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Wte toso* already praaaetM ovldeoce fclwsfc ther© is as*®a 

fcoraagatielty An th© ssaple '.dth rssggsd to til* hlosurChy of 

profoceoeou essonef tho various coeamo^tioa. safe Monarchy 

is rs&atod to ordering aoly *m<3 -€b@s sot provider further 
insight into the ran^itadee of allocation© aede hy a 

tgp&eaB. ®fflui**h louseihoM on various goods sad services* 

sifeafc io the n&atlcodbip tetseeeo th« preferential system 
of a' ceaauner sn» the .income level ? tlhat earniwdlfcles 

attract increased outlays «**» income .goo.® up $ % house* 
holds at diffsiRpst inomrn levels «s>«Bd eigni&eaB&ly 

different sscouhts on a particular cocsao^ity ? tJhsfc good* 
are luauclea for the affluent p*»up, I*#* have income 
elasticities greater th&a unity, implying tfeerahy that as 
income moves, the proporidlonsto -saoust t^enfe on the earned! ty 

y&lt ho larger than the proportionate increase in fftoesm© f

« w
* Si

ia>
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sAlaxly uhafe goods are inferior, sfiMSh tnemB ^nefcicifcie© 

loss ttim unit;p, ao that tim proportionate ctaange its the 

ooemdity Qa^endttus* is lass than the proportionate 

cfc&age in the income 1? ®» present chapter attempts® to 

provide an anauer to m of those ^cations cesesvitiQ the 

estfeaiim of income e&eefci cities to o latent chapter,

ffeo toetelcpe adopted to investigate the effect of 

income level use essentially simple, ho tte* assaple %mn 
large it use partitioned into three etiiveaspiee m the 

baai® of the total household ©jsp«f! alters *

Oxmp I - a®, 65-0- ~ 1550 * 79 tmsehel&s

Group 21 ,«• a®, iflSO ** 3350 » 70 households

ot»**p lit « «c. 3330 sad over - 36 households

%©s® gmwpa may is® described ms less affluent,
raoasrately aflliiaeit a«<3 highly affluent^ hoaew&aeld on the

^ upper eshmrMdty of the mag® *&*. grouped vdtb the
higher Income class* ^hus a teuaefoold vlth ft®, 18$0 nor 

month total, mqseaditete me classed os belonging to 

Croup XS„ ftj|® division gave rise to throe eub^ewsple® tilth 

date a© per capita eagsendttsures m the teeofcy four food 
items and ttfentyeig&Ss non-food gsods pad’ services, Par 

c^ite oapenditur® of the Irsueetteid aft each eegsmedity vaa® 
fcs&en te control for family else to soma oasterit, Tahirs#
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one itm at a time tm could peso the question s did these j
three can© fan the snfi» po&o&ntiQn ? If Use
©snarnE turns on that item Is, the three ©uh* apples «ese not 

significantly different then one caul® conclude that Ineoae «•
the bad© on *.#4dfc the ©ub*s&3^l©® hod lessee ^®stitta*sa$ - has 
faoft so effect, on the ammmptkm %m®l of the articular 

oorsaodity* for tMs parpen appeal to the' uae of central 
limit theorem pam&Ks the uae of flit#or&tMM Is tsesyan toot# 

palrdae# ts&irsg two aib* ©apples at a time* 2s the t-toat If so 
critical valued were <&eoen for the «ne-fce&le& teat a© e prion 
there was© no reesas to emmmm that the C emt I esgseirtttuis©

of one asb~ staple would be loss than that of his© other* St
\

other tjori© the direction of income effect eotald mt be
She tost wes «0®#A«A to all the twenty fbor £006, m<5 

Maty ei#ifc non-food it*®*©* r©ss> responses were ignored to 
avoid hftee* fhe results ate peestobeS is the &tl<?wing

