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FORKVORD

This bulletin contains summaries o? the replies received by the Associ-
ation to a aguestionnaire (Data Sheet No0.430) entitled, "Bus Operations", sent to
all electric railwavs having motor bus operations. The gquestionnaire called for de-
tailad information relating to the revenues, expenses and operatlng statistics of
bus overations for the calendar years 1932 and 1931.

Rerlies were received from 189 bus undertakings whose operating revenues
represent avproximately 82 vper cent of the total bus revenues of the industry.
These reports have heen classified according to types of service rendered Viz: (1)
companiess operating city lines exclusively; - 2) companies ooeratlng 1interurban
lines exciusively and (3) companies operating both city and interurban lines and
for which a complete segregation as between these two types of service was not
available. ' ' :

INVESTMENT IN FLANT LND BEQUL PMEINT

: This edition of this bulletin contains data on investmént-in plant and
equipment and capital turanover. This information is given for a group of 72 eity -
companies, 14 interurvan companies and 33 combination city and interurban compianies,
a total of 119 companies. & summary for these three groups is also shown.

COMPARATIVA UJdIT FIGURES AND DERIVED RATIOS

Comparative unit flgures and derived ratios have been included for only
thre exclusively city and ewxclusively interurban groups. The basic figures from
which these unit figures and ratios are derivead are incluced for all 2rouvs.

DETAILED OPERATING TXFENSES

The analvsis of-ekpenses'has been confined to the exclusively city and-
the exclusively interurban groups only, since the expenses c¢f the companies operating
voth types of service -would be merely averages of the other two varying directly
according to the provortions in which the two types of service happened to be repre-
sented in the group. Separate revenue Statemento and operating statistics are plven
for each group analyzed.
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ANALYSIS OF ELBCTRIC RAILWAY BUS OPERATIONS, 1932.
by
EDMUND J. MURFHY
Director of Information Service
American Transit Association

The expansion of electric réilway 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 suspended in 1932. There was actually a slight decline in the
‘volume of bus operations compared with 1931. As reported by 185 electric railway bus undertakings,
représenting about 82.5 per cent of all electric railway bus operations, both the number of buses
owned and the miles of route vere somewhut less than in the previous year. The investment in bus
operations was not reported by all of these. companies, but 119 of them reported tneir total. bus
investment in, 1932 as being more than four mllllon dollars less than in 1931,

A1l of the shrinkage in‘operation Occurred in the intercity field. There was still
some further expansion cf city bus operations, alchoush 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 inthée group réported a decrease of 1.15 per cent in the
miles of road over which their buses run, a decrease of 5.07 per cent int he number of buses owned or
leased, and 6.85 per cent decrease in ‘the number indaily operation.  Competition among the railroads,
the independent_bus operators and private automobiles, in addition to the electric railways, makes
intercity bus operations .a precarious enterprise during the depression.

RuSULTS OF OFPERATION

The number of revenue passengers carried in 1932 was 4.50 per cent less than in 1931,
a very moderate decrease when the conditions prevailing throughout 1932 are taken into con51derat10n.
Operating revenue, however, was dovn. 10.13 per cent, reflecting t he effect of decreeses in fares,
principally in thHe form of reduced ticket snd icken rétes and the introduction of various forms of
passes. -

Operating e xpenses were reduced by only 8.57 per cent, or less thant he reduction in
revenue. One reason for this was that in spite of the lower traffic, service as measured by the number
of 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 hes
been reduced and buses taken off on slack lines 2t -the same time that further substitutions of buses
for rajil service have been made on other lines. Thus 2 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
\mileage 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 resvective 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 inability on the part of the intercitybus lines to reduce. their
expenses in proportion to the loss in their revenues, their operations for the year resulted in a
deficit after operating expenses. Their operating ratio was 102.55 per cent in 1932. In 1931 it had
been 93,70 per cent, :

The operating ratio of the city buses wes 93.53 per cent in 1932 as egeinst 92,72 per
cent in 1931. They were thus able to counterect in large measure the efferct of declining traffic,and
their loss in net operating revenue was held down to 17.81 per cent., Nevertheless it appears from the
statement of the city compsnies reporting taxes, given at the bottom of Table 111, that the city com-
panies as 2 group also failed to earn their operating expenses and taxes. :

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

: The taxes paid by the city and intercity lines that reported them are shown 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 increesed 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 frcm 7.38 per cent in 1931 to 5.52 per cent. Texes
amounting to more then 16 per cent of the revenues of companies that are not earning thel r operating
expenses constitute a serious burden, the imposition of which seems to be of doubtful expediency.

DETAILS CF OPBERATING mXPEN3ES
Details of operating expenses of 48 city companies and 12 inte rurban companies are
given separately in Ta&bles VI and VII. These are all of the exclusively city end 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 are now shown because they are not representa- ,
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 the 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 a2me extent as the city buses. In general, it
was the administrative expenses of the intercity bus lines which were not reduced:; in fact, they were
.increased substantially. 1In view of the conditions obtaining throughout the year it seems reasonable
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As & result of the smaller decresse in expenses compared with revenues there was a very
snary falling off in the net operating revenue amounting to 25.33% per cent, '

Information reported on taxes was not complete, For instance, out of the 169 companies
that revorted, only 96 were able to report théir full taxes. 1In the cases of most of tle other com-

panies taxes were peld 301nt1y onrail and bus operatlonsand no aeuaratlon of the bus taye was an1lﬁ
uOle. ' 7

Taxes reported by the 96 companies amounted to 32,771,328 in 1932 as agalnst 82, 661 871
in 1731, an increase of 4.11 per cent. In 1932 they amounted to 9.0C per cent of. the operating revenue
winile in 1931 they amounted t¢ only 7.9 per cent ~f the revenues. The increase was due partly to the
ﬂcgnai dincrease in taxes n2id and vartly to & decrease of 8.58 per cent in the ooeratinﬁYevenues;After

payment of taxes the operating income of these companies amounted t“;only 93u,728 decr ase of 93.14
$er cent from the operating income of $564,336 in 1931.

