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EXLANATION OF REERENCES

Footnotes in this staff report refer to the materials on- the rule making record or subject to
official notice. Citations to the rulemaking record use the Presiding Officer s classification
system, which is reproduced below. Materials are cited, for example, as R- , and may include
their sh rt title in parenthesis for source classification, such as R- 2 (Replication Study).

Category

Public notices, petitions, motions and other documents not specifically referred to
in other categories.

The initial Commission staff report, memoranda and other relevant documents
assembled prior to the commencement of the proceeding.

Additional staff submissions.

Comments of funeral providers, funeral directors and their employees.

Comments of cemeterians, crematories,
ancilary goods or services.

retail casket sellers and other marketers of

Consumer comments.

Comments of funeral trade associations.

Comments of consumer and public interest organizations.

Comments of federal, state and local government entities and officials.

Comments from other sources.

-.-

Public hearing transcripts.

Rebuttal submissions, and submissions of proposed findings of fact, conclusions of
law , and recommended decisions.

Citations to the public hearing transcripts (Category L) cite the volume and page number
as follows: the Washington, D.C. hearing is Volume I, the Chicago hearing is Volume II , and the
San Francisco hearing is Volume II , Tr. Vol. I, 333).
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GUIDE TO CITATIONS

Many of the significant documents in this proceeding are cited in
this report in an abbreviated form. For readers ' convenience,
this table provides a guide to the most frequently cited
documents.

Citation Form Recrd Description
Cite

S ta tem en t 0 f Basis The Commission s official publication of the
and Funeral Rule and its rationale; 47 Fed ReI! 42260
Purpose or SBP (Sept. 24, 1982)

Notice of Proposed The Commission s notice initiating the review
Rulemaking or NPR proceeding, 53 Fed ReI!. 19864 (May 31 , 1988)

1988 Staff Report Staff' s initial report recommending initiation of the
review proceeding

Replication Study 1988 FTC study (Market Facts, Inc. ) of 1 004
RS" funeral arrangers (Dec. 1986 - June 1987)

Baseline and Follow- 1982 FTC-sponsored study of 1 200 funeral
up Studies ('BLS" arrangers (Nov. 1980 - May 1981)

BE Report or Daniel HX- 122 February 1989 Bureau of Economics staff report
anal ysis analyzing expenditure, selection and compliance data

from the 1988 FTC study

Gallup Study HX- 1988 AARP-sponsored study of 675 recent funeral
arrangers (April 1987 - Oct. 1988)

Compliance 1985 Staff publicati ,, assisting funeratwoviders in
Guidelines Rule compliance

NFDA/NSM Proposed findings of fact, Conclusions of Law and
proposed findings Recommended decision jointly submitted by the

NFDA and NSM

AARP Proposed Proposed findings of fact, Conclusions of Law and
Findings Recommended decision submitted by the American

Ass n of Retired Persons
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