


FORf1}10RD -----

~his bulletin contains suw~aries of the replies received by the ~ssoci­
~.tion to a auestionnaire (Data Sheet No.430) entitled, "Bus Operations", sent to 
all el~ctrjc rail~avs ~aving ~otor bus operations. 7he questionnaire called for de­
t3.iled info:~rnation relatinf:!, to the revenues, expenses and operating statistics of 
bus ouerations for the calendar years 1932 and 1931. 

Replies were received from 189 bus undertakings whose operating revenues 
represent approximately 82 per cent of the total bus revenues of the industry. 
7hBse reports have ~een classified aqcording to types of service rendered Viz: (1) 
compani2s operating city lines exclusi.vely; '(2) companies operatin'g :interurban 
lines exclusively and (3) companies operating both city and interurban lines and 
for which·a complete segregation as between these two types qf service was not 
3.vaila ble. 

7his edition of this b~lletincontains data on investm~nt'in plant and 
eq11iprnEmt and c:J.~ital tnr:.10Ver. ?his information is' given for' a group of 72 aity 
companies, 14 interurban companies and 33 com~ination city and int~rurban companies, 
a total of 119 companies, .'~ summary for these three groups is·aIsoshown. 

ComtJarative unit figures and derived ratios have been included'for only 
the exclusively city and exclusively in~erurban groups. 7he basic figu~es from 
~hich these u~it ~igur~s and ratios are derived ar~ included fo~ ~ll ~rouDs. 

T}B~'?I\ILB:D OPBR\?PTG BXPENSES 
----~----------------.------

lhe anal"i,'sis of :expeYJ.seshas been confine'd 'to the exc·lusively city and 
the excl~sively interurban groups only, since the e~pensescf the companies operating 
both types of service would be merely aveia~es of the other two varying directly 
according to the prouortioYJ.s in which the ~~o types of service happened to be re~re­
sented in the group. Separate revenue statements and operating statistics are given 
for each group analyzed. " 
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ANJ .. LYSIS OF EL8CTHIC Rj\IL\/},.Y BUS OP~RATIONS, 1932. 

by 
EDMUND J. MURPHY 

Director of Information Service 
American Transit As 90ciation 

The expansion of electric r 2,ilway bus operations which has been going on.without 
interruption since 1920, and, as pointed out in this story last year, which continued through the 
depression years 1930 and 1931, was susp~rided in 1932. There w~s actually a slight declitie in the 
voluFle of bus operations compared with .1931. As reported by 189 electric railway bus undertakings, 
representi ng about 82 .. 5 per cent of all electri c rai IV/ay bus operati ons, both t he number of buses 
owned and the miles of route were somevrh2t less than in the previous ye ar. The investment in bus 
operations was not reported by all' of these· companies, but ·'119 of them reported tfleir tot al bus 
investment in 1932 as being more than four million.dollars less than in 1931 •. 

All of the shrinkag~ in operation occurred in the intercity field. There.was still 
some further expansion of city bus operations, al~hou~h it was extremely small - 49 more buses and 
202 more miles of route, the percentage increases being 0.96 per cent and 4.80 per cent respectively. 
As against this the interurban companies in t he group reported a decrease of 1.15 per cent in the 
miles of road over which their b\lses run, a decreasf.::) of 5.07 per cent int he number of buses owned or 
leased, and 6. 85 per cent .decrease i nthe f:lumb~r in.daily ope ration. Compet i tion among the railroads, 
the independent bus operators al).d pr~vateCl..utomobiles, in addition- to t he electric railways, makes 
intercity bus operations a precarious enterprise during the depression. 

~SULTS OF OPERATION 

The number of revenue passeng~rs carried in 1932 was 4.50 per cent less than in 1931, 
a very moderate decrease when the condi t ions prevai li ng throughout 1932 are taken into consideration. 
Operating revenue, ,however, was dovrn 10.13 per cent, reflecting t he effect of decreases in fares, 
princjpully in ttie form of reduced ti6ke~ and tcken r~tes and the introduction of various forms of 
passes. 

Operating expenses were reduced by only 8.57 per cent, or less than t he reduction in 
revenue. One reason for this Vias that in spi·teof t he lower traffic, service as measured by the number 
~f bus miles operated, was increased 0.52 per cent. This increase in service reflects principally 
the extension of bus service on ·some properties, and the ccmplete substitution of buses for rail 
service in a few instances, rather than increases in service on pre-existing routes. Service has 
been reduced and buses taken off on slack lines at:the same time that further substitutions of buses 
for rail service have been made on other lines. Thus a basic service has been inaugurated in one 
place while service has been trimmed in other places, the net result being an increase in the total 
~ileage operated. 
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6.83 per cent. Operating expense per bus mile was reduced 10.83 per cent on the, city lines and only 
5.07 per cent on the intercity lines. The respective costs in 1932 were 19.18 cents per bus mile for 
the city buses and 17.62 cents for the intercity buses. 

As a result of this 
expenses in proportion to the loss 
deficit after operating expenses. 
been 93.70 per cent. 

inability on the part of the intercitybus lines to reduce their 
in their revenues, their operations fer the year resulted' in a 
Their operating ratio was 102.55 per cent in 1932. In 1931 it had 

The operating ratiO of the city buses wps 93~53 per cent in 1932 as pcainst 92.72 per 
cent in 1931. They were tl,us able to counteract in large measure the effe~t of declinine traffic,arid 
their loss in net operating revenue was held dovm to 17.81 per cent. Nevertheless it appears from the 
statement of the city companies reporting taxes, given at the bottom of Table III, that the, city com­
panies as a group also failed to earn their operating expenses and taxes. 

As has already been pointed out it is apparent from Tables III and IV tha city bus 
operations VJere still growing and expanding in 1932 while intercity bus operations were definitely con­
tracting. 

The taxes paid by the ci ty and interci ty lines that reported them are shovm in separate 
statements at the foot of their respective tables. The taxes of the city lines increased 4.18 per 
cent while those of the intercity lines dropped 2.40 per cent. But the intercity taxes increpsed from 
12.88 per cent of their operating revenues in 1931 to 16.59 per cent in 1932, while for the city lines 
the increase in per cent of revenue was only frem 7.38 per cent in 1931 to 8.52 per cent. Taxes 
amounting to more than 16 per cent of the revenues of companies that are not earning tha r operating 
expenses constitute a serious burden, the imposition of which 5 eerns to be of doubtful expediency. 

DETAILS OF OPERATING E~EN3ES 

Details of operating expenses of 48 city companies and 12 inrerurban companies are 
given separately in Tables VI and VII. These are all of the exclusively city and exclusively inter­
city companies that reported the detail of their expenses. Some of the mixed city and'intercity com­
panies also reported their expenses'in detail. but they aJre noW' shown because they are not represent8-
tive of any fixed type of operation, being merely averages of city and intercity operating costs 
weighted according to the proportion in which each type happens to be present in tne group. 

A comparison of Tables VI and VII gives a fairly good indication of why the intercity 
buses failed to reduce their operating expenses to the s C'lme extent as the ci ty buses. In general, it 
vms the administrative expenses of the intercity bus lines which were not reduced~ in fact, they were 
increased substantially. In view of the conditions obtaining throughout the year it seems reasonable 
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As P result of the smaller' decre cose in expenses compared with revenues there was a very 
sn ct r1J falli n<" off in the net opera ti ng revenue amount ing to 25.33 per cent. 

Information reported on taxes vIas not comnlete. For instan~e, out of the 159 companies 
that rer)orted, only 96 were able to renort their full taxes. In t1te cases of most' of tte other com­
pa:1ies taxes VIere pE'.id jointly on rail cond b~s operationsand no separation of the bus taxes was avail-:" 
able. 

Taxes reported by the 96 companies amounted to ~2,'771,328 in 1932 as against J2 9 661,871 
inl'131~ 2Yl increase of 4.11 per cent. In 1'932 they a"!:ounted to 9.0 }:>er cent of t~e operating revenue 
w>"_le in 1931 they amounted to only 7.9 ner cent'f the revenues. T~1e increase was due I:art1y to the -
accualincrease in taxes u8 id and ~~rt1y to a decreaGe of 8.58 per cent in the operatingrevenues~~ftBr 
payn8nt of taxes the operating income of these companies amounted' to only~38,728, a decrease of 93.14 
per cent from the operAting income of ~564,336 in 1931. 