: In this connection it is® worth pointing out-that the results of operation of these 96
companies reporting taxes were somewhal better than those of the larger group of 189 companies. Their
net operating revenue showed & decrease of only 12.9C per cent compered with a decreace of 25.33 per
cent for the larger group. 4Assuming thai the tsxes pezid by the 96 companies &re representative of the
taxes peid by all bus companies, it is probable that the bus operst ions of electric railways as a whole
resulted in 2 deficit after taxes in 1932. In other words, in that year they did not earn_theirgoper-
ating expenses and taxes. : : : : - -

. - CITY LND TVTERCITY OPELRATIONS CONPARED

: In Tables II1 and 1V the results of operation of companies operating exclusively gity
and exclusively interurban service are shown separately. It will be seen at once tha the city lines
made much the betier showing., Their revenue passengers’decreased only 3,23 per cent as compared with
a decrease of 5.02 per ceﬁt on the intercitv lines.-

Revenues onﬁtne city 31De° viere down only 7.63 Der»cent while on the intercity lines
thev were down 14,77 per cent. The average revenue per revenue passenger, practically the average
fare, on the city lines was 4.58 per cent less than in 1931. On the intercity lines it was 10.25 per
cent lower. Reductions in fares were undoubtedlv responsible in both cases, but on ‘the intercity
tlines it is 21lso possible thet the average distance traveled by massengers was shorter than in 1931,

The intercityv companies were not able to reduce their operating exvenses in t he same
proportion as the city companies. Although they reduced the number of bus miles run by 1,77 per cent
their operating expenses were dovn onlv 6.72 ner cent, while the city companies, in spite of the fact
that thev increased their bus mileage 4.49 per cent, were 2ble to reduce thei r operating expenses
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to conclude thai 2 larger oroportion of the total administrative expenses of the combined railway and
us cvstems was nllocated to the intercity bus lines in 1932. In other words, in the intercity fie ld
the buses were made to carry a larger part of their ovwn overhead expensese. The reason forthis is to
be found in the operating results of the interurban railways themselves in 1932. Most of then in-

curred heavy deficits from their own operations and, therefore, were not disposed to absorb any more
of the bus exnenses then they had to.

Aside from this item of administretive expsnses the trends of expenses of the two types
of operation did not differ materially. The cost per mile for maintenance, including retirement ex-
pense, wég reduced 10.39 per cent by the city lines ond 11.28 per cent by the intercity lines. Howevex
the intercity lines made a reduction of 6.02 per cent in their charge for deprreciation of buses while
for the city lines the reduction wes only 2.97 per cent. This was offset by 2 reduccion of only 14.59
per cent in "211l other maintenance expenses" 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 ma2intenance expenses,® of course,
includes the sunervisory and administrative expenses of the maintenance department.

Operating garage expense wWas 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 accidental, however, The
largest item in this account is the cost of fuel. For the city lines the cost of fuel decreased 1.52
rer cent per bus mile while on the intercity lines it dropped 3.87 per cent; onthe other hand the
cost wer bus mile for lubricants remained unchsanged on. the intercity lines, whereas on the city lines
it decdreaced 16.1¢ per cent. ' ‘

Transportation expenses Were reduced 11.43 per 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
expence is due to an increase of 38.46 per cent in "all other transnortation expensecs", vhich includes
supervisory and administrative expences, on the part of the intercity lines, while the city lines re-~
duced this account by 11.64 per cent. 1Insofar 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 & reduction of only 10.46 per cent by the city lines.

Administrative and general expenses of the city lines were reduced 17.53 per cent, but
on the intercity lines they increased 13.99 per cent. Administrative expenses alone increased 20.00
per cent on the intercity lines, vhile they decreased 9.38 per cent on the city lines., Although the
wost of injuries and damezges and insurance on the intercity lines were reduced 15.85 and 21.05 per
cent respectively, the total of "other reneral expenses" in vnich they are inciuded increased by 10.14
rer cent. This was due to an increase of 61.70 per cent in the general expenses other than injuries
and damages and insurance. On the cityv lines injuries and damages decreased 24.33 per cent: insurance,
15.79 per cent: and "all othcr generzl expenses® decre2sed 18.46 per cent.
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INVE TﬂuNl DAT A

0f the 189 companies that reported, 119 gave information on their investment in bus
plant and ecuipment. These investment figures together with some interesting derived data are
summarized in Table T.

The whole group of 119 companies owned or leased 5,232 buses on December 31, 1932 and
their total investment in bus vlant and equ1pment on the same date was 357,591,596. On December. 31,
1931 the seme companies had 5,474 buses and their total investment was then ;61 788,892, This
revresents a decrease of 4.42 per cent in the number of buses and 6.79 per cent in the total invecst-~

ment., The revenues of these companies dropped from 341,397,523 in 1931 to 335,196,287 in 1932, or a
decrease of 14.98 per cent,

The average investment per bus at the end of 1932 was {11,008, and the average revenue
., yer bus for the year 1932 wes $6,727. The ratio of the investment at the end of.the ye&r to the rev-
| enue for the year was 163.63 per cent. Thizs VWould indicate 2 capital turnover of once in 1.64 years.

Ls the number of buses as well as the investment was decreasing during the year, the actual rate of
turnover was probably a little slower thaen 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 Teble I is once in 1.49 years. 1In 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 .
this break-down is that the investment per  bus is somewhat larger for the city lines than for the
intercity lines, and the rate of capital turrover somewhat slower. This is probsbly due to the fact .
that the city lines have 2 larger investment in property other then the buses themselves. City prop-
erties frequently have large fleets requiring separate goreges and shops, while interurban fleets are
usually comparatively small and often do not require any extra housing or shop facilities.



PART 1

ANATYSTIS OF ZLECTRIC RAILWAY BUS OFERATIONS

CALENDAR YEARS 1932 AND 1931

NOTE: This part of the bulletin comprises an zn2lysis of the combined
reports of those companies for which comparative statistics werc
available. Thc tables are subdivided as followss

