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TRAVEL BETWEEN CANADA AND OTHER COUNTRIES
1956

Leading Developments in Travel between Canada and Other Countries

Travel between Canada and other countries
reached a new record in 1956, approximately 3 per
cent higher than the previous record established in
1955. A substantial expansion in travel to other
countries by Canadians was responsible for this
record in volume during the past year. Visits to
Canada by residents of other countries numbered
27.7 million while Canadians reciprocated with
27.2 million visits to other countries during the
same period. The aggregate volume of all travel
amounted to 54.9 million visits during 1956 as com-
pared with 53.2 million in the previous year.

The total number of entries into Canada by
people from other countries declined over 2 per cent
or approximately 614,300 visits during the year.
Some 616,900 fewer visits from the United States
were recorded but an additional 2,600 entries were
reported dirkct from overseas countries when com-
pared with 1955,

Expenditures in Canada by travellers from other
countries reached an all-time record in 1956 in spite
of the small decline in the number of visits. Visitors
from all countries left approximately $337 million in
Canada during the past year, an additional $9 mil-
lion when compared with 1955 or an increase of near-
ly 3 per cent. Receipts from residents of the United
States advanced to a new record of $309 million,
some 386 million or 2 per cent higher than the pre-
vious record, although 2 per cent fewer visits were
reported. Receipts from overseas countries reached
$28 million during the past year, a new record for
this segment of travel. Receipts from residents of
overseas countries were 12 per cent higher than in
1955 although the increase in the number of visits

amounted to about 9 per cent. In the aggregate, per- ,

sons from other countries spent more per visit while
travelling in Canada during 1956.

The expansion in travel to other countries by
residents of Canada gained momentum during 1956,
A comparison with the previous year showed a gain
of 9 per cent in the number of visits by Canadians
to other countries, whereas, the same comparison
in 1955 revealed an increase of 6 per cent over
1954. The number of visits to other countries by
Canadians advanced from 24.8 million in 1955 to
27.2 million in 1956, the change amounting to an
increase of over 2 million visits during the year.
Percentage-wise, the interest in travel to overseas
countries continued to be more predominant in 1956.
During the past three years, travel by residents of
Canada to overseas countries has maintained a
rate of expansion amounting to a 20 per cent in-
crease each year.

Expenditures on travel in other countries by
residents of Canada also reached a new record in
1956. Canadians spent nearly half of one billion
dollars travelling in other countries during the past
year, an increase of $49 million or 11 per cent more
than the previous year. Compared with an increase
of 3 per cent in our receipts, the momentum in travel
by Canadians has extended the gap between debits °
and credits to a point $40 million in excess of the
previous record debit balance established in 1955.
The debit balance on travel account with the United
States increased from $60 million in 1955 to $82
million in 1956, and with overseas countries from
$61 million in 1955 to $79 million in 1956. The total
debit balance on account with all countries stands
at $161 million for the past year, the highest on
record.

STATEMENT 1. Number and Expenditures of United States Travellers in Canada, 1953-1956

Number of Persons Expenditures
Type of Transportation P
1953 | 1954 | 1955 | 1956 | 1953 | 1054 | 1955 | 1956
(Thousauds) ($ Millions)
Automonile:
Non-permit or local traffic ............... 9,557 9, 720 10,923 | 11,939 21.9 22.8 28.5 35.4
Customs permits.........ccceceeenennn 7,316 7,128 7,315 7,241 135.0 127.5 136.9 137.2
Repeat trips of permit holders 2,520 1,795 2,594 3,210 - - - -
TOLAl -ceovererreneenreieieirnnnneeeciernnreanerens 19,393 | 18,643 | 20,832 | 22,390 156, 9 150.3 165.4 172, 6
Non-Automobile:
J32:5 1 LSOO USRI 1,026 941 940 882 43.9 46, 2 41.5 43.7
) 270 T ) AU UROt 326 347 370 399 14.2 16.8 13.0 15.7
Through bus .....occcevvvvrvveririircereenreeens 352 335 340 339 23.0 23.2 22.3 22.0
Plane .......viiirevecceereecrinreeeesnesneens 214 239 288 315 24.9 26.0 37.3 36.6
(0174511 USRIt 6, 714 5,908 5,513 3,342 19.3 20.1 23.4 18.17
TOtal - ceeeeereieeiiiinee e 8, 632 7,770 7,451 5,277 125.3 132, 9 137.5 136. 7
Grand total .....ccoooeereiccnniieeiecs 28,025 | 26,413 | 28,28 | 27,667 282.2 283.2 302.9 309.3

1. Subject to revision.
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United States Travel Expenditures in Canada by Types of Transportation

An examination of the pattern of expenditures
by residents of the United States in Canada during
1956, according to type of transportation, shows
that the increase over 1955 appeared in the automo-
bile classification. A comparison of the two years
reveals expenditures of more than $172 million in
1956 by persons using automobiles for transportation
as against $165 million in 1955, an increase of about
$7 million or approximately 4 per cent. Expenditures
by persons using transportation other than automo-
biles was practically unchanged from 1955, the
decline amounting to less than $1 million. This de-
cline for non-automobile transportation had a minor
effect on the increase appearing for automobile
travellers, leaving the net gain for all types of
transportation some $6 million higher than in the
previous year.

