO 29211 |- 1.90
TANEY MO - 29213 1.70
TEXAS MO " 29215 1.50
VERNON MO o287 . - 170,
WARREN MO P921g | 2,00
WASHINGTON MO 29221 2,10
WAYNE MO 26223 2,10
WEBSTER MO 29225 1.70
WORTH MO 29227 1.80 -
. WRIGHT MO 29229 | 1.70
ST. LOUIS CITY MQ 295101 290 .
BEAVERHEAD MT 30001 1.40
BIG HOAN MT 30003 1.50
BLAINE MT 30005 1.65
' BROADWATER | MT an0o7 1,40
" CARBON . MT - - 30009 1.4
CARTER MT - . 30011 1.4
CASCADE MT 3003 1.7
- CHOUTEAU MT 30015 1.7
CUSTERA MT- 30017 1.5
DANIELS MT 30018 1.5
-DAWSON I MT 30021 1.5
DEER LODGE MT 30023 1.4
FALLON MT 30025 C14
FERGUS MT ao0z7 |- 1.6
FLATHEAD MT 30029 1.5
GALLATIN MT 30031 T 1.4
" GAHAFIELD MT 30033 1.65
GLACIER MT 30035 1.65
GOLDEN VALLEY MT - 30037 . 1.85
GRANITE .... {MT 30039 |. 1.6
HILL ' MT 30041 1.7
- JEFFERSON MT 30043 1.4
JUDITH BASIN MT . 30045 1.5
LAKE | : ‘MT 30047 1.5
LEWIS AND CLARK MT 30049 1.6
LiBEATY . MT 30081 | 1.7
LINCOLN MT 30053 1.5
© MCCONE MT 30055 1.5
. MADISON MT 30057 14
" MEAGHER MT 30058 1.4
MINERAL MT 30061 1.5
MISSOULA MT 30063 1.5
MUSSELSHELL MT . 30065 1.8
PARK ; MT " B0067 1.4
PETROLEUM-. MT © 30069 1.8
" PHILLIPS MT 30071 1.6
PONDERA ..... . MT - 30073 1.6
POWDER RIVER . ‘MT 30075 1.4
POWELL - MT . 30077 | 1.6
PRAIRIE MT 30079 1.5
RAVALLI MT . 30089 1.6
RICHLAND MT 30083 1.6
ROOSEVELT MT 30085 1.5
ROSEBUD ... MT 30087 | . 1.5
" . SANDERS MT 30089 | 1.5
SHERIDAN MT 30091 1.5
SILVER BOW MT 30093 | 1.4
STILLWATER ..., MT 30095 1.4
SWEET GRASS MT - 30097 !
TETON MT 30099 1.6
TOOLE ..., MT . 30101 ‘1.8
TREASURE MT 30103 | 1.5
- VALLEY | MT. 80405 1 T
WHEATLAND MT . - 30107 ) 1.
WIBAUX MT 30109 1.
YELLOWSTONE ....... MT 30111 1.
YELLOWSTONE NATIONAL PARK MT - 30113 1.
ADAMS : NE 31001 . 1,
.ANTELOPE NE. 10031 1.
ARTHUR ... NE 31005 |- 1.
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County/Parish/City State - FIP5_Code | tial adjusted for
. ) location
- BANNER ... NE .. 31007 1
- BLAINE NE. 31009 1
BOONE ..o ersissstissssisssscsesbess e somsssssesssese 5 skt eeesemsresssesessmeeeeseeoeepesee NE 31011 |
BOX BUTTE ..... : | NE 31013 1
BOYD . NE ams 1
BROWN NE <M1k 1
BUFFALO NE - AG1g 1
- BUAT NE 31024 1
BUTLER NE 31023. 1
CASS NE a1025 1
CEDAR NE 31027 |- 1
CHASE. NE- - 31029 1
CHERAY™ 1 NE 31031 - 140
CHEYENNE NE - 31033 S1.40
CLAY .. NE 31035 1.80
COLFAX NE - 31037 - 1.80
CUMING NE 31039 1.80
CUSTER NE 31041 1.50
DAKOTA NE 31043 1.80
DAWES NE- - 31045 1.40
" DAWSON- NE 31047 1.60
DEUEL | NE 31049 S 140
DIXON NE 31051 1.60
DODGE ...... NE . 31053 1.80
DOUGLAS ...oocieresirrnnrsinsassmsssesssssnsrirsnsassas NE © 37055 1.80
DUNDY ... NE 31057, - 1.80
FILLMCRE NE - 31058 - 1.80
FERANKLIN . NE 31061 1.6Q
. FRONTIEA e | NE 31083 160
- FURNAS. | NE ~31065 1,60
GAGE NE A10e7 " 1.90
GARDEN NE 31065 1.40
. GARFIELD NE © 31071 _ 150
GOSPER NE 31073, 1.60
© GRANT ., NE "~ 31075 1.40
GAEELEY wrttriteceeecsssnessssisssensess s sssneisstosssssemss sssseeseereetsessaases NE 31077 - 160
HALL ., NE - -31079 1.60 °
HAMILTON .soes s cssncasse s tssessisbesiasssicsbeecessssbssasastasses s sttsso semesessssngsnne ses s sesssn semnessesseenes oo MNE - 31081 - 1.80
HARLAN .; NE 31083 1.60
HAYES .NE 31085 1.60
HITCHCOCK NE 31087 1.60
HOLY .ovovvvins NE 31089 " 1.50
HOOKER NE" - 3109 1.40
HOWARD NE 31083 1.50
JEFFERSON , 1 NE . 3085 1.80 -
JOHNSON .. NE 31097 | 1.80 -
KEARNEY NE - 31009 | 180
- KEITH NE - - 3110 1.40
KEYA PAHA 1 NE 31103 1.50
KIMBALL oot is s s ss ssasssissassnstosseeessiatisssbms st sanessss e eseecersen s onssmmes o oo seoet NE - 31105 1.40
KNOX . NE 31107 . 1.60
LANCASTER NE 31108 1.80 .
LINGOLN NE 3y 1.50
© LOGAN NE 31113 . 150
LauUpP ... NE - 31115 1.5¢ -
MCPHERSON NE 3117 - 1.50 .
MADISON } NE’ 31119 1.60
MERRICK NE 311 1.60
COMOBIRILL ittt b b e ar et et et et s e b eeneeen s NE 31123 1.40
NANCE NE - 31125 1.60
"NEMAHA NE 127 -1.90
NUCHOLLS ‘NE 3ati29 1.60 -
" OTOE " NE - Coans 1.90
PAWNEE NE 31133 | 1.90
PERKINS . NE 31135 1.60
FHELPS NE Ca1137 " 1.60
- PIERCE NE 31139 - 1.60
PLATTE NE. 31141 1.80
POLK NE - C 31143 1.80
© RED WILLOW NE . 31145 1.60
RICHARDSON' . I NE an4r | 1.90
ACCK: .... “NE 1.

tn
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- CURRY

245 -
230

) - Class | differen-
- County/Parish/City State FIPS__Code | fial adjusted for
N o location
SALINE ..... NE 31151 1.8
SARPY NE - 31153 18
" SAUNDERS .. NE 31155 1.8
SCOTTS BLUFF NE 31157 1.4
SEWARD ..........x, NE 31159 ‘1.8
SHEAIDAN NE . 31161 " 1.4
SHERMAN NE. 31163 1.6
SIOUX e NE - - 31165 . D1
-STANTON ... NE 31167 | 1.6
THAYER .. NE 31169 1.8
THOMAS NE - AT 1.4
THURSTON ‘ME a7 1.8
- WALLEY v NE MHI175 1.6
WASHINGTON NE 3177 1.8
WAYNE NE 31179 1.6
WEBSTER . NE. - 31181 1.6
WHEELER NE BRI N 1.6
B 0 T P P S PSPPI IR PP PO TRRN NE . 31185 1.8
CHURCHILL NV 32001 1.4
CLARK NV 32003 2.2
DOUGLAS NV 32005 2
ELKO e NV oazooy 1.4
ESMERALDA TNV 32000 '.: 1.5
ELIREKA .. NV 32011, 1.4
HUMBOLDT NV 32013 1.
LANDER oovvereercenres pemeessese s NV 32015 1.
LINCOLN NV 32017 1
LYON NV 32019 1
MINERAL NY 32021 1
" NYE . NV 32023 1
PERSHING ......... MY 32027 1
STOREY MY . 32029 1.
WASHOE .. Ny © 320 1.
WHITE. PINE NV 32033 1.
CARSON CITY i iciissinmsnnesnmssernssreenas NV 32510 1
BELKNAP NH 33001 2.
CARROLL NH 33003 215
CHESHIRE! [ NH 33005 2.80
Co0s MH T 392007 1.95
GHAFTON NH 33009 - 215
HILLSBOROUGH MH 33011 o280 .
. "MERRIMACK NH 33013 245 .
ROCKINGHAM . | NH a3os,| - 2.60
STRAFFORD NH. 33017
SULLIVAN NH - 33015
ATLANTIC "M 34001 2.20 .
BERGEN | NJ 34003 2.50
BURLINGTON NJ 34005 2.20
" GAMDEN : NJ | 34007 2.20
CAPE MAY - NJ 34003 2.20
CUMBERLAND ....cocrimiiirmissscarmsnsiencorenmnns NJ 34011 2.20.
ESSEX NJ- 34013 2.50
~ GLOUCESTER NJ 34015 | | 220
HUDSON MJ 34017 2.50
HUNTERDCON . NJ - 34015 2.30
‘MERCER ; NJ 34021 230
MIDCLESEX NJ 34023 230
MONMOUTH NJ 34025 + 2.30
MCARIS N 34027 2.30
OCEAN NJ 34029 2.30
PASSAIC NJ 34031 -~ 2.50
"SALEM ... NJ - 34033 2.20
SOMERSET M 34035 |- 2.30
" BUSSEX NG 34037 230
CUNION et nersecass e sarnes sesssssssns 4 NJ - - . 34039 250
‘WARREN ........ MNJ - 34041 - 2.30
B =1 = [ I N P NM - 35001 230
CATRON ........ NM - 35003 1.80
CHAVES NM 35005 1.60
CIBOLA NM . 35008 1.20
COLFAX sttt sese et NM 35007 . 1.90
NM 35009 150