(2) Investment - Buse& - Capital Turnover

(b) Financial and Operating Statistics - 1932 and 1931
(i) Summary - 189 Companies
(i1) 123 City Companies
(iii) 19 Interurbans
{iv) 47 Combination City and Interurban Companics
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FART 1T
[ABLE I
- ITVESTMSHT - BUSES - CADPITAL TURNOVER -
JLALLO“ OF THE NULEAR OF BUSES OWJED AND Td8 ANNUAL BUS OFPERATING
RAVENUE TO THE TODAL INVESTIENT I BUS PLANT AND EQUIPMINT
CALLENDAR YoSARS 1932 AND 1931
1 CITY Liues I INISRUZBAN LINmo =
. 72 \_IOEE{:QLJ___JP_ _______ e 14 ;JL\L}”\;TIEA:? —— e
f T% Inc. or 1 % Inc. or
2. ! - -~ - | - = i
1932 —‘r 1931 _[_Li_)_l_*_;_):;g. 1932 | 1931 :(’) UGCa
) | i . | o
Investment in Plant & EOuipmfnt Jos34,638,569133%,204,795 1.2715 1,279,809151,220,158 | ;.89
Total Bus Cperating Revenue. .1 %20,964,58G1%22,986,215 {(D) 8.804 % 993,563 3 968,123 2,63
Wo.of Buses Owned or Leaced...... 3,208 3,100 3.48 141 134 | 5.22
- . !
, . . ) - . l
Investment per BuS ..ceeeerennnsns 5] 10,7983 11,034 (D) 2.1413 9,077 % 9,106 1(D) 0.32
Ratio: Invest.to Revenue(Psrcent) 165.22% 148.81% 11.03 128.81% 126.03% 2.21
(Capital Turncver) . !
~ i
REVENUE PET BUS tevrvrncrasoveoses 3 6,535 7,415 ;(D) 11.87 s 7,047 15 7,225{(D) 2.i6
|
—_ S J— -+ —
CONBINATION CITY & INTBRURBAN LINES GRAND TOi\L - ALL 1LINGS
o 3% COMPANIua : - © 119 COMPANIsS
: ' B % Inc. or . ] 1% Inc. or
1932 1931 (D) Dpec. il 1932 1931 (D) Dec.
’ |
Tnvestment in Plent & Bouivment || §21,673,218 526,368,939 (D) 17.79:57,591,596 361,788, 8921(D) 6.79
Total Bus Operating Revenue ,, .., . 513,238,144 417,44:3,185 (D) 24.111535,196,287 144,397,523 (D) 14.98
No.of Buses Owned or Leased...... 1,883 2,240 (D) 12.91% - 5,232 5,474 (D) 4.i2
Investment PETr BUS i, v eevnvononas 8 11,5103 11,770 (D) 2.21l3 11,008{5 11,2881(D) 2.48
Ratio: Invest.to Revenue(Percent) 163.72% 151.14% 8.321 163.63% 149.26% 9.63
(capital Turnover) : i i ’
Revenue per Bus ..... Ceeee S ) 7,050‘¥ 7,787 ‘(D) 2.7213 6,727 1% 7,563|(D) 11.05
I i} .
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PART I
TARLE ITI

- GRAND TOTAL -
SUMMARY OF TABRLES TII, IV &4ND V - TINANZIAL AND OPRRATING 3TATISTICS OF
RLECTRIC RAILTAY BUS OFERATIONS - ZALWIDAR YRARS 1932 AND 1931
(189 COMPANIRES)

B . 1932 st ) pee.
T HESULTS OF OPERATIONS .

Bus OPETALING REVEIUEC <« v vt v v eroneeeoeeersennanenonns .. B 70,525,953 3 78,478,252 (D) 10.13
Bus Operating Expense (Incl. Retirement EXpP:)eesveceeens 65,067,079 71,167,865 (D) 8.57
Net Revenue (*)....... e eereiaeac et .. © 5,458,874 3 7,310,387 (D) 25.33

MISCBLLANEQUS STATISTICS ' s -
Revenue BUS HOUrSessonacocsconncnansan e e (a) 27,928,973 ?bg 28,215,382 (D) 1.02
TOtal BUS HOMLSeeeenuenereneasnonaaocasenannnss e (a) 28,168,877 b) 28,443,294 (D) 0.96
Revenue Bus MileS.eceeeaesrasserasoscsosssansaccnsassnane 329,279,748 327,292,168 0.61
TOotal BuS lii1leSe:ieiiecaeeoasencasccanasencosnsssosccncnsocnnns 331,785,719 330,078,486 , 0.52
Passengers Carried {(Total).eeeeeeenoennncensenans evees.. 1,011,570,699 . 1,055,419,176 . (D) 4.15
Revenue..eeaeei i ineenneaencasreassnsoecasasovananns .. 870,379,547 . 911,389,844 (D) 4.50
Revenue Transfer.e.cccccacsas T 12,106,893 .. 12,242,028 . (D) 1.10
Free Transferceeeeieeireneetiaeedaenreroesddeosnnonans 122,515,269 124,256,937 (D) 1.40
I ECueteeeeeasannnnnenen ceeecaan O e e . .6,568,990. .. 7,530,347 (D) 12.77
Miles of Street or Highway Traversed..cieecvevieerescane .. 123817180 ‘ 124835144 (D) 0.14
Buses Owned Or Leased..cesocsasecessses e ceereaca 9,980 9,995 (D) 0C.15
Buses 1n Daily OperatioNe.cesss.. et et e et e s st et eanns 7,917 , 7,709 . 2.69

(*)Note: Only 96 of these 189 companies reported taxes. The comparative statement of these
96 companies including taxes is as follows:
. , , % Inc. or
1932 1931 %.D_)y_.QeC .

Bus Operating Revenue,......... Ceiereeaeeeaee. 530,759,308 % 33,655,527 D) 8.58
Bus Operating Expense(lncl.Retirement TXP.)e. - 27,959,252 30,429,320 (D) 8.12
et REVENUE. e eseserecaneannsnnnoeens e 5 2,810,056 3 3,226,207 (n) 12.90
TaXES e v e nnns e e neenemanae e R 2,771,328 2,661,871 4.11
Cperating Income..ieeee e, e B 38,728 B 564,336 (D) 93.14

---000--~
(a)176 companies operating 313,045,600 revenue bus miles and 319,148,393 total bus miles
()176 " " 305,781,135 " u " v 312,179,611 " " "
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PART I

