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Part I: The Nature of the Project

A. The problem

The lack of accurate data on comparative levels of real output and income
in different countries is an important gap in our knowledge of the world economy.
When such comparisons are required, the usual practice is to convert the outputs
of the various countries to dollars or some other common currency through the use
of official exchange rates. As any traveller knows, the official exchange rates
often do not reflect the true relative purchasing powers or different currencies,
and thus unknown margins of error are introduced into the comparisons. These
errors may often be small as is probably the case between the currencies of the

United States and Canada*, for example, but they can also be quite large. The

.

®*Cf. Economic Council of Canada, Second Annual Review, Ottawa, December 1965,
p. 51f.

British pound in 1950, for instance, had 40% more purchasing power over a European

basket of goods than the official exchange rate with the dollar would indicate.*

*M. Gilbert and I. Kravis, An International Comparison of National Products and
the Purchasing Power of Currencies, Paris: OEEC, 1952, pp. 22-23.

It is likely that larger differences would have been found then and would be
found today with respect to the purchasing power‘of the currencies of less
developed countries.

Reasonably accurate comparisons of inter-country differences and real income
or product per capita are required for a wide variety of purposes. For one thing,
they are very useful in any effort to understand the process of economic growth

and development. Since real income is a fundamental variable in most models of
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growth or development, we are unable, without reliable income estimates, to make
cross sectional comparisons of stages of economic development or to judge the
success of development efforts. This is true whether we are interested in savings
or investment ratios, growth rates, the role of government, or a number of other
key aspects of development.

Such comparisons are also useful for policy purposes at the international and
national levels. An appreciation of the real level of income is, for example, of
importance in the allocation of aid and in judging its efficacy. It is relevant
also to international burden sharing whether for development or military objectives.

At the national level, it is important for planning purposes for both
developed and underdeveloped countries to be able to anticipate the patterns of
expansion in final demand as income levels rise. Without a reliable indicator of
real per capita income, it is very difficult to use the experience of richer
countries to antiézpate the time pattern of the changes that may be expected to
occur in the development of the poorer ones. In Latin America, real income and
price comparisons have been made to illuminate the problems that would be raised
by economic integration and in Eastern Europe real income comparisons have been
used to identify appropriate countries for gauging the performance of a centrally
planned economy with respect to waste or economy in the size of inventories.

A careful international comparison of real products and purchasing power
has two important by-products. One is that the detailed examination of each
country's national accounts data and price statistics in order to insure comparability
with those of other countries is bound to call attention to facets of the statistics
that can be improved. In some instances, material used for international comparisons
can be used as the basis for time series data where such data were lacking or
inadequate previously. This may be true, for example, in connection with price

indexes for producers durable goods or for construction where the specifications
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necessary for international comparisons may subsequently be used for time-to-time
indexes within given countries. With respect to national accounts, the need for
data on final expenditures may give an impetus to the development of such estimates,
particularly in the consumption sector where they ha.e been lacking in many
countries. ‘

Another important by-product of the international price comparisons is
information on comparative price structures. Such analytical work as has occurred
in this area previously has generally taken as a reference standard the price
structure in some developed country, very often the U.S. By providing comparative
price data for standardized categories for a large number of countries, an average
international price structure may be calculated which may for some purposes provide
a preferable reference point.

One evidence of the widespread feeling of need for international income
comparisons is the fact that so many organizations concerned with international
economic problems have attempted to produce their own rough estimates of real
per capita incomes. This is true, for example, of the UN, the OECD, the IBRD,
and a number of governments including those of Canada, Germany, Japan, the U.S.,
and several Eastern European countries. There are, in addition, a number of
estimates made by individuals and more of these are in the public domain.
Virtually all of the private estimates and many of the official ones are based on
armchair calculations, many of which may come closer to the truth than the simple
conversion at official rates of exchange. Those for which field work has been
. done vary widely in the intensity and quality of the effort and it is fair to say
that the only widely accepted group of estimates that have been made in this field
remain those prepared two decades ago under the aegis of the Organization for
European Economic Cooperation (OEEC). That these reports are still kept in print

is in itself some testimony to their wide utility.
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The reason for the paucity of carefﬁl estimates is that they take large
resources. In the OEEC study, for example, each of some 50 or 60 components of
gross national product was analyzed in order to make either price or quantity
comparisons between each of the eight European countries involved in the study and
the U.S. In a number of cases special field work had to be carried on in order to
determine the relative purchasing power of currency over particular components of
GNP such as clothing or investment goods, or to establish the range of quality of
a given component of consumption such as housing or shoes. ‘In almost all cases
it was necessary to probe much more deeply into the composition of final product
than could be done from the published national accounts and other data of the
individual countries.

B. The organization of the Proiect

In view of these dimensions of the task, it was clear that a large and well
financed study was required tc produce authoritative estimates in this area.
Experience indicated also that the chances of success would be diminished without
the official sponsorship of an intergovernmental agency.

The cost of starting up such an operation in terms of attracting personnel,
building up knowledge of data sources, establishing personal contacts with foreign
statisticians, and developing techniques is so high that ad hoc operations are
bound to be grossly inefficient. 1In addition, only a relatively limited range of
countries can be studied withir a short space of time. Thus if the estimates are
to have reasonably comprehensive coverage of the various nations and to be revised
at, say ten-year intervals on a rolling basis, a permanent unit is required. Such
a group can gradually build a system of international income and price comparisons
embracing the major developed and underdeveloped countries of the world.

The International Comparison Project was organized in 1968 to meet these needs.

It is a cooperative undertaking carried on under the aegis of the Statistical Office
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of the United Nations. A major contribution was made by the Ford Foundation in the
forﬁ of a grant to the University of Penncylvania enabling the active participation
of the latter in the Project for the period ending in June 1972. The World Bank
has also made substantial contributions which have'been used to finance work in
Africa, and the AID contract has financed much of the work with respect to India.
Some travel funds for the Japanese work was provided by the Social Ccience Research
Council, and small contributions in terms of real resources have been made by the
Economic Commission for Europe and the Eccnomic Commission for Africa. Each
participating country contributes substantially through the provision of data, often
especially estimated or collected for the Project. The cooperation of the U.S.,
decided upon by the Otfice of Management and Budget, Executive Office of the President,
has been especially important, since the U.S. has been taken as the base country
for the initial comparisons.

Part II: Status of the Work

The aim of the Project in this initial phase has been two-fold: first, to
develop, test, and describe suitable techniques for a system of international
product and purchasing power comparisons, and second, to carry out careful
comparisons for a selected number of countries.

The central staff of the Project has consisted of two groups, one physically
locatad at the UN and the other at the University of Pennsylvania. The immediate
responsibility for the undertaking has rested with the Project Director and the
Associate Project Director (the two being in continuous touch with each other, the
former located in Philadelphia, and the latter in New York). The Project staff
has consisted of about ten professionals plus supporting personnel (divided about
equally between the two locations).

A major part of the work has been devoted to the first of these purposes. A

substantial effort has been invested in the development of methods, procedures,
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worksheets, and manuals. This systematization has been designed to serve two
purposes. First, it is aimed at increasing the efficiency and reducing the cost of
adding new countries. Secondly, it involves a standardization of procedures and
methods that will ensure comparability as the new countries are added. This work
required, in the first place, a careful, standardized classification of final
expenditures sufficiently detailed to capture the wide variety of products entering
into gross domestic preduct and yet not so detailed as to make it hopeless to obtain
the data in many countries of the world. Each category in this classification had
to be defined carefullv and unambiquously. Secondly, detailed written specifications
for price comparisons in consumption, producers durable goods, construction, and
government had tc be prepared. This turned out to involve nearly a thousand
specifications in consumption alone. Thirdly, provision was made for direct
quantitative comparisons in certain sectors such as health and education where they
seemed advantageous.

Furthermorz, an effort was made to obtain wide international agreement on the
methods and procedures. National accounts statisticians in most of the participating
countries and in a number of UN regional organizations, including the EEC and the ECa,
made their contributions to the methods and procedures. With respect to prices,
visits to the U.S. were organized for experts from a number of participating
countries, and visits of American experts to the countries were also arranged.

These visits were intended to ensure that prices were compared for truly comparable
objects.

With respect to the second prupose, comparisons are being made for a group of
ten countries chosen deliberately so as to provide a large variety with respect to
stage income level and stage of development, system of economic organization, and
geographical region. The countries are Colombia, France, Germany, Hungary, India,

Italy, Japan, Kenya, the United Kingdom, and the United States.
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Two kinds of comparisons will result from the Project. One kind will be the
traditional binary comparison in which each .Juntry is compared with one other
country, in the case of this study, with the U.S. In each binary comparison two
purchasing power parity comparisons will ke presented, the first using U.S. quantity
weights and the second using the quantity weights of the partner country. Two
corresponding quantity indexes will also be presented. While the binary comparisons
are in a sense the most solidly based comparisons that can be made in terms of
economic theory, they provide two answers for each pair of countries. Also they do
not yield circular or transitive results; that is, the GDP ratio of France to
Germany resulting from a binary compariscn may be different from the implicit ratio
derived from binary comparison of France/U.S. and Germany/U.S.

A more novel feature will be the presentation of a set of multilateral
comparisons. These comparisons will differ from the binary comparisons in that
they will be transitive; that is, there will be a single cardinal scaling of all the
included countries with respect to their real gross domestic product per capita and
its major and detailed components. There will be a corresponding set of purchasing
power parities.

The details of these outputs of the International Comparison Project are set

out imore fully in an attached memorandum entitled "Illustrations of Expected Output.”
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INTERNATIONAL COMPARISON PROJ. T
ILLUSTRATIONS OF EXPECTED OUTPUT

The purpose of this memorandum is to explain and illustrate the kind of
output that will be produced by the International Comparison Project (ICP).

Exhibit I shows the tentative chapter headings of the volume which will
contain the full report. Substantial parts of Chapters 2, 3, 4, 5, 7, 8, and
12 have been written, and the target for completion is the end of summer 1972,

Binary Compariscns

One set of results will consist of binary comparisons. These are illustrated
here by a complete but preliminary binary comparison for Kenya-U.S. for the
reference year 1967 (the "B" tables). This comparison is preliminary because
some corrections or additions to the basic data have to be made and because it
has not benefited from the critical scrutiny of the twou countries. The tables
should therefore be regarded as illustrative of the final output of the ICP and
not used in any -ubstantive way. In the final report there will be at least
eight other comparisons of this type--Colombia, France, Germany, Hungary, India,
Italy, Japan, and the U.X., each with the U.S.

The summary binary table, B-l, contains price and quantity comparisons for
relatively aggregative breakdowns of expenditures on GDP. It is believed that
they will be of sufficient reliability to be employed for analytical purposes.

Of course, even among these "publishable" estimates, those for less aggregated
categorieé such as "bread and cereals" will be less reliable tﬁan those for more
adgregated categories such as "food".