%ces of ?c®foirencos

Preriottnly -tie emslelorgd the irpostsftco tf-dcSi a ©onaarser 
attaches to a camo^tF by the «®,©C© which ho assigns to it 

it' the orSoring of Me preferences* ^e Saw' that for the major 

eighteen oaenedittee thou© -was no dgsifleant difference};; is 
the ranting between the lower liscarao classes and the higher 

incase dassoe within tide affluent ©sspl® of honseholde,
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'«aee w oonsider allocation iso mdh

tstmmCiittf. l3g itself &n£l wist* to dntsKsin© whof-ber inuasga© 
ban a positive or negntlro effect on ©ws^pifon -of thn 

eenRKKiity ®x m offset at all* tseing tho ©san values
of to®#r# «&£&* and Wt^h Income gmms ( as defined sho-v® I 

and t~ioisfcs allow that tfa&& i & great variation Its th® 
preferences of the affluent gxstio raid that it is possible to 
gcnop th» ojm&Sit&m into mm tbm tm t^pon, C i*e* Inane? 

and nsosssttina ) la £©<3t five ts|s»s» "Umao t$pea reflect 

the different p&gtoms of behaviour arising when

income Increases,

fili# ndgln of ttasa tgflpss is ea&£ to eftPidtn, &a tm 90 

fjoofii a loww Ifeccm leva! bo a M#or twsam 1 owst two 
possM&iitiea ©x©' ©pen • ttsn neffi'V'^ naS1 change significants.? 

or It near not and naean&sir if than® is dLgnl£ieanfe difference
It m^r t*» positivo £ the Itgisor group epcssc sku» and
ban a M#«r man } ox it ?«ay too negatlvn £ t&w hlr$tar incooo 

group ®pnr»d* loss and Dsn a immt mean >* In tb« eann v%mm 
those tsar boon m sfc^ifiount dlffnconon it, is itonatarlat 

whether the Kioan of tbs nriUSSle Incm® group is Mfissr or 

lower than then of the lowsr Income group* with then* gs&nps 

the tooting of shift in consumption level eats be dons in three 
tony* fencing groups 1 and ttt. %l m® TO eAd 1 and 122. For 

«ae§s t-t-ast for dif&nsencn In nseann, three euteoses an® ro®rt,bla a
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income effect is positive * •* 5# Relative I » I or thorn i® 
no income effect I’s I. %*■ different eaorsodtfcies. tho pattern 

of Inc©mo effect at the successively higher income levels 

varies. it is posstlgto to gfioup oagmo&tie* into typos an 

the 'hosts of similarities in incow© effect.

I *

t?«t m sendl$®r the case ^e* the ©htffe laoa n»«s) t 
to gmv® Zt from grmsp 2 fast group 3 and £ma group I to 
group 3 inoorae have ail had significant positive income offset 

on the means. Wa may denote these changes in the mesne 
symbolically : ■; a© .follow© «

f. —to— si si-—to—i'ii i ~to— jo

•~h© positive sign indicates that the change in the mean is 

positive, i,o„ along tdfch income the naan c*p«d!itu*e on the 

ckmooaity increases significantly* is on3«r to clarify the 

eans&sitien vm might teStc the coKrsadity vegetables «£fte3i fell 

trndar this type*

She m©qhs? standard daviatiens m& coeffiMsnts of 

variation of the per capita monthly e^pendlturea' of the 

households in the three income groups mro m® follows %
Group 1 Group if Croup ill

Coefficient of 
Variation

a®a« IS, is 19.77' ' 30.56

7.773 11.71® '23;7®7

0.51 0.59 o.?e
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figure® yielded thro© values for the standatd error 
of pooled vaginae© f&fctiMGi Ms© thro© groups te&cn psirwiasi *

1 and 12 ~ 1.67S
22 ond. 222. - 3.014

2 and 212 • 3,350

eikm 6l££otmcm in scans tost utth those standard error of' 

pooled Variances gave tho t-vetass 2,74, 3.58 and 4.32 

respectively, «&1 ©£ thorn sLged&Leant- at 0.01 level. Bane© 

for vegetate©, Inessa® has a positive ssigelfleaRt effect a© 
it moves from a lover ineesm© group to a M9her inem© group, 

SMs 1© sfsom grspMeally In Mi© accompanying figure ©a p.
Its the graph no. 8.i, p. iso * s*$ roprosont the

m©e*i eapan&ltuseQ of th® throe inc«i® groups, %.!# Or.-tl and 
Or.222 1&13, 19.37 cad 39*96 &s# roapcctivaly ). 'Sho 's»e* 

of pooled variance between low* incem© group and middle ineorae 
group 1® 1.675 end double this width is elms* css either side 

of 'the siean shaded its the graph to indicate the region of 
no significance# If the estimated value of the mean of tt»® 

middle inencs© group had fat Ion %4tMn this txmd it t*suld 
hay© been insignificant i for tMs value of the standard 

•sifeor..- , i, Similarly i*»3 I 30. SG ft©.) is seen to lie above 

the sesse of in significance of a.3 < i.c. 19.77 a <al (3,014),. 