In this connection it is' v;orth' pDinting out· that the reSUl.ts of operation of these 96 
comlJanies reporting taxe,s VI,ere somewhat better thelD th'ose of the larger group of 189 companies. Their' 
net operating reven~.le shovved ? decrease of only 12.90 per cent comp8red wi th a decrease of 25.33 per 
cent for the 18rger group. As.suming tha~ the taxes paid by the 96 companies are representati ve of the 
taxes paid by all bus companies, it is prob8b1e that t he bus ope rat ions of electric rai Iv!ays e.s a whole 
resulted in a deficit after taxes in 1932. In other words, in tl1.at year' they did not earn their,oper­
ating expenses and taxes. . . 

CITY lil-l"D nUERGITY OPERATIONS COl\!i?AM::J 

In Tables III and IV the results of operation of companies operating eXClusively oity 
a.nd exclusi vely interurban service are shown separately. It vJ'ill be seen at once thct t he city lines 
melde much the bet~er shov1ing. Their revenue passengers; decreased only 3.23 per cent as compared with 
a decrease of 5.02 per ce~t on the intercity lines. 

Revenues. on t he city lines VJere dovm only 7.63 per' cent vlhile on the intercity lines 
they were down l4.7? per cent. The sver~ge revenue per Tevenue passenger, pr~ctically the average 
f 8 re, on. the ci ty ,lines was 4.58 per cent less them in 1931. On the interci ty lines it was 10.25 'per 
cent lower .. Reductions in .fares VIere undoubtedl,J. responsible in both cases, but on the intercity 

lli nes it is also possible thpt the average distance traveled by nassenger,3 'flas shorter than in 193-1. 

-The intercitv companies were not able to reduce their operating expenses in t he same 
proportion as the city companies. Although they reduced the number of bus miles run by 1.77 }Jer cent 
their operating expenses were dovlD only 6.72 ~)er cent, while the city comrJanies, in spite of the fact 
thAt ti'lev increased their bus mi1eae:e 4.49 per Ce!1t, were 8ble to redv.ce thei r operating expenses 
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to conclude 1:.h8(' a lar~'er ~Iroportion of the tot8l administrative expenc,es of the cornbined r a il':,r2y and 
~us systems VTPS ~11oc8ted to the interri ty bu~~ lines in 1932. In other words, in the intercity fie ld 
the buroes were marte to carry a larger part of their OVJn overhead expenses. The reason for t his is to 
be found in the operating results of the interurban railways themselves in 1932. Most of th~ in­
curred heavy deficits from their own operations and, therefore, were not disposed to absorb any more 
of the bus exnenses than they had to. 

Aside from thi 8- i tern of C1dmi ni st r2ti ve ex'[.'rmses the trends of expenses of t he two types 
of operation did not differ materially. The cost per miie for maintenance, including retirement ex­
pense, was reduced 10.39 per cent by the city lines ~nd 11.28 per cent by the intercity lines. Howeve~ 
the intercit:'l lines made a reduction of 6.02 per cent in their charge for depreciation of buses while 
for the ci ty 1 ines the reduct i on w PS only 2.97 per cent. This was offset by a reduc cion of only 14.59 
per cent in "811 other maintenance expenses u on'the part of the interCity lines as against a reduction 
of 19.46 per cent in the same account for the city lines. "All' other maintenance expenses, ,\ of course, 
includes the sUDervisory and administrative expenses of the maintenancE;; department. 

Operating garage expense was reduced 6.92 per cent per bus mile by the city buses and 
7.17 per cent by the interCity buses. ' The agreement in these figures is ac:cidental, however, The 
largest item in this account is t"!1.e cost of fuel. For the ci ty lines the cost of fuel decreased 1.52 
per cent lJer bus mile v,hile on the interci ty lines it dropped 3.87 per cent; on the other hand the 
cost ner bus mile for lubriCRnts remained unchanged on the intercity lines, whereas on the city lines 
it de~re2sed lU.laper cent. 

Transportation expenses Vlere reduced 11..43 IJer cent by the city lines and 1.61 per cent 
by the intercity lines. This striking difference in the reductions in the heaviest item of operating 
expense is due to an increase of 38 • .46 per cent in "all other trans,)ortation expenses", vhich includes 
supervisory and adrninistrati ve expenf;es. on the part of the int?rci ty lines, whil~ the· ci tor lines re­
duced this account by 11.64 per cent. Insofar as wages of drivers, conductors, helpers, etc. are 
concerned, the intercity buses reduced these items, the heaviest in the account, by 16.17 per cent per 
bus mile as against a reduction of only 10.46 per cent by the city lines. 

Administrative and general expenses of the city lines Vlere reduced 17.53 per cent, but 
on the intercity lines they increased 13.99 per cent. Administrative ex~enses alone increased 20.00 
per cent on the intercity lines, vrhile they decreased 9.38 per cent on the city lines. Although the 
~~ost of injuries and dam8ges and insurance on the interctty lines Vlere reduced 15.85 and 21 .. 05 per 
cent res),.lectively, the total of "other ("'eneral expenses'\ in v.hich they are included increased by 10.14 
per cent. This was due to 3n increase of 61.70 per cent in the general expenses other than injuries 
and damages and insurance. On the ci ty lines injuries and damages decreased 24.33 per cent~ insurance, 
15.79 per cent: And ~all othor gener?l expenpes~ decre8sed 18.46 per cent. 
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INVESTlvIENT DAT A 

Of the 189 companies that reported, 119 gave information on their investment in bus 
plant and equipment. These investment figures together vlith s orne interesting derived data are 
summarized in Table I. 

The whole group of 119 companies ovmed or leased 5,232 buses on December 31, 1932 and 
their tot81 investment in bus nlant and equipment on the same date was ~57,591,596. On D-ecember·31, 
1931 the same companies had 5,474 buses and their total investment Via,] then~6l,788'-892. This 
reDresents a decrease of 4.42 per cent in the number of buses and 6.79 per cent in the total invest­
ment. The revenues of these com1)anies dropped from ~41,397,523 in 1931 to '~35,196,287 in 1932, or a 
decrease of 14.98 per ~ent. 

The average investment per bus at the end of 1932 was ";'11,008, a nd the average revenue 
~er bus for the year 1932 We';] ~6,727. The ratio of the investment at the end of. the yee.r to the rev­
enue for the year vias 163.63 per cent. rhi3 viould indicate a capit2,1·turnover of once in 1.64 years. 
1,.s the number of buses as well as the investment was decreasing during t he year, the a ctual rate of 
turnover was probably a little slower than this, that is, slower than once in 1.64 years. The rate of 
turnover has been decreasing steadily since the depression set in, due principally', of course, to' the 
shrinking revenues. Thus the 1931 rate indicated in Table I is once in 1.49 years. In 1929 it was 
1.17 years. 

The 119 companies reporting investment have been classified in Table I into 72 exclu­
sively city companies, 14 exclusively intercity companies and 33 companies giving both city and inter­
city service. Separate investment figures are given for each. An interesting fact brought out in 4 

this break-down is that the investment per bus is somevlhat larger for the city lines than for the 
interci ty lines, and the rate of capi tal turf!over somewhat slower. Thi sis probab ly due to the fact 
that the city lines have a larger investment in property other than the buses themselves. City prop­
erties frequently have lClrge fleets requiring separate garr-ges and shops, while inte.rurban fleets are 
usually comparatively small and often do not require :'lny extra housing or shop facilities. 