The detailed binary table, B-2, sets out the comparisons in terms of the

most detailed categories with which we have worked, (e.g., "rice" and "bread").
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The comparisons for these categories* are in many instances more in the nature of

*These are the "multilateral" categories referred to in our "Methods for
International Products and Purchasing Power Comparisons," (September 1969),
hereafter referred to as "Methods."

worksheet data than reliable independent estimates of comparative prices and
quantities. They are supplied in order to increase the utility of the comparisons
by affording users the opportunity to aggregate relatively basic data by methods
of their own choosing. In the final report, the detailed binary tables will be
placed in an appendix.

The price comparisons for the individual detailed categories are in some
instances based on a single item. In most of these cases the category is quite
homogeneous (e.g., "coffee"), but in some categories more price comparisons would
have been desired. For the large majority of detailed categories the price
comparison is a simple géometric mean of the price ratios for two to six
specifications. The main reason for using simple rather than weighted averages
was the unavailability of data on expenditure weights, particularly--but not only--

in developing countries*; indeed, in many instances the degree of breakdown of

*See "Methods...," p. 23.

expenditures represented by the detailed categories themselves: involved a great
dea; of estimation.

In these tables as well as those presented in connection with the multilateral
comparisons (the "M" series of tables), quantity comparisons are on a per capita
basis with U.S. = 100, and price comparisons are piaced in the form of purchasing

power parities (PPPs), i.e., units of foreign currency per U.S. dollar.
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The methuds underlying these estimates are substantially those described in

previous ICP documents.* The methods of aggregation for the binary comparisons

*Particularly the "Methods..." paper cited above.

follow traditional lines. Indexes are computed with each country's weights in
turn. The general framework thus follows closely the OEEC studies of the early

1950s.* The main differences are:

*M, Gilbert and I. Kravis, An International Comparison of National Products and
the Purchasing Power of Currencies--A Study of the United States, the United
Kingdom, France, Germany and Italy, {(Paris: OEEC), 1954; M. Gilbert and
Associates, Comparative National Products and Price Levels--A STudy of Western
Europe and the United States, (Paris: OEEC), 1958.

1. The more extensive cooperation of the countries has enabled us to
make a significantly larger number of consumers goodé price comparisons with much
more control over the comparability of quality than in the earlier studies.

2. For rents and some durable goods, regression methods of international
price comparisons were employed. These methods, which have become feasible as a
consequence of advances in economic theory and statistics as well a; the advent of
computers since the OEEC studies, make it possible to hold constant across
countries a number of different quality variables and thus to improve the price
comparisons.

3. For construction, reliance has been placed almost entirely upon
price comparisons for entire construction projects rather than for measured units
of building operations (such as the laying of a certain number of bricks) upon

which major reliance was placed in the earlier work.



INTERNATIONAL COMPARISON PROJECT
ILLUSTRATIONS OF EXPECTED QUTPUT
5/1/72
Page 4

4. More attention was given in this study, because of the heterogeneity
of the countries covered, to problems posed by the existence in some countries of
a large rural sector with a substantially different content of consumption £rom
the more westernized urban sector.

5. Because the longer xun objective of the ICP is to include many more
countries than the ten included in this first stage, much more attention has been
given to the development of methods of calculating price and quantity comparisons
that are transitive (i.e., IA/IC 3 IB/IC = IA/IB)' To this matter we now turn.

Multilateral Comparisons

A second set of results will consist of multilateral comparisons; that is,
comparisons involving all the included countries at once. Methods will be employed
that will result in the presentation of a unique cardinal scaling of the countries
with respect to each component of GDP.

As an illustration of this kind of output, multilateral price and quantity
comparisons for food, beverages and tobacco are presented for ten countries for
the year 1970 in the attached series of "M" tables. The present estimates are
again presented solely for illustrative ptvrposes. They are based on some rough
extrapolations of 1967 data to 1970 for some of the countries and on partial
data for others, particularly Colombia and India. The proper data for food,
beverages and tobacco and for other categories will be in hand in time for the
final report, and transitive multilateral comparisons will be presented in the
final report for all components of GDP. As in the case of the binary comparisons,
tables for relatively aggregated groupings (i.e., the summary multilateral tables)
will be presented in.the main body of the report and appendix tables for the

detailed categories will be provided.
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The first step in producing transitive price indexes is to obtain transitivity
at our most detailed level; that is, for each of the 40 detailed categories
included in the food, beverages and tobacco sector. One obstacle to achieving
this result was that within each category the representative commodities (i.e.,
the sample of items) differed to some extent from one country tc another. The

reasons for these differences have been discussed elsewhere*; their exact nature

*I. Kravis and Z. Kenessey, "Output and Prices in the International Comparison
Project, " mimeo, 12 General Conference, IARIW, Ronneby, Sweden, 1971.

can be seen in the printout marked Exhibit II (the number "1" indicates a price
is available; a blank indicates it is missing). In general, no simple index
number formula based on averages of price or quantity ratios will give transitive
results wher the list of items compared differs from one pair of countries to

another.*

*Indeed, even with prices for an identical list of representative goods, not all
index formulas will produce transitivity.

This problem was overcome and the transitivity of the price comparisons for
each of the 40 detailed categories was established by applying what may be

referred to as the "country-product dummy" (CPD) method.* The CPD method assumes

*See Robert Summers, "International Price Comparisons with Incomplete Data,"
mimeo, 1l2th General Conference, IARIW, Ronneby, Sweden, 1971.

that the prices observed for the various specifications in different countries are
systematically related to the countries and the specifications. In a tableau of

prices such as would exist if the available prices were entered in place of the
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"1"s in Exhibit II, differences in the prices in the various cells are regarded
as depending on two factors: the first is the price differences across countries

and the second is the price differences across items.* Accordingly, for each

v

*The term "item" is used here to refer to a particular specification of a
commodity for which a price comparison was made.

detailed category the log of every price found in the tableau is taken as the
dependent variable in a regression in which the independent variables consist of
two sets of dummy variables; in one set, there is a dummy variable for each item
in the tableau, and in the other set there is a dummy variable for each country
other than the numeraire country. The coefficient of the dummy variable for each
country provides a basis for a direct estimate of the country's price level for
that detailed category relative to that of the numeraire country. To be precise,

the relative price level is the exponential of the dummy coefficient. (If &i is
~ &
the estimated coefficient for the dummy variable for country i, then Bi =e?

the price index estimate.) '

The éis obtained from these regressions are the purchasing power parities
(PPPs) entered for each detailed category in the table M-8. It may illuminate
the underlying method to point out that when the regression equation is fitted to
a completely filled in tableau, each éi is the simple geometric mean of the price
ratios for the individual items.

It should be emphasized that while the PPPs are expressed in terms of U.S.
dollars, the U.S. serves simply as a numeraire country in this procedure; the

relative purchasing powers would be the same if another country had been chosen

for this role.
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Once the PPPs have been determined in this manner, the quantity comparisons
are derived by dividing the PPP for each category for each country into the

corresponding expenditure ratio.* For example, the French quantity index for

r %

) e

*for a given category: P._ 0 » where P represents price, Q quantity,

P
usS™us us UsS

and the subscripts France and the U.S.

bread was obtained by dividing the ratio of French to U.S. expenditure on bread
(155.7 %‘23.54 = 6.61) from Table M-6 by the PPP for bread (2.38) from Table M-8.
The result (6.61 + 2.38 = 2.78) is entered (multiplied by 100 to place in percentgé
form) in Table M-9. |

The next step is to combine the PPPs and the quantity comparisons for these
detailed categories into the desired levels of aggregation (e.g., "rice", "bread",
etc. into "bread and cereals"; then "bread and cereais", "meat"”, etc. into "food";
and so on to "consumption" and "GDP").

The method of aggregation used to produce the aggregations in Tables M-3 and

M-4 follows a method originall: suggested by Geary and recently amplified by Khamis.*

*R. Geary, "A Note on Comparisons of Exchange Rates and Purchasing Power Between
Countries," Journal of the Royal Statistical Society, Part I, Vol. 21, 1958,

pp. 97-99.

S. H. Khamis, "Some Problems Relating to International Comparability and
Fluctuating of Production Volume Indicators,”™ Bulletin of the International
Statistical Institute, Vol. 42, Part 2, 1967, pp. 213-320; S. H. Khamis,
"Properties and Conditions for the Existence of a New Type of Index Numbers,"
Sankhya, Ser. B, Vol. 32, 1970, pp. 81-90; S. h. Khamis, "A New System of Index
Numbers for National and International Purposes" (to appear in the Journal of the
Royal Statistical Society).
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The essenca of the Geary-Khamis method is that PPPs relative to a set of
"international" prices are determined simultaneously with the international
prices themselves by means of a system of homogeneous linear equations. The

equation system is as follows:

M Q. .
(1) p,= & (e.p..)——l-l—— i=1,2, .o, N
1 i=1 J 1) M
J L q..
=1

N

z .

i=1 pi qij ,
(2) ej = =5 j=1,2, ..., M,

z .

R E I

where pij and qij are the price and quantity respectively of the i'th good or
;ervice in the j'th country; P, is the international price of the i'th good or
service; ej is the PPP of the j'th country; N is the number of goods or servides;
and M is the number of countries. Equation (1) says that the international price
of the i'th good or service is the quantity-weighted average of the purchasing-
power-adjusted prices of the i'th good in the M countries. Equation (2) says
that the purchasing power of a country's currency is equal to the ratio of the

cost of its output at international prices to the cost at domestic prices.*

*See R. Summers, "'The' Index Number Problem," 10/18/71.

Though the system as written consists of (N + M) unknowns, one is redundant--
the sum over i of (1) being equal to the sum over j of (2)--and the system is

homogeneous.
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The inputs for the estimation of the Geary-Khamis equations are the
expenditures of M-6 and the PPPs of M-8. The q's are notional q's obtained by
dividing the PPPs into expenditure for each detailcd category in each country,

the expenditures being in each country's own currency.* The quantity for French

Pelp _ PFQF
“p_/P
PPP F/ S

*For a given category: = QF , since P_ = 1. It may be noted that

S
r/S

for purposes of the multilateral comparisons, each detailed category is treated
as a single commodity with a price, quantity, and expenditure for each country.

bread (65.4), for example, was cobtained by dividing the French expenditure on
bread (155.7 francs) from Table M-6 by the PPP for bread (2.38) from Table M-8.

The solucion of the equations Yields an international price for each
detailed category. This set of prices can be used to value each country's
quantities. The international price of bread, for example, is 0.468. The
quantities are the notional quantities described above. Thus in the French bread
illustration, the quantity 65.4 is multiplied by the international price of bread
(0.468) to obtain the value of French bread consutmption at international prices.
This turns out to be 30.6 and is entered in Table M-10.