The number of non-resident automobiles enter-
ing Canada during 1956 totalled 8.4 million, an in-
crease of around 241,000 entries or about 3 per cent.
The non-permit or local class of vehicles increased
by about 5 per cent but the number of foreign ve-
hicles entering on travellers’ vehicle permits was
between 1 and 2 per cent lower than the record for
this category which was established in 1955. On a
quarterly basis there was an advance in the number
of travellers’ vehicle permits issued of nearly 6 per
cent in the first quarter of the year and between 3
and 4 per cent in the last quarter. A decline of 3 per
cent was recorded in the second and third quarters
but, since this decline appeared in the quarters
when the number of entries is heaviest, the aggre-
gate for the year shows a decrease. The months of
July and August accounted for some 43 per cent of
the total number of entries for the year on travellers’
vehicle permits.

Several factors have been suggested as con-
tributing to the decline in the number of visits to
Canada by residents of the United States using
travellers’ vehicle permits. Of all the factors in-
fluencing the number of United States residents who
might have visited Canada, perhaps unfavourable
weather in the spring and summer months was fore-
most in deterring them. During the summer months

‘of 1956 there were no heat waves in the United

States which, under normal conditions, stimulate
travel to Canada. The steel strike may have had a
minor effect on the number of visits to Canada by
discouraging persons who were directly affected
from travelling far from home. This would be more
noticeable in the industrial regions where the steel
mills are located. The presidential nominations may
also have had a minor effect in keeping some
persons closer to home for their vacations.

Statement 1 shows that expenditures of auto--
mobiles entering Canada on travellers’ vehicle per-
nmits revealed little change from the previous year,
the increase amounting to less than 1 per cent. In
comparison with 1955 higher averages per vehicle
were declared in the second and third quarters in
combination with a decrease in the number of visits,
leaving little change in total expenditures for the
period when the volume is heaviest. Lower averages
per visit were reported in the fourth quarter of the
year but the increase in volume had a counter effect
on total expenditures leaving the aggregate for the
three months practically unchanged. A change of
trend in the first quarter has little effect on the pat-
tern for the year as the volume of traffic in this
quarter represents a small percentage of the aggre-
gate for all quarters and thus a change must be very
substantial in order to influence the pattern for
the year.

STATEMENT 2. Average Declar'e'd Expenditures Per Car of Non-Resident Motorists Travelling

in Canada on Customs Permits, by Class of Permit, 1952-1956

Class of permit 1852 1953 1954 1955 19561
$ $ $ $ $
COMMULET ...eviiiiiiiiieinncceicns e eenns Cvernee 320.25 301.23 302. 60 294.10 273.95
Summer resident .......c.coceeeeieniiiiinneneeee 322.36 315.179 368.29 417.05 419,03
LOCAl vt 117.85 81.59 56.15 49.10 52.96
Other (See statement 3 for detail) .....cccovcerververveeennenen 51.92 53.63 52.16 54. 19 56. 74

1. Subject to revision.

Statement 2 shows average expenditures for the
various classes of customs permit travel. Commuters
reported somewhat lower averages as compared with
1955 but all the other classifications reported aver-
age expenditures slightly higher than the previous
year. There was a substantial increase in the num-
ber of commuters recorded during 1956 but the de-

crease in the number of summer residents amounted
to 13 per cent. Expenditures of the summer residents
are of more significance than the other special
classes of travellers’ permits, but were lower in
1956 due to the decrease in volume. There was
little change in the number of local permits issued
during the year but higher averages per visit were
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responsible for moderate increases in the expend-
itwres of this group. The important ‘‘other class’’
contains over 99 per cent of the vehicles travelling
in Canada on customs permits and normally in-
cludes about 97 per cent of the expenditures of
this group.