LENEENBBEE525B 522883828583 5358388888
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36089
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- County/Pasish/City State FIPS_Code .| ftial adjusted for
. o . ] location
DE BACA N 35011 k:
DONA ANA M 35013 -1
EDDY NM 5015 B
GHANT - NM 35017 | R
GUADALUPE NM 35019 - 1
HARDING .. NM 35021 | 1
HIDALGO | MM 35023 1
LEA NM 35028 %
LINCOLN . NM 35027 1
LOS ALAMOS ... NM 35028 2
. LUNA NM 35029 1
MCKINLEY NM- ' 35031 ] 1
MORA NM - -35033 -1
CTERD - NM 35035 1
GUAY NM 35037 ot
RIO ARRIBA NM 35039 2
AOOSEVELT NM 35041 1
© SANDOVAL NM 35043 | -
SAN JUAN M 35045 2
SAN MIGUEL tNM 35047 1
SANTA FE NM 35049 2
- SIEARA NM 35051 1
SOCORRO NM . 35053 1
- TADS : NM 35055 | 1
TORRANCE . NM 35057 1.
UNHON A KM 35053 R
“VALENCHA, - NM 35061 i
ALBANY NY . . 36001 .2
ALLEGANY NY . 36003 1
_ BRONX NY 36005 2
B8ROOME N | NY 36007 1
CATTARAUGLS ... NY 36009 1
- CAYUGA NY 36011 1
. CHAUTAUQUA NY 36013 1
CHEMUNG NY 6018 | 1
CHENANGO ....... NY as0I7T| | 1
CLINTON ... NY 36019 | 1
COLUMBIA TNY aso21 |- 2
CORTLAND | NY . 36023 1
DELAWARE NY . 36025 2
DUTCHESS NY 36027 2.
ERIE . NY 36029 1.
ESSEX. NY - 380N 2.
FRANKLIN NY 36033 1.
FULTON NY 36035 2
. GENESEE NY . -36037 1
GREENE NY 36039 2
_ HAMILTON NY 36041 1
“HERKIMER NY 36043 1
JEFFERSON NY 36045 .
KINGS ... NY 36047 2
LEWIS NY 36049 t.
LIVINGSTON Ny 36051 | 1.85.
- MADISON WY - . 26053 1.85 -
MONROE NY " 36055 i85
MONTGOMERY NY 36057 2.05
NASSAU -, NY 36059 2.50
NEW YORK NY 36061 . 250
NIAGARA NY 36063 1.85
'ONEIDA ... NY 36065 1.85 -
ONONDAGA NY 36067 ©1.88
ONTARIO NY 36069 - 1.85 .
ORANGE NY - 36071 2.30
- DALEANS .., NY . - 36073 1.85
DSWEGO .; NY 36075 1.85
. OTBEGO ‘NY 36077 1.95
PUTNAM NY - 36079 2,30
QUEENS 1o imvsnsssssss s sssi s nasisins et atss st sstmiessenerion NY . 36081 2.50
~ RENSSELAER NY - 36083 215
RICHMOND NY 36085 2.50
ROCKLAND NY 36087 - 2.50
NY .
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Class | differens ©