The relationships along any row of Table M~10 are identical to those along
the corresponding row of Table M-9; that is, relative quantities among the different
countries for any given category are the same in both tables. However, the second
table (M-10) is in a form that enables us to aggregate simply by addition over
whafever categories we choose. That is, the quantities for the detailed categories
have been made commensurable from row to row as well as from column to column by
valuing them at international prices. This simple.additivity is the key to the

derivation of the summary tables, particularly M-4 and more indirectly M-3. We
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turn now to the set of five summary tables, M-l through M-5.

The initial summary tables, M-l and M-2, do not, of course, entail any
special procedures; they are simply the expenditures in domestic currency for our
selected»aggregated categories, expressed first in domestic currency and then as
percentages.

To explain the price and quantity comparisons in the summary tables, it is
convenient to start with Table M-5. The values in this table simply represent
approﬁriate aggregations of the figures in the corresponding Table M-10. Since
these agéregations are summations at international prices of the quantities of
a given set of goods consumed by the different countries, they may be recast in
index number form. This has beén done with the U.S. taken as 100 in Table M-4.
For example, Hungarian expenditure on fish at international prices comes to 6.0
while that of the U.S. is 10.02 (Table M-5). The ratio between the two is .596,
and the corresponding percentage is entered in Table M-4.

The PPPs for the aggregated categories have been obtained by dividing the
quantity ratios in Table M-4 into expenditure ratios taken from Table M-1l. For
example, when the Hungarian-U.S. expenditure ratio (45.9 % 11.36 = 4.04) the
result is a PPP of 6.8 forints per dollar which .s entered in Table M-3.

By these means, as the food, beverages and tobacco data illustrate, a
unique cardinal scaling of countries' real per capita GDP and of its major and

minor subaggregates can be obtained.
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Summary Binary Table
Table B-1
Kenya-U.S., 1967

Expenditures Per Capita, Purchasing Power Parities,
and Quantity Per Capita

" Purchasing Power Parity: Quantity Per Capita
Kenyan Shillings Per U.S. § U.8. = 100

Per Capita Expenditure vU.S. Kenyan v.8. Xenyan

U.S. Kenya quantity quantity price price

Category 8 {shillings) weights weights weights weiqhts
_PPLVATE CCNSUMPTION 2T726.633 629,897 . 64256 2.549 9.1 3.7
FOOD,REV,TCRAC 524.264 316.718 6.887 3,430 17.6 8.8
FL‘CD- 421.138 282.199 6.660 3.234 207 10.1
BSEAD CEREALS 51.572 100,929 2,459 3.249 _60.2 5646
neay 110.472 38.953 4.952° 3.668 9.6 7.1
FISH 9.833 B.674 T.5%50 5264 16.8 11.7
WILK CHMEESE EGGS . s6.127. 39,619 _5.809 4.611 153 12.2
CILS AND FATS 63,520 1C.557 4.990 6.178 2.7 3.3
FRUITS VEGETABLES 24.036 31.358 6.077 24203 592 21.%
PRCCESSEC VEG 264,251 3.c01 5,575, 6.096 1.9 led
COFFEE.TEA,CCCCA 13.504 6.173 Te196 3.427 13.3 Ga6
SPICESySWEETS 49,217 11.265 168.477 5.010 4.7 1.3
CFVERAGFS 57.C56 2C.776 104450 . 9e247 3.9 . 3.8
T05ACCD 46.671 13.744 4.579 4.838 6el 6.4
CLOTHING FOOTWEAR 210.181 20.073 4.243 1501 6e4 2.3
CLOTHING 176,749 15.853 4,783 1.489 6.0 1e9
PAI;"IALS 4,751 20690 4©.035% Ce337 158.6 14.0
CuTerWEAR 119,542 11.643 4.B17 4.421 2.2 2.0
UNCERMEAR 8.9938 . 0e538 8.235 8.235 . 07 G.7
CTHER APPAQEL 19.873 Ce523 3.%12 1.690 . 1.6 0.8
UTINFARGREPLIRS 3%.437 6,220 1.377 Le545 6.2 9.2
CR3%% RENT, FUEL 454,228 65,649 6.486 5.707 25 2.2
GRUOSS RENTS 364,784 960248 9372 9342 249 2.9
FUIL ANC PONER 89,941 Q.401 11.001 9,642 lel 1.0
HUUST FURNESHINGS 216,765 UL 6.123 4.652 4.0 2.9
FUONITURE CARPETS 91.292 8.6136 4.783 44308 242 240

*2JOR APPLIANIES 36e 36N Le51 T.96C r..835 6ol .8
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UTENSILS SUPPLIES
SEFVICES REPAIN
MEDICAL CARE
MECICAL SUPPLIES
MEDICAL SERVICES
HOSPITALS
TRANSPORT
EQUIPTHENT
OPERATICN COSTS
PUPCHASED TRANSPOR
COMMUNTCATION
RECREATION,ECUCATIO
EQUIPHENT
ENTERTAINMENT
BOCKS,PAPER
€DUCATION
TELCHER SALARIES
OTHER EOUCATICN
QTHER EXPENDITURE
PEFSCNAL CARE
CAFES,)MOTELS
OTHERFSERVICES
CAPITAL FCRMATION
CCNSTRUCTION
RESICENTIAL
NONRE STDENTIAL
CTHER CONSTRUCTIO
PROOUCERS CURABLES
TRANSPCAT EQUIP.

NONTLEC. MACHINER

ELECTRICAL MACHIN
OTHEK DURABLES
PUBLIC CONSUMPTION
COMPENSATION
COMmODITIES
GPOSS OCM PRODUCT

6,550
39,829
49.3E€
241,293
42.472
112.852
85.969
363.41C
136,275
156,403
25.070
T 434662
382.198
85.110
76,184
. 3.1
189.133
153,792
35.341
333.604
89,707
124,267
139.630
734,366
393,282
122.962
150.648
137.234
341.088
90.810
133.031

Sle063
32.649
826.658
247.179
279.481
3987.06%5

224958 7302 6.5%9 5.2
19.442 8.748 64658 7.3
8.524 S.128 S.634 3.2
27.0%5) 4.236 4415 2.5
$.776 3.584 3.95¢ 3.4
8.761 3.119 ‘3.084 2.5
T12.517 T 64026 6.814 2.1
58.634 6.748 0.97¢ 16.6
“f0.598° "8e5927 8.501" T Ge9
" 16.309 6.251 $.97% 1.7
"30.668 0.923 0e545 22444

1.160 “6.138 5.920° C.t’
63.273 5.040 1.371 12,1
6.613 9.324 94360 0.8
10.717 2.646 ‘2,613 5.8
0.628 11.641 10.614 0.2
45.314 24682 1.098 21.0
'35.006 T 1418 0.879 25.9
10.308 T.921 7.093 4.1
39.657 8.623 4.690 2.5
0.720 10.625 2.901 0.4
26.151 3.660 3.660 .7
12.786 12.041 12.061 0.8
7.783° $.993 5.051° T 0.2

4,042 4.958 4.278 0.2
1.263 3.531 T.496 0.3
1.029° 3.966 3.492 0.2
1.79¢ T.283 5.9869 0.2
"3.741 7.139 6.276 0.2
1.850 7.855 7.866 0.3
1.606 7.834 T.524 0.2
0.410 6.622 . 64255 0.}

. 04313 6.784 6.867 0.1
117.212 . o638 1.433 15.5
68,493 2.819 0.923 3040
48.779 64340 64382 2.7
TS54.946 64362 2.294 8.3

Note: Gfficial exchange rate for Kanya = 7.143 shillings/$.

5.6
3.5
2.6
3.9
2.5
2.4
2.4
‘0.9
1.6
132.6
-
3.3
0.8
5.8
0.1
8.9
15.4
3.7
1.4
0.1
5.7
0.8
0.2
" 0.2
0.3
0.2
0e2
0.2
0.3
0.2

0.1
Cel
4.8
9.8
2.8
3.2
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Code

191
102
103
1C4
125
176
167
111
112
113
114
115
116
121
122
131
132
125
141
142
143
151

153
161
162
170
180
191

£16

111

Detailed Binary Table

Table B=-2

Kenya-U.S., 1967

\Expenditures Per Capita, Purchasing Power Parities,

and Quantity Per Capita for Detailed Categories

Category

‘RICE

'MEAL AND FLOUR
BREAD i
BISCUITS,CAKES,y

CEAL PREPARATI
MACARONT y SPAGHE
OTHER CEREALS
FFESH BSEF AND
FRESH LAM3, MUT
FrESH PORK
FRESH PGULTRY
OTHER FRESH MEA
MEALT FROZEMNs SAL
FISH FRESH OR F
FISH CANNED
FRPESH MILK

MILK PRGDUCTS
FGGSy €GG PRCDU
BUTTER
MAFGEIRINELEDIBL
LARD, EDIBLE FA
FRESH FRUIT, TR
FRESH FRUITS, O
FRESH VFGCTARLE
DRIED FROZEN FR
DRIED FROZ. VEG
PNTATQES AND OT
SUGSR

COFFEE

TeA

cccoa

JAM SYRUP HONEY
CHOCOLATELICE C
SALT SPICES SAU
NON ALCOHOLIC 8
SPIRITS

WINE,y CICER
GEER

CIGARETTES
CIG~ALS TORACCO
WOTLEN MATERIAL
COTICN MATERIAL
SILK,SYNTHETICS

MUK C FYOTUTITRA

ETC .
ONS

Rit

VEA L
TON

TED
ROZ EN_

cTs
£ G IL

0PI CAL_
THE R
uIlT §
ETA BLE
HER

REA M
CES
EVe

SNU FF

Expenditure Per Capita

u.s.
(s} .

1.21
S.24
20.37
18.36
449
2.14
0.C6
45.28
2.29
15.67
15.63
Q.15
31.45
650
3.33
26.51
19.15
12.47
56.73
Ge34
Q.44
_4.35
6.88
12.81
15.16
19.09
b4.64
4,97
10.72
le.4C
l1.38
2.75
22.97
2269
16.01
16.65
3.56
2«84
‘0')- 20
6,47
Je97
2.88
VeSO

2.t e B

Purchasing

" Power Parity

Quantity

Kenyan
Kenya shillings per Per Capita
{shillings) U.S. dollar U.S. = 100
1.26 S.417 19.1
91.81 . 3354 522.6
4.82 3.084 T.7
_1.91 _1.072 9.9
0.78 9.697 1.7
~0.15 12.351 Ce6
0.19 11.167 30.2
28.49 3.528 - 17.8
3.34 3.092 47.3
0.67  Te545 __0e6_
1.41 5.278 1.7
2.76 _ 4.250 433.5
2.28 5.686 1.3
_Te54 4.81¢ 25}
l.14 12.e82 2.6
35.11_ K405 30.1
3.97 T«360 2.8
__70.5." . 6n526 O.B
S5.11 4.489 2.0
4.39 8.798 T.9
1.06 l14.614 16.4
12.55 2007 143.6_
0.30 .15.638 0.3
18.51 . 24328 62.1
0.09 4.862 Cel
3.C0 6141 2.6
24.60 1.798 294.9
_6.99 . S.780 _ C2%e3
1.29 T«645% 1.6
455 2.858 113.6
0.34 Bal12 3.0
. 3.50 4.016 _31.6
2.55 24.382 0.3
_5.22 4.005 _5e8
Gl 16.889 1.6
. 2-10 7169 1.8
.22 8.765 0.7
14.C1 8.412 8.C
13.51 5.134 6.5
0.24 1.132 3.2
C.0C J3.170 0.0
2.69 C.357 261.8
0.0 5.910 0.0

4/12/72
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122
123
131
132
147
15
150
<l

R
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. s
N
LA (et

3]
[

2l
25%

3
s

2l

Ten

WOMENS CLOTHING
BCYSeGIRLS CLOT
UNNECFUHEAR yMENS
UNDERWTAR yWTOMEN
LEATHIR CLTHIN
HEBCROCASHEIRY o M1
TAILCPRING CHARG
FOSTREAF 4 MENS

FUOTHT AP yWAMENS
FCOTWELE ZCHILDR

REPAIRS TO FLOT.