Statement 3 shows the average expenditures
declared by the ‘‘other class'’ of customs permit
motorists by province of exit and, in comparison
with 1955, reveals higher averages for all provinces
with the exception of Quebec, Saskatchewan and
Alberta. Trends for the year by province of exit
varied from a decline of 8 per cent per visit in

Alberta to a gain of nearly 8 per cent in the prov-
ince of Manitoba. The average of the declarations
made in all provinces was between 3 and 4 per cent
higher than the previous year. Expenditures of the
non-permit or local classification of automobile
traffic were substantially higher in 1956 due to an
increase in the number of visits and higher average
expenditure per visit. An increase of 19 per cent in
average expenditure per visit in the third quarter,
when the number of entries is heaviest, was instru-
mental in raising the average for the year. Consider-
able increases in the number of entries in the first
and fourth quarters also contributed to the gain in
total expenditures of this group for the year.

STATEMENT 3, Average Declared Expenditure Per Car of Non-Resident Motorists Travelling in
Canada on Customs Permits‘, by Province of Exit, 1952-1956

Province of Exit 1952 1953 1954 1955 19562
$ $ 3 $ 3

Atlantic Provinces .....ccveeiivievrecenennicnsnnnieniceeeerrnens - 72. 61 80.18 80.53 83.52 88. 39
QUEDEC ...cviiiicerererrireiecnrieecreesrsaessearsesesrnnssssnsnissssasssesane 55.07 57.05 52.25 55.12 54. 09
(0] 117 15 T JUSU U OSSOSO U UPUPPRUPPRPRRUPIN 42, 07 39.90 38.08 42, 66 43.26
MANIEODA ...ooiviiiiieiere e e e 71. 89 73.45 67. 44 68. 31 73.48
SaskRatChewan ......coccoveiiiniinierccciceeecenreenesannenenenes 83.86 96. 50 89. 177 99.45 97. 49
PN ¢72) ¢ 7 RO ST PPN 114,31 1186, 23 109. 34 109. 43 100. 95
British Columbia ....ccccvviiieecieiienr e sveee e ccneneees 84.11 93. 29 89,62 36.22 87.08

Total (See table 1 for 1956 analysis)........ccccereueeen. 51, 92 53, 63 52.16 54,79 56. 74

1. Exclusive of commuters, summer residents and locals.

2, Subject to revision.

Expenditures of the non-automobile visitors
declined more moderately during the year than the
number of visits. A substantial decrease in the
number of visits was recorded for non-automobile
traffic but expenditures for this class are practically
unchanged from 1955, the decrease amounting to
less than 1 per cent. Most of the change in the
aggregate expenditures of non-automobile visitors
can be traced to the residual classification referred
to as ‘‘Other Travellers’' where the reduction in
volume was quite pronounced. The average expend-
iture per visit, however, advanced about 11 per cent
leaving the total receipts for this group of visitors
some 20 per cent below the record established in
1955. Expenditures of the residual classification
are estimated at $18.7 million for the year 1956 as
compared with $23.4 million in 1955, a drop of near-
ly $5 million for the year.

Visitors entering Canada from the United
States by rail spent about 5 per cent more in 1956
due to higher expenditures per visit in the third
quarter when the volume of traffic is highest. A
decline of 1 per cent was recorded in the number
of visits during the first quarter of the year. This
decline became progressively greater throughout the
year until the fourth quarter  when the number of

visits was 20 per cent below the previous year. The
average expenditure per visit was lower in the first
quarter, practically unchanged in the second quarter
and somewhat higher in the fourth quarter.

Residents of the United States entering Canada
by boat spent about 21 per cent more during 1956
due to higher expenditures per visit and an advance
in the volume of traffic. The increase in the average
expenditure per visit was quite substantial in the
fourth quarter but the advance in the number of
visits was more pronounced in the third quarter
which mnormally accounts for around 70 per cent of
the entries by boat for the year.

Visitars fromother countries usinglong-distance
bus for transportation spent about the same. amount
as the previous year, the small decline amounting
to less than $1 million or around 1 per cent. Entries
by bus were practically unchanged, the decrease
amounting to around 1,100 visits for the year and
the average expenditure per visit for the year was
almost as high as that recorded in 1955.

More. persons entered Canada by plane during
1956 but expenditures per visit were somewhat
lower. An advance of arqund 9 per cent in the num-
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ber of entries was not sufficient to counter the drop
in the average amount spent on each visit. Average
expendituwres were lower throughout the year but

more pronounced in the second and fourth quarters.
Total expenditures for the year were about 2 per
cent lower than in 1955.