- 37108

- County/Parish/City State FIPS__Code tiat adjusted for
) location
SARATOGA NY - 36091 2,05 .
SCHENECTADY NY 35093 215
“SCHOHARIE NY 36095 - 205
SCHUYLER .. NY 36097 1.85 ©
. SENECA T NY -36099 1.85
STEUBEN NY 36101 . 1B5 -
- BUFFOLK NY 36103 250.
"SULLIVAN NY 36105 2.15
TIOGA . MY 36107 1.80
TOMPKINS NY 36108 1.85
ULSTER NY - © 3B |, 215 .
WARREN NY 36113 _ 195
WASHINGTON NY 36118 208
WAYNE : NY 36117 | 1.85
- WESTCHESTER | NY . 36118 © 250
WYOMING NY 36121 1.85
" YATES NY 36123 . 1.8s
. ALAMANCE NC 37001 2.35
ALEXANDER. NC 37003 235 -
ALLEGHANY NC 37008 235
ANSON NC aroo7 2.55
ASHE ... NG © 37009 2.25
AVERY . NC 37011 2.25
" BEAUFORT NC ' 37013 2.65
BERTIE NC 37015 2.85
BLADEN NC . 3701? 2.80
. BAUNSWICK NC 31019 2.85
BUNCOMBE NC 37021 2.55
~ BURKE . NC - 37023 2.35
CABAARLUS NC aroes 2.55
CALDWELL NC av027 2.35
. CAMDEN"... NC . a7029 2.505
CARTERET NC 3703 2.85
CASWELL NC 37033 2.35
CATAWBA NG . 37085 2.35
_CHATHAM ... NG 37057 2.35
CHERQOKEE NC - 37039 2.55
CHOWAN NC aroat | 2.85.
cLay NC a7042 2.55
" CLEVELAND NC 37045 2.55
- COLUMBUS. NC . 37047 3.00 -
‘CRAVEN ; NC 37049 285
CUMBERLAND NC 37051 2.80
CURRITUCK NC 37053 2.55
DARE .... NC - 37055 2.65
"DAVIDSON NC " 87057 2,35
DAVIE NC .- 37058 T 235
DUPLIN NC - 37061 2.85
DURHAM NC 37063 235
EDGECCMBE NC. : 37065 2.65
FORSYTH ‘NC 37067 2.35
FRANKLIN NG 37069 2.55
GASTON NC aror | 2.55
. GATES NC 37073 2.55
- GRAHAM ... NC 37075 2.55
GRANVILLE NC 37077 2.55
GREENE NG a707s 2.85
. " GUILFORD NC 37084 2.35
- HALIFAX NG 37083 - 2.55
- HARNETT NC 37085 2.55
HAYWOOD NG . 37087 2.55
. HENDERSON NC . - 37089 2.55
HERTFORD NG - 37091 2.55
© HOKE NC 37093 2.80
. 'HYDE - NG 37095 2.65
1REDRELL .. NC 37097 235
- JAGKSON .| NC - 37090 2.55
JOHNSTON NG 37101 2.65
- JONES . NG 37103 2.85 -
LEE NC 37108 258
LENOIR NG 37107 2.85
LINCOLN .. NC
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County/Parish/City State - FIPS_Cede | tial adjusted for -
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MCDOWELL NC. In 235 .
"‘MACON NC ar113 255
MADISON NG 37115 2.25
. MARTIN NC. .oaniz 2,65
MECKLENBURG ; NG - 37119 " 2.55
MITCHELL '......, - NG arz1 2.25
- MONTGOMERY 1 NG 37123 255
MOCHE NC 37125 255
NASH NC 37127 2,65
. NEW HANOVER. NG - 37129 2.85
* NORTHAMPTON NC. 37131 255
- ONSLOW NC ar13a . 285
" ORANGE ..., NG a713s | 235
PAMLICO .. NC 37137 2.85 -
. PASQUOTANK , NC 37139 255
PENDERA .. : NC 3744 285
PERQUIMANS NG 37143 255
PERSON NC 37145 2.35
. PITT NC . 37147 265
" POLK NG 37149 255
RANDOLPH NG 37151 235
- RICHMOND. NG 37153 2.55
ROBESON ... I NC 371585 3.00
ROCKINGHAM NC 37157 2.35
ROWAN NG 37159 . 2.35
RUTHERFORD NC 37161 2,55
- SAMPSON NC ' 37183 2.80
SCOTLAND NG . 87165 2.80
STANLY ...... ' NC 37167 2.55
STOKES . ‘NC 37169 - 235
SURRY NC KTRYAN © 235
SWAIN : NC 37173 225
TRANSYLVANIA NC 37175 . 255
TYRRELL NG - TAY A4 . 2,65
© UNION NG 37178 .2.55
VANCE - NG 37181 2.55
WAKE | NC 37183 2.55
WARREN ........ NC _ariss 2.55
WASHINGTON NC . 37187 | 285
WATAUGA NC 37189 225
T OWAYNE |, NC 37191 2.65
WILKES NG - - 37183 2,35
I WILSON NG - .aras 2,65
YADKIN | NG 37197 o285
YANCEY NC 37188 . . 225
-ADAMS ND 38001 | . 1.4D
BARNES ND - 38003 1.46
. BENSON ND . . 38005 140
BILLINGS ND - 38007 1.40
BOTTINEAU ND 38009 1.40
© BOWMAN ND 38011, - 1.40
" . BURKE “ND 38013 1.40
-BURLEIGH ND .38015 | 1,40
CASS .. ND 38017 1.40 -
‘GAVALIER. ND 38019 C 140
DICKEY ND 28021 1.40
DIVIDE ND aso23 1.40
DUNN ND - 38025 -~ 140
EDDY ..., ND geo27 1.40
- EMMONS ND 38029 1.40
. FOSTER ND 38031 1.40
GOLDEN VALLEY .. ND " 98033 1.40
GRAND FORKS: ND 36035 - 1.40
GRANT .. ND 38037 1.40
GRIGGS . | N . 38039 - 1.40
HETTINGER ND 38041 1.40
KIDDER ‘ND 38043 1.40
LA MOUBE ...t smnrssrnisriassms s ssnssisssanssssssos seens ND 3B045 1.40
LOGAN ... ND . 38047 1.40
MCHENRY ND 38049 1.40
MGINTOSH ..ol ntnimtisseesesees sersrens ND 38051 140
‘MCKENZIE ND 38053 1,40
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County/Parish/City State FIPS__Code | tial adjusted for
) . : : location
MCLEAN . ND 38055 | 1.4
" MERCER ND 38057 1.4
MCHTON | ND " 38059 1.4
© MOUNTHRAIL ND. 38061 |- 1.4
. NELSON ND 38063 1.4
OLIVER ND - 38065- 1.4
‘PEMBINA ..... NG 38067 1.4
"~ PIERCE NG : 38089 ‘1.4
RAMSEY . ND ABO71. 1.4
RANSOM ND . 38073 1.4
RENVILLE ND, - 38075 1.40
RIGHLAND ND - 38077 | 1.4
ROLETTE .. ND 38079 1.4
SARGENT ND 38081 1.4
SHERIDAN ND 38083 | 1.4
. SIQUX ND '38085 1.4
SLCPE ND . 38087 1.4
“STARK ... ND 38088 | 1.4
STEELE | ND 38091 |- 1.4
STUTSMAN ND - - aB092 1.4
TOWNER . ...| ND -38095 | | . L4
TRAILL ... ND 38097 14
WALSH ND 38099 1.4
WARD ND 381 1.4
WELLS ND 38103 . 1.40
WILLIAMS . RO 38105 1.40.
ADAMS OH 39001 205
ALLEN ‘OH" 38003 2.00°
ASHLAND | OH . 39005 2.00
- ASHTABULA O 39007 2.00
ATHENS CH 39009 - 200
AUGLAIZE CH 39011 2,00
BELMONT | OH 39013 2.00
BROWN OH 30015 - 2395 .
BUTLER OH 39017 | 2.05
CARROLL OH 39019 | 1.95
- CHAMPAIGN OH 39021 2.0 -
. CLABRK OH 39023 " 2.00
GLERMONT CH 39025 2.05
CLINTCN ......... OH 39027 - 2.05
COLUMBIANA, . OH 39029 1.95,
COSHOQCTON . OH. aao31 |. 1.95
CRAWFGRD - OH 39033 2.00
CUYAHOGA CH 39035
. DARKE ... CH 39037 ‘2.00
DEFIANGE | OH 39039 - 1.80
DELAWARE OH 39041 2.00
ERIE OH 39043 2.00
FAIRFIELD | oH 39045 2400
FAYETTE . OH - 39047 . 2,00
FRANKLIN OH 39049 | - 2.00
FULTON CH. - 39051 1.85
GALLIA CH 39053 2.20
GEAUGA CH- 39055 2.00 -
GREENE ., OH 39057 - 2.00
GUERANSEY OH 38059
HAMILTON. OH 38061 2.05
HANCOCK OH 39063 2,00
HARDIN .. OH 39065 2.00
HARRISON OH 39067 1.95
HENRY OH 39069 1.85
HIGHLAND OH | iclirg 2.05
HOCKING JOH 39073
'HOLMES" OH - -30075 1.95
HURON CH 30077 200
JACKSON OH 39079 208
JEFFERSON OH 38081 1.85
KNOX OH 39083 | 2.00
LAKE fiiiifrrirseessmmsisms st stssnsarsnss s sssesesssesnmasssssssmmmeb bt nansas dabebun bt bt niasane OH 39085 | 2.00
LAWRENCE . OH - 39087 2.20
LICKING . CH © 39089 S 200
OH 39091

LOGAN ...

cocoosooeLLDO0

2.00

200 -

200

200
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- County/ParishiCity State FIPS_Code | .tial adjusted for -
. . . ) tocation
- . LORAIN QH 39093 2.00
LUCAS OH 49005 1.85
MADISON OH 39097 2.00 -
MAHONING QH " . 89098 1.85
MARICN ‘OH a%101 " 2.00
- MEDINA OH a3 . - 200
- MEIGS .. OH 39105 2,08
MERACEA ....... OH 13947 e
MIAMI OH © 39109 200 -
" MONROQE ... OH - 39111 S 200
MONTGOMERY ... OH 39113 | -2.00
- "MORGAN . ‘| OH 39115 2.00
- MCRROW .., OH CosenT- 200
MUSKINGUM | OH .- 39119 200 .
NCBLE OH < A9T21 200
OTTAWA OH 239123 © .85
PAULDING OH 39125 1.80
PERRY OH 39127 2.00
PICKAWAY CH © 39129 2.00
PIKE .. OH 39131 2.05
PORTAGE ... OH 333 2.00
PRAEBLE OH . - 39135 2.00
PUTNAM- OH - 391a7 2,00
RICHLAND OH | .39139 2.00
ROSS CH 39141 2,05
-SANDUSKY OH 35143 200 -
SCIOTO . OH - 245 2.05
SENECA O . 39147 2.00
SHELBY OH 39149 2.00
STARK ... OH 39153 1.95 .
- BUMMIT OH - 39153 2.00
- TARUMBULL OH ‘39155, 2.00
TUSCARAWAS OH . 39157 1.95
UNION ......... OH 39159 2.00 .
VAN WERT OH 39161 2.00
MINTON OH 32163 2.05-
WARAEN ..... CH 38165 205
WASHINGTON CH 39167 200
WAYNE ........ oH 39169 185
- WILLIAMS | OH 39171 1.80 .
wooD .. O C 39173 1.85
WYANDOT OH 39175 2
ADAIR .. OK 40001 1.
ALFALFA ... OK 40003 1.
ATOKA oK © 40005 B
- BEAVER [8].4 40007 1
BECKHAM OK 406009 1
BLAINE oK 40011 1
BAYAN OK 40013 1
CADDQ OK 40015 T
CANADIAN oK 40017 1
CARTER OK 40019 1
CHERCKEE OK 40021 ~1
CHOCTAW OK . 40023 1
CIMARRON OK 40025 1
CLEVELAND OK 40027 1
COAL OK 40029 1
.- COMANCHE O 40031 1
<COTTON OK 40033 T
. CRAK: .. OK © 40035 |
CREEK ... [a) 48 40037 1
. CUSTER oK 40038 1
DELAWARE oK. - 40041 1.
DEWEY oK 40043 1
ELLIS OK 40045 1
GARFIELD ... OK' 40047 | - 1
GARVIN ..... oK 40049 |. 1
GRADY | OK. 40051 1
GRANT ... 0K . 40053 1
GREER ..ooureercciermmrsssssmssssssssassioosesssion OK 40055 |
HARMON i s rasbsainssssbens sesmssseressssnsseeserostsssrssntossons OK 40057 1
- HARPER oK 40053 1