REMTS

INDINCR PEPAIRLU
ELECTRICITY

GAS

LISUID FUELS
OTHIR FUTFLS AND
FUMNITUNE, FIXT
FLIJUA COVERINGS
HIEHOLE TREXTILE
PEFELIG AND FREE
HWASHING £ABDLIAN
CCURKILG LAPVLIAN

FEATING 60 LTAN

CLEANING POPLIA
MAdus HYWILO AP
HUUSEHRCLD UTENS
PAPELK FRGLDUCTS
CLEANITING <SUPPLI
MATCHEYS CA'IOLE
DOMESTIC SERVIC
HOGUSHAOLD SERVI
HOUSIHOLC RePAL
DU S, MODIAL
MIDICAL SUMPLIE
THEFr2LUTIC EQU
FUYSIClansg
CINTILTS
HURSESe [TCa
HOSPITAL ROOM P
CTHf Kk PCRSUMNEL
GTHE D
AUTLMBRILES
OTHIry PIRSS TRA
TIEUS AND PARTS
AUTO RLCPAILPRS
GAS Ann CIL

LOCAL TRAMSPORT

LCNG CISTANCE T
TRAIN

BUS TRANSPORT
AIR

KISC PUPCIHHASED
POSTAL CUMMUNIC
TELHPHCNE L TELEG
RALDIG, TV FPHONOG
MAJTC QUFACCCR
OTHI®R £FCaF"TIO
FUM IC ¢:,T.TAL
RILIGICUS ACTIY
OTHER RECHLACTE
BOAGKS, PAPT RS 4MA
STATLLMNERY

HIN'

gay
»GI

Ler’

ES

EN
KEA

PKE

RLlV

NSP

RAN

TRA
ATI
RAP
RAP
-£Q
N E

LAE

[ i Rat

171
vIiT
GRZ

—
S .
RL

NE

EP

T

SE

PAR

ATE

GR

58,67
19.64%

8.99
23.58

592

10,68
3.28
16,42

156.17,

5«C0
1.79

349,85

164443
37.65
25.61
22435
4433
44,93
15.26

31.11

12.62
7.(4'7
. 7.nc‘
3.79
2.:8
2‘99
16.06
8448
13.12
2.17
22.48
23.31
6.59
3:.27
4.12
8.C8
41.25
11.61
61403
20.%3
17.55
47.49
125.12
11.15
19.33
29.51
£8.48
Zl.::
11.13
1.03
1.87
8.12
- 2.99
5.84
37.83
36.34
19.18
29.59
21.79
25,13
21.26
29.61
8.16

3.57

1.01
0.54
Q.46
0.06
O.47
0.0

2.93°
0.73

_C.0
56.06
C.19
1.34
0.10
1.39
666
3.95
0.65
4.C3
C.59
C.L7
0.53
Q.47
0."8
0.292
5.74
0.52

10.63_

2.57
7.51
1.35
o.rb
5.28
0.63
0.07
4.44
0.30
4.02
0-16
5.32
7.u3
10.33
0.16
1.23
2.11
12.27
0.5C
- 2.!4
1.33
12.62
14.37

0021_

0.33
0.83
2.28
- 2.57
1.76
6.21
2.26

2.25

0.53
0 .C'G

2709
3.191
Bel2Z5
4,531
0.257
5597
2.53%
1.752
1.136
1.456
5.349
6.140
2.0520

16.493
9.93%
9.932
3.441
1.777
8,202
C.238

10.153

1N.362
12.C01
23.6°9G

11.448
5.470

17.714

_Te333
6.542
4.575
%210
4.C63
_4.C54
1556
3.0’05
3.465
3.1C3
3.163

_6.921
6.921
8.498
GeT4)
8.330
3.28¢

CTa7LC
2.420
C.R20
4,118
0.355
O.820

_0.829_
6.2¢€8
8.232
9.987

10.236
3o TEN
24631
1.411

1C,043
Te4l)

1
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411
412
413
414
429
431
432
1ng
210
220
310
320
400
500
100
200
100
209
300
4C0
55C
600
700

119

20
3542
400
500
6NN
100
210
224
304
429

FAAD

L2
"

400

339
1co
210
220
300

FIRST LEVEL EOU
SECOND LEVEL EO
THIRD LEVEL EDU
OTHER PERSCNNEL
EXPENDs ECUC. I

BOCKS STATIONER'

QTHTR

BAKBER s BEAUTY S
TOILET ARTICLES
PERSONAL EFFECT

RESTAURANTS + C

HOTEL

WELFARE SERVICE
BANKING CHARGE
1 aAND 2 CUELLIN
MULTI-DWELLING
HATELS , ~
INOUSTRIAL BLDS
CO¥MFRCIAL BLDS
OFFICE QUILDING
EGUCATIGNAL BUI
HOSPITAL BUILDI
AGRICULTURAL BL

OTHER EBUILDINGS

ROADS ¢ STREET
GTHER CONSTRUCT
OTHER TRANSPORT
CISTERN
LCCOMOTIVES
OTHER

PASSENGER CARS
TKUCKS BUSSES T
AIRCRAFT

SHIPS AND BOATS
OTHLR TRANS €QI
CRGINTGS AND TUR
TFACTCURS

OTHERS

QFFICE MACHINFR
METAL-WORKING E
CCMSTRUCTINN, M
SPECTIAL INDUSe
GUNERAL INPUS.
SERVICE InNCUS.
[LLFC.TRANS. & D
COMPULICSTIGHN E
OTHER ELECS €QI
INSTRUMENTS
FUPNITURE AND F
CTHER CURABLE G
CHALGE IN STCCK
LIVESTOCK
DALANCE QF TRAD
COMP, = 1 LEVEL
COMP. SECOND -
IND LEV WHITE C
COMP. SECOND =

Ce .
UCe.
C.

NST IV,
Y

HOP

AFE _

G B
8LD

LDIY
NGS

DGS.

ION

RAIL

BIN

QIP
ACH
MAC
Ma\C
MAC
IST
qIp
Pe

ICT
0G0

BLU
oLL
WHI

5

s

NG

"LER

ES

He
He

Re

URE

Note:

45.51
36.19
18.98
S3.11
13.43
12.88

9.43
12.59
24439
26.73

116.68

7.59

C13.14

126449
96.74
26.23

620
35.42
18.04
23.16
36.14
10.14

3.19

T 17.56

44.89
52.29

19.73

11.76
1.32
7-11

3C.85

29.323

16.81
3.70
1.72
5.¢6
9.53

12.C6

27.69

19.08

13.C0

15.72

164,26

14.65

12.44

19.75
3.73

15.74

17.02

15.63

37.25
3.79

~1l.C1

1l1.74

5345

SLel?

94.82

Official exchange rate for Kenya = 7.143 shillings/S.

17.57
8.12
1.87
Te4b

4.97

2.L46
3.3¢
d.7C
0.01
12.50
13.65
2.6G
10.18
lelC
Qal6
0.26
0.14
0.12
Ned7
0.10
G.07
QO.C4
0.53
Je&l

0.64

JUel9
0.15
D27
0.57
0.65
0.15
0.03
H.03
Q.09
Q.19
Oe.l4
0.C8
0.(5
Qo2
044
Ce.4l
Q.09
Q.18
C.13
0.U5_

0.G6
G.C9o
Ge23
0.59
C.13
1.16
36.26
Je10
%.17
2297

0.6C0
24340
2.920
lal64
64140
10.045
7.480
2.85C

 6.9C0

19.431
3.6690
3.66‘:’

12.041

12.0C41
3.4590
3.832
5237
6171
4.220
2.085
24994
3.669
2346
3.731
6.923

10.014
Se.121
3.7463
T.327

16.120
Te8AC
7320
T.861
T.8661
T.R61

T .50

6.439
B.160
B.E0

C 44553

Ged74s

CT.240

6860
11.190

. 5740

6«)4{01
6441
T7.590
6.460
6.929
3.629
3.629
Tel149
Q0e560
1282
2270
4.630

N

o
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108
139
114
111
112
113
114
115
116
117
118
119
122
121
122
123
124
125
126
127
128
12¢
13"
131
132
133
134
135
136
137
133
139
144G
141
142
143
144
145
146
147
148
149
152
151
152
153
194
155
156
157
158
159
160 .
161
162
163
164



Summary Multilateral Table

Table M-1

Per Capita Expenditures in National Currencies on

Food, Beverages and Tobacco and Their Components

4/12/72

Ten Countries, 1970
COLOMBIA FRANCE GERMANY  HUNGARY _ INDIA ITALY JAPAN KENYA C. K. U.S.A.