Analysis of United States Motor Traffic to Canada by State of Origin

Practically all of the non-permit cars and ap-
proximately 79 per cent of the automobiles entering
Canada from other countries originate in the states
forming the northern boundary of the United States.
The importance of the border states as a source of
entries on travellers’ vehicle permits has remained
practically unchanged during the past three years.
The border states supplemented by Oregon and
California on the Pacific coast, Massachusetts,
Rhode Island, Connecticut and New Jersey on the
Atlantic Seaboard, normally account for 92 per cent
of the cars entering Canada on customs permits.
Faster cars, better roads and an extension of holiday
practices in the United States have all contributed
to the expansion of travel by automobile and have
gradually reduced the importance of obstacles such
as distance and time available which formerly acted
as . factors in deterring the expansion of travel by
automobile. In 1956 automobile registrations in the
United States totalled 54,133,572 as compared with
some 2,478,000 crossings into Canada on customs
permits, leaving a great tourist potential.

The analysis of the origin of automobile traffic
entering Canada from the United States on customs
permits is simplified by grouping the states as they
appear in Table 5. The importance of each group
varies little from year to year as shown by the
relative stability during the past five years. The
North-Eastern States comprising the area from Maine
to Pennsylvania remained the most important group,
supplying over 46 per cent of the automobiles enter-
ing Canada on customs permits. This area contrib-
uted more entries in 1956 than in any other year of
the period shown in Table 5 and advanced in order
of importance from 45.3 per cent of the total in 1955
to 46.6 per cent in 1956. In 1951 this area contrib-
buted 46.7 per cent of the total but had gradually
diminished in order of importance during the inter-
vening years. The states bordering on the Great
Lakes furnished some 30.4 per cent of the cars
entering on customs permits during 1956, approxi-
mately 1.3 per cent lower than in 1955. In 1956 the
states bordering on the Great Lakes contributed the
lowest percentage of the total entries on travellers’
vehicle permits of any of the post-war years. The
West Coast States accounted for 11 per cent and the
North-Western States accounted for 4 per cent of the
traffic. States not specified in Table 5 supply about
8 per cent of the automobiles entering Canada on
customs permits.

The importance of the different regions as a
source of receipts from travel is slightly different
from their importance as a source of volume. The
North-Eastern and Great Lakes States contributed
T7 per cent of the volume and 71 per cent of the

expenditures in 1956, the same relationship as the
previous three years. The North-Western States
have made up 4 per cent of both volume and expend-
itures during the years 1954-1956 inclusive. The
West Coast States of California, Oregon and Wash-
ington have made up 11 per cent of the volume and
14 per cent of the expenditures during the past
three years. The remaining states and other coun-
tries not specified in Table 5 accounted for 11 per
cent of the expenditures and 8 per cent of the volume
in 1956, the same proportions as in the previous
year. Table 6 shows an average expenditure of
$92.27 per car in 1956 for the states and other
countries not specified. Average expenditures for
this group have been climbing steadily during the
past three years.

The uniformity from year to year in the average
expenditure per car continued in 1956 as shown in
Table 6. With the exception of New Jersey, Illinois
and Wisconsin, the average rate of expenditure from
year to year for each of the states shown in Table 6
varied less than $9 per visit during the five-year
period from 1952 to 1956. With the exception of
Illinois and New Jersey, the range between low and
high averages over the same five-year period has
been less than $13 per visit. During the same period
the widest variation from year to year for the state
of Ohio has been $1.05 and $1.58 for the state of
New York. The range between the low and high aver-
age over the five-year period has been $1.58 for the
state of New York and $1.67 for the state of Ohio.
The uniformity reflected for the various states in-
dicates stability in travel behaviour by residents of
each of the states and reliability of the sample used
in estimating receipts from residents of other coun-
tries travelling in Canada.

The average length of stay in Canada for cars
(including commuters, summer residents and locals)
originating in the North-Eastern States amounted to
6.60 days in 1956, a slight increase over the. pre-
vious year. Expenditures per day were practically
unchanged from 1955 and averaged $8.50 per car.
The average length of stay for cars from this area
varied from 3.61 days for cars registered in Vermont
to 7.81 days for cars from the state of New York.
In 1955 the same states showed the shortest and
longest visits for this area. Average expenditure
rates per car per day varied from $4.30 for cars
originating in Maine to $16.06 for cars registered
in New Jersey. For the past two years cars origi-
nating in New Jersey reported the highest expend-
iture per car per day. In 1955 cars from the state of
Vermont rather than the state of Maine reported the

-lowest expenditure per car per day for the group.

Average expenditure per car per day was lowest in
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the North-Eastern States as a group; but, with the
exception of the residual classification referred
to as ‘‘other’’, the length of stay was longer.