:PART I 

ANALYSIS 01' jj;LECTRI C RAILVU1Y BUS OI'ERATIONS 

CAlliNDAR YEARS 1932 AND 1931 

----- 000 -----

NO'I'E: Thi s part of the bulletin compri se s an C"nalysi s of the combined 
reports of those companies for which comparati ve statistic s v/crc 
available. Thc tablos are subdi vidcd as follows: 

(a) Investment - Buse~ - Capital Turnover 

(b) Financial 
( i) 
( ii ) 
(iii) 
( i v) 

and Operating Statistics - 1932 and 1931 
Sumlnary - 189 Compani8s 
123 City Companies 
19 Intcrurbans 
47 Combination City and Interurban Companies 
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r ABLl£ I 

- I~TV.sSTJ'.l31n - B1.!S 3S - C A1'1 T AL TURNO'JER -
Rii:L 4.T I ON OF LiB JT\TLl;~l-{ Ok<' BUSES OVil'TED~ND ELS Am~U '"l.L BUS 01' BRAT HJG 

~VE~:ruE TO THE ror AL INVESTEENT E~ BUS PLP.HT AN}) E~U1P1~2::~H 
C/·LEl'ill!\R Y~AHS 1932 !-.iill 1931 

========================--=========I===========-cI~Y=ilNBS============~======-INr~Ru~BAN=LIN~S========= 
, 72 COMPAL'n~S " 14 C(;lLPANIES I------------r------------T% Inc--. ~r~-----------I----------j1o-Inc~-or _________________________________ -4 _____ 12~g ___ {----1231 ____ +i21 __ 2~c~-.---12~~---4---1i~1---~L21--~Gc. 
, , . I II I I 

Investment in :Plant & Equlpmcnt .. 1;3~,638,569p3'<,20(1,795 , 1.2711} 1,279,8C9'.~1,220,1581 1.89 
Total Bus Oper~ting Revenue ....•. 1 ~20,964,58(;'~22,986,215 I(D) 8.80d'~ 993,5631.:~ 968,1231 2.6.3 
"T f B d - L d I' '7 "c·e'· '7. Inn I ~ !1R" I'll 1",,·1 ') :\ 0 • 0 use s 0 Vln e 0 r e '"" s e •.•••. l ~) ,G; I v, v ~ I ~ .. ~ -' II q i .:J '1- I 5 • 2 G 

Investment perBus ..••••. ~ ....... I:;;; 10,7981~ 11,0341{D) 2.1411,:; 9,0771::;i 9,1061(D) 0.32 
:{8tio: Invest.to Revenue(Fercent) I 165.22% 148.81%1 11.0311 128.81% 126.03% 2.21 

(capital ru.:-nc·ver) - I I I 'I' I I 
, I / 1 , / 

:-tcvenue per Bus .••.•••.•.•••.•••. 1 ~ 6,53511'~ 7,415 I(D) 11.8711:? 7,O/±71~ 7,2251(:D) 2.·;6 
I I" I I 

~-=====---===--====================lco1~INATION=~Ty-&=INTERURBAN-LINE3~====G2AND=T6¥~L-~-ALL=tIN~3-==== 
t . ·33'CONLPANIES· . II .. ,119 COlvIPANI~"::) 
~---------. -l-----------T%-lnc-:-- 0 r 11-----· ----1--------1'%- I nc:-- 0 r 

_________________________ ....:. __ J...:. __ ~_19~~ __ J ____ l~~l ___ +U?J __ .Qec-=-] ___ -1:~~g ___ 1-l:2}!---lU21--Def..!-

Investment in P12nt & Equipment .. 1:;;21,673,218b26,~6i3.939 I(D) 1?79!h57,591,5J6!;?61,788,3921(D) 6.79 
Total Bus Operating ReVE;nue •...•. 1 )13,238,144U17,i'~3,185 'I(D) 2.J.I1IP35,196,287'I>U,397,5231(D) 14.98 
No.of Buses Owned or Leased •.••.• 1 1, 883 1 2,2'10 ,(D) 15. 9111 .5,232

1 
5,4741(D) 4.12 

I" I " I ( II ' I I Investment per Bus ••.•••.•.•.•.•. , 0/ 11,510,.;l) 11,770 I D) 2.2111~ 11,008,.) 11,2881(D) 2.48 
Ratio: Invest.to Revenue(percent)I 163.72% 151.1 Ll:%1 8.32" 163.63% 149.26% 9.63 

(capital Turnover) I I . I· 1\ I ! / . I I 'I ' , I '. I ( ) I... I", , . Revenue per Bus ..•.•••••. •••..••• 1 ,,;l 7,03°
1 
~ 7,787 I D 9.7211~ 6, 727 1:;; 7,5631(D) 11.05 

__________________________________ l _________________________ ~ ________ ~ ____________ I __________ ~ ________ _ 
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- G R \..cl'iJD 1'0 l' \1., -
STJ]\{I\lf\RY 01<' ?\BI'-l~:) !II, IV 6.ND V - FI1'J\"r::~IU..J J\1'JD OPTGR\l'PTG Sl'\l'I31'ItjS OF 

El)H;Cl'RIC K'UI;7\Y BUS OPER.\l'I01TS - (~'\.V~1\m\R Y~\RS 1932 \1m 1931 
(189 C0MP~T'-TIES) 

=============================--=========--===========--===============~=========--========~--==~--=--===== 
. 1932' 1931... ,10 Inc. or 

(D) Dec. 
---~~E3UL7S-0F-oPERA?I6NS-------------------~---------------------------------------------------------

Bus-OperatlngRevenue-:-~ ...................•...•..•...•. ~ 70,525,953 :~t 78,478,252 (D) 10.13 
Bus Operating Expense (Incl. Retirement Exp.)... ........ _§.~~§.2.1..0?~ 71,167,865 (D) 8.5? 

Net Revenue (*) ...................................... ij; 5,458,874 l--7;"310,38? (D) 25.33 

~\JlIS~3LLANEOUS :31'A'l'ISl'IC3 
RevenueBusHours:-:-::::-:-:-:-: ••••••.••. ~ ................... (a) 27,928,973 
'l'otal Bus HOllrs •••••.•••••••••.••••••.•••.....•.••.•..••. (a) 28,168,877 
Revenue Bus Miles ••.••.••••••••••••••••••••••••• ·••••••••• 329,279,748 
'l'otal Bus Miles •...•••.••.••••••••••••••.•••••.••• ·•••••• 331,785,·719 
i?assengers Carried .('l'ota1) •••••••••••••..••.....•••••.•• 1,011,570,699 

Revenue •••• ~ ... ~ •.••••••••••••.•••.••.. ;.... ........•. 870,379,547 
Revenue J:'r~nsfer............................ ..•••••.••.. 12,·106,·893 
Free 'l'ransfer •••••.••.•.•.••••. : .••••.••. ;~ .•••••.. ~. 122,515,269 
Free ••.••••..•••••••..•••••...•••••••.•. .,' .' . .- •..... " .... ,. · ... 6,568,990 . 

IVLiles of Street or Highway 'i'raversed ••••••.. · ...•.•.•••• ·• ··1:Z;'817·~80 
Buses Owned or Leased................................... 9,980 
Buses in Daily Operation....................... .•••••.•. 7,917 

.( b)· 28-,215,382 
(b) 28,413,294 

327,292,168 
330,0.78,486. 

1.,055.,419,176 
.911,389,844 

12,.242"Q28 
124,256,957 

7,530,347 
12,'835344 

9,9~b 
7,709 

(D) 1. 02 
(D) 0.96 

0 •. 61 
0.52 

(D) 4.15 
(D) 4.50 
(D) 1.10 
(D) 1.40 
(D) 12.77 
('J) 0.14 
(n) 0.15 

2.69 

(*)Note: OnlY 96 of these 189 companies reported taxes. 'l'he compar~tive statem~nt of these 
96 companies including taxes is as fol1o~s: 

Bus Operating Revenu~ ••.•..•.•.•..........•.• 
Bus Operating Expense(Incl.Retirement ~xp.) •. 

iJ e t Revenue ........... ., ...... ., ................ . 
7axe s .................................... ,. ................... .. 