The son© of the Insignificance «j vttfe roroeefc to high intzmo 
group is shouts i?dth broken lines, ffm sign! Cleaned of the
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only the opm&Mty retain it© attraction but in fact 
attract© Bore outlay, these would Is® good© tisich indicate 
a, high quality of' living or a£t«mmfcely have sraa social 

prestige value attached to then* the tuna * conventional 

necessities * is used BAsCAsr# to Indicate those Wb&dfo1 
are purchased Say leaseholds for their prestige value oM 
Si© ascribes to those goods a certain * social survival 
value. **

In our tests the following' eomtooi ties end scrvicas 
were found to fall under this typ© a

Food s Vegetables* Fruits

!!on»?ood * Electricity, ttomestlo Gervaaits, Convoy,:?nco, 
and Horst.

£pJV) cp.nn
%bl«s, 8.1 A and 8.2 A present to© related Beans, standard 

deviations, coefficients of variation and t-volues obtained 
in the aiftorenoo in raesns tests with pooled, variance, it 

say be noticed that the iscan values show consistently higher 
values from the lower to the Maher incomes,, (The coefficients 

of variation sbotf however no regular pattern, i.e. the 
rnlativ© clustering of observation© of aapcndltur® is 

irregular). ‘The teats Indicate that for the affluent group

%.F,Dii5©Jow? Cecily ^loanee, tl*f* s bippllicott, 1953.
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the vezig&Xe income oo?i.tiv© fd.<^i£i«!ant effect over 

fcho entire qtmzp in their per emits expenditure cm. these 
caarmdiilec. a conddersition of the cscraoditics end 

services however reveal that different jreascms met
underlie these preferences. tfU® allocation cm vapst&hles 
and fruit® would reflect- the affluent group* a concern for 
health and nutrition in their vein© syefcesa* the-outlet on 

sdaetrieity could mf.lent preference for ecaforfes, ^hn 
presence of rent in this tgpe iemtite® thet these is still 

social prestige Value attached to rent.. i?esrtern investigators 

have found that percentage allocation cm rent, fed, 
housing and lighting is constant for mg given seclnl class,

C Vide p. 29 K cur smmlt® slow that the per eespito 

allocation on r&afc ?. .•••• is significantly different fjotween,
the different groups, vhc Qagai ratios' however for the 

three income- groups are a;s follow© s

Greup l
flB*

$3». on ftgmt 63*95 

«ohal &acp* 423* 10 

Ratio 0.151

«■» | »» «j» *t» *■

Group 2

in, m
649.-30

oa?3
j«£USISmAmX

®m\tp 3

153.00

925.00 • 
0*163

shov&ng that the percentage allocation i© snore or lose
esconstant. *1*4 s Can© exempli £i the fact that thgsl ratios 

alone are not adequate ta €Jsploiia OMeuB^tion behaviour. It 

is customary in applied war?* therefore to consider iftcop©
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' elastic! fci as os total ©sptsadifcur© elasticities! as they tev« 

been cmetimes designated, ia cxmjtsnctelan *dth fch@ Sngei 

ratios.4** Def&sv discussing th£» result £tte£har it misfit 

be a^aategwjus to <31 souse a closs&y related type where 

tbs moderately affluent end less affluent groups 6b not 

stew mxfn f3iffore3s.ee, imte th® highly affluent group •niffers 

significantly frcra both the moderately affluent and the 

leeis affluent group with positive income effect.