TABLE IIT

- CITY LINES -

COMBINED OPERATING REFORTS OF BUS COMPANI®S OFERATING 2ITY LINTS BXCLUSIVHE
CALBNDAR YRARS 1932 AND 1931
(123 COLIPANIES)
) nc. or
1932 1931 Zﬁj Dee
RESULTS OF OPERATIONS B
Bus Operating REVENUE .. .o vieine et innenneneannnns e t 35,564,824 3 38,500,527 (D) 7.63
Bus Operating Expense (Incl. Retirement Exp.) e 33,262,004 35,698, 596 (D) 6.83
Net Revenue: (*)........ ettt e, e 5 2,302,820 32,801,931 (D) 17.81
MISCELLANEOUS STATISTICS
ReVENnue BUS HOUTSe«treasscacscssncsnrans ettt (a) 15,325,794 . "Eb) 14,983,290 2.29
Total BUS HOUIS.eeseoroesasoncnnnns Gt et et irennnenen ....{a) 15,546,711 . {b) 15,193,646 2,32
Revenue Bus MileS..wavcooeetonnonnnas Cerae e ceeaeayen 171,558,888 164,039,405 4.;8
TOtALl BUS MilESe e e v mennnneeeneenennnseneeenoeneenn e 173,389, 356. 165,944,235 4,49
Passengers Carried (T0tal ) ... ee e irrieneroennenonnen ceen 547,100,416 563,198,610 (D) 2.86
ReVeNUe. «evvevaennn e et e 426,695,612 440,929,961 (D) 3.23
Revenue Transfer.......... C e e e e e, v e . 8,964,738 8,840,769 1.40
Free Transfer...eee.... et e s e . cevas 108,524,448 110,657,084 (D) 1.93
I eenrnsonsannanses e f ettt eaa e e 2,915,618 2,770,796 5.23
Miles of Street or Highway Traversed....... e e ee s crne 4,415.91 4,213.60 4.80
Buses Owned Or LeasSedisesieeccerertvovecsnenancarssnnnasss 5,171 . 5,122 0.96
Buses in Dally Operation.e. . ieee it crtortvincnasonsnesas . . 4,125 4,081 1.08
(*)Note: Only 63 companies of these 123 companies reported taxes. The comparative statement of
these 63 companies including taxes is as follows: ) : : :
% Inc. or
1932 1931 (D) Dec.
Buus Uperating REVeNUE. v veu.veenineveennn creee 319,811,397 1 21,966,086 (p) 9.80
Bus Operating Expense{Incl.Retirement Txp.).. 17,947,059 19,956,579 (z) 10.07
Net REVENUE .« v iv et ntseeen e inscnnnnnns vee.. B 1,846,338 » 2,009,507 (D) 8.12
B aAXeS s ot vt v meoenaneos €t e a et e a e e f e 1,688,848 1,621,126 4,18
Operating Income......covuvvun.. e B 175,470 B 388,381 (D) 54.82

~--000---

é ;120 companies operating 166,351,229 revenue uao miles and 168,180,579 total bus miles
160,030,828

120 1] t 158 179 74 it i 1]

n 1]

1
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PART I
TARLE III (Cont'a)
- SITY LIV=ES -
DERIVED RATIOS ANMD ZOMPARATIVE UNIT FIGURES
CALENDAR VEARS 1932 AND 1931
(123 COMFANIES)
== == e e ' 71
E 1931 i2 Yic . or
1932 7 (D) Dec.

Oper&tingRatiO(PeI‘ Cent)e.-...o--..a...-.-.u.....’.-... 93053% . 92'72% 0'87
TaxXes 1N Per cenNt 0f ReVeNUCeceoeeeronsoorssoconcocsocsss (a) 8.52% (a) 7.38% 15.45
Operating Revenue:

Per DUS Mileuuuieeansseasseonosooasssanoengoannsnnoesse 20.51¢% . 23.20¢ (D) 11.60

Jl-er revenue paSSel’lgeI‘-..:.o-...»e'oa.....;o.o.a‘.a.-.¢'. 8033@’ t 8.73¢ <DS 4058

j:’eI‘ tOta,l passeﬁger-.----....;e....o..n-oo...'oa...... 6‘050¢ 6.84}01‘ (D) 4.97

rer mile of street or highway traversed.c.cseceseccss 5 8,064 5 9,137 (D) 11.85
Uperating mxpense. :

feI‘bU.S Iﬂile..-o....--............u....na. ooooo « o0 s e 19.18(2/ ) 21051)2( (D) 10.85

ler revenue PoSSEeNEeTe.as coeceesnscocarossscctonsosnsa 7.80¢ 8.10¢ (D} 3.70

.L:’eI' tOtal passengel".....-----o..........o-.'..........‘ 6.08)’2 6.3452 (D) 4.10

Per mile of street or highway traversede.cccecceccenss b 7,532 5 8,472 (b) 11.10

otal Bus Miles Operated: :

Per bus owned 0T 1€25€0aceeeeecenoroscoasaccanonosases 33,531 32,398 5.49

Ijer bus hour..b.‘..6.."."'..'..Dﬂlou.o'o.lll'o.o..l (b) 10082 (b) 10.54 2'66

Fer mile of street or highway traversed.iciesecesseess 39, °2A5 39,383 (P) 0.30
Revenue Passengers:

Per bus mile...eierseeereanssoesoosonnsnsasnnsoassans .46 _ 2.66 (D) 7.52

Per bus owned or leassed.......... Cteeeieracecacasasee R2,517 85,086 (D) 4.15

Per mile of street or highway traversed....... ceasend ' 96,527 104,644 D) 7.66
Hatio: Transfer Passengers to Revenue Passengers(Fer Cent) 27.53% 27.10% 1.59

(a)Reported by 63 companies
(b)Revorted by 120 companies



PART I -
TABLE IV

- INTBERURBAN LINES -
COMBINED OFERATING
SALINDAR YZEARS 1932 AND 1931

(19 COMPANITS)

REPORTS OF BUS COMPANIES OPERATING INTERURBAN LINIS IXCLUSIVELY

1932

1931

% Inc. or
(D) Dec.

RESULYS OF OPERATTIONS
Bus OPETating RevVeNUe..seoscocsanss C et seneoa ceseen £ 1,902,657
Bus Operating Expense(Incl.Retirement BXD.)eeeeeevoneons 1,951,089

Het RevVenuUe (¥ ) ieueeeieeeeeeeeesoceonascoonaasannseeaal(Det.)s 28,452

MISCELLANEOUS S5TATISTICS

REVENUE BUS HOUTSesssestcoeansoconsonnaasonsnnnasssssssssefa) 583,215
TOtA]l BUS HOUTS eoraoaconercoesnoscegcteesocscsnssnossnscnsssl 583,378 °
Revenue BUS MileSecesesvnacsossecocssnsncssessocssossacasns 10,975,974
Total BuS MileSesceeoesescccassosavssansooscrosannasssoses 11,670,052
Passengers Carried (Total)eeceeeeeccanscs criecosicaneoans 9,681,518
REVEINUCeescocsvnnsosoosocaasmsonnnssessccsose cecosensse 9,531,410
Revenue Transferececescscoeeosasresancaocs evesveaanenss 13,840
Free Transferececeeccoccasss cesccoasse s et eonrsasssos 105,520
FreCaeisececencecsccane tsoscesosmesbrscecnssesenansn 30,948
HMiles of Street or Highway TraverSedececevecceessevesoan 1,816.04
Buses Owned Or LeasSeds.coscecscocsssoosscivnserscnonsocersss 281
Buses 1n Daily Operetion.ee e e isosrscoscsncencsacscsscsca - 204

