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A SURVEY OF MOTOR TRUCKS IN JlENDERSON COUNTY~ 
OCTOBER, 1942 

by ·1, 
R. C. Ashby and B. D, J?arrisb=! 

· Effective transportation is essential to winning the war. 

Maintenance of trucks for transporting f~ products is becoming increas­
ingly difficult, and the present shortage of tires, the scarcity of parts, the 

·difficulty in retaining competent drivers, and the increased cost of operation is 
troubling commercial truckers. Now gasoline rationing is effecting all trucks. 

As conditions became more .critical, it becomes increasingly necessary to 
know the actual situation and to understand what part each trucking group contributes 
toward performing the required trucking service. · 

To this end the Department of Agricultural Economics has carried ou~/ 
surveys of 6o4 motor trucks delivering livestock ti1various Illinois markets,-· 
240 trucks hauling peaches fr~ southern Illinois,21 137 trucks transporting vege­
tab~EJ to the Chicago market;2f 364 .trucks collecting milk for .the St • .!Jouis mar­
ket,21 and a survey of trucks hauling f~ products in Douglas County. 

This study presents the results of a survey .made of "!;rucks hauling f~ 
commodities in.Henderson County, ,Illinois. · · 

Henderson County borders the. Mississippi River and .has an area of 376 
square miles with a population of 8,940 (1940). Its two largest towns are Oquawka 
and stronghurst, with populations of 912 and 691, respectivelY. The county extends 
about 30 miles north and south; its width is about 20 miles at the south and about 
8 miles at the north (Figure 1). 

The Chicago-Denver line of the BurUngt_on Railroad crosses the county 
approximately in the center; another line of the Burlington traverses the west side 
:from south to north; the. Santa Fe main line. crosses tho southeast corner; and a branch 
branch of tho T. P. and W. crosses tho southwest corner. 

While there are a number of paved highways· in the county, most of the local 
roads are graveled, man,y being surfaced with very coarse gravel. ·Part of the county 
is hilly. Hence Henderson County truck tires apparently wear.more rapidly than those 
in Douglas County. · · 

According to the .study, livestock in Henderson County was .trucked to the 
Chicago and Peoria public markets (225 and 75 miles, respectively), .to local markets 
at Keithsburg, Monmouth, Galesburg, La. Harpe, Burlington, and other points; and it 
was shipped out by rail through local cooperative shipping associations. Grain was 
trucked to local elevators. Gravel and limestone were trucked from sources within 
'the county, and coal was trucked in from the Peoria area. 

lf R. C. Ashby, chief in Lives~ock·Marketing, and B. D. Parrish, First Assistant, 
Agricultural Economics, Department of Agricultural Economics, University of 
Illinois, , .- · · 

Y Sea Mimeograph AE-1915 and ·AE-1949. f." See Mimeograph AE-1949. !!! ·See ~ograph AE-1982. 



·-2-

Number and Size of Trucks 

Records on 53 commercial trucks and on 211 f~ trucks are included in 
this report (Table 1). 

Rated gross-

Table 1.--Number of Trucks Hauling Farm Products, Henderson 
County, Il~inois, October, 1942, Grouped by Type 
of Trucks~·and Rated Gross-Weight Capacity 

' Commercial 
Livestock!7 Grain 

weight 
capacitiW 

Long- Short- and Total commercial Total farm ·· 
haul haul coal Limestone No. % No. !· 

Under 8 000 3 1.4 
8 000 1 3 4 7.5 177 83.9 

10 000 1 4 5 9.5 16 7.6 
12 000 2 •1 1 4 7.5 8 3.8 
14 000 4 10 14 26.4 6 2.8 
16 000 2 3 6 4 15 28.3 
18 000 2 1 2 2 7 13.2 1 .5 
20 000 1 1 1.9 
30 000 or more 3 3 5.7 

Total 7 12 27 7 53 100.0 211 100.0 

.The trucks ere divided into the several groups acoording to their major use. ~~ Rated gross-weight capacity is the Illinois state truck licensed gross-weight 
capacity. 

Of the 53 commercial trucks included in the stu~, 7 were classified as 
long-haul livestock trucks (hauling primarilY to Chicago); 12, as short-haul:~ivestopk 
trucks (hauling to Peoria, Galesburg, and for local livestock shipping associations); 
271 as grain-hauling and general-purpose trucks; and 71 as limestone trucks. 