iype It ? %©telicdtly 2h£0 ffcmld bo

m * indicates' no isoosae effect

Hiosn goods esncsteo *4teh the g»o5s of the first type 

for allocation / sMla the high incase group alXecafcea 

signi£ic-antly s*©r© -for this- them the low aiddl© incase 

group* the -middle Income gsonp ci:xm .cot c'fvo the sms preference 

which It had given goods of 1 type. ’•;*© saw that good© of t'ha 

first type coaiMne tvs> character!ctico* that of being 

* conventional necessities..' >as2 having * prestige value, * 

fte c^cHle of the ©oodhS type nttiofc thereofot-a t*a lacking 

slightly la either of these attributes, that it, they arc,

♦>*".Qncf<*i himself reel iced i^Jbssr^cnfcly that the constancy •- 
of imgel ratio «JLth respect to rent and clothing wa#$na3equate 
representation of facts, dee 'i?rsio and ^ufcte&kcr, ?-nely«ie -of 
Easily Budgets,
naniciw MMIMUSW «H*nwUim—u «■■»*«*« ^
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not m much of a * coisv^sttoost necessity * or their intrinsic 

prssfcige value id less* Ccssnedities which mw Is® tamed 
pure Itta&ries of conspicuous typo coal'd foil in this 

category*

for ‘Type 21 vwM.may-Jfcafoe olefeMisg as eseampie* The 

means cm3 stehdacd deviations of, th® per capita «sp«i*attuss®s 

in the three inc&ne gmupg were $

&mup t
fis*

Eean 24. S6

8*9. 20.SU

Coefficient of 0,84 
Variation

Sunup » CJrmtp 111

ft@# !*©,

32.S3 ' 41*06

23.782 29*362

0*73 0*71

file etan&era error of pooled variance for the difference in 
means tests between the three pairs of ©ample;': leaseholds 

were *
X and 12 ~ 3.768

11 and 111 - 3.399

1 and m «* 8.020

-© take as -in the- prwious caaisple twice these values as the 

width of sene, of no significance on either side of the means 

{ giving 95 ss level of confidence )* ( Vide Oraph £36. 8.21
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item© which fall under this type mm t
^OOd s %lC«s* Oil

Ron-Shod s Clothing, ^tortoifiRaat,

Regarding clothing SreBnivasa Syaggnxv daln end

Srinivasas wilto a * In fteletLvtity affluent oam.b's-tm milk
o»d mills products as well as clothing ©ay fail under the

category of tuseassities while in India they belong to the

class of lumsies, in western ©tadlee clothing has been

found to bo a * luxury, though a isadorafe# ano# * ito# presence

of edible oil under this category i© © Mfc euxpsiflfti)&» Could
it be that tMs class of respondents consume mre oil m

' ft
aecount of throwing ©or© parties* *

$h© teas* oonaptcuoue erinausi^ion baa boon used to denote 
lavish living < ©*g* owning two fridges* a float of crew >?

Thm tom I® however relative since in an affluent moiety 
where every family owns ©ore than one ear it is In feet' non- 
•ouneraMp of ears that would be crmeplcuaua# in our guastionnniro 

no inventory of durables was oifcod for Boacept for those

%#Sre®iivasa Iyengar, h# B. Jain and y. Srinivasa**, ♦Economics 
of Seal© in Household Cooeumption » ft Case study, * Indian • 
Sconomic Journal. Vol.sv, u«*4, i95fr,p«

s* ribatlu&ker, *ftn International Qaapariaon of t$ertia*fc&& 
fbcsaaaittir® Patterns, * SMonefecftcc, Voi, 25, i9!S9,t»p»532«‘55i„5s **“■' •'r,rm,n"* m,n -m1'1*

ncae$, AH India Consumer survey* %l*2, Pattern
Of laacsae and gxpesiditure* Umt oelhi, |96r reported that for 
edible oil*- fuel and lighting* clothing, the p.c* en&efidlturc 
rise© with income, (;% 52). 1

6ihorat<5ln veMLsn, %>a» Theory of the hoi mm class* tendem 
“1‘acmllleaci, 1999. * —
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puretiaawd daring that year preceding the impiry. ( vim 
chapter % £«r our finding* regarding this item K X% eouia 