PESO FRANC D. MARK FOP INT RUPEE LIRA YEN SHILLING POURD DOLLAR

11 FOON. REV. « TBBACCO 1931.5 2825.,3 1607.9 68241 421,8 27034i,1 12936B.6 367.9 170.C56 606036
2 1.1 £000 1856. 1 2317.3 1238.0 5930.9 408.9 221937.5 106685.6 322.3  105.49% 476453
3 1.10 RREAD & CEREALS 341.1 337.7 241.5 913,1 203.9  32621.4  36BH6.7 112.1  14.625 59,58
4 1la11 MEAT 522.3 p2l.4 355.9 1628,3 7.5  12922-4 10471.5 48,0 30.120 127.62
5 1.12 EISH 19.7 113.9 21.2 45,9 5.9 8807.0  15280.9 10.3 ) 3.9«% 11.36
6 1.13 MILK<CHEESEWEGGS 272.9 235.5 97.6 749.0 68.1 21489,2 8517.4 45.8 16004 64.85
7T 1.1 OILS ANp FATS 127.9 161.6 132.3 620.7° 17.8  14302.7 1433.8 164.9 4,935 73.38
8 _1.15 FRESH FRUITLVEG. 281.7 323.1 104.1 72442 4€.9  45655.8  16429.8 34.4 9,272 27.77
9 1.16 NON-FP. FRUIT.VEG 9.5 81.8 72.0 13.2 3.8 641146 485643 4.0 6,026 39,57
10 1.17 POTATOES 99.1 43.8 32.1° 232.1 5.8 3241.0° 1081,.8 26.5 " 443557 5.36
11 _1.18 SUGAR 38.9 35.0 $63 309.7 18.5 5354.7 1315.1 6.2 2.069 S.74
$12 1.19 COFFEE.TEAL.COCOA 15.4 63.3 105. & 186.2 10.3 636.1 1675.6 7.6 3.956 15.60
13__1.20 OTHER _FOODS 69.7 100.2 81,6 508.6 20.5  10498.0 8735.8 13.4 10,288 ° .  55.70
14 1.3 REVFRAGES T 48.8 356.2 159.0 "~ 599.1 2.2 T 27478.0 777 16858.6 27.0° T34,675777 65.92
15 1.31 NON-ALCOHOLIC BEV 16.5 26,3 9.0 £8.9 0.2 9i5.9 1349.2 6.1 2. 776 18.50
16 1,32 ALCOHNLIC BEVS. 32.% 331,9 140.1 570.2 2.0 26562,1 15509.4 20.9 31.899 " 47,62
17 1.6 TORACCH 24.5 151.8 170.9 304.1 10.7 __ 20925.6 SR24.5 17.6 .. 29,885 .. 53,92
18 1.41 CIGARETTES 23.7 130.4 154.2 " 296.5 1.1 19586.9 58025 17.3 T26.07647 46.46
19 1,42 CIGARS+SNUFF.ETC. Q.8 214 - 7.6 9. & 1338,7 21.8 0.3 3.310 Te47




Percentage Distribution of Expenditures on

Summary Multilateral Table

Table M-2

Food, Beverages and Tobacco and Their Componernts

4/12/72

Ten Countries, 1970
COLOMBIA FRANCE GERMANY HUNGARY INDIA ITALY JAPAN KENYA UesKe UeSe A,
‘1 1 FUON-BEV. «TOBACCO 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 160,0 160.0
2 l.l FOOD 96.2 82.0 80.1 86.8 96.9 B82.1 82.5 8749 62.0 80.2
3 1.10 BREAD & CEREALS 177 12.0 15.0 13.4 58.3 12.1 28,5 30.5 Beb 9.8
4 1.1l MEAT 27.0_ 29.1 22.1 23.8 1.8 27.0 8.1 13.1 17.7 21.0
5 1l.12 FISH 1.0 4.0 1.3 0.7 14 3.3 11.8 2.8 2.3 1.9
6 1.13 MILK.CHEESELEGGS 14.1 8.3 6.1 11.0 1642 1.9 6.6 12.5 I 10.7
T 1.1% OILS aND FATS 6.6 5.7 8.2 9.1 2.2 %) oI %0 29 T2-1
8 l.l15 FRESH FRUITLVEGa. 1l4.6 1l.4 A.S 1C. 6 1l.1 16.9 12.7 9.3 . Bed bheb
9 1.16 NON-FRes FRUIT.VEG 0.5 2.9 4.5 0.2 0.9 2+4 3.8 l.1 3e5 6ed
10 1.17 POTATOES 5sl 1.6 2.0 3e 1ot 1,2 V.8 Tel Zeb 0«9
Il t.18 SUGAR 2.0 1.2 2.8 3.5 2.5 2.0 T.0 T.7 T2 0.9
12 1.19 COFFEETEA,COCUA 3.9 2.2 6.6 2.7 25 0.2 2.1 23 2.5
I3 1.20 OTHER FNODS 3.6 3.5 5.1 7% %9 3.9 5.8 E Y- I P ¢} 5.2
14 1.3 BEVERAGES 2¢5 Li.6 9.3 8,3 Ood 10.2 13,0 Teb 20 % 0.9
15 1.31 NUN-ALCOROL IC BEV C.9 Ce9 0.6 O 0.0 003 L0 lel 1.6 3.1
16 1.32 XLCORNLIC BEVS. 1.7 IT.7 B.7 B3 0.5 5.8 12.0 5.7 158.8 7.8
17 1.4 TORACCO 1.2 5.4 10.6 4.6 2.5 Tal 4.5 4e8 I7.6 BT
18 le4il CIGARETTES ls2 4.6 9.6 4.3 O.3 led 400 qd.7 I5.3 Tl
B S 2N YX.YA CIGARSSNUFFLETC < U.0 ST I-T U. 1 Z3 -5 U.0 U1 27 I.2




4/12/72
Sumary Multilateral Table
Table M~3

Purchasing Power.Parities Per U.S. Dollar for
Food, Beverages and Tobacco and Their Components,

National Currency Unit Per U.S. Dollar

Ten Countries, 1970

COLOMRIA FRANCE GFEIZANY HUNGACY [MNTA ITALY JADAN L FNVA JaKe eSeA,

PESN FRANC D ™ARK FOR [NT RUPFE LIRA YEN SHILLINGR — PnunA™  DOLLAR
1 2 FIND. REV .« TORACCH 19.0 5.1 4,3 21.2 4o b 649,) 36549 3.7 J.28 1,090
2 1.1 FONN 10.2 5.5 4.4 27.9 4.6 647.9 350,43 3.5 c.32 1.¢o
3 1.10 RPFAND & CECEALS 9.8 5.0 4.3 11.0 3.5 457 ,8 275.9 2.8 .23 1.0
4 1.11 MEAT 9.7 5.7 3.9 35,2 3.9 6977 419.% 3.3 Ce24 1.C0
5 1.12 FISH 12.1 be4 3.8 6.8 2.0 718.5 281.0 3.1 0.27 1.06C
6 1l.13 MILK CHEESELEGGS. 10.2 %.0 3,2 18.0 5.9 632.4..... 279,93 4.6 .36 v 1.C0
7T 1.14 OTLS AND FATS 17.5 5.6 4.2 22.8 6.5 684, 6 359,0 5.7 .24 1.c0
R 1.15 FRESH FRUIT.VFG. 5.3 3.4 3.1 9.4 2.0 35443 294.5 1.8 5. 31 1.00C
9 1.16 NON-FR, FRUIT.VEG 38.5 9.2 7.6 7.1 7.2 1247.6 46243 60 9.33 1.00
10 1.17 POTATAES B.l 2.6 3.7 14.5 4.0 5C5.1 363, 2 1.6 .74 1.00
11 1.18 SUGAR 8,2 5.0 4.2 38.1 1G. 2 897.5 S07.3 5.8 C.29 1.C0
12 1.19 COFFFF,TEA,CNCNA 11.9 8.0 11.0 110.3 6.6 1979.7 73540 ] T.37 1. 00
13 1.20 NTHER FOUNS ' 11.9 7.2 4.8 21.5 4, R BRl.6 262.5 5.9 %.32 1.CO
14 1.3 RFVERAGES 10.0 3.4 2.6 17.3 R.3 56441 378.3 B.T .53 1.60
15 1,31 NON-ALCOHOLIC REV 19.3 3.4 1.7 14.8 7.1 634.5 353.3 15.3 052 1.00
16 1.32 ALCOHOLIC BEVS. 3.9 3.6 2.7 19.5 Re5 559.6 379.3 7.7 0.3 1.00
17 1.4 TARACCN 4,0 5.2 5.6 30.8 6.0 775.3 219.7 5.3 G.56 1.cC
18 1.61 CIGARFTTES 3,9 4.9 S.4 30.3 6.1 739.9 219.0 5.k E:sl 1.GO
19 1.42 CIGARSSNUFFLETC. 4.5 7.7 7.8 62,4 6,1 2257.6 2191 1.1 0.35 1.C0




Summary Multilateral Table

Quantities Per Capita for

Table M-4

Food, Beverages and Tobacco and Their Components,

4/12/72

with U.S. = 100
Ten Countries, 1970
COLOMBIA FRANCE GERMANY  HUNGARY  INDIA ITALY JAPAN KENYA UeKe U.S.A.
1 1 FOOD.BEV..TOBACCO 31l.7 90.9 - 62,1 53.1 15.0 68Be7 61l.7 16.2 T4e7 100.0
2 1.1 FOOD 37.3 86.9 59.8 58.2 18.4 70.4 62.5 18.9 68.4 100.0
3 1.10 BREAD & CEREALS 58.4 112.3 94.8 138.8 98.2 119.6 225.1 67.7 107.7 100.C
4 1.11 MEAT 42.3 112.8 717 36,2 l.5 8l.9 19.6 11.3 102 1C0.0
5 1.12 FISH 144 15641 49,3 59.6 25.6 107.9 47847 28,9 124.4 100.0
6 1.13 MILK,CHEESE.EGGS 4142 91.0 46,9 64.0 17.7 523 46.9 15.4 68.9 100.90
7 1.14 OILS AND FATS 10.0 39.0 42.9 37.1 3.7 28.5 5.4 3.5 27.8 100.0
8 1.15 FRESH FRUITWVEG. 190.7 542,96 .120.2 278.4 82.4 46440 200.9 70.0 1C6.0 100.0
9 1.1 NON-FR. FRUIT,VEG 0.6 22.5 73.9 0.7 1.3 13.0 2645 1.7 46.6 10C.0
10 1.17 POTATOES 227.3 317.2 162.5 299.0 26.9 119.7 55.6 314.0 342.3 10C.0
11 1.18 SUGAR 82.6 121.7 182.1 141.8 31.5 103.9 45.2 19.7 123.8 100.G
12 1.19 COFFEE.TEA.COCOA 40.5- 50.8 6l.6 10.8 10e1 2.2 15.2 Tel 68.8 100.0
13 1.20 OTHER FOODS 10.5 25.0 30.3 42.5 7.6 Zi.% 59.7 Gel 58.4% 100.0
14 1.3 REVERAGES Tel 158.7 86.0 47.1 Q.4 73.9 676 4ol 99.1 100.0
15 1,31 NON-ALCOHOLIC BEV Be6- 38.8 28.4 10.5 0.1 7.8 20.6 2.1 25.0 100.C
16 1.32 ALCOHOLIC BEVS. 6.9 206.2 108.9 6l.6 0.5 100.1 B6. 2 Sel 126.8 100.0
17 1.4 TOBACCO 11-5 5446 S56.4 18.3 3.3 50.1 49.2 6e2 99.9 100.0
18 l.4l CIGARFETTES 13,0 57.5 61.0 21.1 O.% 57.0 57.0 6.6 92.1 100.0
19 1.42 CIGARS s SNUFF<ETCo. 245 37.1 2867 lL.6 21le1 7«9 le3 3.6 1467 100.0