{(¥)Notes Only 12 companies of these 19 combanies reported taxes. The
' these 12 companies including taxes 1s as follows:

1932
Bus Operating RevVenUe.:eececevencescccssnssss B» 1,206,863
Bus Operating Ixpense{Incl.Retirement &xp.).. 1,215,475

Net REVeNUCseosesseoonsoceoascacsonnncsassl(Deta) B B,5612

A XCS ascascnccosssoscosansocsesseconscsoncessnsss 200,173

Operating INCOMEsesssessocecacsassesosessslDef.) 208,785

---000=-~~

} 315 companies operating 9,193,141 revenue bus miles

b)15 " " 9,638,573 " i "
(Def.) =~ Deficit

9,741,981

3 2,232,321
2,091,675

A

110,646

(v) 631,845
(b) 632,052
11,166,217
11,259,630
10,194,959
10,035,294
5,589

120,223
33,853
1,837.19

. 296

219

1931
+ 1,592,271
1,474,980
5 117,291
205,092

(Def.)% 87,801

and 9,260,015 total bus miles

it it

(D) 14.77

(D) /.72

7457
7.70
1.70
1.77
5.04
5.02
147,63
12.40
8.58
1.15
5.07
£.85

S e e
e e e e e

bJobuUuUu UUUUUU

N e N S

TN N~

comparative statement of

% Inc. or
(D) Dec.
(D) 21.20
(D) 17.59
(nY 2.40

137.79
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TABLE V

- COHBIﬂk“TOY CITY AND INTERURRBAN LIVE3 -
COMBIN D OFZRATIVG REPORTS OF BU3 COMPAWIES OFPSRATING BOTH CITY AND INTERURBAN LIVES
SALENDAR YEARS 1932 AND 1931
{47 COUPANIES)

7 Inc.
o 1932 1931 fg)ngec?r
RESULYS O% OFPERATIONS . S : '
Bus Overating RevVeNnUe. ... ... et ceeee ettt e 5 33,058,472 % 37,745,404 (D) 12.42
Bus Overating Txpense {Incl. Retirement S¥De)eeeeeecnssn 29,853,986 33,377,594 (D) 10.55
Vet Revenue (™) eeeiiieeeeeneannne Ceeeea e teeeeaae FT 7,204,485 54,357,310 (D) 26.583
MISCELLANEQUS STATISTICS ..
Pevenue Bus HOUT e cenneenccesacasoanonsonsonsnnsanmeensssla) 12,019,964 (v} 12,600,447 (n) 4.81
TOtal BUS HOUTS.eveseaassesoastnssnsosnonssanenaeannns-saaosala) 12,038,788 (v) 12,617,596 (D) 4.59
ReVenuUe BuS MileSeseeeaeseooraoensecevrsueneaonsnsensnocsss 146,744,916 152,086,542 (D) 3.51
TOtal BUS ileSeenevesranonnenna et e Cehevecneeee 147,326,311 152,864,621 (D) 3.62
Passengers Carried (Total)ecsecoeeaeeenesoncaananeeeness . 154,788,765 482,025,607 (p) 5.65
HEVEYIUE . o e s s o v s s sasosnoncsnsoncsesssssnsonomssnsensos .. 431,152,525 . 460,424,589 gD) 5.71
Revenue Transfer..... e biaierrestenranoe e eoseress 3,128,315 3,395,570 (D) 7.87
Free TransfeTleee.esees.. e et eeieaeearaees . 153,885,501 13,479,650 3.01
FTECrennenannns C et teaee ettt 3,522,424 4,725,698 (D) 23.35
kiles of 3treet or Highway Traversed.ee...... cereeean cene 5,588,385 . 6,784.65 (D) 2.93
Buses Uwned or Leased..cieevcecseccecnaonnnan Ceeereaeanos 4,528 4,577 (D) 1.07
Buses in Daily OperationN.eeceseceeeeccereeesoaconoonosoans 3,588 . 3,409 " 5.25
(*)Note: Only 21 companies of these 47 companies reported taxes. The comparative statement of
these 21 companies including taxes is as follows: : -
. X . L % Inc. or
.. ; 1932 1931 (D) Dec.
BUS OPEerating HevVeilU€..eeeseeenoas S, .} 9,751,048 310,097,170 (D) 3.43
Bus Operating HExvense(Incl.Retirement Exp.).. 8,796,718 8,997,761 (D) 2.23
Net Revenue...... e et eeeseaennesans D 951,330 5 1,099,409 (D) 13.20
O XOS o oe o e onceans re et e F e tessasenenee s .o 882,287 835,653 5.58
Oﬁ@““tlho ICOI e e et e vt eenaneneacaaneas . E 72,043 5 2R3, 756 (D) 72.69

: ~---g0o0--~
(a)41 companies operating 137,501,230 revenue bus miles and 141,707,799 total bus miles
()41 " " 137,962,817 " " 4 142,356,802 " “ a



MRTAILAD 37UDY OF OPERATING TBYFENSTES
CALTNDAR YEAR3 1932 AND 1931
---000--~-

Note: This data given in this part of the bulletin has been confined to :those com-
panies operating either city lines exclusively or interurban-lines -exclusively and whose
detail .of operating expenses has been reported complete for two full years. Of the 123
city companies and the 19 interurban companies included in Fart I some have had to be
excluded because their cia551flcat10n 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 bpescause under joint. operation they could not oegregate the
bus portion of these charges from the railway portion.
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TABLE VI

DETAILED STUDY OF OPERATING EXPENSES
OF CITY LINES

CALBNDAR YEARS

(48 COMPANIES)

1932 AND 1931

scs_for two full yenrs)