X*:© thorefor© apecuietlve tso discuss oon«g>.iouous c&asumptf on 

with regard to oar study, loot comparing type X and type it, 
it As jsefhsps not inappropriate to spply the tens .par© 

luxuries! to goods <s£ the second category* <&& may argue that 
with the roderately affluent group If, of the two opposing 
fores®,1 the need 'to restrict ®sp«nditar© ©ad the capacity to 
apsnft, the former triumphs in the ease of pure luatsieft. ifce 
Mgh effluent group having large resources however goes in 

for more pmssfeama* 
fyp** ‘itt t

Sn this typo v© consider the case where there is no 

significant difference feetMMft the Incas® group ft o&<3 
Income group XXX, tout there in difference faefafeen first 
income group ana second income group- os the one hand and 

first income gro*aa and third income group on the otter* 

%§lx>li£eXly this %*suld tm i

at --fok— xi ii—ill I —of

4a numerical essaaple we take inisar^nee C vide ^r&pli 8.3 I 

Points st| * *2 * w$ r^>Eo«snt the eapenai turns of the

First, second and Thirtt incase groups respectively.
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Group 1 •Group if Group m

??®an a« 33, SS es.40 70.23

s,». 45.08? 62.00 64,60?

Coefficient of 1.34 MB M2
Variation

as* |. —— :̂nTW!j<>-w^^SjxaaT?Tij«My?r»ii.tS!f[■ ta.?!!!,.iwulSp-.aj^|u^ijj?PtiuB»!3!8|uJ^x^

!

•*fc© fact thefe there As a rise An expenditure upto a 
certain of income and thereafter there* is no

nfcgnificnat increase fs®m& that a «ets.tration level has 
been teachad. i»rai® end HoufthaKfear alas aiseue® * satiety 

level, especially for staple eaixMdlties md ham t*i«8. 
the hyperbolic form of the Sagd carve , He*ev©r they 

conduae, * Cor roost foodstuff® a eord-loonvithtdcr 
relation $tv©® a * satisfactory description*. ‘Sh® l^ibla 

was thus found to- b© inferior to the ami-lotacitMe 
form, which has noajsps^tete end thus no satiety S«vd* 
However one point to be notes is that for fitting ’Saoel 
curves Pepis ana iiaufchjjKfcer have taken groups of OeiaeaoSitins 
in Scania of individud oos®*oSltiet ao that even if earn® 

aennodity baft the feature of satiety this slight have been 
lost in th© process of afgregation with other cerrsoditlas. 

in our case the mroarke of Mtchisan ana nosan oewm. to 
apply 'Keverthdoas w® tsay reaeonebly suppose’ that many 
canned ties begin life a® lurries ant eventually telnet,

^fi.G*r*ral® <$4 Bafi*8bat3ie0d£ffir» ‘She i-nalysio of ggally 

Budgets, p. 103,
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or necessities a® ims«ss«stfs^ incem© p>»d 
falling prices bring consumer nearer to an ultliaat© 

saturation

*hn otamo<3ifcie* which fell un&ar tMs type in our 
analysis are i

Food * no,
son-xboa s Cosmetics, school fees, insurance

(Via® tram® ©*i* pa?oj

xt is not unreasonable that iasatune® shows a 
saturation lavel, bat tb» importance nnsKlbea t© insurance 
by the isiaai*. income group < ®©a«rat«ly affluent I is a 

little surprising* it seams that notadthstanding the low 
return on investment the affluent section does vale® the 

security afforded by insurance.

%po iv Cal i

in this fyp© the income group XIX C 'Mostly affluent} 
spends significantly more than the mi&ii® moose© group, 

lout not with respect to the income group 1 < tees affluent ), 
©roup 1 and xx do not differ eigoific^tly* %mholicaliy

we may «spr»eesnt this as *
H M nt XX XX —2«*«~ XXX X itt

%4-tcM.san and Ss©%<e# *a Synthesis of Stogeit Curves theory, * 
F-©v* of gcoa* Studies, Vol.^ftX, Ci> Ho. 57, I954»55#p. 35,
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tn other t^raa the mass of group II, , Has- witMn the 

aon© of in idgni fierce of ©sen of Incats® group I; flj f 
flMlaxly *a3 » tfeti mean of incase gtoop ttt ties within
the son® of inelM&erjMMt of ir^ , but ®3 lies beyond the 

sme of iasignificance of »2, a» numerical mmplm %m have 
taken poet ana efcstionary C Viti® ©raph 8.4).