The average size of iong-haul livestock trucks was largest:, three having a 
gross rated capacity of 30,000 pounds or more; 2, of 18,000 pounds; end 2, of 16,000 
pounds. The rated gross capacity of the limestone trucks averaged 16jOOO pounds; 
that of grain trucks, 14;000 pounds. OVer 85 percent of the farm trucks had a gross 
rated capacity of 8,000 pounds or ieee and were mein!y of the pickup type • 

• 
Condition of Trucks 

. Truckers were asked to appraise the condition of their trucks as excellent; 
good, fair; or poor. Of the commercial trucks, 2 percent were rated excellent; 63 
percent, good; 35 percent, fair; and none; poor; Of f~ trucks, 9 percent were rated 
excellent; 46 percent; good; 36 percent; fair; and 9 percent, poor. Thus 65 percent 
of the commercial trucks; compared with 55 percent of the f~ trucksj were considered 
to be 1n good or excellent condition. 

Use of Trucks 

. Table 2 shows the total miles traveled during the preceding 12 months by all 
trucks included in the study, both according to type of trucks and kind of products 
hauledJ 
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Accord:i.ng.to these data;. io!lg.:hS.ulHveetcick :!;ruck~ used 79~6 percent 
of their total.mileage.in moving livestock; 7;5 percent in hauling grain, and 7;4 
percent in hauling coal and gravel; Short-haul livestock trucks used 56.3 ,::;-Jrcent 
of their mileage on ,l.ivestock1 20a percent on grain; and 7 ~8 percent on coal and. 
gravel: Combined; ~he two groups of trucks used 69,4 percent of their total mileage 
on livestock, 13;1 percent.on grain; and 7;6 percent on coal and gravel~ Those 
trucks wero reported drivon a total of 715j000 miles in the 12-month period. 

. • • : .;' • .•. ., • . . ·. l . ' . • . . • 

. . Of the tota~ mileage driven by the limestone. trucks, 77,6 percent was 
used for hauling limestone and 13.8 ~ercent for hauling coal and gravel: 

• • . .. .• • '.; . ·•. . . . . ' .. ' 1 • .. 

Commercial trucks used mainly for hauling gra~ used 35.7 percent of 
their total mileage for grain, 25.8 percent for. coal and gravel, 11,8 percent for 
livestock; and 15~5 percent for other usee. 
driven 11 7o81 800 miles~ 

Combined, the 53 commercial trucks were 

Table 2,.:. Total_Mlies.and Percentages, of Miles Traveled by orypee 
of Commercial and Farm Trucks in Hauling Various Farm 
Products; Henderson County, Illinois~ October 1942 

,; . ... ' .•. ··- ... • --
Type of Live ... Coal& Lime- Fruit & Miscel-

. trucks~· stock Grain (~ob) ,~f stone .vegetable lanerus ~her Total 

Commercial trucks 
(000) (000) (ooo) (ooo) (ooo) ooo) (ooo) 

Liyestock (long-haul) 
Miles 320 39 3.0 8 14 402 
Percent 79.'6 7.~ 7.4 1.'9 3;6 100,0 

Liyeetock ( other!Ef) 
176 63 24 Miles 2 4 12 32 313 

Percent 56.; 20:1 .6 7.'8 1.'2 3."9 10.1 100.0 
Total livestock 

Miles 496 93 2. 54 8 4 12 46 715 
Percent 69;4 13.1 ·3 7.'6 1.0 .5 1.7 6.4 100.0 

Grain 
254 Miles 84 2 184 24 23 ·30 111 712 

Percent 11.8 35-7 .3 25.'8 3.5 3.2 4."2 15.5 100.0 
·Limestone 

Miles l 5 . 39 219 18 282 
Percent ·3 1;6 13.8 77.6 6.7 100.0 

Tot.al grS.!Ii and 
limestone 
Miles 85. 259 2 223 243 23 30 129 994 

. Percent .. 
Total commercial 

8.6 26.0 .2 22,4 24.5 2.3 3.0 13.0 100.0 

Miles 58i 352 4 277 251 27 42 175 1 709 
Percent 34.'0 20.6 ,2 16,2 14.7 1.6 2.5 10.2 100,0 

Farm trucks 
Large 

Miles 80 69 6. 7 1 45 333 541 
Percent 14.9 12.7 l.l· 1'.3 .2 8.3 61.5 100.0 

Small 
Miles 135 155 4 5 35 678.1 012. 
Percent 13-3 15.3 .4 .5 3.5 67 .o. 100,0 

Total farm 
~ ' Miles 215' '224 10 12 l 80 1 011 l. 553 

Percent 1}.8 14.4' .7 .8 .l 5.1 65.1 '100.() 
. 