ek kbt yibrisiniRRE
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} R - Class | differen-
County/Parish/City State FIPS_Cede | tial adjusied for
. : .- } C location
- HASKELL . QK ~ 40081 - 1.90
‘HUGHES - oK " 40083 1.80
" JACKSON OK . 40085 | - 1.95
JEFFERSON OK -, 40067 | 195 °
JOHNSTON ; OK. 40068 1.95
KAY _.. QK © 40071 1.80 .
KINGFISHER [0} - 40073 1.80
KIOWA, OK. © . 40075 |- . 1.85
LATIMER OK - 40077 1.50
LE FLORE OK - 40079 1.90
LINCOLN oK . 40081 - 4.80-
LOGAN OK - 40083 1.80
LOVE. CK 40085 | 1.85
MCCLAIN || OK 40087 1.80
MCCURTAIN OK 40089 1857
" MGINTOSH oK 40091 " 1.80
- MAJCR 1 oK 40093 1.80 .
MARSHALL CK © . 40095 | . 1.85
MAYES oK -40097 |- - 170
MURRAY QK 40099 1.95 -
MUSKOGEE OK- 40101 "1.90
NOBLE e y 0K 40103 1.90
NOWATA OK 40105 | 1.70
OKFUSKEE OK 40107 - 190
CKLAHOMA QK. 40108 - 180 .
OKMULGEE OK 40111 1.90
OSAGE ., OK 40113 1.90
OTTAWA . OK 40115 1,70 .
PAWNEE OK © 40117 1.90
PAYNE OK: 40118 1.50
PITTSBURG OK 40121 - 1.80
PONTOTOC .., | OK - - 40123 195 -
POTTAWATOMIE oK .. 40125 | 1.90
PUSHMATAHA, OK 4027 1.95
ROGER MILLS OK . 40129 1.90°
ROGERS OK 40131 1.70
"SEMINOLE QK 40133 1.0
SEQUOYAH OK . 40135 © 1.90
STEPHENS OK 40137 195 -
TEXAS oK 40139 | . 180
© TILLMAN oK 40141 195
TULSA oK’ - 40143 . 1.90
WAGONER OK 40145 | - 1,80
WASHINGTCON QK 40147 | - 1.70 |
WASHITA OK . 40149 1.80
wOoQoDs OK - 40131 190 .
. WOODWARD oK 40153 1.30
BAKER . OR 41001 B
BENTCN CR 41003 155 -
- CLACKAMAS OR . 41008 145
CLATSOP ... OR 41007 145
COLUMBIA OR 41008 [ - - 1.45
coos OR 41011 “1.70 .
CRQOK CR 41013 1.30
CURRY OR 41015 S1B5°
DESCHUTES . OA © 4107 155 -
- DOUGLAS ... OR 41019 1,70
GILLIAM OR 41021 | . 180
GRANT , CR 41023 1.35
HARNEY OR 41025 138
HOOD RIVER OR 41027 | 145
~ JACKSCN OR © 41029 1.85 -
. JEFFERSON OR 41031 | - 1.30 -
JOSEPHINE OR - 41033 - 1.88
KLAMATH OR - " 41035 1.70
LAKE CR 41037 155 .
. LANE - CR . 41039 155
LINCOILN CR . 41041 1.58
LINN OR 41043 | - - 155
MALHEUR OR 41045 | 135 .
MARION OR 41047 145
MORROW OR 1.30
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 HULTNOMAR it OR 41051 1.45
" POLK . ORA 41053 1.45
- SHEAMAN .., OR 41055 1.30
TILLAMOOK, .. OR 41057 T 145
UMATILLA ..., ‘OR 410859 135 -
UNION OR 41081 | 1.35 -
WALLOWA _..... oR | 41063 1.35
WASCO CR 41085 |- 1.30.
WASHINGTON | cR- 41067 1.45
WHEELER ., OR 41069 1.30
YAMHILL . OR 41071 1.45
'ADAMS .., PA 42001 |- 205
. ALLEGHENY .| PA 42003 1.95 -
ARMSTRONG PA 42005 1.85 -
BEAVER. | PA 42007 1.95
BEDFORD ... | PaA. - 42009 2.08
BERKS | PA - 42011 2.05
BLAIR ... PA 42013 2.05
BRADFORD Pa 42015 Co180
BUCKS PA 42017 © 210,
BUTLER PA 42019 1,85
. CAMBRIA . PA 42021 2.05
CAMERCON PA. - 42023 | -1.95
 CAPBON o bt PA 42025 2.10
CENTRE ... PA 42027 2.00
CHESTER PA - 42028 210,
CLARION bttt PA 42031 1.95
CLEARFIELD ... PA 42033 1.95-
CLINTON PA © 42035 2.00
COLUMBIA PA 42037 | 2.00
CRAWFORD PA 42039 | 1.75
- CUMBERLAND PA 42011 2.0%
DAUPHIN PA. 42043 2.05
DELAWARE ., PA 42045 .22
- ELK . ; PA - - 42047 T 1.05,
ERIE ..., PA 42048 1.75
‘FAYETTE .; FA 42051 1.95
FOREST . PA. 42053 1.75
FRANKLIN PA . . 42085 2.05
FULTON ... : - PA " 42057 205
GREENE ......... [ PA 42059 | 1,95
HUNTINGDON ... PA 42061 |- 2,05
INDIANA . PA - 42083 - 1.85
" JEFFERSON .. PA 42065 195 -
CJUNIATA PA * 42067 2.00
LACKAWANNA ... PA 42069 | 2.00
LANCASTER ... ooroosoremvcosisraninessesosmeamssmssmss oot oo PA . 42071 2,05
" LAWRENCE ..., PA 42073 . 185
LEBANON PA 42075 | - 2,05
. LEHIGH PA 42077 © 210
" LUZERNE PA - 42079 2,00
" LYCOMING . 1TPA - 42081 200 .
MCKEAN PA 42083 185
"MERCER ........ PA 42085 1.75
MIFFLIN PA 42087 200
_MONROE ... PA’ 42089 210
MONTGOMERY .{PA . 42091 210
MONTOUR ...... e e SR b r et eeet s . Pa " 42093 2,00
" NORTHAMPTON PA . 42095 | 2,10
NORTHUMBERLAND PA - - 42097 2.00
PERRY ... PA - 42099 2,05 .
F'H}LADELPHIA ...... PA 42103 220
PIKE ... 1PA 42103 . 215
- 'POTTEA., PA 47105 180 -
" SCHUYLKILL PA . 42107 2.05 -
N, PA 42109 2,00
SOMERSET PA CLo42t1 208
CBULLIVAN . Pa . 42113 200
SUSQUEHANNA .......ouvoeemresusssseeeecrsssenoeooseseee PA . 42115 1.90
. TIOGA. PA 42417 1.80
UNION ..o, PA 42119 2,00
VENANGO PA 42121 1.75.
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300 -

County/Parish/City State tial adjusted tor
. iocation
- WARREN PA 42123 | 1,80
WASHINGTON PA . 42125 1.85
~ WAYNE : PA 42127 2.15
. WESTMORELAND ........., PA 42129 1.95
WYOMING ; PA . 42131 -2.00
YORK PA 42133 2.05
"~ BRISTOL R - 44001 |, 2.75
KENT Ri -44003 | 2,75
NEWPORT R 44005 T 275
PROVIDENCE RI 44007 275 .
 WASHINGTON Rl 44009 © 275
APBEVILLE sC - 45001 2,70
AIKEN SC . 45003 2.80
ALLLENDALE ..., sC 45005 310
ANDERSON . s8¢ 45007 2.55
. BAMBERG sC 45009 3.10
BARNWELL 5C 45011 2.80
BEAUFORT sC 45013 3.10
BERKELEY sC 45015 |. . 300
CALHCUN sC 45017 2.80
CHAALESTON -8C - 45018 .10
CHEROKEE SC - 45021 2.55
GHESTER ., 8GC 45023 270
CHESTEAFIELD ... : 5C L A5025 | Co270 .
GLARENDON sC 45027 | 2,80 .
- GOLLETON 8C 45029 | 410
-~ DARLINGTON ., sCc . . 45031 .o2an
"-DILLON . 5C " 45033 3.00
DORCHESTER: sC 45035 3.10
EDGEFIELD sC -45037 |, 2.80
FAIRFIELD sC 45039 270 .
FLORENCE sSC 45041 3,00
" GECRGETOWN 5C 45043 8.00.
GREENVILLE .o reeenestcsarrms sC 45045 255
GREENWOODD sC 45047 2,70
HAMPTON : sC 45048 . 320
"HORRY ... sC . 45081 3.00
JASPER s 45053 3.20
KEFASHAW sC 45088 - 2.70
LANCASTER 8C . AS057 270
- LAURENS 1ol 45059 2.55
LEE- sC 45081 - 2.80
-~ LEXINGTCN .. 8C 45083 2.80
. MCCORMICK s5C . 45085 - 2.80
" MARION 8C 45067 _
MARLBORO 18C 45069 SR80
NEWBERRAY: 8C 458071 2.70
OCONEE 5C 45073 - 2.55
- DRANGEBURG 5GC . 45075 2,80
. PICKENS- sC 45077 2,55
RICHLAND sC 45079 2,80
SALUDA: sC 45081 2.80
SPARTANBURG sC 45083 | . 255 -
SUMTER 8C 45085 | . 2.80
UNION ' 8C 45087 255
WILLIAMSBURG sC 45089 3.00
YORK sC 45091 T 255
AURORA sD 46003 1.50
- BEADLE sD 48005°| 1.50.
BENNETT 5D 48007 1.40
BON HOMME sD 46009 1.50
BROCKINGS 5D 46011 1.50
BROWN ... sD - 46013 1.40
BRULE SD 46015 C 150
BUFFALC 8D 46017 | 1.4
BUTTE ... sD 46019 1.4
CAMPBELL sD 46021 1A
. CHARLES MIX sD 48023 1.5
CLARK : so 46025 1.5
CLAY S0 45027 AT
~ CODINGTON sD 46029 1.8
COHRSON 5D 46031 1.4