4/12/72

Summary Multilateral Table
Table M-5

Quantities Per Capita for
Food, Beverages and Tobacco and Their Components

Valued at International Prices

Ten Countries, 1970

’ COLOMBIA FRANCE GERMANY HUNGARY INDIA ITaLY JAPAN KENYA UesKe U.S.A.
1 1 FOONBEV.,TOBACCO 192.3 550.9 376.3 321.7 91.2 41646 374,90 98.1 452.941 6064238
2 1.1 FOND 18047 42043 289,11 281.6 88.9 340.6 302.4 91.4 331.042 483.81
3 1l.l0 RREAD € CEREALS 2T7.5 S52.9 44,7 65.4 46.2 563 106.0 31.9 5C. 703 47. 10
4 lell MEAT 569 151.8 96,5 40,8 2.0 110.3 2643 15.3 94.542 134,62
5 1«12 FISH l.4 15.6 4.9 6,0 2.6 10.8 47.9 269 12.458 10,02
6 1.13 MILK.CHEESE.EGGS 244 Sa.l 27.9 38.0 1G.5 31.1 21.9 9.2 40.047 53.39
T lelé OILS aND FATS 1.5 294 32.4 ‘ 2B.U 2.8 21e5 4ol el 20,970 T5.53
8 1.15 FRESH FRUIT,VEG. 33.1 59.5 . 20.8 4843 14,3 80.5 34.8 12.1 18.387 17.34

-9 116 NON=-FRes FRUITWVEG 0.3 11.0 li.? 0.3 - 0s6 64 13.0 0.8 22.787 48.87

10 1.17 POTATOES 8+1 11,3 5.8 10.7 1.0 4.3 2.0 IT.2 12.235 3 58

11 1.18 SUGAR Se6 8.3 12.4 9.6 2.1 Tal 3.l le3 8.402 6.75

127 1.19 COFFEE.TEA.COCOA 9.9 12.% I5.0 2.6 2.5 0.5 3.7 T.7 156,778 2%.38

I3 1.20 OTHER FOODS 5.9 14.0 I7.0 23.9 3.3 12,0 33.5 2.3 3Z2.830 56.20

14 1.3 BEVERAGES 4.5 97.1 52.6 26.8 ~0<2 45,2 1.3 2.9 50.581 51.15 -

15 1.31 NUN-ALCOHOL IC BEV 1.5 6.7 4.9 1.8 0. ¢ ) Y3 3.6 U< & 5.042 17.38

16 1.3°2 ALCOHOLTC BEVS. 3.0 90.3 al. 1 2140 Ve 2 3.8 3l.8 ZeD 55.539 %3.80

17 i.4 TOBACCO Ts1 33.5 34.6 11.2 2.0 3C.7 30.2 3.8 61.318 51,41

I8 T.el CIGARETTES * 68 30.3 321 IT.T 0.2 30. X 30.1 3.5 %0.58¢2 52e 13

19 T.42 CTGARS SNUFF.ETC. - X 12736 B. 68

Oe < k4 Ced Oel 1.8 Ue 1 Jel Ue3
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Detailed Multilateral Table
Table M-6

Per Capita Expenditures in National Currencies on

Food, Beverages and Tobacco (Detailed Categories)

Ten Countries, 1970
e __COLOMAIA _FRANCE  GERMANY  HUNGARY _ [ND[A 1TALY JAPAN KENVA UKo UeS.A.
(Pesos)  (Francs) (pus) ~ " “(Forints) T (Rupees) " T'{Lire} T T (Yen) T7 “(shillings) ) TTs)
1.100 __ ____RICE 127,14 %9 5.1 61.8 115.5 775,0  25117.4 1.4 0.09 1,40
1.102_ . ___MNEALFLOUR,ETC, 5645 14.5 43.0 292.2 35,7 1761.4 290.6 10,2 0.60__ 6,58
1,103 . ___BREAD___ 98,4 155.7_ 1253 359.8 C.%___151359,5 1872.0 SR 6433 23,54
S leloe _._MS_CUU_S,,C_A]QE»S d 143,14 §2.,0____98.8 c.7 5129.7 7030.7 2.3 6.13 20.A6
1,105 . ___CERFAL_PRODUCTS 10,3 1.9 2.6 Tleh 002 140.9 152.8 1.0 1.09 _ s.19
1.106 _ __MACARNILETC, 24,8 11,5 13.5 29.2 0.0 8654 ,8 2150,0 0.2 _0.29 2,67
l.l,Qf_,_ _.._NTMFR CEREALS 6.9 0.0 0,0 0.9 51.% 0.¢ 250.9 0.2 0.09 0.07
1111 _REEFLVFAL \FR, V46,8 369, 8 17.1 106.4 _C.4s _41851,2 2427.3 31%.9 1.0 52,32
1,112 _LAMA,MUTTONLFR, 0,2 0.0 0.0 16,1 5.7 0.0 37.5 3.8 4ol 2,64
1113 _ . ___PORK,FR, 32.8 RA.6 102.8 735.8 0.1 6270.6 3466,0 0.9 1.7 18.10
l.114 _POULTRY.FR, 26,6 98,3 19,9 397.5 0.1 9652,5 1621.3 1.5 2.67 18,05
1.1US_  __OTH. FRESH YEAT 5.7 78.8 2.6 25,2 _ 0.1 1550.0 873.1 3.0 1.13 0,18
Le116 . __OTH, MEAT PRON.. 10,2 185.9 153.5 347,54 1.0 13598.1 2206.6 3,0 12,45 36436
Lel2i_  _FISHiFR./ERQZEN . . __15.9 80,8 1.7 3 5.3 5918.3__ 8785.5 8.9 2:87 _ _T.51
1.122 ONON-ER. FISHWET._ | 3.9 331 ___13.5____ 12.8 ___ 0.5 ___28RR,T___A696,5_ 1.3 le3a 3,85
1el3l__. __FRESH MILK 165,17 0.0 _ 0.0 339.5 22.8 0.0 4180.2 40.7 _ 8469 30.61_
1.132 _MILE PRIDUCTS. 36,6 1HQ.O0____41.5 114.9 _ 44,3 15500.6 0.0 h.5 3.56 _22.12
1.133 _EGGSLETC.. 12,6 55.5 50,1 29446 1.0 5998.8 4331.5 0.6 376 12.09
lel8)l__ . __RUTTER 3445 119,27 95,4 105.0 0.7 3311.5 256,0 6.0 . 3l A5.54
1,142 C_MARGAQINESETC, __ 55,5 41,9 __ ___46.9 _ _ 34.2  17.1  1099L.2  M179.9___ T.6 __ lelR__ _T7.33
14063 _LARDGETC, _ 37.8__ 0,0 ___ 0.0 481.5 0.0 0.0 0.0 _1s3 0.60 0.51
1.150. . __FRUITS.TROPICAL 11,7 57,4 25.7 71,7 2.7 _1327.% 4184,17 13.9 _ 1.87 5,03
1152 __GTHER FRULY 4.1 98,3 38,5 373.5 4.6 13245.8 3763,9 0.6 (2,87 1,94
1.153 __VEGETABLES 165,17 16744 19.8 _278.9 39.7  25082.5 4476,2 20,1 674 14,80
.16l _ . _ PRESFRVED FryfT 2.9 17,5 24,4 9.8 0.4 1504.7 929,9 0.1 2.2111.51
1.162 PRESERVED_ VEGS. _ 6.7 _ _ _6he2_ 47,5 3.4 3.4 2306,9 3927.3 3.9 V.7 22,06
1.7 POTATAES 9.1 4d8 32,1 232 _ 5.8 3241.0 1041.8 26.5 4435 5436
1o18__ _ __SUGAR 18.9 35.0 44,3 309.7_ 18.5 5154,7 131641 6.2 2.C7 5. 74
1.toy COFFEE . _ 3.6 __ $3,5. _ _ 9046 _ _ 158,0 ___ le4e__ 14049 _ 3TVl .71 1.09 12,19
1.192 TEA . . b 2.9 __Tut___ ANT___ 8.9, 281,8 _ 1099.7 ___ S.5 _ _ 2.7% 1.62
1.193 cOCna 34,4 6.8 7.7 14.5 o.;) 2114 201.9 0.4 0.09 1,60
S 1a200 . _JAMGPRESERVES __ _ 139.4 12.1 12.8 ﬂ?.'; 0. 1191.8. 119646 44 1.09 .. 318
1.202. CHUC. ICE CRM.EL. _ _.7.5._.:___16.9. e 089 21647 3a7_ .. 00593 1649.Q__ ___ 3.1 . 8431 _.26454
10201 SALT+SPICESSCIC . __22.8 12,7...____3.8 202.1 1602...3241.0__ 58112 5.9 Q.59 25.98. .
1.3 .. CNON=ALCONULIC.B . . 16865 e 240 . .90 . 2849 (e 02, 219913892 . .. 06dl.. 278 18,50
1.321 LSPIRTS o o 1Sa T 68al Ll ATeS ol M1247 L lad . ATANGQ 193 L 26T .. 9.80 . .19.2)
Le 322 o RINE o 3ab 239 A 26033549 0.4..13671.0 231244 1.3 (YN LY Aall
13230 __BEER o e - 1¥a20 .. 244) C.88s2 . 10244 . 0ad L 310041 L A940,9 . 11.9 18.96 . 24.08
tetl . CIGARLITES _ 23.7 . .. 13044 1542 .. 29645 .. lel. 1156649 .. 5802.6 L lTed . 26407 . AGAY
| PP . CLGARS WONURFGET . . 0.8 s2le Ll told? XY U 1Y - SN § 5. 1. 1% AU PO ISR : PO, RURRSUNS. PY-1 SRR 11 14



4/12/72
petailed Multilateral Table
‘Table M-7

Percentage Distribution of Expenditures on

Food, Beverages and Tobacco (Detailed Categories)

Ten Countries, 1970
. COLOMBIA___FRANCE. GERMANY _ HUNGARY_ __INDIA_ __ ITALY ___JAPAN _ _ KENYA——_ U.Keo_ _UdsSe.