!/ See footnote "a",:·T~b~l 11 page 2.· 
Ef To Peoria1 'Galesburg,·and local points. 
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·The ~otal mileage of·the 211 farm trQcks was reported as 1,552~600, The 
data in Table _2 i.ndicate that the distribution of mileage for different types of 
haQ!ing was -yery similar for the two groQps of farm trQcks. ~ · • 

· DietribQtion of Tire Miles 

. Since on the average large trucks use more tires than do small trucks, a 
fairer use distribution may be made on the basis of tire miles than on truck miles; 
A truck's tire mileage 'is compQted by mQltiplying the mileage of each truck by the 
number of its load tires. 

AlthoQgh all commercial trQcks hauling farm prodQcts in the county were 
inqluded in OQr survey, it was estimated that ooly 70 percent of the farm trQcke wero 
included~ Accord1ngl.J', the farm trQck data in Table 2 were mQltiplied by 1~43 in . 
order to estimate tho total truck miles traveled for the county • These data were then 
converted to tire miles· and are shown 1n Table 4,. page 6.-

The total 12-month tire mileage was 20,404,744 for all trucks hauling f~ 
products •. Of this total,. 15 • .2 percent was traveled by long-'haullivestock trucks; 
9,0 percent,. by short-haul livestock trucks; 20,2 percent,· by grain trucks;' 8.3 per­
cent, by 1:1lll.eetone· trucks;· 18.9 percent, by: larger farm trucker and 28.4 percent, by 
smaller farm trQcks.. Commercial trucks accounted for 52,7 percent of the total tire 
miles;, farm tr.Qcks1, for 47.3 percent. · 

. For some-products commercial• trucks did nearlY all the haQling;.for others, 
ooly.a minor part •.. Of the total tire miles used in haQ11ng limestone,· commercial 
trucks accounted for 99.4 percent; coal and gravel, 95,5 percent;· livestock, 74.8 
percent;. and grain,, 60,!1- percent,. On the other hand1 commercial_ trucks accounted 
for ooly 26·.percent; of. total tire miles used for hay and for ooly 22,9 percent of 
those used.for. hauling fruit and vegetables. 

' . . 
Farm tz:ucks accounted :Zor 85,6 percent' of the "other" trucking listed in 

Table 4 ,(largely .on-farm service haul1ilg) 1 for 11.1 percent of the fruit and vegetable 
haul1ng1-;for.74.Q percent of the hay1 ,for 39.6 percent of the grain, and for 25.2 
percent of the. livestock. ' 

Table 3,.,- Percent' of Total Truck· Tire Miles by Each· Type of Trucker Used in . 
Hauling_ Various Products; -Henderson County, Illinois, October, '1942 

- -' Coal Fruit 
Type of Live- and. Lime- and Miscel-
trucker stock·· Grain· Hay. gravel • stone vegetable laneous other Total 

Total livestock 10.9. 12.2. ,2.'' 7.6 1.2 .4· 1.5 6,0' 100 
Total commercial • 37.1 19.6 .2 15.6- 14.1 1.4 2.3 9.1 100 
Total farm 13.9. ' 14.3 .1- .s .1 5.4. 64.8 100 
Total county 26.1.' 17.1 . .4. 8.6. 7.5· 3.3 1.2 35.8 100 

For all. trucks the percentage of total·tire miles used for livestock hauling 
was 26.1; for gra1n 17.1; for.coal and gravel, S.6; for limestone, 7.5; for fruit and 
vegetables, 3.3;-.f~ hay,.-.4; and for other·uses, '37.0·percent, as shown in Tabe1 3. 
Far example of the -total tire miles used in· trucking livestock, 70.9 percent was run 
by livestock trucks, 12.2.percent by grain trQcks; 7.6 percent by coal and gravel 
trucks, and so on. 
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Table 4~ - Total Truck Tire Miles!/ and Per'centages of Miles Expended 
by Types of .Commercial and Farm Trucks in Hauling Various •. • 
Farm Products, Henderson County, Illinois, October 1942 