CoOoOoDOoO0D oo
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CUSTER SD o 46033 | 1.40
DAVISON | 8D © 46035 1.50
DAY | SO¥ ' 46037 1.40
DEUEL 3D | 46039 | 1.50 -

- DEWEY SD ) . 48041 1.40

- DOUGLAS ... SD . . 46043 1.60
EDMUNDS ... 18 0 © . 46045 1.40
FALL RAIVER ......... S0 S . 46047 1

- FAULK ... i SD . 46049 | 1
GRANT - ....., 8D - 48051 | 1
- GREGOAY 8D . S 46083 1
HAAKCN ... 8D . - 48058 1
HAMLIN ..., sD : - 48057 i}
HAND ', sD 46059 A
‘HANSON 8D 46061 1
HARDING 50 46063 1
HUGHES -....... sD : 46055 - |
HUTCHINSON .. 8D : 48067 1
HYDE : sD . - 48069 1.
JACKSON 8o - 48071 1

- JERAULD 5D . 46073 1

© L JONES _ 8D ’ . 46075 1
KINGSBURY 5D T 46077 1
'LAKE 5D - 46079 1,

. LAWRENCE sD - L. 46081 | 1,

. LINCOLN SD . 46083 1
LYMAN sD - - 4B0B5 i
MCCOOK S0 48087 b
. MCPHERSON sD - 48089 1
MARSHALL 1) ' 45091 1
MEADE sC i . 46093 1
-MELLETTE SD ’ ' 46085 1
MINER ‘5D - : 468097 | 1

© MINNEHAMA 5D ' 46089 |- 1.

- MOODY . sD - - 481 1

" - PENMINGTON 5D ER A . 48103 1
PEAKINS ........ sb . 46105 1

- PQTIER ... sD . . - 48107 1
ROBERTS 8D . © 46108 | A
SANBCORN SO : ., 4811 1
SHANNON sD 46113 1
SPINK ...... shD - .1 ¢ .. 4Bli5 1.

- STAMLEY SD- ' oL 4BN7 1.
“SULLY sD - 46119 .

- TODBD SD . 46121 1

- TAIPP SD : - 46123 1
“TUANER SD ) . 48128 -t
CUNION - 8D ) 46127 1
WALWORTH sD . 468129 1

© YANKTON .. s0 o 48135 1.60

.. ZIEBACH S0 : : 46137 1.40
ANDERSON TN 47001 2.15
BEOFORD TN o ) 47003 © 205
BENTON . TN . . 47005 2.20
BLEDSQE "IN 47007 2.25
BLOUNT ™™ o 47009 225
BRADLEY ™ L 4701 ©2.85
CAMPBELL TN . ) 4713 - 218
CANNON. TN o 47015 205
CARROLL TN : o ATT | - 2.50
CARTER TN - : 47019 2.25

- CHEATHAM | TN 47021 208
CHESTER ™ . 47023 270
CLAIBORNE T 47025 215
CLAY ... ™ 47027 1 - 2.05
COCKE .. TN . 47029 . 2.25
COFFEE N 47031 -2.08

. CROCKETT ... TN - : 47033 |. - T 270
CUMBERLAND ..., : d TN - - 4T035 215
DAVIDSON g ™ . 47037 2.05
DECATUR - P TN . 47039 2.20 -
DE . KALB

2.05
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. DICKSON Lo i iare — —— v | TN 47043 . 220°
DYER oiivnninsrnsereseseesssmasrimasssrsnmssessisss s ninssanns - et vearieasnsraeien. o | TN | 47045 . 250
CFAYETTE i ' : - L ™ ' . 47047 285
FENTRESS . ' : _ _ ™ _ 47049 | . . 215
FRANKLIN ... ' : Cevorens R ™ ' - 47051 _ 2.25
GIBSON . ; S : : ™ . 47053 250

" GILES ... . '- : _ TN . 47058 . S 220 .

.- GRAINGER _ I : TN - 4TQE7T| . 2325
GREENE ... : - _ : ™ . 47059 1225
GRUNDY ....... — - : oo ™ : . 47081 225
HAMBLEN ..... e e " TN e 47063 .. 895
HAMILTON I ' ' - _ TN ' T . 47085 : 255
HANCOCK ... _ \ S ™ - . 470867 | 225
HARDEMAN ; - . _ N - | 47069 270

" HARDIN S ) : - L . 47071 ©o . 250

. HAWKINS e Ceravee Coreeseseanemsi ™ 470737 . 225
HAYWOQOD ... : ' ; TN ) I ¥ (7 .27
HENDERSON ... , s : e 1 TN : 47077 250
HENRY .. : S ™ . L 47075 © 230
HICKMAN .....; teetheteraEesrataYTa S RIS IRS IR e me s n e e 1TN 47081 2.20

"HOUSTON .,...... N ; ™ . 47083 . 220~
HUMPHREYS : : : e TN 47085 220

. JACKSON . - - : ' ™ - - 47087 o 2,05
JEFFEASON ; : : . ™ : © 47089 | . 2,25
JOHNSON ; e | TN _ 47091 | - . 225
KNOX : ; ; : ™ ' 47093 | - T 225

. LAKE _ : _ feens: ' ™ - 47p5 | 2.90

" LAUDERDALE : _ . : - TN _ - 47097 270
LAWRENCE- ; ' ' " TN - 47009 | . ‘2.20
LEWIS ... o : i _ ™ o ' 4710 2.20

 LINCOLN - ' ' ' et e esceeen ™ : : - 47103 2.25
LOUDON : _ \ ' rtvrrereesannsresenes TN. : 47105 295 .

. MCMINN — : : -~ 1IN 47107 | 255
MCNAIAY vt ' ; ' T™ e 47109 |- 2,70
MACON [ineveieeni - e ™ . : 47111 . 205 .
MADISON ...... - . ; e ™ _ . 47113 2,70
MARICN ........ _ ; . TN ol 47115 225

. MARSHALL . : ; ™. - . 7147 | - - 2.05
MAURY - v _ SR . ™ o 47119 : 2.05
MEIGS' : - , TN : 47121 . 2,55

. MONROCE " : ; ; ™ - . 47123 2.58

.. MONTGOMERY : ' ™ P 47125 220

- MOORE ...ooee; , et : i | TN o . Anezr| - - - 225 .
MORGAN : , i o ™ S 47129 235

~ OBION _ : _ ™. : 47131 | 2.30

* OVERTON ' ; ; : _ TN 47133 | . 218
PEARY _ " e {TN : 47135 : 220 -
PICKETT e - ; : _ TN - 4737 | - 215 -
POLK : ™™ - 47139 T 255
PUTNAM ' ; ' ™ ; 47941 . - 245
RHEA - ) : cararens - ™ 47143 _ 225 .