(Mote: Tnclgizs_gnlg_gnmgaulig_ eporting complete detril of expen bl -
TOTAL : PER BUS MILE
1'% Inc. or{ 7% Inc. cr
1932 1931 (D) Dec.i 1932 1931 (D) Dec.
RySULI'S OF OPERATION
Bus Cper2ting REVENUE. v v ervnnns. 317,085,473 [319,468,241 | (D) 12.24 19.86¢ 23.12¢ (D) 14.10
Bus Operating EXpPense€....... co.veeed 16,727,241 118,416,817 (D) 9.17 19.44 21.87  +(b) 11.11
(Incl.Retirement mxl-)
Het REVENUE. . teeeneeneonnnnns ...l'5 388,232 3 1,061,424 V(D) 65.93 D¢ 12¢ 1.25¢ (D) 66.40
|
MISCELLANEBOUS STATISTICS | '
"Revenue BuS Mil€S.e.veoeaoooennns ..l 85,048,024 | 83,202,482 2.22
Total Bus MileS.eueeaesosesareeeaaasd 86,046,247 184,194,131 2.20
Passengers Carried (Total)......... 229,583,989 251,599,950 | (D) 8.75 2.67 2.99 | (D) 10.70
REVENUE.ccs.ensnsasaareasasseeas 187,412,606 205,398,191 | (D) 8.76 2.18 2.44 | (D) 10,66
Revenue Transfer........... e 4,912,261 5,995,191 {(D) 18.06! 0.06 0.07 ! (D) 14.29
Free Tronsfer....... G eeeeraaan .. 35,805,035 | 38,702,845 | (D) .49 0.42 0.46 (D) 8.70
Fre€eeeesecannennenenacannannnn, 1,456,087 | 1,503,723 (D) 3.17! 0.01 0.02 (D} 0.50
Miles of Street -or H'way Traversed 2,08B3.33 2,042.78 1.98
Buses Owned or Leased.,............ 2,498 2,480 0.60
Buses in Daily Operation...ee..eo... 1,918 1,921 [ (D) 0.16
DERIVED RATIOS
Operating Ratio (Percent)...... e 97.90% 94.59% 3.50
Percent of Revenue Bxpended for:
Retirement Expense..... . e 14.51% 13.10% 10,761
Maintenance Bxvense (Total) .. 33 .45% 32.06% 4.3%4
Transportation Exvense (Iotal) 34.33%% 33.28% 3.16 {
Injuries & DamMages. . cvv.vr e onnn. 4.23% 4,78%1 (D) 11.51 !
Average Cost per Bus Owned for: =
¥aint.of Plant & Equipment (Tot;)% 2,200 |3 2,517 (D) 9.02
Tires and Tubes......" . euvsnennly 259 12 291 ' Dg 11.0¢C
2 tUaln% gf ?us %OdlC" & Ch€551s... ] 836 @ 953 , D) 1z2.28]
a : 2 e a eNg S .
o RgvgguerPassgégéif(Pegccnt) 21.72%) 21.76%{(D) 0.18| [
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PART 11 ,
TABLE VI (Cont'd)

DETAILED STUDY OF OPERATING EXPENSES
OF CIIY LINES
CLLENDAR YEARS 1932 AND 1931
(48 COMPANIES)

_ TOTAL PSR BUS MILu
% Inc. or /% Inc. or
1932 1931 (D) Dec. ]| 1932 1931 | (D) _Dec._
BUS OPERATING BXI'ENSES
MAINT.OF PLANT & EQUIP.-TOTAL.....|3 5,714,299|5 6,241,056 ; (D) 8.44 6.64¢ 7.41¢ | (D) 10.39
Maint.of Bus Bodies & Chassis.. 2,086,854 2,364,111} (D) 11.73 2,43 2.81 (D) 13.52
Pires and TUDES . veeeeeaesaran . 645,729 721,352 1 (D) 10.48 0,75 0.85 (D) 11.77
Retirement Expense:
(2) PUSES.eereeananan i 2,246,948 2,266,822 1 (D) 0,88 2.61 2.69 (p) 2.97
(b) Other Propertyeess... ce 231,332 284,430 1 (D) 18.67 0,27 0.34 (D) 20.59
All Other lieint. Expenses...... 503,436 604,341 (D) 16.70 0.58 0.72 (D) 19.46
OYERATING GARAGE EXPENSE-TOTAL....;d 3,010,252 3,163,323 (D) 4.84 3.50¢ 3.76¢ .1 (D) 6.92
Fuel for Revenue Venicles...... 1,666,145 1,657,398 0.50 1.94 1.97 (D) 1.52
Lubricants for Revenue Vehicles 234,469 274,846 | (D) 14.69%  0.27 0.33 (D) 16.18
Other Garsge EXPENSESeeeesess. . 1,109,637 1,230,579 (D) 9.83 1.29 1.46 (D) 11.64
TRANSORTATION - TOTAL..eenronn.. .13 5,866,2691% 6,479,233 (D) 9.46 6.82¢ 7.70¢ (Dg 11.43
Drivers,Cond. ,Helpers,etc...a.. 5,009,000 5,470,918 (D) 8.44 5.82 6.50 (D) 10.46
411 Other Transp.EBXPENSESeees-. . 857,269 1,008,3151 (D} 14.98 1.00 1.20 (D) 1s8.67
TRAFFIC PROMOTION = TOTALeveeweoeso !l 73,5291, 81,7351 (D) 10.04 0.08¢ 0.09¢ (D) 11.11
ADMINISTRATIVE & GEN'L EXF.-TOTAL.!3 2,062,8921% 2,451,470 1 (D) 15.85 2.40¢ 2,91z | (D) 17.53
A.Administrative Expenses-Total 746,245 806,764 1 (D) 7.50 0.87 0.96 (D 9.38
R.0Other General Bxpenses-Total 1,316,647 1,644,706 { (D) 19.95 1.53 1.95 (D) 21.54
Injuries and DAMEAZES<eee.. . . 723,300 931,489 | (D) 22.35 D.84 1.11 (D) 24.33
INSUTANCE s evsnsancosnsoasos 139,660 165,051 1 (D) 15.38 0.16 0.19 D) 15.79
All Other Cen'l B¥P.eeeeenes 453,887 548,166 1 (D) 17.20 0.53 0.65 (D) 18.456
TOTAL BUS OPERATING EXPEN3ES......|316,727,2411!318,416,317 ) (D) 9.18 10.44¢ 21.87¢ (D) 11,11
(InciRetirement Exp.)
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PART 11
TABLE VII
DETAILED STUDY OF OPERATING EXPENSES
OF INTERURBAN LINES
CLLINDAR YEARS 1932 AND 1931
(12 COMPANIES)
m—————_{Notes Includes only_companies repcoriing complete detail of cxpepses for two. full years) —
TCTAL L PER_BUS wibs
| % Inc. or ' 4 Ive. or
, 1932 1931 1 (D) Dec, 1932 1951 (L) _Dee.
RESULLS OF OPLRATION ’ " ‘ '