Commercial trucks 
Livestock (long-haul) 
· Miles 2 464 233 

6.7 Percent 46.2 
Livestock (local) 

Miles 
Percent ' 

Total livestock 
Miles 
Percent 

Grain 
Mi+es 
Percent 

Limestone 
Miles 
percent 

Total commercial 
Miles 
Percent 

Farm trucks 
Large 

Miles 
Percent 

Small 
Miles 
Percent 

Totai farm 
Miles 
Percent 

All trucks 
Miles 
Percent 

l 034 
" 19.4 

3 498 
65.6 

369 12 
10!6 12.7 

602 12 
17,3 12.7 

488 1 473 12 
9,1 .42.3 13,} 

6 
.1 

27 .a 
3 992 2 102 24 
74.8 6.0.4 26.0 

574 492 44 
10.8 14.1 48.0 

770 886 23 
14.4 25.5 26.0 

1 344 1 378 67 
25 •. 2 39 •. 6 74 •. 0 

5 336 3.480 91 
100 • .0 100.0 100.0 

230 58 
13.1 3.8 

143 
8,2 

313 58 
21,3 3.8 

l o66 143 
. 60.9 9 •. 4 

233 l 312 
13.3 86.2 

l 672 l 513 
95.5 99.4 

52 7 
2.9 .5 

28 2 
1..6 .l 

So 9 
4.5 .6 

l 752 1 522 
100.0 100.0 

22 
}.2 

22 
3.2 

133 
19.7 

155 
22.9 

319 
47.2 

202 
29.9 

521 
77.1 

676 
100,0 

• 

72 
29.5 

72 
29.5 

173 
70.5 

245 
100 

245 
100.0 

lll 3 096 
1.5 15.2 

184 1 836 
2.5 9.0 

295 4 932 
4.0 24.2 

641 4 129 
8.8 20.2 

ll3 1 691 
1.6 8.3 

1 049 10 752 
14.4 52.7 

2 375 3 863 
32.5 18.9 

3 879 5 790 
53.1 28.4 

6 254 9 653 
85.6 47.3 

7 303 20 405 
100.0 100.0 

'lot The commercial truck mileage reported in the survey was estimated -to- be -ioo ---­
percent of· the total commercial truck mileage for the county.. As the farm truck 
miles reported were estimated to be only 70 percent of the county total, the 
survey miles were increased by 1 •. 43 in order to get the total county farm truck 
miles, In order to put total miles per truck on a per tire basis, the following 
weights were used.: long-haul livestock, 7 .] i short-haul livestock, 5.8; grain, 
5.8; limestone, 6.0; large farm trucks, 5.0; and small farm trucks, 4.0. 

'E../ See footnote "~.~." ·Table 11• page 4 •. 
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Fig, 2 - The Percent of Total County Truck Tire Miles Spent in th&. Hauling of 
Various Products by TYPe of Trucks, Henderson 

County, Illinois, October 1942 • 
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Fig. 3 - The Percent of Total County Truck Tire Mlles Spent by 
Various Types or Sizes of Trucks Hauling Various Products, 

Henderson County, Illinois, October 1942. 
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The data in Table 3 ~e· ehawn graphically in Figure .. 2 in order that they may 
be more readily, understood •. Figure 3 shows how the tljucking of each different product, 
as well.as the total of all:producta for the county,,was.divided_between the truck 
groups •. 

Tire-Use Expectancy .. . . 
As, in previous .surveys, .truckers were asked how much mileage was estimated 

as remaining in each of their tires, .both load. and spare. This estimated mileage, 
divided by the miles driven during. the. preceding 12 months, gives a uniform basis 
for measuring use expectancy as ahawn in Table 5 •. 

Table 5•;- The Number of Tires Expected to be Worn Out at the End of 
Specified Intervals by Type of Cammeroial Trucks :Hauling Farm 
Products, Renderaan,County,,Illinoia; October1 .1942 · 

Livestock 
Chica o Local Total Grain Limestone Total all 

Months No. No. - No.· No. .. No. No. · · Cum. 