" ROGANE : - _ 1TN - 47145 2285
ROBERTSON : ' ' WLTN 47147 ' - 2,08
‘RUTHERFORD : : “ ™ 47149 2,08 -
SCOTT ..., - : : o Th - 47981y . ¢ 215
SEQUATCHIE ; , ™ - . 47153 225
SEVIER _ ' : ; ' TN S 47156 | 225
‘SHELBY ..... T P— e PN A7157 _ . 285

. SMITH : : eeerevstaesnd TN ST 47169 - 208

- STEWART ; . ™ . 471 - - 220"
SULLIVAN : ; : TN - 47163 2235 .
SUMNER : : : ; ™ ) . 47165 ... 205 3
TIPTON ....... e ' ™ h 471867 . 285
TROUSDALE ; - _ _ TN _ : 47169 . - 2,05 _’4
UNIGOI : ™ . -Yavs! <., 228
LNION _ i : # N T 4T 215 - -
VAN BUREN ... eeeasemserenl _ ™ : 47178 C 218
WARREN ..... ' S ™ | an7r| 205 - %

 WASHINGTON - weeveraid i ey TN . C 47179 2258

.~ WAYNE : eppenerns - ™ - 47181 ... 220
© WEAKLEY -~ : ' - : ™™ © 4783 . C 230

WHITE : . i : g ; ™ - -1 . 47iBsl - - 215
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-Counfy/Parish/Clty Stata FIPS_Code | fial adjusted for -
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“WILLIAMSON 1TN. 47187 2,05 -
WILSON ..., TN 47189 2.05
- ANDERSON TX 48001 235"
ANDREWS ... L, 48003 1.95 .
" ANGELINA - X 48005 2.65
ARANSAS ... s _ L. -, 48007 | - 295
- ARCHER S ' ™ 48009 © 185
ARMSTRONG : 1P - 48011 1.95
"ATASCOSA % 48013 275
AUSTIN ™ 48015 275
BAILEY X 4B0i7 1.60 . .
.. BANDERA ™ 46019 2.55
- BASTROP TX 48021 2.65.
" BAYLOR TX -48023. 1.05.
BEE . TX 48025 |. 2.95
BELL ™ 48027 235
BEXAR ™ - 458029 265
- BLANCO ..., ™ 48031 255
BORDEN TX . 48033 290 .
- BOSQUE TX 48035 2.35
BOWIE ™ 48037 C210
.BRAZORtA X 48039 2.95
BRAZOS. X 48041 . 285
BREWSTER AL 48043 .23 -
BRISCOE X 48045 1.95
BROOKS X - 48047 315
-~ BROWN ™ 48049 | 210
" BURLESON | L[ TX 48051 2.65
BURNET ...... ™ - © ABOS3 T.2.34
CALDWELL . ™ © 4BOSS 2.65
CALHOUN ™ -4B057 295
CALLAHAN. L TX 48059 210"
CAMERON ipd 48081 |. 3,15
CAMP ™ - 48063 1.95
‘CARSON | 1Tx 48065 195
TRABE et s st S et e T® - " 4BOSY |- 2,10
CASTRO ™ 48069 1.60
: 'CHAMBERS ™ 48071 C 295
CHEROCKEE . TX 48073 - 2,35
_CHILDRESS ITX. 48075 1.95
CLAY . ™ 48077 - 1.95
COCHRAN TX - 48079 1.60°
‘COKE ......c X - 48681 - 210
COLEMAN .. TX. 48083 2.10
- COLLIN > - . 4B0B5 . 185
COLLINGSWORTH ™ 48087 1.85
COLORADO T 48089 | 275
COMAL > - - 48091, 2.55
- COMANCHE X 48093 [ 2,10 -
CONCHO TX 48095 2,10
COOKE ..o isieieissirdssmins st e s sssss st et e ee e st st eseseeeeeeees e o TX 4p087 "1.95
CORYELL - TX 48089 2.35
COTTLE P 49101 1.95
* CRANE TX 48103 210
- CROCKETT X 48105 285
- CROSBY X 48107 | . 1.05
- CULBERSON T 48109 | © 195
DALLAM _ Cermrbrvasras T 48113 | - 1.90
DALLAS _ _ ; i ™ ;48113 2.10.
DAWSON .. ' e S| TH 48118 1.85
DEAF SMITH | T 48117 - 1.80
DELTA X 48118, 1.95
DENTON .. ™ - 48121 - 1.95
DE WITT X 48123 2.75
- DICKENS ... T 48125 1.95
DIMMIT _ ; N : ™ 48127 275
"~ DONLEY e ; s 1T 48129 | © 185
DUVAL ........ : ensrtbnenn: T 48137 295
EASTLAND T 48133 - 240 .
ECTOR ... X " 48135 210 .
EDWARDS TX 48137 2.35
. ELLIS ........ R X 2.1
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EL PASO T 48141 1.75
ERATH T 48143 2,10
FALLS TX T48145 | .2.35
FANMIN TX 48147 1,85
. FAYETTE ......... ™ 4B149 275
- FISHER ™>® 48151 210
FLOYD ...... . T - 48153 1.95
FOARD TX 48155. 1.95 -
FORT 8BEND TX: 48157 295
~ FRAMKLIN TX _4B159 1.5
FREESTONE X . 48161 235
FRIO . > 481863 2.75
{GAINES TX - 48165 1.95
GALVESTON TX . - 4B167
GARZA > 48169 1.95
GILLESPIE .. . X . 48171 2,35
GLASSCOCK TX 48173 . 2410
GOLIAD TX 4B175 T 285
GONZALES TX 48177 2,78
"GRAY .. X 48178 1.85
GRAYSON. ™ 48181 1.95 -
" GREGG X' - 48183 210
GRIMES .. ™ - 49185 275
' GUADALUPE - . ™ 48187 2.65
HALE ; TX - 49189 | - 1.95
MALL TX 48191 | 185
. HAMILTON . TX 48193 | -2.10
HANSFORD ... TX 48195 - 1.80
‘HARDEMAN ............. L > 48197 1.95
HAADIN TX . 48199 2.95
HARAIS ™ © 48201 2,95
-HARRISON . TX 48203 2.10
. HARYLEY TX 49205 1.90
HASKELL . ™ 48207 1.95
HAYS teweens | TX 48209 2.55
HEMPHILL .. T 48211 1.90
HENDERSON TX - 48213 235
. HIDALGC .. TX 48215 "85
HILL" =% 48217 235
: HOCKLEY TX 48215 1.95
- HODD TX 48221 |. 210
HOPKINS TX . 48223 1.95
HOUSTON TX . 48225 255
_HOWA RBD TX 48227 210
-HUDSPETH TX . 48228 | 175
-HUNTY . TX 48231 1.95
HUTCHINSON ™ 48233 | - 1.90
IRION : TX . 48235 - 235
JACK 1T 48237 185
JACKSON T - 48239 . 295
" JASPER T 48241 2,758
"JEFF DAVIS TX 48243 2.10
" JEFFERSON ..... | TX 40245 2,95
JIM HOGG TX 48247 - 295
< JIM WELLS - ™ 48249 1 295
" JOHNSON TX 4R251 AL
JONES ... 1TX . 48253 2.10
. .KARNES .. TX 48255 | 275
- KAUFMAN TA 48257 210
KENDALL .. X 48259 2.55
" KENEDY T . 48261 315
. KENT TX 48263 L2110
KERR TX 48265 2.55
"KIMBLE TX . 48267 2.35
KING T% . 48269 195
KINNEY ..o e seaies ™ 48271 - 266
KLEBERG .. . 48273 - 845
KNOX X . 48275 1.85
LAMAR TX « 48277 1.95
LAMB ™ 48279 1.60
. LAMPASAS ™ 482 - 235
LA SALLE ™ 48283 275