Operating Income •..•.•.•••..............•• 
---000---

1932 
~ 30,769;"308 
. 27,959~252 
T"2;sTo,056 

2,7'71,328 
:r---38,728 

(a)176 companies operating 313,045,600 revenue bus miles and 319,148,39~ 
(b)176" 11 305,781,135 " \I II ,\ 312,179,611 

1931 
.$ 33, 655:-527 

30,429,320 -,:;---------
ip 3,226,207 

2,661,871 
r---s64;336 

total bus miles 
n ,I 

% Inc. or 
ill_2~_ 
nsJ 8.58 
(D) 8.12 
(1)) 12.90 

4.11 
(D) 93.14 
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'lI\.BLE III 

- CI'lY LINES -
COMBINED OPER4.'lING R~POR'lS OF BUS :;OMPA-NIBS OF'ERA.'lING SIl'Y LIN~S 1!:X:CLU:3IV~LY 

~ 1\1, B'ND \R YH; fl..R':; 1932 A.ND 1931 
(123 ::::O=.;:P£HES) 

=====================--======--=-~=====================================--=====================-~ 1nc~ o~-

. 1 9 32 1931 iD 1 Dec. 
----RESULlS-OF OPERA7IONS------------------------------------------------------------------- - -------

Bus-Onerating-Revenue:--:-:- ...........................•..•. ~ 35,564,824 ~ 38,500,527 (D) 7.63 
Bus Operating Expense (Incl. Retirement Exp. )...... ..... 33,262,004 35,698,596 (D) 6.83 

Net Revenue·' (*) .. , ......................... , .•. ~ '.' . .. $-2'-;'352,820 -:P-'2-;SOl, 931 (D) 17.81 

MISCELLANEOUS S'l/1.11371C8 
~evenue . Bus Hours .• c .••• :-:-:-.•••••••••••••••••••••••• , ••••• (a) 15, ~25, 794. ..( b) 14.,983,290 
iota1 Bus Hours .•.•••••••..••••.... , ....•.....•.....•... (a) 15,..)46,711 ... (b) 15,193,646 
Revenue Bus Miles ......................... c............... 1?l J 558,858 164,039,409 
lota1 Bus Miles............................ ..... ... ..... 173,389,356. 165,944,235 
Passengers Carried (7ota1).................. ... ... .••... 547,100,416 563,198,610 

Revenue.............................................. 426,695,612 440,929,961 
Revenue lransfer.................... .... ... ........... 8,964,738 8,840,769 
Free lransfer............. ... ......•.... ........•...• 108,524,448 110,657,084 
Fr e e ..•••••••••••••••• ,. ............ 0 " ... " .... " •• " .. • • • .. • • .. • 2 , 91 5 , 618 2 , 7? 0 , ? 96 

Miles of Street or Highway 'l'raversed.. .•. .......... ...•• 4,415.91 4,213.60 
Buses Owned or Leased........................... ..•••.•• 5,171. 5,122 
Buses in DailY Operation................ .......... ....•. 4,125 . 4,081-

2.~9 
2.-12 
4.58 
4.49 

(D) 2.86 
(D) 3.23 

1.40 
(D) 1. 93 

5.23 
4.80 
O.9~ 

1. 08 

(*)Note: Only 63 companies of these 123 companies reported taxes. 'lhe comparative statement of 

(a)120 
(b)120 

these 63 companies including taxes is as follows: 

Bus 0perating Revenue ....•..........•...•..•. 
Bus Operating Expense(Inc1.Retirement ~xp. ) .. 

Net Revenue ..........................•.... 
7 axe s w " •• ~ .................. " ........... fT ..... " " " " •• " 

Operating Income ......................... . 
---000---

companies operating 166,351,229 revenue bus miles 
" /I 158,179,745 iI 

II 

1932 
$ 19,811;.'397 

17,947,059 
$--1:"846-;3'38 

1,688,8158 
l----I75,"47o 

and 168,180,579 total bus miles 
II 160)080,828 11 11 11 

% Inc. or 
illL~§.s._ 
(D) 9.80 
(:::;) 10.0? 
(D) 8.12 

4.16 
(D) 54.82 
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7~RLE III (Cont'd) 

- ::]I'lY J--,IN~S -
D~RIVH~D R,\L'IO') \~11)jOJ\[P\R'\lT'irg; UNI'l FIGURTiiS 

S \:L -q:l\J:) fI.. 11. YE '\ R S 19 32 '\ ND 1 9 31 
( 123 C mITF'.I\. NIE''3 ) 

==============--==--======--====--==============--========--============--=---==;:i,7==== 
1932 1931 ~ Inc. or 

.. . ' (D) Dec. ------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
Operating Ratio (Per cent) •.•.•...•••.•.••....•..• ~ •.••• 
7axes i~ Per cent of RevenueOQ .•.••••.•••.•• ~ ••.••.••••• 

00eratin~ Revenue: 
Pe r bll. S mi 1 e ....................... co ........ 0 .. 0 ........ G .. ~ • 0 .......... 0 .... .. 

l:er revenue passerlger ...... 0 ...... " 0 (.. 0 ......... ~ .. 0 ...... 0 ••••• 

~er total passenger •••• ; •••••••...•••.••.••• ~ .•••••.• 
~er mile of street or highNay traiersed •... ~ •.•.•••• ~ 

Operating ~xpense. 
1:' e r . DUS rni 1 e •••.••••••••••.••••••••••.•••••••••••.••• 
ler revenue Passenger ••••..•••..•••..........•••.•••• 
Per total Passenger ••••••••••••••••••••••. ~ ••.••...• ~ 
Per mile of street aT hir;h-tmy tra'v'ersed •.•••••••..••• 

'lotal Bus Miles Operated~ 
Per bus O'lll1ed or leased •••••••••.•••...•.•...•••••••• 
:Pe r bus hour •••••••••••••.••.•••.• 0 • 0 •• 0 ••••••••• 0 ••• 

:Fer mile of street or highway traversed •••••••••••••• 

Bevenue Passengers: 
I)er bU$ mile._ ••••• ., •••• ., •••••.•• ., •••••••••••••••••••• 
Per bus owned or leased ...•......•••••.••..••••.••••• 
I'er mile of street or high~Tay traversed •......•.•.•. ! 

Ratio: j:'ransfer P'18 s enge rs to Reve'~ne 

(a)Reported by 63 companies 
(O)Re~orted by 120 companies 

,. +) .Jen,_ 

93.53% 
(a) 8.5210 

20.5l¢ 
8.33rt 
6.,50¢ 

~ 8 9 054 ~ 

19.18,12' 
7.807' 
6.08¢ 

,~ 79 532 

33~53l 
(b) 10.82 

:~g, ;:>1')5 

?46 
82,517 
91),627 

?7.53% 

92.72% 0.87 
(a) 7.38% 15.45 

23.20¢ (j) ~ 11.60 
8.73¢ (D 4.58 
6.847' (D) 4.97 

:~ 9,137 (D) 11.85 ,ill 

21.5l¢ (D) 10.83 
8.10,12' (~ ) ·3.70 
6.34¢ (D) 4.10 

1 8 9 472 (D) 11.10 ,. 

32,398 3.49 
(b) 10.54 2.66 

39,383 (;) ) 0.30 

2.66 (D) 7.52 
8'-3,086 (D) 4.15 

104,644 (D) 7.66 

27.10ib 1. 59 
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7\BLE IV 

- IlT7"B;RURB\N LINES -
COMBINED OPERf\. ':lING REPOR7~3 OF BUS COMPHHES o PER \.7ING IlJ7~RURB\N LIN~c) ~X.CLUS IV'81,Y 

::;~lL~lm.,\R Y~AJ.qS 1932 AND 1931 
(19 ~mlIT)l\'NI~S) 

1932 
----PESUL7S 6F-oPER\7IONS------------------------------------------

Bus Operating Revenue •••.••.•..••..••....•.•. _ ..•••.••• ~ ~ 1,902,657 
Bus Operating Expense(Inc1.Retirement Exp. ) ••....••• ~ •••. 1,951,089 

Net Revenue (*) .•••..•••.••..•••••••••••.••••••••••••• (Def. ) 5-18,432 

MISCELL,\NEOUS :3 J'A 7IS7ICS 
Re-renue Bus Hours ~ :-:-:-:-:-:-::-:- ..•. , •••••• 0 •• D •• " •••• e ••• _ • ,. • ~ a ) 
1:' 0 ta 1 Bus H 0 U rs .. D •••• 0 • " 0 Go " 0 • • • " , • • • • v • " • • •• ,. • " ••• " • • • • ~ a ) 
Revenue Bus lVIiles ..•.••...• DO" " " ...... " •••••••••••• " •••••• 

70tal Bus 1~iles .• o ••• C1 •••• 6 •••••••••••••• CI.o •••••••••••• 

Passengers Carried (rotal)." .. " ... 0 0 " • 0 " 0 .. 0 • ol' D •• 0" ...... . 

R·evenue ... D. CI •• " • " • 0 0 ... 0 • " •••• ~ •• 0 .... fI t! or ....... " " a ..... " • 

Rev e n ue 7 r 8 .. n sf e r. 0 • " ...... ., • • • .. • .. " • • Q -e .. 0 CI ......... '" ••• " " 

Free rransfer .. 0- 0 .... 0 " " 0 " 0- •••• " 0 .., • <> " 0. " ... " ........ 0 ..... . 

Fre e .............. -. til ............... a .. ., 0 • <0 ............. .- .................. .. 