Number· trucks · 7 12 7 53 

.. . Recylar tires 

Under 3 .months 7 13.0 23 ;~.a. ;o 24.2 35 22.1 15 35.7 8o 24.7 
3' to,5.~ 23' 42.6 8 11.4 31 25.0 22 13.9 7 16.7 60 18.5 43.2 
6 to 8.9 22 40.7 6 8.6 28 .. 22.6 14 8.9 4 9-5 46 14.2 57.4 
9 to 11.9 10 14.3 10. 8.1, 21. 13.3· 8 19.1 39 12.0 69.4 

12 to·l7.9 2 '3.7 7 10.0 9 7.3 33 20.9 4 9.5 46 14.2 83.6 
18 to 23~9 6 8.6 6 4.8 20 12.6 4 9.5 30 9-3 92.9 
2lj. to 35.9 6. 8.!5 6. 4.8 8 5.1 14 4.3 97.2 
;6 and. over 4 5.7 4, 3.2 5 -;.2 9 2.8 100.0 . 

Total 54· 100.0 70 100.0 124 100.0 158 100.0 42 100.0 32lj. 100.0 . . . 
Spare tires 

Under·3 months 9 90 •. 0 4 57-.l 1'3 76., ll 57.9 '3 100.0 27 69.2 
3· to 5 •. 9' 1 10.0 3. 42.9 4, 23.5 '3 15.8 7 18.0 87.2 
6 to 8.9 2 10.5 2 5.1 92."3 

· 9 to ll •. O· 
12 to 17~9 

2 .10 • .5 2 5.1 97.4 

18 to 23..9. l 5 •. 3 l 2.6 100.0 
24 and over 

Total 10 100 •. 0 7 100.0 17 100.0 19 100.0 3 100 •. 0 39 100.0 

On this basis, at the end of six months 49.2 percent of all livestock truck 
load tires would be out of service, as would 36.0 percent on grain trucks, 52.4 per­
cent on limestone trucks,. or 4;.2 percent on all the camnercial trucks (Table 5). 
At the end of 12 months the following percentages of tires for the respec.tive groups 
would be out of use: 79.9, 58.2. 81.0, and 69~4~ Grain trucks were beat situated 
ae to tires, primarily because their mileage pelj month is much less than for the 
other groups of trucks. 

On livestock and limestone trucks1 spare tires were consideredJPst good 
eno~ to bring a truck in, Grain trucks were in better shape as to spares • 

• 
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Tire'Replacements· 
. . ~ . .. . ' . • 

. . . . . . o~ the basis:or tir" cf?nditlone ·as presented,' the• indicated necessary, tire 
replacements for Henderson County·' commercial :trucks in 1943 would b~: · 107 tires by 
January·!; 67 .t~es1 =January·!- March 31: _:48 tires;·Aprill- June·30; and 41 tires,,· 
July 1 - September/30; or·a '\;otal 9f 263 tires by ·or·be~ore September 30 •. In other 
words, '72 percent! .. · of' 'the tr!lck tires in service at the time of the survey were 
expected to be 'I"Orn out. by. the end of'. September,· Accidents might increase this 
number.· Conservation measures could reduce' it;· 

Farm·~uck Tires 

. . . u'se exPectancy was higher ·ror farm truck' tires than for ·others, as only 
43.3 percentJ./ were expected to 1>e worn out·within the ensuing 12 months,.while 89.0 
percent of' the total were expected to be worn· out· by· the· end' of'' 24 months, (Table 6) · 

. . For ·replacement'i{on farm trucks, it. appears that 560 tii·es would be re-
quired by September 30,. 19~3. · , 

Table 6. · - The NJiiiber of'. Ti~es ExPected· to be Worn Out at the End of 
Specif.~ed. Il;ltervals. for Different Size Farm Trucks, 
Henderson Count;y, Illinois, October,• 1942 

·--·~,--- .. -···~··. 
- Regular· trucks Pickup trucks All farm trucks 

No.' No,· No •. 
Moriths · tires tJj · Cum.· '{. tires '(. Cum.1> d. '{. ---~~~----~~~--~-~~~~-~~~~--~-~~~~-~--t~i~r~e~s--~ Cum. 