295
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210 -

County/Parish/City . State- FiPS__Code | tal adjusted for
) : : : location
LAVACA ™ 48285 2,75
LEE ... T 48287 265
_LEON ™ . 48289 2.55
LIBERTY TX. 48291 285
LIMESTONE .. : ™ 48293 235
~LIPSCCMB ' TX 48295 1.90
LWVE CAK ... : TX 48297 295 .
LLANO ... TX - 48299 . 235
LOVING .. TX - 48301 1.95 °
- LUBBOCK ™ © 48303 1.95
LYNN v ™ - 48305 | . 1.95
MCCULLQCH ™™ 48307 |- 210
MCLENNAN T 48309 | 235
MCMULLEN . T 48311 | 275
MADISON ...... ; 1T 48313 | 2.65
MARION T* 48315 210
MARTIN ™ . 48317 210
MASON T 48319 2.35
- -MATAGORDA ™ . 48321 2,95
- MAVERICK X 48323 | 2.65
. MEDINA ™ 48325 . 285
MENARD ™ - 48327 2.35
- MIDLAND. T 48329 210
MILAM TX 48331 2.55
MILLS TX 48333
MITCHELL T 48335 2,10 .
MONTAGUE ™ 48337 1.85
MONTGOMERY . .| T 48339 295 -
.MOORE ™ AB341 |- 1.90
MORRIS ™ 48343 1.95 .
MOTLEY ... TX 48345 1.95
- NACOGDOQCHES ™ 48347 255
NAVARRO TX 48349 - 235
NEWTON X 48351 . 275
NOLAN ™ - 48353 1 - . 210
- NUECES FTX 48355 | a.15
OCHILTREE ™ - 48357 1.90
. OLDHAM ™ . 48359 1.90
. ORANGE 1T - 48361 2.95
. PALQ PINTO- ™ 48363 | 210
. PANOLA X 48365 | 2.35
PARKER T 48367 C 20
PARMER ..... ™ 48363 1.60
PECOS TX - 4837 2.35 .
- POLK ™ L4373 275
"POTTER . ™ - 48375 1,95
PRESIDID " TX - 48377 -2.10
RAINS ™ 48379 1.5
- RANDALL TX 48381 1.8% .
" REAGAN | TX 48383 2.35
REAL 1P 48385 - 255
RED RIVER ™ - 48387 - 1,85
REEVES TX . 48385 210
REFUGID LS 48391 295
ROBERTS ™ 48393 - 1.90
ROBERTSON ™. 48385 | 2.55
AQCKWALL T . 48347 1.95
ANNELS TX 48335 2,10
AUSK .. P 45401 © 235
© SABINE TX 48403 .. 265
" BAN AUGUSTINE TX 48405 | . 285
SAN JACINTO TX 48407 | - 275
SAN PATRICIO ™ ABAGG - 285
SAN SADA ™ 48411 210
SCHLEICHER T 48413 © 2.35
SCURRY TX 48415 240
SHACKELFORD . TX 48417 210
- SHELBY ; TX 48419 255
SHEAMAN hp. 48421 1.590
.. 8MITH X > - 48423 2.35
TBOMERVELL .co..oer s sesscnssesssnssssssssssssrsasessastessssstas st seessssssssssnimsesessmessseseseseesessessesss s e T . 48425 2.1
TX - 48427 1285
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STEPHENS TX 48429 210
STERLING T 48431 2.10
STOMEWALL T 48433 210
SUTTON T* 48435 235
SWISHER TX 48437 1.95 -
TAARANT X 48439 |- - 210
TAYLOA X 48441 -210 .
- TERBELL- ™ 484473 235 -
- TERRY ™ 48445 _
THROCKMOATON ™ 48447 - 1.05
TITUS ™ 48449 1.95
TOM GREEN TX " 48451 2.10
TRAVIS .. TX 48453
“TRINITY > - 48455 2.65
TYLER TX 48457 . 275
UPSHUA | T 48459 -2.10
UPTON ..., X 48461 2,35
- UVALDE TX 48463
val VERDE > 48465 2.35
VAN ZANDT ™ © 48467 2.10
VICTORIA ™ 48469 295
WALKER X 48471 275
WALLER ™ . . 48473 2.75
WARD ™ 48475 2400
WASHINGTON . T 48477 275
WEBB ... X - 48479 2.75
© WHARTON T 48481 205
- WHEELER ....... T 48483 ] 1.90°
WICHITA . TX 48485 1.95
WILBARGER X 48487 1.95
WILLACY TX 48489 315
WILLIAMSON TX 48491 2.55
WILSON ™ 48433 L 275
WINKLER SRES 48495 1.95
WISE ™ - 48497 1.95
woOoD TX . 48499 1.95
YOAKUM .. hp - 48501 1.95
YOUNG | T® 43503 1.95
ZAPATA ™ 48505 295 .
ZAVALA ™ 48507 2.65
. BEAVER uT 49001 1,50
BCOX ELDER ... uT 49003 1.80
CACHE- uT . 49005 - 1.50
CARBON uT- 489007 1.80
DAGGETT uT 40009 1.50
DAVIS uT 49011 1.50
DUCHESNE uT 49013 1.50
EMERY ur 49015 1.80
GARFIELD uT 48017 1.80
GRAND ... uTr 49019 1.80 .
IRON UT 49021 1.80 -
~JUAB uT 49023 1.0
KANE ut 49025 1.90
MILLARD TuT 49027 1.50
MORGAN 1 UT 43029 -1.50 -
“PIUTE ... uT 49031 1.50
RICH ... ur 49033 . 1.50
SALT LAKE Ut 49035 - 1.50
SAN JUAN uT 49037 1.90
SANPEYE uT 49039 1.50
SEVIER uT -49041 |- 1.50
COSUMMIT ... ST 49043 | S 150 .
TOOELE ut 49045 150
UINTAH uT 49047 180 -
UTAH uTt 49049 .1.50
WASATCH uT - 430517 - 1.50
WASHINGTON uT 45053 1.90
WAYNE ur 49055 -1.80
WEBER " uT 49057 1.50
ADDISON ., VT - BO00Y | . 2.05
BENNINGTON VT . 50003 T 2.15
VT 1.95

198 - |-

285
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51125 |,

© Slate FIPS__Coda tial adjusied for -
- ' location
CHITTENDEN VT 50007 2.05
ESSEX vT 50009 |- 1,95
- FRANKLIN vT 50011 |- 1.95
- GAAND ISLE 1vr 50043 1.95
LAMCILLE VT 50015 |. 1.95
- "DRANGE VT 50017 L2057
- ORLEANS vT 50019 1.95
RUTLAND .......... VT 50021 | 2.05
" WASHINGTON VT 50023 . 2,05
WINOHAM ..... VT 50025 2.30°
‘WINDSOR . VT 50027 215
ACCOMACK VA 51001 2.10
ALBEMARLE VA 51003 | 215
- -ALLEGHANY VA 51005 215
- AMELIA VA 51007 2.20
"AMHERST VA 51008 2.15
APPOMATTOX VA 51011 2.15
ARLINGTON VA . 51013 2.05
AUGUSTA ... VA 51015 2.15
BATH VA 51017 2.15
BEDFORD VA 51019 2,15
BLAND VA 51021 2.25
BOTETOUAT ... VA 51023 215
BRUNSWICK VA 51025 2.35
BUCHANAN VA 51027 2.5 -
BUCKINGHAM VA 51029 2,15
" .CAMPBELL VA 51031 215
CAROLINE VA 51033 2.20
CARROLL .. VA 51035 2.5 .
" CHARLES CITY VA 51036 2.20
CHARLOTTE VA 51037 2.15
" CHESTERFIELD VA 51041 2.20
CLARKE VA 51043 2,06
CRAIG ... VA 51045 2.15
". CULPEPER VA 51047 2,05
CUMBERLAND A 51049 2,15
DICKENSON VA 51051 2.25
DINWIDDIE VA 51053 235
ESSEX VA 51057 2.20
FAIRFAX VA 51059 2.05
FAUQUIER VA 51061 2.08
FLOYD ..... VA 51063 218"
FLUVANNA Va 51085 215
“FRANKLIN VA 51067 215
- FREDERICK .. VA - - 51069 2,05 .
GILES _ VA 51071 215
GLOUCESTER VA 51073 220
GOOCHLAND VA 51078 2.20.
GRAYSON VA 81077 2325
GREENE VA . 51079 2.15
GREENSVILLE VA 51081 2,35
HALIFAX VA 51083 2,35
HANOQVER VA 51085 2,20
- HENRICO VA 51087 2.20
.HENRY . VA " 51089 2.35
HIGHLAND . VA 51091 2,18
ISLE OF WIGHT VA 51093 2.55
JAMES CITY VA 51095 255
KING AND QUEEN | VA 51097 2.90
KING GEQRGE ..... VA’ 51099 2,05
KING WILLIAM VA 51101 2.20
LANCASTER .. VA 51103 220
LEE ... VA 51105 2.25
LOUDOUN : VA 51107 2.05
LOUISA VA 51109 2,15
~LUNENBURG VA §1111 T 235 .
MADISON VA 51113 2,15
MATHEWS VA 51115 |. 2.20
MECKLENBURG | VA 51117 2,35
MIDDLESEX VA 51119 2.20
MONTGOMERY - VA 51121 215
" NELSCN VA 2.15

- T et
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NEW KENT - VA 51127 - 220
. NORTHAMPTON VA o 51 210
. NORATHUMBERLAND VA © 51133 220
NOTTOWAY .. : VA 51135 . 235
QORANGE VA 51137 2.15
PAGE VA . 51139 205
PATRICK .- | va 51141 | 2:35.
 PITTSYLVANIA | VA, 0 51143 2.35
POWHATAN VA © . 51145 2.20
PRINCE EDWARD VA . 51147 215
PRINCE GEORGE VA. 51149 2.35
PRINCE WILLIAM VA " 51153 205 -
PULASKI VA, £1153 2.15
RAPPAHANNOCK .. VA 51157 2.05
RICHMOND VA 51159 2.20
AOANOKE va | 511861 215 -
~ ROCKBRIDGE . VA 51163 2.15
. ROCKINGHAM lva 51165 215
HUSSELL VA 51167 |, 2.25
SCOTT ; VA 51169 225" .
SHENANDOAH . VA 51171 2.05
SMYTH ' VA 51173 2.25
SOUTHAMPTON VA -B1175 2.55
SPOTSYLVANIA VA 51177 _
STAFFORD VA 51179 2.05
. SUARY VA 51181 2.55
SUSSEX . VA - 51183 235
TAZEWELL VA ‘51185 225 -
© WARHEN ... VA 51167 2.05 .
 WASHINGTON | VA 51191
WESTMORELAND VA 51183 2.05
WISE VA 51195 225
" WYTHE VA - 51197 2.25
YORK VA 51499 2,55
ALEXANDRIA CITY ., VA - 51510 2.05
. BEDFORD CITY VA, 51515 215
" BRISTOL C{TY. VA 51520 225 -
BUENA VISTA CITY VA - 51530 2.15
CHARLOTTESVILLE CITY VA 51540 - 215
- CHESAPEAKE CITY VA 51550 . 255
- CLIFTON FORGE CITY . VA © 51560 - 2.45
COLONIAL HEIGHTS CITY ... VA " 51570 2,30 -
COVINGTON CITY VA 51580 § 215
'DANVILLE CITY VA - 518590 | 235
) EMPORIA CITY VA 51585 235 .
| FAIRFAX CITY VA 51800 | . 205 -
FaLLS CHURGH CITY VA - . B1610 2,05 .
FRANKLIN CITY VA " 51820 255
FREDERICKSBURG CITY VA 51630 215"
GALAX CITY . VA 51640 2,25
HAMPTON CITY VA 51650 2.55
HARRISONBURG CITY VA - 51660 2,15
HOPEWELL CITY e VA 81670 2,35
- LEXINGTON CITY : VA 51678 2.5
‘LYNCHBURG CITY VA " 51680 215
MANASSAS CITY | VA . 51683 2.05
MANASSAS PARK CITY . VA 51685 2.05
MARTINSVILLE CITY VA - 51690 2,35
- NEWPORT NEWS CITY VA 51700 .55
NORFOLK CITY VA 51710 255
NOATCON GITY | VA 51720 C 225
. PETERSBURG CITY VA 51730 2.35
_ POQUOSCN CITY VA 51735 - 255
PORTSMQUTH CITY . VA 51740 - 2.55
AARFORD CITY ... : va, 51750 . 245
RICHMOND CITY ., VA 51760 S 220
ROANOKE CITY VA 51770 218
~ SALEM CITY ... VA 51775 218
© STAUNTON CITY VA 51790 2.15
. SUFFOLK CITY VA 51800 | 255
VIRGINIA.BEACH CITY VA 51810 255
VA 51820 |