BUus Operating REVENUE . ..eeeeessoess 5 1,518,480 p 1,698,211 1 (D) &,43 1€.38¢ - 20.55¢ (D) 1¢.581
" Bus Cperating EXDENSE...eoevecesess 1,554,152 1,586,205 1 (D) 2.02 18.82° -~ 19.66 (D) 4.27
(Incl.Retirement Exp.) . D , T B
NCt REVENUEC«eoeevonosssosenonens Def.)$35,672 B 72,006 - | Defj0.43¢g 0.89¢ -

. - ] . .
MISCELLANEOUS STATISTICS
Revenue Bus MileSeeeeeearonas casean 8,241,927 8,047,580 2.41
Total Bus MilES.eeaeonncesssasnovas 8,258,385 8,086,824 2.37 ‘
Passengers Carried (Total)e....c.e.. 8,172,812 1| 8,250,988 ?D) 0.95 0.99 1,02 (D) 2.92
REVENUCe e essssnssssoccosesanse ceeel 8,044,007 8,120,353 { (D) 0©.94 04927 1.01 (D) 3.96
Revenue TransTElecesececcessseess) - . 13,840 £, 589 147.63 - - -
Free Tronsfer...cseserescssscses 36,058 93,54= $D) £.001 - 0.01 C.01 -
: T T CCeuoeenossoscnnnsansennes e 28,817 31,502 | () 2,592 - . - -
Miles of Street or H'way Trevarced. 1,456,72 1,287.65 1 (D) - 2.08 ’
Buses OWned Or LeasScl.ieeeceoccnsscas 198 213 1 () 7.044
. Buses in Daily OperatioNeeieesece.. 154 164 1 (D)  6.10;
DERIVED RATIOS .
OpeTating RALi10 (Fercent)es.cecceeess 102.35% 95.66% 5.99
Percent of Revenue TGxrended for:
Retirement BXLENEC..iveeeeeenons . 15.28% 14, 55% 5. 02l .
Maintenance Expense {(Total)..... 34, 20% 34.517% (D) 0.90
Transportation Exnense (Total).. 36.54% 33,225 9.39
Tnjuries & Damages. . ceveerveoveon 3.7€% 3.9870 (D) 5.953
Average Cost per Bus Owned for: !
Maint.of Plant & Bouipment(Tot.) 3 2,623 13 2,687 | (L) 2.38
.Tires and TUDESeseseveecaonenss Jooo 310 5 252 D) 11.92
Meint.of Bus Bodies & Chassis..q @ 269 : 1,219 D) 4.9l
Ratios: Transfecr Passcngers to 1 i
Revenus Passencers(Percent ) 1.24% 1.22% 1.63 !
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PART 11
TABLE VII (Cont'd)

DETAILED STUDY OF OFERATING EXBENSHES
OF INTERURBAN LINZS
CALENDAR YZARS 1032 AND 1931
(12 COMPANIAESD)

TOTAL PER BUS WILw
- T% Inc. or ! % Inc. or
1932 1931 (p) Dec. 1932 1921 1 (B) Dec.
BUS OPuRATING LAPENSES o
MAINT.OF PLANT & BQUIP,-TOTAL..... 3 519,338! 3 572,236 (D) 9.24 6.29¢ 7.09¢ (D) 11.28
laint.of Bus Bodieg & Chassis.. 191,940 217,063 1 (D) 11.57' 2.32 2.69 (D} 13.75
Tires and TUDES e v et inveeneennnn 61,406 74,326 (D) 18.04 0.74 0.93 (D) 20.43
Retirement Expense: : :
(2) BUSEG. t ettt e inneneannn 231,694 240,796 1 (D) 3.78 2.81 2.99 (D) 6.02
(b) Other Property.......... 403 396 1.77 - - -
A1l Other KMaint.Expenses....... 33,895 39,005 (D) 13.21 0.41 | 0.48 E (D) 14.59
OFERATING GARAGE EX:ENGE-TOTAL. .. 3 224,7021% 236,096 Eng 4.83 2.72¢ 2.93¢ | 2D; 7.17
Fuel for Revenue Vehicles...... 143,754 145,892 D 1.47 1.74 1.81 | D 3,87
ILubricents for Revenue Vehicles 21,686 20,713 4.70 0.26 0.26 | -
Other Gorage BXPENSES..wewesn-. 59,262 69,491 | (D) 14.72 0.72 0.86 (D) 16.28
TRANSI'ORTATION - TOTAL. ... venve... 5 554,9141 5 550,794 0.75 6.72¢ 6,832 i (D) 1.61
Nrivers,Cond.,Helpers,etc...... 346,719 403,928 (D) 14.15 4.20 5.01 (D) 16.17
All Other Tronsp.Expenses...... 208,195 146,866 41.76 2.52. 1.82 38.46
TRAFFIC PROMOTION - TOTAL....vun.. 5 26,0841 5 30,6331 (D) 14.85 0.32¢ ! 0.38¢ { (D) 15.79
ADMINISTRATIVE & GEN'L EXP.-TOTAL. !'$  229,114!3 196,446 16.63 2.77¢ | 2.43¢ 13.99
A.Administrative Expenses-Total 93,086 76,729 22.49 1.14 0.95 20,00
B.0Other General Expenses-Total. 135,128 119,717 12.87 '1.63 1.48 10.14
Injuries and Demages....... . 57,121 66,058 | (D) 13.53 0.69 0.82 (D) 15.85
Insurance...... e 12,911 15,5421 (D) 16.93 0.15 0.19 (D) 21.05
All Other Gen'l EXPeeveven-n 65,096 38,117 70.78 0.79 0.47 61.70
LOTAL BUS OrLRATING mBXPENSES...... % 1,554,1521% 1,586,205 (D) 2.02 18.82¢ 19.667 | (D) 4.27
(Incl.Retirement Exp.) E
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PART TI1I faBLA VIIT - SULGWRY OF ReTIRGHETT K005y DO S0 3¢ 189 35 felosnoadIidss
- CALBHDAR YRR 1932_”_¢~*ﬁ
= - - No.of Companiess Keporting sach Rate Divided iccording to
Method Used the Wo. of Years They Have Been Operatine otor Buses
Under 2 to 4 3} to & 65 to 8 Cver Total
2 yrs. Vrs. Vrs. vrs. 8 vrs,
Mileage Basis
1.007 ver bus mile 2 2
1 . 50,/ i i} it 1 l
1.517 o A 1 1
l . 70/4 it Bl ot 1 1
1 . Q GC/ it i 1" 1 l
2.007 " " 2 1 3 3 g
? . 107/ it " t 1 i l
2 . ’357 ¥ it i 1 1
2 . 50)@/ " il o l 1 2
5.002 % ) 3 2 3 9 17
5 . 1'7;/ il " 1 1 1
3.33¢ " " ! 1 1
3.507 O " " 2 2 4
'5 . 54}—,:/ it i 1] l ' l
i, OO,QJ 1) it it 4 2 6
Z’t . 56)2/ 1} 1] 1} 1 1
5.0072 ¢ o i 1 3 4
5.007 " W W 2 | b
7.007 M it | 1 1
lO . OO}Z 1] i 1) 1 l
YOPAL-MILZAGE BASIS b 4 1 18 33_ | °8___
h Percantage of Revenues Basis T
6% of operating revenue 1 1
10% W 1! W 1 1
13.%.70 i [ il ! 1 1
1 4%% " 1 1 i 1 1
20% o " 1 1
25% 1st yr.-20% 2nd yr. of overating
revenue [ 1 ! 1
RAVEVUT BASIS 11 1 2 21 6