Cars originating in the area bordering the
Great Lakes stayed an average of 5.21 days and
spent approximately $9.74 per car per day. The
length of visit to Canada varied from 4.58 days for
cars registered in Michigan to 6.65 days for cars
registered in Ohio. Average expenditure rates varied
from $6.95 per day for cars from the state of Michigan
to $15.31 for cars from Wisconsin. Average expendi-
ture per visit irrespective of the per day basis con-
tinued to be low for this group of states due to the

length of stay in Canada being shorter than for all

other groups.

The average length of stay remained more uni-
form for automobiles from the North-Western States,
varying from 5.79 days for cars registered in
Montana to 6.07 days for cars registered in Minne-
sota. Average expenditure per car per day varied

from $7.42 for cars registered in North Dakota to-

$11.22 for cars originating in Minnesota. Consider-
ing the three states as a unit, the average length
of visit in 1956 was 5.98 days and the average ex-
penditure per car per day amounted to $10.05.

Cars from states on the West Coast had the
highest average expenditure per car per day of all
groups. Although the average expenditure per visit
was lower than for states included in the residual
classification, the average expenditure per day was
considerably higher. In 1956 the average length of
stay for cars in this group was 5.28 days, a slight
increase over 1955. The average expenditure per
car per day also advanced slightly from $13.33 in
1955 to $13.47 in. 1956. The length of stay varied
from 4.12 days for cars registered in Washington to
7.97 days for cars registered in California. Expend-
itures per day varied from $12.85 for Washington
cars to $15.55 for cars registered in Oregon. Cars
originating in the states or other countries not
listed in Tables 5 and 6 stayed 9.08 days in 1956
compared to 8.02 days in 1955. Expenditures per
visit were the highest of all groups amounting to
$92.27 or approximately $10.16 per car per day.
Further  details on length of visit and average’ ex-
penditures for the states not referred to individually
are shown in Table 7.

Table 3 classifies all automobiles travelling
on customs permits in Canada by province of entry
and state or country of registration. Similar inform-
ation appears in Table 4 but is limited to visits
lasting more than 48 hours and excludes the special
classes of commuters, summer residents and locals.
The special classes amount to less than 1 per cent
of the total and would have little effect in making a
comparison of the two tables. Visits recorded in
Table 4 amount to 43 per cent of the total and the
remaining 57 per cent of the cars entering on travel-
lers’ vehicle permits were in Canada less than 48
hours. The relationship between long-term and short-
term visits has not changed in the past six years,

with the exception of minor changes within some of
the provinces. In 1956 there was a higher proportion
of long-term visits in Manitoba, British Columbia
and the Yukon Territory, but a lower proportion of
long-term visits in New Brunswick, Quebec, Saskat-
chewan and Alberta.

The relationship between short-term visits and
visits lasting over two days was not uniform for
all the states in 1956. The state of Vermont con-
tinues to show the highest percentage of short-term
traffic of all the states in the union. Only 14 per
cent of the cars originating in Vermont spent over
48 hours in Canada while the corresponding per-
centages for Maine and Michigan were 27 and 28
respectively. Table 4 shows that 27 of the states
have more than 50 per cent of their vehicles in the
long-term classification and the states of Colorado,
Kansas, Minnesota and Oklahoma send vehicles
that are evenly divided between long-term and short-
term traffic. More than 50 per cent of the vehicles
from the remaining 18 states return from Canada
within 48 hours but included in this group are the
states of New York, Michigan and Washington which
normally contribute nearly 50 per cent of the total
entries into Canada on travellers’ vehicle permits.
The percentage of long-term traffic for the three
states contributing nearly half of the entries was
as follows: New York 38 per cent, Michigan 28 per
cent and Washington 43 per cent. The state of
Oregon contributed the highest percentage of auto-
mobiles staying over 48 hours but the average length
of visit was shorter than for some of the other states
due, perhaps, to a heavier concentration of vehicles
staying less than one week but more than 48 hours.
Some 67 per cent of the cars from Oregon stayed
more than 48 hours in Canada as compared with the
other extremity of only 14 per cent from Vermont
staying over 48 hours in Canada. Oregon was fol-
lowed by the District of Columbia, Iowa and Nevada
each with 64 per cent of their entries in the long-
term classification. The percentage of automobiles
staying more than 48 hours in the aggregate of all
states is influenced by the heavy volume of traffic
from the states of New York, Michigan and Washing-
ton, each with a relatively low percentage of long-
term traffic.