No: of trucks 79 132 

unde~ 6. m.o.· 
6 to ll.9 

12 to rt :9 
18 io 23.'9 
24 and over 

Totai 

Under ~,:in.q: 
7 to n;9 

12 to 17:9 
18 tp 2.3~9. 
24 and over 

Total 

6~ 
.98, 

12T 
67 
44 

15.6 
24.6 
3!.9 
16:8 
11:1 

398 100:0 

27 
i.l 
19 
5 
0 

4}.6 
17~1 
30;6 
8;1 
0~0 

62 100.0 

46.-~· 
72;1 
88:9 
100~0 

. ' . 
61;,3 
91:9 

100•0 

Regular tires 
101 19.1 
140 26.? 
159 ·30.-i 
70 13d 
58 11,0 

528 1oo.o 

45.6 
75~7· 
89.0 

100.0 

Spare tires 
91 56.2 
.30 18.5 
26 16.0 
10 6.2 
5 ,3,i 

i62 100,0 

Return Loads 

74.7 
90.7 
g6,g 

ioo.o 

163 17.6 
2.38 25.7 4,3.3 
286 30p9 74..2 
1.37 14.8 89.0 
102 11.0 100.0 

926 100.0 

118 52.7 
41 18.,3 71.0 
45 20.1 91.1 
15 6.7 97.8 
5 2,2 100.0 

224 100.0 

... ('• ' • l • 

~ a part of this study 1 a record of one week's operations by commercial 
trucks was obtainea~ The loads reported for the week included·: 

1/ 
·y 

Thisi in CamParlson wit:h 62·.,3 percent for Douglas County (AE1982)., 
In th~ Do!lglas :c~unty survey only 20.8 percent of farm truck tires were expected 
.to be worn out Within a year, Hills and graveled roads probably caused more rapid 
wear on tires ln Henderson County. 
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14 livestock to Chicago--average, 230 miles. one way 
7 backhauls tram Chicago~-average 1 230 miles. one way 
4 livestock to Peoria--average, 85 miles one way 
2 backhauls.tram Peoria 
6 c.oal (no load going)--average1 115 miles one way 
7 livestock :to Galesburg--average, 36 miles one way 
3 backhaule from Galesburg--average, 45 miles one way · 

68 livestock to local pointe--average, 8 miles one way 
14l·grain to local pointe--average, 7.5 miles one ·way 
83 ,limsstone to local pointe--average, 14.5 miles one way 

The livestock loads to Chicago involved an average of 12 extra miles for 
pickups; the Peoria loads, 10 miles for pickups. The two backhauls tram Peoria 
required 26 miles additional driving to pick· up the return loads; the three Galesburg 
backhauls required nine extra miles for the return loads. 

There were backhaule f'romboth Chicago and Peoria on 50 percent of the tripe; 
feed was hauled from. Chicago and coal from Peoria, 

The importance of local hauling ie indicated by the 141 loads of grain and 
68 of livestock to local pointe. 

Trucking Rates 

Questions are frequently asked as to whether truckers have raised their 
rates. on the basis·of information tram truckers interviewed in this study, it 
appears that rates in Henderson County.have been increased slightly during this year-­
livestock rate e. to Chicago are up 2! cents per cwt.; to Peoria, ·3. cents; and to 
Galesburg, 2! cents. ·Chargee for local livestock hauling are reported to be 25 to 50 
cents higher per. trip, Rates for grain hauling have been increased very little and . 
are considered none too· high in view of increased trucking coste.· 

Saving Truck Mileage 

Data for 12 months' operations in Henderson County are too general to permit 
specific suggestions as to possible reductions in truck mileage,. Doubtless all coal 
could be moved into the county by raiL. Likewise, all livestock ,moving out of the 
county c.ould go by rail, although this procedure would entail inconvenience for the 
northern third of the: county. 

Analysis of information covering the one week of true~ operation (page 11) 
furnishes certain indications, although the trucking pattern may well differ for 
every,week of the year •. For that week, trucking of livestock to Chicago, Peoria, and 
Galesburg represented 52.6 percent of the total mileape by Henderson County commercial 
trucks1 while hauling· coal fran the Peoria area. (no loads· 13oing) represented 9.4 per­
cent--a combined total of 62.0 percent of the total mileage •. So if the tire shortage 
became· extremelY acute, a, considerable saving could be made by limiting Henderson 
County .trucks to operations within the· county, Wleage reductions for a year could 
not be estimated without having data for other seasons. 

