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TABLE C.5

Inflation Discount Factors

Input Measure FY83 FY84

Labor Dollars 5.0% 5.0%
Material Dollars 12.87. 9.3%
Other Dollars 6.1% 5.3%

The following examples show how the inflation dis-

counting was performed on FY83 and FY84 inputs to reduce

them to equivalent FY82 values. Fiscal year 1992 was

established as the base year for this study.

Single Year Discounting (FY83 to FY82)

Labor Dollars (Qtr 5): $143,386

FY83 Inflation factor: 5.0%

Adjustment to FY82 $ *143,386/105% - $136,558

Multiple Year Discounting (FY84 to FY83 to FY82)

Material Dollars (Qtr 9): $102,701

FY84 Inflation factor: 9.3%

FY83 Inflation factor: 12.9%

Adjustment to FY83 : $102,701/109.3% - $93962

Adjustment to FY82 $ $93962/112.8% = $83800

The procedure described above was carried out for each

dollar input measure for FY83 and FY84. This yielded a

data base for all eleven quarters in terms of equivalent

, FY82 dollars. Tables C.6 through C.9 list the discounted

dollar input values for each RCC and the Section.
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TABLE C.6

Inputs Discounted for Inflation
Resource Cost Center: MACPKA

Labor Material Other
FY Qtr Dollars Dollars Dollars

82 1 144v357 70,200 74,262
82 2 140,820 82,787 73,755
82 3 153,438 73,271 809194
82 4

83 5 136,558 77,.296 90,B8
83 6 144,229 70,912 81,725
83 7 1579039 96,366 91,352
83 8 165,307 78,127 90,437

84 9 141,330 83,300 108,441
84 10 145,654 79,819 75,794
84 11 134,215 571,922 84,920
84 12 132,376 78,304 84,203

TABLE C.7

Inputs Discounted for Inflation
Resource Cost Center: MACPKD

Labor Material Other
FY Qtr Dollars Dollars Dollars

82 1 138,414 106,;275 72,157
82 2 120,515 100,134 61,947
82 3 133,634 97,828 68,594
82 4

83 5 125,8344 62,206 71,584
83 6 169,869 107,178 97,647
833 7 153,432 134,443 94,961
83 8 146,830 109v208 79,199

84 9 128,005 82,053 94,128
84 10 125,740 49,514 82,923
84 11 91,379 47,185 61,374
84 12 108,127 80,084 55,603
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TABLE C.B

Inputs Discounted f or Inflation

Resource Cost Center: MACPKC

Labor Material Other
FY Qtr Dollars Dollars Dollars

82 1 193,066 205,018 97,998
82 2 206,503 272,968 107,159
82 3 180,978 189,595 95,567
82 4

93 5 133,556 152,775 76,750
83 6 172,169 194,307 98,870
83 7 171,305 179,921 103,288
83 8 189,313 185,056 100,689

94 9 172,156 164,450 139,368
84 10 175,119 156,470 96,823
84 11 185,642 158,454 114,770
84 12 170,552 157,450 74,49

TABLE C.9

Inputs Discounted for Inflation
Section

Labor Material Other
FY Gtr Dollars Dollars Dollars

-------------------- -------- ---------------
92 1 457,837 381,493 244,417
82 2 467,638 455,889 242,861
82 3 468,050 360,694 244,355
82 4

83 5 395,958 2929277 239,192
83 6 486,267 :372,397 278,242
83 7 481,776 410,730 289,601
83 8 501,450 372,p391 270,324

84 9 441,491 329,803 341,935
84 10 446,0513 285,803 235,440
84 11 411,236 263,461 261,064
84 12 411,055 315,848 194,p295
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Data Scaling. After the input values were discounted

for inflation, the input and output values were divided by

the output value for ease of computation on the Burroughs

BTOS system. Tables C.10 through C.13 list the input data

for the DEA/CFA program used in this study.