On Map 1 the number of cars travelling on cus-
toms permits in Canada is shown as a percentage of
the number of automobiles registered in each state.
States close to the border normally have a higher
proportion of entries to registrations and states
a long distance from the border usually have a lower
proportion of entries to registrations. Although the
states of Michigan and New York contributed around
41 per cent of the cars travelling in Canada on cus-
toms permits or more than 1,000,000 vehicles in
1956, the total registrations in these two states
for the same year were over 7,000,000, Michigan
and New York did not contribute as high a percent-
age of entries to registrations as some of the other
border states. Entries on travellers’ vehicle per-
mits from the state of Vermont were 74 per cent of
the registrations and entries from Maine amounted
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to 45 per cent. Data on Map 1 also shows that en-
tries from the state of Washington amounted to 19
per cent of the registrations, 18 per cent in New
Hampshire and 17 per cent in Michigan. Although
there were 4.3 million automobiles registered in
New York state in 1956, only 13 per cent or some
468,600 vehicles entered Canada on customs per-
mits durjng the year. The border states with the
lowest proportion of entries to registrations were
Wisconsin, Idaho and Pennsylvania although Ohio

11

and Minnesota also have a low proportion ot entries
to registrations. Normally the border states with a
lower percentage of registrations travelling in
Canada have a higher proportion of long-term traffic
than the states with a higher percentage of entries
to registrations. Ordinarily the border states with
the lower percentage of entries to registrations
also have higher average expenditures per visit
due, no doubt, to the greater proportion of long-
term visits.

Analysis of Automobile Traffic by Ports of Entry and Exit

Although no direct record is kept of the move-
ment of American automobiles within Canada, the
ports of entry and exit from Canada are known for
all motorists travelling on customs permits. An
examination of the customs permits according to
port of entry with corresponding port of exit, dis-
closes some of the routes within Canada which
attract the greatest number of American motorists.
In previous years this study was confined to the
four month period from June to September inclusive,

but in 1956 the study was extended to cover the
twelve months from January to December. The in-
formation recorded from this study is intended to
represent minimum data on interprovincial or inter-
regional travel. It does not include cars entering or
leaving by the same province after visiting other
provinces, or cars entering and leaving by the same
region in Ontario after visiting other regions within
the province.

STATEMENT 4. Percentage Distribution of Vehicles by Province of Exit for Non-Resident
Automobiles Travelling in Canada on Customs Permits!, Three Days or Over, 1956

Province Province of Exit
of
Entry Maritimes | Quebec | Ontario |Manitoba) Saskatchewan| Alberta| B.C. Yukon
% % % % % % % %

Maritimes ....ccccccomevveeinicinenc e 91. 53 5. 06 . 3.39 0. 02
QUEDEC ..ceeeirirircrinrieensis st esse s aesenens 3.39 | 82,25 14. 34 0.02
[07117:1 5 o TSRO 0. 87 7.51 90.75 0. 66 0.21
MAanitoba.....ccccvvieinviriieiiinencse e 0.06 16.48 | 73.50 3. 56 3. 17 3.23
SaskatChewaN .......ciininnnierneineee. 2. 66 8. 60 74. 90 7. 36 6.48
Alberta ......cccecvecenieiieenreceeas 2. 25 3.39 2. 86 43.06| 35.67 | 12.77
British Columbia..........cccoocivvcennnnirinniinnns 0.25 0.37 0.30 6.40 | 89.62 3.06
D 41 1:{e) U RN 0.78 1.89 2. 14 39.96 | 50.43 4,80

1. Exclusive of commuters, summer residents and locals.

Well-defined preterences on the part of American
motorists appear regarding the direction in which
motor tours through Canada should be taken. During
the year 1956 a total of 5,376 cars entered Canada
through ports in the Maritime provinces and returned
to the United States through ports in the province of
Quebec, whereas 8,611 vehicles entered Canada
through ports in the province of Quebec and returned
to the United States through ports in the Maritime
provinces. Although information on the length of
stay within each province is not available, some
77 per cent of the cars travelling from the Maritimes
to Quebec remained in Canada for 3 days or over
and 75 per cent of the cars entering through Quebec
and returning through the Maritimes spent 3 days or