- ... CATEGORY. . _
01.10L Rice _6a0_ 0.2 0a3 0.9 ... 27.4 0.3 1944 044 O.L Q2.
01.102 Meal & flour 2.9 0.5 2.1 4.1 8.5 0.1 0.2 21.5 0.4 1.0
01.10) Bread : 5.1 5.5 7.8 5.3 .1 $.T7° l.4 1.6 3.7 3.9
01.104 Piscuits, cake, bakery products -1 Sl 3.2 1 oh Oed———-2.3 L - 0eb 3b 3oh-
€1.105 Cereal preparations, atc. 05— — 0.1 --0e2 1.0 Cel——-Del -0l —— 0.3 Qeb—e-— 0.9
01.106 Macaroni, spaghetti, noodles, eotc. -1,3 Ocd 0.8 Ooh l,\,n.' 3.1 13 0.0 0 oo O b -
01.107 Other cereals Oeb———0e0———0e0-—Je0——12e2———0.0- - -—0e2——0,1 Oel-—-—-C.C -
01.111 Fresh becf ¢ veal 23— 131 oy ¥ —1.6 — Ol — —1%5.5—— 1.9 9.7 Beb o ... 8.5
01.112 Fresh lamb & mutton D0 0.0 0.0 Je2 14 0.0 0.0 1.0 2.4 Ok
01.11) Fresh pork B B R L beb—10e8—— . 0.0 23 2e? Q.2 lel———3,0.
01,114 Fresh poultry ~le& 3.5 l.2 S.8 —~-0.0 36— 13 0.4 1:6..—.3.0.
01.115 Other fresh meat -0.3 2.8 0.2 Ok 0.0 0.6 0.5 0.8- 0.2 0.0~
01.11€ Non-fresh meat & meat preparations .0,5 beb— 9.5 Sel. 0.2 £.0 1.8 n,a_._.‘].;__'_._._b.n.
01.121 Fresh or frozen fish & sea food 0.8 2.9 ~0e5 n.sA_ 1.3 22 .8 2eh 1.5 . _1.2.
01.122 Non-fresh fish & fish preparations _0.2 le2 0.8 3.2 Oa1 1ol . 5.0 0.4 QeBe 0.6
01,131 Fresh milk '.._l.b_- —-0.0— 0.0 560 o —— Seb_. 00—~ 32— 1lola. —%el.— .. 5.1
01.132 Milk products —le8— b4 3.0 1.7 10.5 ST 0.0 le2-- 2ol 3.6
01.13) Fggs, treated eggs, egg productsi 1.8 2.0 3.1 4.3 0.2 2.2 3.4 0.2 2.2 2.0
0l.141 Buttsr ' -1.8 he2 5.3 1.5 0.2 le2— 0.2 1e6— 1.9 _10.8-
01.142 Margarine, edible oils, etc., - 2% 1.5 2.3 0.5 Al Aol 0.9 2.1 0.7 —le2-
01.143 Lard & other edible fat 2.0 0.0- 0.0 7.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.3 Ok Ol
01.151 Tropical & subtropical fresh frults_s.8 .. 2.0 _1.,6— .1,0____;0,5___2'1 3.2 3.8 1.1 —Co8—
01.152 Other fresh fruits -0+2 3+5- —2eh 55 le0————b&e3 Qe Dol e b 13—
01.153 Fresh vegetables e 5.9 2.5 4.\ B oh—. 93 b o6 S¢S 2e B8 2.6
01.161 Non-fresh fruits, juices, etc. ~O0el—— 0.6 1.5 0.1 O} M 7 X 0.7 0.0 1.3 2.9~
01.162 Non-fresh vegatables, juices, etc. _0.3 2.3 3.0 0.1 — 0.8 1,0' 3.0 1ol 2.2 3.6..
01.17 Potatoes, manioc, & other tubers _5.} 1.6 2.0 k Y- 1.4 1.2 0.8 2.2 2.6 0e9--
01.18 Sugar _ . 20— 1.2 ___ 2.8 “.5_ 4oh 2.0 1.0 1.7 1.2 0.9_.
01,191 Coffes ~2e0 1.9 5.6 2.3 0.3 Ol 0.3 0.5 Qub .. 2.0.
01,192 Tea Del 0.l 0.4 0.2 2.1 0.1 0.8 1.5 1.6 0.1
01,193 Cocoa . 18 0.2 Qa5 0.2- 0.0 -0.1 0.2 0.1 Qu)en 03
01,201 Jam, preserves, sarmalades, etc. 2. — .. el .. 08— 163 . — Ol Deb o 09— 1a2. —  0ub_ o . .0.5-.
01.202 Chocolate, ice cream, etc. O 2.2 4.0 3.2- 0.9 2.2 1.3 0.8 ho9. Py -
01.203 salt, spices, vinegar, etc. T J— Oeboe.an042 S5 Y DHRES Y DU P NPy clebomm. —0u8 oo . Au3—
01.31 Non-alcoholic baveu:‘;cl 069 - 009 0eb- -- -Deboeen 000 eo 003 oo 1o .l eTeoe o o.lob e — 3ol .
01,321 Spirite 0.8 2.4 3.0 1.7 o 03 1.8 .. 1.2.. 0.7 . 842 3.2
01,322 Wino & cider 062 e B8eS- . leb 52 cc— Dol 809 s T2 ... Oelia 2.6 .. . o.; -
01,323 Beer . N : Y S [+ Z FSUSSSRpIY P SUISVIINEE P IO o 1) DUENNNY 7 I, U SES 9 - -11e2.-.... 4.0..
01.41 Clgarettes . deli kb 906 b3 0.3 1.2 T POE TRRN T3 VR X P
01.42 Othor tobacoe 00 ~0eB oo 160 - Oodemvi: 203 o008 oo 000 oo Oeboer. - 202 .- o Do?-

10048 100.0 . 100.0 100.0 100.0 ...100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
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Detailed Multilateral Table

Table M-8

4/12/72

Purchasing Power Parities Per U.S. Dollar for

Ten Countries, 1970

Food, Beverages and Tobacco (Detailed Categories)

e L FNLOMATA FOANGT  SFAMANYEINGAY AR TTALY  ARAY RENYA ., __JeSed,
pren FoANS Nevaix Foviat VUPHE LiIRa Y SHELT INGT PHUND noOLLAR
1 tInt RICE 9. ¥ YY) 5.7 STeH 5.3 SAW,G TIATR L 29! (g L | I e
B2 TS U T T Y Y S WTITCON 3 [ A 15.6 AT 801 1759 0777 g08.1 301.0 T T ey T T L0
I T P U2 TR T 7 Y 12,17 2.8 2.4 [P ) ‘;“zj.a R ¥ 1Y S 11 PO S 2 Y 1) L R PL
T T AT T T T TRICINTTSIRAYSS Z2hal 9.7 hel 32,4 1.3 St3. 7 85342 T.1 (YL | P50
L P L TCEaFaL PRTINATS 15.4 6e5 1.2 12,4 CPL) %7A,9 IT13H Aeh Foln T.co™
S N L VAGARNNT (FTF, 7.0 5e? 4,6 12.% 11.C sTT.T VAT |8 Y b XY 1.69°
T 1107 NIFe CFCREALS 17.7 CPY) . T+ L) STTLT Tat.4 % L PY LS T
AT WEFs JVERL . Fa, a9 5% 3.9 ELYP Ze3 5T R TITY 7T T% 10677
T 1127 T TTAMR  SHTYINGF R 3.5 LT 1.0 2504 2.3 LY DAL Ty 2.5 P IYA! TT0
™ 1.003 PN, F Py PR} %9 3.9 63.1 7.5 GTT,A LT.Y LY)! LAl I.79
B Y TR Y 3 T YT P T3 7.1 T L TPY2 1141 L 5153 YL TeTS 107
12 1.110% TH, F7ESH YEAT .2 TR 7.8 1573 Tk 1L (337K LYY .15 B PRl
T 1.118 YA, AF&Y P, 3.1 5T I3 TR L) a7, T Z5T1.9 LY TorS T
RN TEIH, FRTTFIOLEN 1.6 5.8 1.5 &R 1.7 T75.1 17,5 r4%1 T%33 T.AA
TIg 16122 WON=FR, FISH FY TA. T T.h L3S YL 1£%) T0ZA L4 P 7.7 .22 T.ne
Ul M %) FEESH 91K T.9 3.2 Z. 0 TZ.7 5¢5 57547 BEATYA LY} T.7% T 0
| i 2 W X T HTTK PIANUCTS rd 9%} 3.7 .0 17<5 LYY LYA P13 3770 6;1 LYY 1 ST
T8 1.133 FERYTEIC, 16,7 5.5 3.8 15.8 5.9 TTELS 25T 5.5 T.1Y T.CT
1o L.isl AUTTER T3. 7% LYY %. 0 5.4 - T.G DI P L3 1 Ly LY T.TT
2C L. 042 VAUGATINESETC o I5.% P ) .9 3.7 T 83253 19,3 TS 375 T.00
71T 1.143 CEPTFTC, TT.h .R LYY 30,3 7.1 92T LY TR 5.5 T 1.TO
24 11571 FRUTTS. TF0PTCAL DeD 5«06 4ol TR 3eh T39.72 5T9.% ol celd T.TC
157 NYHERFRUTT I7.3 Z7 77 18 73] .7 7939 Y6651 T35 PR T.10
TR TUTL.16% VEGETIRLES 5.5 1P T 5e3 1Y) JCELS r4¥41) .9 T.2% 1,00
75 1,161 PRFSERVETT FRUTY 3T 13 T1Y LT 551 LET 4 2858 ITT.D IR U 32 T.oC
“ﬂé"T.M'{-—"’_ét'rwwrr) VEGS . 7105 97 .5 Yled Te& TI6K® SUTY 5.3 PR R T.ne
YT XAT “POYATIEYS Tel r41:] 3T | £ %] L.T B)%.1 ThiI.Z Te«H T, % T.TC
TR T.1A SULKY ReZ 50 LY EL IR 7 97,5 STV Y 555 LIYA] oo
29 T.1a1 COFTEF ; 19 9%3 WA 1.0 130.9 3.9 1623, 1 AT T5 0% 1,660
ETUN P ) TtX 5% (PN} 7.0 (39 % TTaTeT 113.3 3.0 U.1R | MY}
I 119 CACIA 12.0 ek 1.9 66..\ Q.0 14C7.2 29,7 8.7 2,209 1,09
1w 1o JANTPRESEQVES 8.4 5.0 ) 7.0 1.6 568,53 a0l 3.6 0.20 o6
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4/13/72
Detailed Multilateral Table
Table M-9