IVliles of Street or high\r;;ay 7raversed ............... •••••• 
Buses Owned or Leased •.••••.•.••••••••••••••••••..•••••• 
BtlSes in Daily Oper~tion •• o ••••••••••••••••••.•••••••••••• o 

583,215 
583,378 

10,975,974 
11,070,052 
9,681,518 
9,531,l110 

13,810 
105,~320 
30,948 

1,816.04 
281 
2'04 

1931 

~ 2,232,321 
2,091,675 

5 110,646 

(b) 631,0';5 
(b) - 632,052 

11,166,217 
11,269,630 
10,194,959 
10,035,294 

. 5,589 
1:20,223 

33,853 
1,837.19 

296 
219 

~ Inc. or 
(D) Dec. 

(D) 14.77 
(D) 1).72 

(D) 
(D) 
(:9 ) 
(D) 

7.57 
7.70 
1. 70 
1.77 

(D) 5.01 
(D) 5.02 

147.63 
(D) 12.40 
(D) 8.58 
(:9) 1.15 
(D) 5.07 
(:J) 6.85 

(*)Note: Only 12 companies of these 19 compani~s reported taxes. lhe comparative statement of 
these 12 companies including taxes is as follows; 

1932 
Bus Operating Revenue •.•..•.•.........•••.... ~ 1,206;863 
Bus Operating Expense(Inc1.Retirement ~xp.).. 1,215,475 

( -:;::~-;;;---c.--Net Revenue •....•••..•.....••.•.•.••.•.... De~.) ~ 8,~12 

7 axe s ....... <0 ... e .... CI • 0 •••• ~ GIS ...... 0 0 • 0' ., .. ... • • • • • • • 2 0 0 ,I? 3 
OperatinlZ Income ••••••••••••.••••.•••••••• (Uef.)t208?785 

---000---

1931 
$ 1,592,271 

1,474~980 
3 117,291 

205 9 092 
( D e f • ) :$ 87, 8 01 

(a)15 companies operating 9,193,141 revenue bus Iniles and 9,260,015 total bus miles 
( b h 5 It Il 9,638,573 ,I it ,I 9

9
7 c11,981 fl ,I " 

(Def.) - Deficit 

~& Inc. or 
(:0) Dec. 
DS") 24.20 
(D) 17.59 

(Tl) 2.40 
137.79 
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PAR'l I 

'li\.3LE V 

- CmmPT"I.'lIOH CI7Y-\~TD DJ7ERUS.3\N LI:m,:; -
CQi'JIBTHSD OF;~Rr\7LTG I1EPOR'lS 01" BU3 COIvIP:'\NIE3 OP;BR\7ING BOriH ;~I7Y\.I'TD IN"L'EI1URiY\.N LINES 

:;·f\.LE1'ill'\R YB\R~) 1932 '\~TD1931 

(17 ':;0~jrp'\J'nE3) 

----pBsf~7'3-0~-oPBR\?I03S---------------------

1:31)8 O-oeTa:t inE"2even'li'e:-:: ... 0 ....... 0) .- •••••••• or ... O. II •••••••• 

Bus O~eratini ~xpense (Incl. ~~tir~ment ~yp.) .......... . 
-r:Tet Reveni_le (*) •......••..•.••... e ......... ~ ••• C> •••••• 

~v;:ISC:SLJ-,\TJEOTJS S":'\l'I':;l'IC~3 _. 

1932 

~ 33.,058,472 
'29,853,986 "1t"---------~ 3,204,486 

Pe\rentl8 BusHo~lrs:::~~:-:-:-:-~. 0 ••••••• 0 •• 0 ••• II •• ~ II •••••.••• ~ ••• _ (a) .12,.01.9,964 
70tal Bus nOllrs ~ ••••• 4 •••• C •••• 0 ••• 0 •••••• ~ •• •••.•• a._ ••••• (8.) 12,038,788 
Revenue Bus ]/Iiles ..... ·o ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 146,744,916 
'lotal Bus Kiles......................................... 117,326,311 
Passengers Cq,rried frotal) .••• 0." •••••••••••••••• , •••.•••.. 151,'7.88,765 

rtevenueOf> ................................... ............... D. ~ 

Revenue 7ra:rlsfer. a ... " ....................... • a._ •• D •••••• 

..J...Cl'ree 7ral1Sfer ................... D •••• e ....................... . 

Fre e ................................................ " ..• 
Lciles of 3tr2et or High''iay 'i'raversed .•....•••.••..••••.• 
Buses Owned or Leased •..••••••••••.•.•••..•.•••••.•.•.•• 
Buses in D~ily Operation ••••••••••••••.•.•.••••••••••.•• 

131,152,525 
.3,.128,315 

1:3,885,501 
3,522,424 

:',585.85 
4,528 
3,588 

1931 

". 37,745,404 " 

33,')77,594 
-:;----;1';367 , 31O 

( b) 12,600,447 
( b) 12,G17,596 

152,086,542 
152,86~,621 
182,025,607 
'1 6 ° , 424 , 589 

3,395,670 
13,479,650 

4,725,698 
6,784.65 

4,577 
3,409 

------
0; Inc. or ;0 

(J) Dec. 

(D ) 12.42 
(D) 10.56 
(=> ) 26.63 

( i) ) 4.61 
(D) 4.59 
(D) 3.51 
(D) 3.62 
(D) 5.65 
~ D) 5.71 
\D) 7.8'7 

3.01 
(D) 23.35 
(D) 2.93 
(D) 1._07 

5.25 

(*)Note; Only 21 companies of these 47 companies reported taxes. 7he comp~r~tive st~tement of 
these 21 companies including taxes is as fol1o~s; 

(a)41 
(b) 41 

Bus Opera ting hevenue •.•.•.•......•........•• 
Bus Opeiatin~ Exuense(Incl.Retirement Bxp.) .. 

}Jet Revenue. co •••••• ., •••••••••••••••••••••• 

r?_.xe s .. '" . co ... '" • "" ................................. D ......... . 

0pe~2tin~ I~co~e •.•......................• 
---000--­

1932 
~_ 9, 751 ,048 

8,796,718 
J---951 1 330 

882,287 
-:;:---72-;043 

companies oner?tinq 1~7,501,230 revenue bus miles and 141,707,799 
I' ,I 137,91'32,817 j\ ,\ II "142,356,802 

1931 
$ 10 1 097-;170 

8,997,761 "'1:"------
.~ 1 , 099 , 409 

835,653 
¢---?S3~56 

total bus miles 
" It 

% Inc. or 
(D) Dec. 
TnT 3.43 
(D) 2.23 
(.D) 13.20 

5.58 
(D) 72.69 
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PL\.Rl' II 

---000---

Note: l'his data given in this part of the bulletin has been confined t6 ;thos~ com­
paniesoperating either city lines exclusively or interurban·lines ·exclusively and whose 
detail .of operating expenses has been reported complete for t"NO full years.· Of the 123 
city companies and the 19 interurban companies included in Part I some have had to be 
excluded because tlleir classification of expenses did not conform in all "respects to 
that used in this table; others have been excluded because they omitted charges to cer­
tain accounts, in some cases because under joint operation they could not segre"gate the 
bus portion of these charges from the railway portion. 
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TABLE VI 

DETAILED S~UDY OF OPERATING EXFENSES 
OF CITY LINES 

C/\.LENDAR YE/,RS 1932 AND 1931 
(48 COMPANIES) 