215
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WILLIAMSBURG CITY. VA 51830 255
CWINCHESTER CITY VA 51840 205 .
ADAMS WA 53001 | 135 .
ASOTIN WA . 53003 | - 135
"BENTON WA 53005 1.30
CHELAN WA 53007 1.30
CLALLAM WA, 53009 |- - T 148
- CLARK WA 53011 | 1.45
- COLUMBIA 1WA 53013 1.35
COWLITZ WA 53015
DOUGLAS WA 53017 1.30
FERRY ., WA 53019 1.35
FRANKLIN WA 53021 | 1.35
GARFIELD WA 53023 | 1.35
GRANT .. WA _ 53025 1.30
GRAYS HAABCR WA ' 53027 1,45
 ISLAND ...oroamnnnss WA 53028 1.45
- JEFFEASON WA " 53091 1.45
- KING WA 53033 1.45
-~ KITSAP WA 53035 - 1.45
 KITTITAS WA 53037 1.30
KLICKITAT WA ‘53039 1.30
LEWIS WA 53041 1.45
LINCOLN .. WA 53043 | 1.35
- MASON ..., WA 53045 | 1.45-
OKANOGAN WA . 53047 1.30
PACIFIC .. WA 53049 1.45
‘PEND CREILLE y WA 53051 1.35
PIERCE , WA 'B3053 1,45
SAN JUAN WA 53055 145
SKAGIT WA 53057 |- 1.20
SKAMANIA WA 53050 1.45
" SNOHOMISH WA . 53061 1.45
.SPOKANE y WA 53063 | 1.35
STEVENS ... _ WA . 53065 1.35
" THURSTON - WA . 53067 1.45
WAHKIAKLIM WA ‘53069 1.45
WALLA WALLA WA 53071 1.35
WHATCOM ... WA 53073 1.20 -
WHITMAN WA 53075 1.35
YAKIMA | WA 53077 1.30
BARBOUR , Wy - 54001 | 2,05 -
BERKELEY wy 54003 2.05
BOONE wy . 54005, 2.20
" BRAXTON wv © 54007 2.20
BROOKE wv - 54009 1.95
CABELL WY 54011 2.20
CALHOUN wWv 54013 2.05
CLAY Dttt AR ARR e R Rt e e wv 54015 2.20
DORDAIDGE Wy ‘54017 2.05
FAYETTE ., wv' 54019 | - 2.20
-G MER wv . 54021 |- 2.05
GRANT ...; wy . 54023 2,05
GREENBRIER Wy 54025 |- 2.15
- HAMPSHIRE Wy 54027 2.05
" HANCOCK ' wy 54029 1.95
HARDY e . 54031 2.05
" HARRISON WY 54033 2.05
. JACKSON . | wv 54035 2.05
- JEFFERSON Wy 54037 2,05 .
-KANAWHA WV 54039 | 2.20
© LEWIS Wy 5404 2.05
" LMNCOLN Lwy 54043 2.20
" LOGAN . WV 54045 2.20
MCODOWELL Wy 54047 2.20
© MARION ., Wy 54049 |- 1.95
© MARSHALL Wv . E4051 |- 1.95 -
MASON TwWv - 54053 2.05
MERCER | wv - 54055 2,15 .
MINERAL | WV 54057 2.05
MINGD WV £4058 2.20
MONONGALIA .ouiiniamsvecssmssstiee e eeesssssssesses eeeesssessson e Wy - B4061 1.05
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MONROE Wy 54083 1 215
. MORGAN Wy 54065 2.05
TNICHOLAS oot nnessstmisssrissstisstsss st fesenssasas svmsssssassessssssessanes. wv 84087 C 220
CHID Wv - 54069 - 1.88
~ PENDLETON Wy 54071 215
PLEASANTS W 54073 )
POCAHONTAS .. Wy 54075 2.15
PRESTON et LR s et LA E e SRR E HE A e me e RS e R RSt e e e neetsana e Wy 54077 1.95
PUTNAM ., Wy 54079 2.20
RALEIGH et rssesmsssrbosssenssmsabsscassismsisnensessss st bemseessme s s s tmsnsoeeseesss s e Wy 54081 . 220
AANMDOLPH . Wy 54083 ‘205
RITCHIE wy 54085 |. 2.05
ROANE wv - 54087 . 220
SUMMERS oo sce s ssstssmissine sttt smesecmeee e rsssssssssiatsin issssstisso eiee e ssnesssosesosmmensensens oo Wy . 54089 215
TAYLOR L 54081 | 1.95
TTUBKER oot ssissossinostbisass eesmesasessssssattaissss nossnssssssen seeee e ss s oemese s s seen wWv 54093 205
TYLER WY 54095 2.05
UPSHUR WY 54097 -2.05
WAYNE .. wv 54089 2.20
WEBSTER . Wy 54101 (2.05
WETZEL . Wy . 54103 1.95
WIRT WV 54105 2.05
WOOD | wv 54107
. WYOMING WV 54109 2.20
ADAMS ... wi 55001 1.70 .
ASHLAND ......... Wi - . 55003 1.60.
BARRAON .| WL 55005 1.60
BAYFIELD Twi 55007
BROWN w) - 58009 1.80
BUFFALO wit 55011 1.60
BUANETT w! 55013 1.60 .
CALUMET wi .. 55015 1.80
CHIPPEWA wi 55017 1.60
CLARK : | Wit 55019 1.50
COLUMBIA ......... . Wi - 55021 1.70
CRAWFORD 1wl 55023 1.
DANE Wi 55025 1.
DODGE Wi 55027 1.
DOOR Wi 55029 1.
- DOUGLAS Wi 55031 1.6
DUNN |, Wi - 55033 1.6
. EAU CLAIRE . Wil -55035 1.6
FLORENCE Wi 58037 1.6
~ FOND DU LAC Wil 55039 1.8
FOREST | WI 55041 | 1.6
GRANT 1 WI 55043 1.8
GREEN Wi 85045 - 1.8
GREEN LAKE wi -, 55047 1.7
OWA wi 55049 © 1.4
IHON Wi 85051 1.6
JACKSON wi 55053 1.6
JEFFERSON Wi 55055 1.8
JUNEAY LW " 55057 L7
KENQSHA .. Wi 55059 1.9
KEWAUNEE Wi 55061 1.8
LA CROSSE wi 55063 1.6
LAFAYETTE wi 55065 1.8
LANGLADE Wi " 55087 1.8
LINCOLN Wi 55065 1.60
MANITOWOC wi 55071 1.80
- MARATHON wi - 85073 .~ 180
MARINETTE wi 55075 1.60
MARQUETTE ...... Wi 55077 1,70
MENOMINEE s Wi 55078 1,70
MILWAUKEE Wi 55079 1.95.
- MONROE Wi 55081 1.60
© . QCONTO . Wi 55083 " 1.70
ONEIDA . Wi 53085 1.60 -
QUTAGAMIE oot ecnninrssiees i sesssssesmsesssssssesseecacrasesssss s wi -5R0BT 1.70
OZAUKEE Wi ) 55089 1.95
PEPIN . wi - . 5509 1.60
wi 1.60