longer in Canada. About 3 per cent of all automo-
biles entering Canada (on travellers’ vehicle per-
mits) through ports in the Maritimes returned by
ports on the border between Quebec and the United
States. Although more vehicles travelled in the
opposite direction, percentage-wise only 2 per cent
of the vehicles entering Canada through ports in
Quebec returned to the United States by ports in
the Maritime provinces. The most popular route
used by residents of the United States for travel
between the Maritimes and Quebec appears to be
between St. Stephen in New Brunswick and Black-
pool in Quebec. Some 14 per cent of the cars travel-
ling from the Maritimes through Quebec, which re-
mained in Canada for 3 days or longer, entered
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through St. Stephen and returned to the United
States via Blackpool. Traffic in the opposite direc-
tion, staying 3 days or longer, accounted for 11 per
cent of the cars entering through Quebec ports and
returning through ports in the Maritimes. Entries at
St. Stephen and exits at Rock Island accounted for
between 8 and 9 per cent of the traffic from the
Maritimes through Quebec, and travel in the opposite
direction represents about the same proportion of
travel from Quebec to the Maritimes. Traffic enter-
ing Canada through St. Stephen, St. IL.eonard and
Edmundston and returning via Blackpool, Rock
Island and Armstrong accounted for 46 per cent of
the traffic which entered through the Maritimes and
returned through ports in the province of Quebec.
Travel in the opposite direction accounted for 48
per cent of the vehicles which entered through ports
in the province of Quebec and returned via ports in
the Maritime provinces.

The interchange of entries and exits between
Ontario and Quebec accounts for a substantial seg-
ment of the number of Americans travelling in these
provinces. During 1956 some 33,380 foreign ve-
hicles entered Canada on customs permits through
ports in the province of Quebec and returned to the
United States through ports in the province of
Ontario. This represents some 8 per cent of the
vehicles entering on travellers’ vehicle permits.
Approximately 82 per cent of these motorists stayed
in Canada for 3 days or longer. Travel in the op-
posite direction was somewhat heavier as 50,939
vehicles entered Canada through ports in Ontario
and returned through ports in Quebec. Automobiles
returning through Quebec represented between 3 and
4 per cent of all entries into Ontario on travellers’
vehicle permits. Some 85 per cent of the vehicles
travelling in this direction remained in Canada for
3 days or over. Of the 43,483 cars (3 days and over)
entering Canada through ports in Ontario and leaving

through ports in Quebec, some 31,938 entered
through ports west of Kingston and east of Sault
Ste. Marie (including Sault Ste. Marie) and 12,001
entered through the St. Lawrence river ports. Cor-
responding with the interchange of travel between
the Maritimes and Quebec, the ports of Blackpool,
Rock Island and Armstrong also account for most of
the exits in Quebec which enter through ports in
Ontario. The ports in Ontario appearing most fre-
quently in the interchange between Quebec and
Ontario were Niagara Falls, Windsor and Lansdowne.
The ports referred to in each province accounted
for about 45 per cent of all combinations of travel
between the two provinces in the 3 days and over
classification. Entries through the three ports in
Quebec and returning through the three Ontario
ports amounted to 11,418 during the year and traffic
in the opposite direction totalled 20,449. To carry
the analysis one step further, some 6,200 or 54
per cent of the entries through the three ports in
Quebec returned to the United States through
Niagara Falls, and 9,955 or 49 per cent of the
entries through the three ports in Ontario returned
to the United States through Blackpool. From this
analysis it will be seen that the volume of traffic
between Quebec and Ontario travelling on routes
between Blackpool and Niagara Falls is heavier
than on any other combination of ports. In 1956
some 3,518 automobiles in the 3 days and over
classification entered Canada at Blackpool and
retuwrned through Niagara Falls, and 5,462 vehicles’
entered Canada through Niagara Falls and returned
to the United States through the port of Blackpool.

Within the province of Ontario which normally
accounts for about 60 per cent of the entries into
Canada on travellers’ vehicle permits, there are
several well-defined routes that appear to be travel-

STATEMENT 5. Number of Non-Resident One and Two-Day Automobiles Travelling on Customs
Permits! Intransit Between Selected Border Points in Ontario, 1952-1956

Border points 1952 1953 1954 1955 1956
Fort Erie — WinASOr ...ccvcveevvvereeceveeeneenenecsseesssneesssnenenes 115, 246 126, 079 125, 932 137, 551 111,370
Niagara Falls — WINdSOor .....ccccceeeeeeevrrernreeeseeenreesesseenas 110, 061 123, 225 112, 065 106, 723 95,470
Fort Erie — Sarni@....cccceevecveereeevsereesninermneresesssasesseens 36, 323 39, 384 43, 230 48,125 46,893
Niagara Falls — Sarnif.......ccccveeeereceerrererseeesnecesnneenens 80, 979 917, 5689 100, 867 102, 758 93, 864
TOLAL OF ADOVE wernrerrerererereseresererseeseesessrseesesssessesssesaen 342, 609 386,277 382, 094 395,157 347,597
Total number of cars! leaving Ontano irres- :
pective of length of VISIt ...cccccoervniirnciinncnrnennenans 1,312,231 | 1,481,801 | 1,446,732 | 1,500,851 | 1,443,950
Intransit traffic as percentage of total traffic............ 26.1 26.1 26. 4 26. 3 24. 1