=====_igQt£~In~lY~~~Qg~~£~g~~I~~£Lting ~Qill~~~~_d~~i~=Qf=~~~~~~~~=tgf=tEg=tM~!_~g~~~======--== 

t 'POT r·L II P'''R BU" 1,rI T H' I ... .I"'. Jl ,-" • J •. ~ .LJl2J 

~-----------I-----------r?--------II-----------T---------'-7--------I ! 1./0 Inc. a r II I I /c_ Inc. c r --------______________________ + ____ !~~~ ___ }_---!~!?!----i-.LQ.l_.J2~~~#---!2.~~----+---!2!?l--,-.l~1--:Q'=-2 ... 
~~~b!:.~_Q:[_2E:!Q8:21!2~ I I I II I I '" 

B C -:> 8t· R I :~ 17 085 ;" 73 B' 9 <A 68 2 '. 1 I (D) 12 r .. , II 19. Qb- rI I 23 l r
;1 ,Cu ) us Ipt:..r, Ing evenue .••.........•. ",., ,"1 f'.L,1o , <± I ·:G"±1f U fJ I .:G)V,. 1/;,.10 

Bus Operating Expen~e.o····~·······l _1~L722L~i! ~!~Li!~L~!2 I (D) 9. 17 11 !~~~~ I ~!~~2_ I (D) 11.11 
(Inc1.RetIrement .b;Xy:.) I I I " , , 

Net Revenue ••.• o· .. ·· ..... · ..... 1 ,$ 358,232 ,:; 1,051,42(~ 1 (D) 65. 93 11 O.~2~ I 1.25~ 1 (D) 66.10 
I I , " I 1 

1nSC~LLANEOUS SrATISTICS' I 1 II I I 
-------------- 1 1 I II I 

Revenue Bus.Miles ••••••.••••..••••. , 85,0,18,024 183,202,482 I 2.221, I 
Total Bus MIles .••.•••••••••••••••• 86,046,247 184,19·1,131 1 2.2011 1 
Passengers carried (Total) .••. ' .•••• ,229,583.,989 ~51,599,950 I (D) 8.7511 2.67 2.99 I (D) 10.70 

Revenue ......................... , 18'7,412,606 f05~398'119l : (D) 8.7611 2.18 2.44 I (D) 10.66 
Revenue Transfer ................ 1 4,912,261 I 5,995,191 r (D) 18.061' 0.06 0.07 I (D) 1'1.29 
Free TrC'lnsfer .......••..••....•• 1 35,803,035 138,702,845 1 (D) 7.'±911 0.12 0.46 I (D) 8.70 

'.' Free···························.·I' 1,456,087 I 1,503,723ICD) 3.1711 0.01 0.02 I (D) 0.50 
l'b L:;s o·f st reet .. or H I way Travers8d 2.083.33 I 2,0[12.78 I L 9811 1 
Buses Owned or Leased •••••••••••••• , 2, L195 1 2,480 , 0.6011 I 
Buses in Daily Operation •••••.••••• 1 1,918 I 1,921 I (D) 0.1611 I 

I 1 1 II I 

;Q~~!~~~-RA !!Q S : I at: h II I 
OperatIng RatIO fpercent} .......... 1 97.90%, 94.59/0' 3.:)0" , 
Percent of Revenue Expended for: I I I II I 

Retirement Expense .............. 1 14.51%/ 13.10%1 10.7611 , 
Maintenance Exuense (Tota1) ..••• 1 33.45%1 32.06%1 4.3'111 I 
Transportation Expense (rotal) .• 1 34.33%1 33.28%1 3.1611 : 

, Injuries & Damages .............. , 4.23%1 4,78%1 (D) 11.5111 ' 
Average Cost per Bu~; Owned fO'r: 1 I 1 II 

M~int.of Plant & Equip'11ent (TOL:)'~ 2,290 I ~ 2,517 lID) 9.~211 
TIres and Tubes ................. 1 ,~ 259 I ~ 291 1 D) 11. 'JC 1\ 
Maint.of Bus Bodies & Chassis ..• 1 ~ 836 I:,:; 953 " D) 12.2811 

R"tio: Transfer passengers to I 0,11, cr1 ( ) II 
Revenue Passenge rs{ Pe ree nt ) 21. 72/v1 21.76/0 I DO. 18 II , I 1 , 1\ 

I , I If 
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TABLB VI (Cont'd) 

DET/.IUD STUDY OJ;' OPEHATING EXPENSES 
OF CIry LINES 

CI.LEN1)AR YEARS 1932 AIm 1931 
(48 COMPANIES) 

=====================--=====--==--== 1======================--===--===--===,,=========--======================= 

i-----------T----1DIAL--1-% i;~--. ~;f::---------r--E~~~US-TI~In~~-~;-
---BUS-OPERATING-EXI'ENSES---------+----19~~---t----~~~~---1-i]--) _~~~1r ___ 19~~_~ ___ ~93~ __ t-lyl-~~hi-

-------------------- I I , II , , 

lViAINT.OF PLANT & EQUIP.-T01'AL ••••• I,:~ 5,'714.2991~ 6,241,0561 (D) 8.4411 6.641 I '7.411 I 
Haint.of Bus Bodies 8: Chm;sis .• ! 2,086,8541 2,364,1111 (D) 11.'7311 2.43 1 2.81 I 
i' i r ~ s an d Tub e s. . • • • . • • • • . . . • • • I 6 4 5 , '7 29 1 '( 21 9 3 52 , (D) 1 0 • 48 II 0 • '7 5 I' ° . 8 5 I 

( D) 10,39 
(D) 13.52 
( D) 11. 77 

Retlrement Expense: , , ,II , 
(a) Fuses .•••.•.•••••.•..... 1 2,246,9481 2,266,8221 (D) 0.881/ 2.61 1 2.69 I (il) 
(b) Other J'roperty ••.•.•.••• 1 231,3321 224,4301 (D) 18.6'711 0.27 I 0.34 1 (JJ) 

All other M2int. Expenses .•.•.• 1 503,4361 604,3411 (D) 16.7011 0.58, 0.72 I (Il) 

OrEH.ArrTG GARAGB EXPElJSB-TOTAL .•.• !; ,),010,252L.ii 3,16,3,3231 (D) 4.84!1 3.50,c I 3.'7611 (D) 
Fuel.for Revenue Vehicles.~ •••• 1 1,666,145' 1,6.5'7,39~ 1 0.50

1
'\1 1.94 I 1.97 I (D) 

JJubrlcants for Revenue Vel1.lcles\ 234,469 274,846\ (D) 14.69 0.27 I 0.33 I (D) 
.... I () 11' 1 '() Ol"her Garpge Expenses ••••••...• \ 1,109,637 1,230,579 l D 9.8311 1.29 I 1.46 1 D 

I I II I 1 

rRANS~ORTATION - TOTAL •..••.....•• 1$ 5,806,269 :w 6,479,2331 (D) 9.46/1 6.821 I '7.'701 I (D) 
Drivers,Cond.,Helpers,etc •••••• ! 5,009,000 5,4'70,9181 (D) 8.4411 5.82 I 6.50 I (D) 
1.11 Other Transp.Expenses ••••.• 1 85'7,269 1,008, 315 1 (D) 14. 98 11 1.00 I 1.20 I (D) 

2.97 
20.59 
19.46 

6.92 
1.52 

16.18 
11.64 

11.43 
10.46 
16~67 

\ , ,1\ \ I 
TRAf<'FIC PRm.WTION - TOTAl_, .••••••• I,jp 73,5291·k 81, 735 1 (D) 10. 04 11 0.081 1 0.091 1 (D) 11.11 

I 1 1 II 1 1 
AmHlTISTRATIVE &: GEN-'L EXF'.-TOThL'I~ 2,062,8921'~ 2,451,470 I (D) 15.8511 2.401 I 2.91¢ 1 (D) 

A . .Adminis trHti ve Expenses-Total I '746,2451 806, '764 1 (1)) '7.50 I, 0.8'7 \ 0.96 I (Dj 
B.Other Gener21 Expenses-Total 1 1,316,647 1 1,64 4,7061 (D) 19.95/1 1.53 I 1.95 I (D 

1'7.53 
9.38 

21. 54 
24.33 Injuries and Damages ••••...• 1 723,3001 931,4891 (D) 22.3511 0.e4 1 1.11 I (D 

Insurance •.•••••••....••...• 1 139,6601 165,0511 (D) 15.3811 0.16 1 0.19 I 'n) 15.79 
All other Gen t l -s:;xp ••••.•.•• 1 453,88'71 548,1661 (D) 1'7.2011 0.53 \ 0.65 I (D) 18.46 

TOTAL BUS OI)~RATING EXPEN3ES •••••• 1~16,72'7,241!)IS,416,317! (D) 9. 18 /1 19.4fxl I 2l.87¢ 1 (D) 1l.11 
(InclReti rement Exp.) I I I ,I I 1 