QtxfUp 1 Qssmp it Cireup m

Kean 3. S3 5.69

$«©. 5.729 4.421 $.952

Coefficient of 
Vacation 1*83 1*15 1.46

.. it fi -*#r *#*. . ■mm . «* «*• «■» „ .«■». urn m* .***

■For swob a situation there must tm m incos*® effect in the 
beginning followed by significant posttiv* income offset, 'but 

opt© c - a certain limit only. "Ph® goods which have tides* out 

under this type in our analysts are «
Food t other cereals* Fating out.

Oon-Food * ' Foefe anti Stationary
Wide %ble 8.1 , p.i7i ).

Considering the item * other cereals * alone, one ••joulti 

he tempted to conclude that the tese ineome offset In the 

transition Crtra low iueorse to middle income is tine ta the fact 

that other cereals such m iomr tmt& a, negative prestige value 

while at high ineoeao level thug? have no effect at all as far
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ns prestige is eonc®«s©a. Sat such m esftnot

ttplain the presence of * ©©ting ©Utfc * in this type.

Apparently complex factor® other tt^fi ouhetl tut&bil i ty, 
canpltmentsj^; / play a role in influencing consumer preferences 

ane» it will not be possible to interpret ©Si results, unless 

a penetrating study i© mad® for each tbm covering m% only 

meio-eGomff&iG background but aS.se attitudes, valises end 

habits ejdhiMfcefi in actual practice by fcbo heussholde* w«s now 

pmamt a few type® uf&eh w© character* s»® as umiaual because 

only a few csormoaitie* fell under the types, the numerical 

values my be found In Tables 8.1 and 8.2 ,

Typo IV tb) t

SjcjestUHture rises sharply fme income group « I t© 

income group 11 then 4tanpe so that there la no significant 

difference between group <*■ IX and gfcmsp *» 2.tl' aa<3 between
, i

group - I sn€ group ~ III*

Symbolically

11 £3 111

Thor® is initial positive interne of feet Giving way then to 

negative income effect a© that eon sumption is,of the same 

level for the iocosa© gimp * tt% m *M%% ss for the income 

group m Z* i vide, Graph 8.5 )„
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itm® m&m this type *

Food * fill
McrtwFooiI e HaSicaX

Sfrpa x*/ id s

i'tere t>ie consider a sl^sslficast tie© fieon ineoRo group X 

to incense group XXX in the mmcsn allocation on iiK&viduel 
coGsaodlties, vittioat tester €m intermediary rises being 

significant, symbolically «a? * < Vi#© ^raph 8.6 I

Kt W

She ea^enditure rises ©lightly from Xo%r incase to ssiddle 

ioeoBte* 1*st la still the region of non-sign!ficenoe of

* but tfoe cumulative -sim has become sufficient!.? high for 

tlie difference between third and first groups to ho&mo 
significant. Them goods are therefore etatft^&awised by their 

United appeal, however tba influence of inecrni© is on the 

positive side.Accordingly their s^op®, i*o« marginal propensity 

to con sunt© should 15® mlstiVely less than in the cjsshs of goods 

of the first or second typm*

I tens ^ Food s £?it

Won-Fooa 5- footwear, vacation end functions
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YV'O© XV (d) t
nwfriwr iirrwwr min iH»WTMi

Firsally we diaeua# e case #vsts( Income g»onp XX 
eg>en6s significantly acre than income group 1 hut iscme

group 2XX stands si®*i£tcaofciy 1@#« than the income group XX, 

strong initial positive income effect is replaced hy strong 

negative income effect later-> ,® that the income group XIX 
and the income group X, cfe not differ sdgni fiesswfcly. (vide 
Graph* 8.7)

X XX XX *«JssJL* XXX t -«&—* XXX '

Item : Pood - dal

£?e may hero fcha remits regarding the inoamo
effect cm the types of profeirenees of the effluent households, 

with fatally si as© controlled by teeing pet espAt* values* By 
dividing the sample into three groups, (lease* of fluent, coclonstsli/ 
affluent and highly affluent I cm the heels of total 

expenditure for the household and through explication, of 

t~ tests ( palrwla© ) it has hee» found that a
it} *Xhe per capita consumption ( absolute values in 3s, > 

of vegetables, fruits, cl©etricity, domestic servento, 
conveyance end sent rise significantly ©t each 
levsH of income.