TOTAL-FERCENTAGE OF

(Tontinued on next vage)
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PART 11T TABIE VIII - SUMMARY OF RETIREMENT RATES ADOI'TED BY 189 BUS UNDERTAKINGS (Cont'd)
CALENDAR YEAR 1932

Wo.of Compenies Reporting Each Rate Divided According to
Method Used the No. of Years They Have Been Operating Motor Buses
Under 2 to 4 | 4 to 6 6 to 8 Over I total
- _— _ 2_yrs. yrs. | yrs. l__yrs. & yrs. S
Percentage of Cost Basis ; i
2% per month ‘ ; o o
1/12 of 25% per month 1 | 1
121% annually : o o
14% 0 : o | o
14 2/7% | 1 5 6
15% N 1 1 2 4 g
15%% " 1 1
16 2/3% ¥ 1 1 1 3
17% " | 1 1
20% " ‘ 1 8 6 15
257 ! .- 1 5 3 11
3% 1/3% " . [ 1 : 1
407% lst yr.-30% 2nd yr.-20% 3rd vr. 1 B L 1
TOTAL-PERCENTAGE OF COST BASIS _ 1 8 3 V18 I 26 "4
Miscellaneous i
4 year life : ! | 1 1
5 " " 1 4 5
6 1L n 1 2 | 3
7w W 1 1
8 i L] ’ 2 2
]O " " | 2 2
320 per month ] 1 1
340 " " | ; 1 1
31,142 per month 1 ' l } 1
31,200 per year 1 | ! 1
218,000 © 0 . 1 , 1
250,000 miles e e L R | L ] 1
TOTAL-MISCELLANKOUS L I 0 2 4 | 13 20
SUMLLARY 1 ;
No.of cos.reporting method used .......... ‘ 2 14 10 58 ' 74 138
No.of cos.reporting retirement expense in | ‘
opr.exp. but not method used ......... o 2 9 ! 10 o1
No,of cos. not providing for retirement... l 4 1 10 | 16 | 2 5%
‘ GRAND TOTAL | 5| 15 = - T A - - | S

T;)~R numbey of companies regogfed more Ihsn one tate. A summaryzﬁi the T2t€s reported by tTheése com-
ranies 1S given on the nexti page.
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FART TIT i
TABLE VIII - SUMUARY OF RETIRSUSNT RADAS ADOPTED BY 189 5U3 UNDIRTAKINGS (Cont'd)

CALENDAR YRAR - 1932

RETIRAMANT BATES OF COMPANIHS USING MORT THAN ONE RATHE

Comnanies Overating ¥rom 1 to A Yenrs

1 Jo. - 2.00¢ (City) and 2.507 {Interurban’® osr bus mila.

Compani2s Operating Trom £ to % Years

1 Co. - 2.00Z (3 Months) and 1.007 (9 ¥onths) per bus mile.

1 Co. - 2.007 {Fords) and 1.007 'Others) per bus mile

1 Jo. = 5.007 (40 pass.Tvins) and 4.00¢ (Others) per bus mile.
1 Co. - 3.50g7, 7. 007 and 10.007 per bus mile.

1 Co. - 25% and 33 1/3% of cost annually.

Companies Operating Over 8 Years

1 Co. = 1.00¢ (Reo G3) 2.00¢ \Yelloz Soach )v), 2.257 ]
(Chevrolet) 3.007 (vhite) and 5.007 (Fzzcol-Reo )
per bus mile. $20 per montn {Dodse 3edan) and 240 per

month {rackardj.
Co. = 1.517 (3ingle deck) and 2.107 {(Doudle deci) per bus mile.
Co. = 1.707 (Freight) and 1.967 (fassenger) per bus mile.
Co. = 2,007 (2 Months) and 4.007 (10 “onths) per bus mile.
Jo. = 3,007 (27 Buses) and 5.007 {3 Buses) per bus mile.
Co. - 3.17¢ (olngle deck) and 4.567 (Double deck) per bus mile.
Co. = 14 2/7% (Twins) and 16 2/3% (Others) of cost annually.
So., - 20% and 25% of cost ahnually.
Co. = 5 year and 7 year 1life.
Co. - 8 year and 10 year life.

= 2 b b e e
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TART TI11

TABLE IX - NUMBER AND SEATING CAPACITY OF BUSHS OWNED OR LIA\34D 3Y ALECTRIC RAILVAYS
183 BUJ UNDERTAWKINGS OVNING OR LBAZING 9,635 BUsW3 - CALSZNDAR YHAR 1932

Arranged According to 3eating Capacities with Capacity Having Greatest Wumber of Buses First

-

- . . _’
ISeating Capacity:Number of BusesiNumber of Companied %Seating Capacity Number of Buses!Number of Companied

29 2,596 110 60 37 1
21 1,196 121 61 55 1
31 915 13 196 40 9
25 751 72 56 27 1
32 473 8 22 21 4
40 452 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 39 2 1
67 62 2 4 1 1
58 59 1 6 1 1

26 58 12

These 183 Bus Undertakings own 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
31983 seats per bus.

12 Interurban Zompanies ovm oxr lzase 279 Buses with a total canacity of 7,987 seats or an average

of 28.63 seats per bus.

45 7Tombination City & Interurban Companies own or lease 4,384 Buses with a total capacity of 130,213
seats or an average of 29.72 seats per bus. :
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