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DETAILED STUDY OF O?ERATING EXPENSES 
OF INTE3.URBAN LnTES 

Cl~L::I;NDAR YE!"R3 1932 AND 1931 
(12 COM.PANIBS) 

======~~~~clll~tt§=Qg~~-~£~~g~~=~~~£~bgg=~Q~~~~~=~~~~b±:OL=~H~~~~~=tQ~=±~~=tg11=*~s£~1========= 

I mo,-" 'L!l P"R ~Jr.'IL' . t------------r---~-~~----r%-Ir:c-. -or ~-----------i--=-~--=-P-~9. -~l-l~~I~~~·:-;; 
______________________________ ..:_~----l:2. ~~ ____ I_--l:2.;2.l:---~~LQ1--J2~~~~---!2.~g----I----19:::' 1 __ +_i111 __ 1l~C_ 

R3~)ULI'S OF OI'.J;RI~TION I I I II" I 1 
Bus-Operati"ng-:R"evenue:-::- •.••..•.... 001:;) 1,518,480 I~ 1,658,211 1(::0) 8. 43 11 18.39,e' i 20.55¢ 1 (l-,) 10.51 
Bus Operating Expense •••••• • ...... ·I __ h.~~i.Jo,!~~ l-1.1.58§..!.~05 ltD) 2.0211 !§~~5L I 12..!.22_ I (D) 11.27 

(Incl.Ret.iremcnt Exr~.) I. r I "'" ,I 
Net ~evenue ••.•••..•.• · •••..••..• IU~\ef.)~35,672 ~ 72,006 I .- LDef.)O.43,e' I o.s:;¢' I 

I , , \I I I' 

MISCELI.J\NB~~~_ST~TI~IIC§. I I I !I ! ! 
Revenue Bus 1:Il1es •••••••••••••••••• 1 8,2!d,927 I 8,04'7!,580 I 2.41,i , , 
Total Bus Miles •••••••••••••••••••• 1 8 9 :253,386 I 8 1 ()15C,82'i I 2. 37 11 I I 
passengers Carried (Total) ••••••••• ! 8,172,812 I 8,250,988 I (D) 0.9511 0.99 1.02 I (D) 2.9.s, 

Revenue •••••••••••••••••••••• ~ •• l 8~O(h4,O~7 I 8,120,35:) I (D) 0.9 /11! 0.97 1.Q1 I (D) 3.96 
Revenue Transfer •••••• • ••• • •• ··.1 1.3,84J I 5,5['.9 I 147. 63ill I 
Free Transfer ••••••••••••••••••• j 86,058 ~ 93,54", I (~{ 8e·2~1!1 0.01 C.OJ,. I 

. F re e. • • . . . • . . . . . • . . . . . . . . _ . . . . . ., 88, 8: 7 1 3 1. 5 0 'J, I (," _ • :) G I . - , 
Miles of Street or H'v;ay TrEv:;r,:ed. r 1,456.7? I 1,·1fl"?E5 I (D) . 2.0~tl ' 
Buses Owned or Leased •••••••.•••••• 1 198 I 213 I (D) ? • 0411 I 
Buses in Daily Operation •••••••.•.• 1, 15 L1 I 164 I (D) 6.101i I 

, 'II I 

Q~~lVE~2~~IOS ) I r::)' 011 .~ II I 
OperatIng Ra tl0\rercent) •••..••••• 1 102.3J/ol 95.66/01 0.99" , 
Percent of Revenue ~xpe'1der1 for! I .1 I II I 

Retirement Exf.en~:s •• ~ •.•......•• l 15.28~bl 11.55%1 5.021'1' 1 
Maintenance Expense (Total)..:,.1 31.20%1 31.51%1 (D) 0.901. I 
Transportation Exnense (Tota1) .• 1 36.51%i 3j.22~'cl 9.:1911 I 
Injuries & Damages •.••..•.•••••• 1 3.76%1 ,3098~~1 (D) 5.5311 ! 

Ave~raf!;e Cost per Bus Ov.r~ed for: I ! I ... II 
lJ[alnt.of Plf'.nt & EQuIpment (rot. i,) 2,623 f~ 2,687 I (D) ~.38p 

_ Tires and Tubes ••••••••.••••. _. '11 ,; 310 j?, 35?' D) IJ .g31i 
lItr ° t f B B dO & Ch' , 069 ' ")0 I D') ., 0,11 lVl. a 1 n • 0 us. ole s ass 1 S. • -,:w -' I'; ..L , • J _.' 1.1:, ~ .-., 

Ratio: Transfer Passengers to I J .J !i 
Beve'1us passcngers(Parccnt)~ 1.24~ 1.22~ 1.6~1 
- I. II 
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TABLE VII (Cont'd) 

DIET AILb'D STUDY OF OI'EHArING EXl? [£NSE~ 
OF INT ERURBAN :LINB~ 

CALENDAR Y2;ARS 1932 AND 1931 
(12 COMPANIES) 

===================================F==================================~================================ 

~-----------r----tQt~~--~~-------l!I---------~~~~-~~~J~~~~-~--------
I I ,loIne.or l ' ,ioInc • or 

-------------------------------t---- ~ 93 2 _~----l.~~~---~-lJ2l--~~~· __ !. 93 ?. ___ ~----l.~~~-t-L~L--12~~~. 
BUd OP.8RAI'ING .l£Xl'Ji:NSl!;S I , 1 II I 1 
---------------------- 1 I , II , I 

MAINf.OF PLAl'H & EQ.UIP,-rOTAL .••.• I··~ 519,338\,~ 572,236: (D) 9.241', 6.29¢ 1 7.09'1 I 
Iv~aint.of Bus Bodies & Ch('lssis .. I 191,9401 217,0631 (D) 11.571, 2.32 I 2.69 II 

Tires and Tubes •............... , 61,4061 74,9261 (D) 18.0411 0.74 , 0.93 

( D) } 1. 28 
(D) 13.75 
(D) 20.43 

Retirement Expense ~ I I I II 1 I 
(a) Buses ..•.•.......••..... I 231,694\ 240,7961 (D) 3.7811 2.81 : 2.99 I (D) 6.02 
( b) Other Property .......... , 4031 396 I 1.771' ' , 

1\11 Other lJIr:int.Expenses ....... \ 33,8951 39,0551 (D) 13.21,1 0.41 I 0.48 I (D) 14.59 
I I 1 " , I 
I;~ 224, 702 1 '$ 236, 096 1 (DD.) 4. 83 11 2.72¢ I 2.93¢ I (DIll 7.17 
, 143,754, 145,892, ( ) 1.4711 1.74 , 1.tH, ( ) 3.87 

O.PERATING GARAGE J;:;X:tEN~)E-TOT.~\L .•.. 
Fuel for Revenue Vehicles ..... . 
Lubric 2 nts for Revenue Vehicles I 21,68 6 1 20,7131 4.7011 0.26 I 0.26 I 
o the r G i' r::j g e ltx pen s e s. . . . . . . . .. I 59 , 2621 69 , 4 9 1 I (D) 14. 721,' ° . 7 2 I O. 86 I (D) 16 . 28 

A A ' ... I "' I I ' , ( ) TRNS}'ORT TION - TOTAL .••.....•..• I':;> 554, 914 1:tl 550,794, 0.75t\6.72¢ I 6.831 I D 
:Jrivers,Cond. ,He1pers,etc ...... I 346,'719, 403,928, (D) 14.1611 4.20 I 5.01' (D) 
All Other TrC1nsp.Expenses ...•.. I 208,l Q 51 146, 866 1 41.7611 2.52, I 1.82 I 

1. 61 
16.17 
38.46 

I I I 1\ , ! 
TRAFFIC PROMOTION - TOTAL ••...••.• I:) 26,0841:,? 30,633, (D) 14.8511 0.32¢ \' 0.38¢ II (D) 15.79 

I I I II 
A.DMnnSTRATIVE & GEN'L EXP. -TOTAL. 

A.AdministrRtive Expenses-Total 
B.Other General Expenses-Total. 

\
1 $ 229,1141Ji 196,446, 16.6311 2.77¢ I 2.43¢ I 

93,9861 76,729, 22.4911 1.14 I 0.95' 
I 135,1281 119,717\ 12.8711 '1.63 1 1.48 I 

Injuries ~md D<'1ma ges ........ I 57,1211 66,0581 (D) 13.53/1 0.69 : 0.82 I (D) 
Insurance .•..•.••.•••....••. I 12,9111 15,5421 (D) 16.93'/ 0.15 , 0.19 I (D) 
All Other Gen'l Exp •.•...... I 65,0961 38,117 I 70.78'1' 0.79 I 0.47 I 

13.99 
20.00 
10.14 
15.85 
21. 05 
61. 70 

I' I" 
1:0T\1; BUS OL.8RArli~G ~v.P-ENS1~~; •••••• ',ij) 1,554,1521 ~ 1,586,2C51 (D) 2.021, 18.82¢ I 19.66/ I (D) 1.27 