A county Transportation Program 

The nsceeeity.for·tire conservation and truck conservation ie obvious. The 
problem is how to acccmpl:l,sh them. Federal. office#'· can issue orders and establish 
the· over-all pattern, but how effectively tires ·are conserved will depend upon local 
initiative and cooperation. . . 
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A flinct:ioning 'tli·ansportat:i:orCcOminittee in :a county; representing all.groups 
interested in the· transport· of farm ·conimoditiesj ·should:: 1 

L Meet regularly. 

2. · Keep ixltormed ori all 'important ·matters· affecting transportation of farm 
products witliin and to and'from'the'county; 

3; • Seek. efficient' uae ·of 'trucks by :farmers, · 

4. · Discourage luiuiirig of ·part loads by :farm trucks; ·encourage· Joining 
with·a neighbor'to'make'up a full load1 •or having the part load 
hauled by a commercial trucker'who can handle 1t. 

' . . . . . 
5._- Urge farmers ~o list livestock with truckers 48 hours 1n advance 

(or more iD. the'· case C!f single animAls 'or odd lots) to enable 
truckers· to ple.Ii ·their' loads.· 

6~. Eri.courage truckers' to'inBist or{ more' efficient ;use of trucks by:; 

a. • &i.uiirig full loads. ( 1' Oo" ~ trucks 'are now· haulirig part 
loads to local markets· and to auctions.) . 

b. · Minimum driving iri making pickups; 
b.· (1) ·Pick up onll when enough' is avaihble'to make 

up a f'lill load; · . 
(2) Do no out-of-way driving for any pickup of less 

than 11 000' pounds. · Ask farmers to bring smaller 
lots to the trucker's route~· 

c. Absolutely avoid overloading tires-'-especiali.y with grain, 
limestone, and coal.· 

, . . 
7. · Inform truckers as ·to ODr tire-load ·capacity ratings,· 

8. · Publicize careless use or 'a1iu8e of trucks or t:i.res'in local news­
papers ~d by radio. · It is not necessary'· to mention: names. · Just 
tell what was done, ·when, ·and the other circumstances.· Public 
opinion 1s the m6st effective enforcer; 'help it to operate. 

9.·. Make recommendations for mere' effective use of existing 
transpOrtation· setups. 

10~ . EnCourage coordination between rdl and truck transportation 
wherever and whenever practicable.· 

li •. Anticipate inadequacies i:lthe county 'a transpOrtation service . 
because· of -shifts or changes and be prepared 'to meet· them 
effectively. 

. . As stated"preViously; fecie.ral·agericieil can give information as to ,the facts 
of the· situation; •can mB.kEi suggestions as to what should be doris; ·and can issue orders. 
How successfully .their ''sugsestion4 and orders· are carried out ·w:i.ll ·depend 'upon local 
Understanding, •initiatiVe, 1 •and COoperation, ' 
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Summary and Conclusions 

1. Henderson County ia primarily a farming area. 

·2. ~ia survey included data on 53 commercial trucks and on 211 farm 
trucks. 

3. The trucks, both commercial and farm, were in relatively good 
condition. 

4. Trucks show a broad use pattern, Throughout the year, both 
commercial and farm trucks hauled a variety of farm products. 

5. Of the total truck tire miles used in hauling commodities fram 
and to Henderson County farms during the past year, commercial 
trucks accounted for nearly 53 percent, or 10 3/4 million, tire 
miles and farm trucks for 47 percent, or 9 2/3 million, tire 
miles, 

6, On-the-road tires on commercial trucks were not too good--
43.2 percent were expected to be worn out within 3 months; 
69,4 percent within 12 months. 

7. On farm trucks only 17.6 percent of on-the-road tires were 
expected to be worn out within 6 months and 4;.; percent within 
12 months. 

8. Trucks hauling to Chicago and to Peoria reported return loads 
on half the tripe. " 

9. Trucking charges have been raised but little during the past year. 

10. About 15 percent of the total truck tire miles were used to haul 
livestock to pointe outside the county. 

-· 11. Undoubtedly economies could be effected in the use of farm trucks-
which uaed·47.3 percent of the total truck tire miles, by cutting 
out nonessential driving and by better planning of essential 
driving. 

·12. Although truck and tire conservation must be carried out by 
individual truck owners and operators, such conservation can 
be stimulated by effective county transportation programs. 