(ii) tl-sa per cepifc© esm sumption exne.-iitdi.turo on spices, 
oil, clothing and m&etstMrmtgit else gradunliy m 
that there is significant difference between the 
high income and lex? Incest© group© only.
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{llil In the caa© off eoeaetles, school fees, insurance the 
par capita expenditure!* wim initially algalfficssntly# 
■taut thereafter there is no grignificant difference,,

<iv) ?iher» are ©Iso other ts?p©s i#3er® the variations fig 
not find a randy *ej^>leaefeionf« fit sesg>oet of other 
cereals, eating cmfc ana post on.fi stationery the 
highly affluent Sitcom group III speiifi© significantly 
more than the Inoosae. group IX, but between grratp 1 
anfi group SIS' or Mmumi group I «nfi group II there 
Is no significant tiXMmtmm* in respect of mofiical 
care the only sAgnifficeiit. difference is tjotmeeA 
group t m& group xi* in the css© of footwear, 
vacations and functions there As aigRiff leant difference 
'betmm groups I and III only* Hi the ossa of tftai 
tha.ro is strong ini tie! positive inccs**© affect 
fallowed ty strong negative incam affect* *?t»© 
varied off differential ssovssaontc in consumption 
level due to income shews ossnpXosfity in the*

■ preference* of the affluent group. ®hu» the t»t«efc* 
also oonffissa the tdfiti disparity off the affluent 
group in the quantitative allocation off it a 
financial nosoarea* fiespit© toraegesrslty In the 

’ pf'cffcreisce ordering of am© t&ejdr basic it«»a.

6
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CL- 24-100 

b - 24-400
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~______________ ,_______ __

C'ceorootiity i If lit
• * aw wmmmwmmwK1 im as Mi MaafrsMMiMMMNM

I Vegetables 2,74** 3.SS**- 4*32**
Fruits 2.97** -4.37** 4.15**
electricity 3.76"* 4.38*'* 3.14**
Servants 2.8©** 6,78** 7.40**
conveyance 2.9©** 4.46** 3,41**
ftoftt
MR M* MR MR MR MR MR «R fMi MR

4.59**
M* MR «fl» m* mtk MS’

6,1©**
MR MR MR MM MR M®r

2.88**
M M® fwy ear mm ms

It SoiClSS 1#©®- 2.82** 2.43*
on ■ 1.14 2*63*'* 2.62**
mtoet^ttimaikt 0*3$ 2.88* 3.9©**
Clothing
w* -mm **r ee mr *r ** mr ms ms

1.85
MM M*1 #■» Mr MM MR

2,98**
MS' M* mm rr* «*. M»f

2.06*
MM SM MM MS Stfr M®

m ©onaeties 2.91** ©.91 2.45*
School Fees 2.83** 1.58 3,64**
Insurance
*M MS MR MR MR Wp MR MS M* MM

3.43**
Mar MR >MR M «M

©■*42
MR MS M MM HR MS

2,a©**
MM MR M* MR MR MR

IV a other Cereal® 0*37 2.57* 1.5©
Sating oat 0.2© 2,78** 1. 46
Post and stationery 0.82 2.03* 1,91
«#/ M- M» MR «M» MR- «S»* -1* «• M» <«S* *S «®

h Medical 2.71** 1.27 1,04
e Footwear 1*15 1*22 2,72**

Vacation 1.54 0*21 2.02**
Functions 1.64 1.56 3,83**

« »el 2. 44*' 2.28* 0,05

d,t* 24? 104
MW . MM <M> M» *NW 'Sw MR MR •''

113
«RR mm .«» MR. . M

CignA£ie«nt; -at 0*01 level 
* Significant at 0.0S level

Tfes toms low, miSM.m, Mgh reger to income $mvm 1, it oft© 
in as «3«fin«3 eo page 143*
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