(Incl. Hetirement Exp.) 1 I· I II 1 I 
1 , I II , I 
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FA.R? III 

CAL::;:;ND-\R 'fEARS 1932 .\ND 1931 
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(~o~tinued on next D~ge) 
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pART III TABLE VIII - SUl.:TI'iIARY OF RETIREMENT PJvfES ADOl'TED BY 189 BUS U:m0ltTAKINGS (Cont'd) 

CALENDAR YEAH 1932 
==--=========================~~=============i- N~:of comp;ni~~-R~P~;ti~g=E;~h R;t;-Di~id~d-h~co;di~g-t~ 

Method U sed 1 __ !2£_JiS2-=-.-2f_Y~§:IlLlh~.Y_H C1~~_B e~Q_QJ2§.r[~!.!,Qg_MQ~Q£_J2.~~.s:s __ 
I Unde~ I 2 ;0 4 I 4 ~o 6 I 6:0 8 lOver C' I Total 

--------~~rc£ntag~=Qf=QQ~}=~~§I~-----------I--~-y£~-=--r-yr~--. --i--y!~-=----t--y!~-=----t--~YI~~-r---------
2% per month " I I I 2 I 2 
1/12 of 25/~ per month I I 1 I I I I 1 

12~% annually I I : I : 2 i :2 
14;;' " I I I I 2 I 2 

10 I I I I I 
14 2/7% " I I I 1 I 5 I 6 
15% 1\ I 1 1 I 2 I I 4 I 8 
ISt% II I 1 I I I I 1 
16 2/3% •• I 1 I I 1 I 1 I 3 

, I I I I I 
17% " I I 1 I 1 
20% ,. I 1 I I 8 I 6 \' 15 
') 501 II 2 I ] I 5 I 3 11 
'-' /) I I I I I 
33 1/3% 11 . I I I 1 I I 1 
40% 1st yr.-30% 2nd yr.-20% 3rd vr. ,' ________ -L ____ ! ___ +-' ________ l ________ ~ _________ 1_1 ____ 1 ___ _ 
TOT/.L-PERCENTAGE OJ:<' COST BASIS 1 I 8 .) I 16 I 26 54 
========--================================~=f=========F========t=--=======t=========f======---=r========= 

~1.~~£.!l~~e o~~ I I I, I 1 ,I I 
4 year life I I I I 1 
S 11 \I I I , I 1 I 4 I 5 
6 II II I I 1 I I 2 I 3 
7 II 11 I I I I I 1 I 1 

8 " " I I \ I I 2 I 2 
]_ 0 ,I .1 I I , , ,<) I ~ 

I , I I I t... I -
$20 per month ,,, I 1 I 1 
$ 4 0 l' " I I : I : 1 I 1 
~1, 142 per month 'I 1 I I I I I 1 
~l, 200 per year I I 1 I I I 1 
J 18 , 0 () 0.1 ,\ I I til I I 1 
250,000 miles I ________ ~ ________ l _________ l ___ ~ ____ ~ ________ ~----l----
TOrAL~11I~Q~~~_~~£~~===.=====================l=====1==db========~=====~===L====~===~====~~==~===~Q_=== ------------ -- r 1 I I I I ~~JIl~:~~Y. " I I I I 
No.of cos.report~ng method u~;ed .......... I ::2 I 14 I 10 I :58 I 7'f I ]38 
No.of cos.report1ng ret1rement expeof:e 1n I , I I I I 

opr.exp. but not method used .........• 'I l I 2 I 9 I Ie I 21 
No. of coP. not providing for reti remen t .. , 1-----~--_l----rg-_-I----IO-_-~-_16----+-----22---l---53r-)-___________________ ~B~~~_TOrAL _____________ ~ ____ ~ __ ~ _____ ---_l ____ ~~ ___ L __ ~~ ____ L ___ LQ~ ___ ~ __ ~l~~ __ 
\*j~-numDer_or~companles-renortea-more-~nn-one-r~te~~-GUmm2ry-or~he-rates-repor~8d-bY-tfiese-com~-

pan1 e s 1 S 8:1 ven on the next llae;e. 
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C U-,END'\.R Y~.\R -- 1932 

1 Jo. - 2.001 (City) and 2.501 (Interurb~n~ DeT bus mile. 

1 Co. - 2.001 (3 Months) and ~_OO¢ (9 ~onths) rer bus mile. 
1 Co, 
1 ·~o D 

- ') 00'" (T;o~'ds \ ~Vlr< ~ O()f i ."t"'oY's) D,~'" b"~ 'TIl" ':> . __ • I·, --L ..L' I --: .... ..:-J.\~_ .t. lVJ-- 'J .... .1J..' __ J... • CJ... ',l.j " .1' ......... 

- 5.00,z' (40 pass.7"lins) and 1.00'2 (Others) per bus:nile. 
1 (j 0 e - 3.50¢, ?OO~ and 10.00~ per bus mile. 
1 Co. -L - 25~ and 33 1/3% of cost annually. 

1 Co. - 1.00t (cleo GE) 2.00/ (Yello~ Coach ~V)9 ~.25t 
(.~bevrolet) 3.002' (o/hite) and 5.00,l (3::;'~;'3ol-Reo .. -) 
per bus mile.~20 per mont:n (Dod,i2 ->ed::l.11) and 'AO per 
month (i'ackard). 

1 '00. - 1.511 (Single deck) and 2.10t (Double dec~) per bus mile. 
- 1.70/ (Frei~ht) and 1.961 (fassenger) per bus mile. 
- ').00;:! (2 1.~ont":s) and 4.001' (10 "onth'"J) [:ler bus mile. 

1 Co. 
1 Co. 
I Co. - 3.00¢ (27 Buses) and 5.00¢ (3 Buses) per bus mile. 
1 Co. - 3.17~ (Sin~le deck) and 4.561 (Double deck) per bus mile. 
1 Co. - 14 2/7% (7wins) and 16 2/3% (Others) of cost annually. 
1 ·~o D - 20% and 25% of cost atinually. 
1 Co. - 5 year qnd ? year life. 
1 Co. - 8 year and 10 year life. 
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L'ABLlE IX - NmvIB1~H ,\.ND <3Ef,L'ING C/~P;'CI7Y OF BUS~~~) Q1VN1W OR L:i;\.3~Dl3Y r~LECL'RIC R\!L'OSS 
183 BU<; UNDERL'\KINGS O¥NING OR J.J;£UING 9,635 BUS1~3 - ';\Li~1'mI\R YEAR 1932 

\rranged According to 3eating Capacities VJith Capacity Havin!2: Greatest Humber of Buses First 

l~e~ting-c~E~~i!YINu~~~r of-B;~~~l~~~b;I_~f=Q£~P;~l~* 
29 2,596 110 

\ Sea t .!~g-C~E~£it~IJ'J~be r ~f-B~;;; ~N~be r -~fC~~P;;-~ 
60 57 1 

21 1,196 121 61 55 1 
31 915 13 19 40 9 
25 '751 72 56 27 1 
32 473 8 22 21 4 
10 152 28 69 18 2 
33 428 20 66 15 1 
27 318 21 18 14 7 
38 313 13 41 14 3 
37 211 14 63 13 1 
71 214 2 34 11 2 
39 192 10 44 11 1 
23 156 25 55 11 1 
28 139 12 7 10 '7 
15 132 5 70 10 1 
20 121 23 14 6 3 
36 96 5 42 5 1 
16 89 13 12 4 3 
30 80 8 13 3 1 
17 70 22 10 2 1 
24 68 13 46 2 1 
35 63 6 59 2 1 
67 62 2 4 1 1 
58 59 1 611 
26 58 12 

L'hese 183 Bus Undertakings O'Nn or lease 9,635 Buses with a total capacity of 296,470 seats or an 
average of 30.77 seats per bus. 
119 City Companies own or lease 4,972 Buses with a total capacity of 158,270 seats or an average of 
31~83 seats per bus. 
19 Interurban Compani es o"m 0 r leas e 2'79 Buses "Ii th a total ca !Jac i ty of 7,987 seq, ts or an average 
of 28.63 seats per bus. 
45 Sombination City & Interurban Companies own or lease 4,384 Buses with a total capacity of 130,213 
seats or an average of 29.12 seats per bus. 
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