TABLE C.10

Scaled Input/Output Data

Resource Cost Center: MACPKA

INPUTS OUTPUT

Labor Material Other
FY Qtr Dollars Dollars Dollars DPAH DPEH

82 1 17.252 8.389 8.875 1.020 1
82 2 17.866 10.518 9.371 1.045 1
82 3 16.876 8.059 8.820 0.956 1
82 4 -...

83 5 13.816 7.820 9.192 0.871 1
83 6 16.290 8.010 9.230 0.990 1
83 7 14.556 8.932 8.467 0.847 1
83 8 18.439 8.715 10.088 1.081 1

84 9 15.492 9.131 11.87 0.907 1
84 10 17.408 9.540 9.059 1.011 1
84 11 16.197 6.978 10.248 0.964 1
84 12 17.038 10.079 8.264 0.953 1
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TABLE C.11

Scaled Input/Output Data

Resource Cost Center: MACPKB

INPUTS OUTPUT

Labor Material Other
FY Qtr Dollars Dollars Dollars DPAH PEH

82 1 18.880 14.496 9.842 1.104 1
82 2 17.581 14.608 9.037 1.012 1
82 3 18.796 13.760 9.648 1.039 1
82 4 - -..

83 5 16.882 8.345 9.603 0.998 1
83 6 16.526 10.427 9.499 1.016 1
83 7 17.370 15.220 10.750 1.040 1
83 8 18.826 14.002 10.155 1.075 1

84 9 17.078 10.947 12.558 0.935 1
84 10 16.666 6.563 8.327 0.913 1
84 11 17.029 8.793 11.437 1.004 1
84 12 17.353 12.854 8.924 1.005 1

TABLE C.12

Scaled Input/Output Data
Resource Cost Center: MACPKC

INPUTS OUTPUT

Labor Material Other
FY Qtr Dollars Dollars Dollars DPAH DPEH

82 1 18.637 19.790 9.459 1.090 1
82 2 19.003 23.798 9.342 1.082 1
.82 3 16.822 17.623 8.883 1.188 1
82 4 - -

83 5 17.122 19.586 9.839 1.053 1
83 6 17.352 19.583 9.964 1.062 1
83 7 16.782 17.627 10.119 1.001 1
83 8 18.140 17.732 9.648 1.039 1

84 9 16.332 15.601 13.222 0.995 1
84 10 17.235 15.399 9.529 1.036 1
84 11 17.376 14.831 10.742 1.079 1
84 12 19.562 18.060 8.544 1.131 1
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TABLE C.13
Scaled Input/Output Data

Section

INPUTS OUTPUT

Labor Material Other
FY Qtr Dollars Dollars Dollars DPAH DPEH

82 1 18.260 14.640 9.379 1.071 1
82 2 17.851 17.403 9.271 1.052 1
82 3 17.361 13.378 9.063 1.070 1
82 4 -....

83 5 15.750 11.626 9.514 0.965 1
83 6 16.736 12.817 9.576 1.024 1
83 7 16.151 13.769 9.708 0.957 1
83 8 18.435 13.690 9.938 1.063 1

84 9 16.256 12.143 12.590 0.945 1
84 10 17. 126 10.962 9.030 0.992 1
84 11 16.897 10.826 10.727 1.023 1
84 12 18.094 13.903 8.552 1.034 1

87

.............................n--...
b . . . .. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .. *



Appendix Ds Correlation Analysis Results

TABLE D.1

Input/Output Correlation Results

Test Correlation Coefficient

All Inputs vs DPEH .951988

Labor Dollars vs DPEH .907631

Material Dollars vs DPEH .684980

Other Dollars vs DPEH .820920

DPAH vs DPEH .916978

Labor Dollars vs Material Dollars .824119

Labor Dollars vs Other Dollars .732540

Labor Dollars vs DPAH .968048

Material Dollars vs Other Dollars .595757

Material Dollars vs DPAH .748767

Other Dollars vs DPAH .737558
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