Quantities Per Capita for
Food, Beverages and Tobacco (Detailed Categories),

with U.S. = 100

Ten Countries, 1970

COLOMBIA FRANCE GERMANY  HUNSARY INDIA 1TALY JAPAN KENYA UKo U.S.A.
1 1.101 RICE 977.4 72.6 10,9 8r.1 1559.2 94.3  4561.2 25,5 16.7 100.0
} t.102 MEAL.FLOUR/ETC, 59.8 33.2 124.4 269,0 191,2 * 32.1 16,0 485.1 43.3 100.0
3 1.103 BREAD 34,5 278.0 2252 . 354.5 0.5 .. 231.7. A4.1 9.7 150.9 100.¢
4 1.104 AISCUITSCAKES 3.4 704 37.0 7 ' 14.4 C 703 TUSTETT U §9T T 9.9 " T7112.37  100.0
5 1,105 CEREAL PROQUCTS 12.7 5.7 15.3 I11.3 0.9 4.3 9.5 2.8 129.5 100.0
6 1.106 MACARONILETC. 162.1 136.5 119.4 95.5 " 0.0 869.5 256.9 0.6 26,7 100.0
T 1,107 OTHER CEREALS 400.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 9641.8 . 0.0 1055.7 33,5 316.3 100,0
8 1,111 REEF,VEALWFR. 96.9 131,10 77 738.2 7 77 T6.0 T 7006 T T TIY5087 0 T YTL9T 7 25417777 43.97 7 100.0
9 1.112 LAMB.MUTTONLFR, 1.7 0.0 . 0.0 2640 96,3 0.0 3.7 52.1 T61.7 100,0
10 1.113 PORK,FR, 21.9 99.6 151.1 84,5 0.2 51.9 42.6 0.8 35.6 100.0
11 1.114 POULTRY,.FR, 7.3 76,8 19.6 57.4 0.0 . 59.5 .. 19.9 1.7 42.5 100.0
_12_1.1s5 0TH. FRESH MEAT 352,27 7936.1  C 379.1 777 ers.r C T110h T TUY400% T 84N 258,72 TTASB6b.4 T 100.0
13 1.116 OTH. MEAT PROD. 2.1 89.5 108, 2 40..0 0.5 62.7 13.9 1.2 96,7 100.0
14 1.121 FISH.FR,/FROZEN 20.0 185.5 29.4 65.0 42,1 108.7 533.0 46,9 99.5 100.0
15 1.122 NON=-FR, FISH EY 6.2 113.5 78.2 51l.8 1.8. 106e7. 400.1 2.8 .. 160.3° 100.0
16 1.131 FRESH MILK 68.4° 6.0 7 0.07 7 o8r.5s 7 TH3LY e Al e " 31,0 TTTTA3,.67 T 10040
17 1.132 HILK PRODUCTS 7.2 220.8 7.7 29,4 33.4 112.8 0.0 3.3 33,0 100,0
18 1.133 EGGS.ETC, 35.9 82.8 110.2 68,0 1.4 70.1 145.2 0.9 94,9 100.0
19 1.141 BUTTER 2.7 29.6 32.5 4.5 © 0.1 . Sub 0.9 2.0 22.2 . 100.0
20 1.142 HARGARINESETC. ~  49.3 11806~ 130,877 77 1447 77 7330077 TT216.TT T 4TL6 T 13.9 77T Th6.1777 7 100, 0
21 1.143 LARD,ETC. 219.2 0.0 0.0 3055.5 0,0 0.0 0.0 23.4 311,58 100.0
22 1.151 FRUITS . TROP [CAL 401.4 203.0 124.1 25.8 15.1 198.1 160.1 134.1 81.6 100.0
23 1.152 OTHER FRUIT . 31 455,2 182.9 408.9 9.3 .  .587.2....129.6 0.3.. ..95.1 ....100.0
24 _1.153 VEGETARLES T 17449 36009 79.57T738449° T TMEATET T THS3CT T 28933 T T 13,07 TTIRYLeTTT T 10000
25 1.161 PRESERVEN FRUIT 0.5 9.1 21.4 1.0 0.3 16.9 14,3 0.2 40.1 100.0
26 1.162° PRESERVEN VEGS. 0.7 32,3 25.7 0.5 2.1 10.1 35.5 2.8 514 100.0
_ 21 1.7 POTATOES . 227.3 317.2 162.5 299.0 26.9 . L19.7 55.6 314.0 342.3 . 100.0
28 1.18 SUGAR - 82.6 121.7 132,17 7 141.8 10T 103097 T w2 19,7 "7 123,87 7 100.0
29 _t.191 COFFEE ~27.9 49,2 66,2 9.7 1.3 Q.7 4.2 1.8 25.6 100.0
30 1a9 TEA 2.1 26,6 48,7 13.9 192.2 15.3 202.6 113,2 96641 100.0
31 1.193 €OCoA .. 18041 19.1 24,2 19.6 0.0 ok~ 264l ~e 3,0~ - 190 P e~ 100.0
_ 32__1,201 _ Ja",PRESERVES 6T.6 " 19,0 "114.9 7 156457 T 1.3 T T 3603 TT TRV T 7.8 T THZ04 0070 7
33 _1.202 CHOC, ICE CRM, ET 2.3 31.0 38.5 24.5 1.7 18.8 129 06 76.6 100.0
34 1.203 SALT,SPICESETC 1644 5.6 2.3 57,5 19.3 19.4 139.2 5.1 7.8 100.0
3% 1wt NON~ALCOMOLIC B 8.6 38,8 28.4 10.3 0.1 7.8 20.6 2.1 29.0 100,0
_36 1321 SPIRTS 843 63.1 A S P I R 1 2 e L Y 2,0 7 TT10t.9 " "100.0
37 1,322 WINE 1.9 2917.8 220.4 634.0 1.0 1081.8 816,1 0.5 118.6 100.0
_3 1.3y -~ REER b.4 36,6 125.C 24.5 042 32.0 5Te7 9.2 147.5 103.0
19 1,41 CIGARETTES 13.0 57,5 61,0 21.1 0.4 57.0 57.0 6.6 . 92.1 100.0

40 1,42 CIGARS JSNUFF,FY 2.5 gg’ 3.1 28,7 T 1.6 B3 1S U 2 R U I 3.6 77 146,777 100.0
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Detailed Multilateral Table

Quantities Per Capita for

Table M-10

4/12/72

Food, Beverages and Tobacco (Detailed Categories),

Valued at International Prices

Ten Countries, 1970

. CCLOMAIA FRANCE _ GERMANY _ HUNGARY _ [NDIA (TALY JAPAN KENYA Yeko_ UsSahe
_1.1.101 RICE ’ 15,3 1,1 1.1 1.4 24,6 1.5 71.5 n.4 0,24 1,57
7 1a102_ . MEAL,FLOUR.ETC, 3,5 1.9 1.2 _15.5 1t.0 1.9 0.9 28.0 2.50 5,17

3 14103, AREAN 3.8 0.6 24,8 39.1 0,1 25,5 4.9 1.1 16.63 11.c2
& . 1al06 BLSCULTSCAKES 0.8 16,1 8,4 3.3 0.1 13.1 21.8 2.2 5.8 22,82
& 105 _____ CEREAL_PRNDUGTS 0.5 0.2 0.6 4.1 _0.0 0.2 0.3 0.1 4,76 3,68
.6 LelOb__ MACARONILETC. 3.0 2.9 2.5 2.0 0.0 16.3 5.5 0.0 0,51 2.13
_1_ 1107 OTHER CEREALS 0.7 0.0 0.0 0.0 10.6 0.0 1.2 0.9 0,35 0.1l

A 1,111 REEF.VFAL,FAR. 49.1 8749 19.8 3.1 0.2 60.0 6.2 13.0 22,76 S51.80

Q 1,112 _ _ LAMA,MUTTON.ER, 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.4 1.6 0.0 0.1 0.3 12.31 1.62
10  L.11) PORX . ER, 4.7 21.5 32.5 13.9 0.0 11.0 9,2 0.2 T.68 _ _21.%
11 .1ellé______POULTRY.FR. 1.7. 18.0 4.6 13,5 0.0 14:0 () 0.4 9.97  _ 23.,4A
12 1.115__ __ OIH. FRESH MEAT 0.5 12.1 0.6 1.3 0.0 2.7 1.3 0.4 7.02 _0.15
A3 M6 . OTH, HEAT PAND. d.8 32.3 19.0 16.6 9.2 22.6 5.0 0.4 16,82 _ _3s.02_
& 1,128 FISH.ER./FROZEN 1:2 11.0 1.7 3.8 2,5 6.6 b 2.8 5.99 5,92
15 \el22 NON=FR, FISH,ET 0.3 4.6 3.2 2,1 0.1 4.5 16.4 0.1 heSb _ A.n9
16 A3 FRESH _MILK 18,6 0.0 0.0 23.8 3,7 0.0 9.9 8.4 22,856 21,14
AT 1132 HILK_PRODUGTS 1,4 43,8 14,2 5.8 6.6 22.4 0.0 0.6 6.55 19.35
18 1.133 __ EGGS.ENC. 44 10.3 13.7 8.4 0.2 8.7 13.0 0,1 .76 12.3¢
A9 Ldsl__. BUTTER 1.8 19,7 211 3.0 (8 3.7 0.6 1.6 16,77 66,55
20 L.142______ MARGARINE,ETC. 4.0 9.7 10,7 1.2 2.1 17.4 3.5 1.1 3,78 _ A0
21 1183 LARDLETC. 1.7 0.0 0.0 21.8 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.2 2,62 .78
22, 1151 ERUITS, FROPICAL 19.3 9.8 6.0 1.2 (W] 9.5 1.7 6.4 3,92 4.8l
23 1.152  ___QEHER_FRULT 0,1 21,6 8.7 19:4 0.6 21.9 52 0.0 4,51 4,75
26 1143 VEGETABLES 13,6 28,1 6.2 21,6 13,1 43.1 21,0 5.7 9,45 1,79
25 L.16\ PRESERVEN FRULY 0.1 1.9 4.4 0.2 0.1 3.5 1.0 2.0 A28 20,65
26 1.162_  __ PRESERYED VEGS, 0.2 9.1 7.3 Dol _ 0.6 _249 10.0 0.8 14.51 2n,22
27 1.17 ___POTATQES 8.1 11,3 5.8 _____10.7 1.0 4.3 2.0 1.2 12.26 3.54
28 1.0A_______ SUGAR - 5.6 8.3 12.4 9.6 2.1 1.1 1.1 1.3 R40 BTN
29 1,191, . __ COFEEE 5.9 _10.4 13.9 2.0 0.3 Ol - 0.9 Oub____ 5,40 21,05
10 1.192 YEA__ _ 0,0 0.3 0eb_ 0.2 _ 2.2 0.2 2.3 1) 10,95 1.13
31 1.193 €0CoA 4.0 1.7 0.5 0.4 0.0 0.2 0.5 0.1 0.4) 2,20
32 1.201. __ 1AM.PRESERVEN 2.0 2.1 3.4 S8 0.0 2.9 2.8 Ll SaC8__ 2,95
331202 CHOC. [CE..CRMJEL 0.8 10.8 13.2 Bad 0.8 CGah___ T bl . 042.... 26426 34,29
34142010 - SALT.SPICESEIC 1 1.1 0.4 10.9 3.2 17 26,4 1.0 Lesd__. _13.96
35 243l ... NON-ALCOHOLIC_B L8 — B4l 449 1.8 0.0 SO b Qi . S.0% 17.36
36 1321 ... SPIRIS 1.5 12.5 13eb . 002 002 . 10a6 49 _0cb.___ 18,71 18,37
371,322 WINE Q.0 69.8 5.1 15.2 0.0 25 195040 2484 ... 239
A 1323 BEER e MaS 8.0 2848 Seb 0.0 Tabo 1303 .20 L. 33499 . 2304
39 Ladlo .. o _CIGARETTES oo Gofo o 30033201, o Mlalooo 00623001 300l . 23 . _ 48,54 5.1
A0 laa2 . CIGARG,SNUFF LT Qa2 . a2 ... 2.5 T U T SN P SUNDNNUIE 1Y SN 1% RIS F2'% L SINUUI L 1
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