1. Exclusive of commuters, summer residents and locals.
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led by foreign motorists. A survey of the routes
within the province reveals that the highways be-
tween Fort Erie and Niagara Falls on the east and
the St. Clair and Detroit River ports on the west of
southern Ontario, appear to carry the heaviest vol-
ume of traffic. Table 2 shows that some 656,100
automobiles left Canada during 1956 after having
entered through Fort Erie and Niagara Falls, Of
this number some 417,500 or more than 63 per cent
returned to the United States by way of Fort Erie
and Niagara Falls and 189,200 or 29 per cent re-
turned through the St. Clair and Detroit River ports.
Some 56 per cent of the cars travelling from Fort
Erie and Niagara Falls to the St. Clair and Detroit
River ports made the trip in one day which indi-
cates that a high percentage of this traffic must be
intransit across southern Ontario between two
points in the United States. The number of one-day
cars leaving through all other ports including Fort
Erie and Niagara Falls amounted to 35 per cent. The
trip across southern Ontario involves a journey of
around 250 miles which can easily be accomplished
in less than one day and thus save the motorist
more than 100 miles as compared with the route
south of Lake Erie.

Traffic in the opposite direction, entering
Canada through ports on the St. Clair and Detroit
Rivers and returning through Fort Erie and Niagara
Falls, is.-also quite heavy. Table 2 also reveals

that some 551,400 foreign vehicles returned to the
United States during 1956 after having entered
Canada through the St. Clair and Detroit River
ports. Of this number some 324,100 automobiles or
59 per cent returned to the United States through
the same group of ports, and 200,900 or 36 per cent
crossed southern Ontario and left Canada through
Fort Erie and Niagara Falls. Some 53 per cent of
the cars travelling east from the St. Clair and
Detroit River ports to Fort Erie and Niagara Falls
made the trip within one day, indicating there is
also a high percentage of  intransit travel in this
direction. The number of one-day cars leaving
through all other ports, including ports along the
St. Clair and Detroit Rivers, amounted to 45 per
cent. Further detail on travel across southern
Ontario appears in Statement 6 showing the impor-
tance of the volume of intransit travel through this
section of the province. Declarations of expendi-
tuwres made on travellers’ vehicle permits indicate
that persons travelling intransit across southern
Ontario spend less than persons with the same
length of stay not travelling intransit. No doubt,
the substantial amount of intransit travel through
Ontario is a factor influencing the average expend-
iture per vehicle as shown in Statement 3. It would
appear that Ontario has a higher. percentage of
intransit travel when compared with other provinces,
consequently it is to be expected that the average
expenditure per vehicle should be lower.

STATEMENT 6. Selected Routes Within Ontario Followed by Non-Resident Automobiles Travelling on
Customs Permits! Which Departed from Canada During the Four Months June-September, 1953-1956

’ Percentage of entries via
Number of Cars all ports in Ontario
Route
1953 1954 1955 1956 1953 1954 1955 1956
Between:
St. Clair, Dﬁtroit River Ports
an
Fort Erie, Niagara Falls .......cccccvevvereecneennes 298,995 | 286, 282 | 296,912 | 260, 556 27.9 27.4 28.0 25.3
Fort Erie, Niagara Falls
and
St. Lawrence River Ports in Ontario .......... 39,823 | 36,124 | 35,704 | 33,529 3.1 3.5 3.4 3.3
st. Lawrenge River Ports in Ontario .
an
Province of QuUebec........cccucueeeererreerereneeansans 29,025 25,775 | 25,630 | 25,763 2.1 2.5 2.4 2.5
St. Clair, Detroit River Ports
and
St. Lawrence River Ports in Ontario .......... 11,787 10, 951 10,679 9, 621 1.1 1.0 1.0 0.9
Sault Ste. Marie
and . . .
St. Clair, Detroit River Ports ......cccccenens ... | 10,369 [ 10,343 | 11,940 | 10,912 1.0 1.0 1.1 1.1
Sault Ste, Marie )
and v } '
Fort Erie, Niagara Falls .......cccccccveeeevvericnnne 8, 558 8, 237 9, 255 8,336 0.8 0.8 0.9 0.8
Total of ADOVE .cceevrereerenereecrienrresesesenes 398,357 | 377,712 {390,120 | 348,717 37.2 36.2 36.8 33.9 -

1. Exclusive of commuters, summer residents and locals,
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The route between Fort FErie— Niagara Falls
and the St. Lawrence River ports also carries a
‘substantial number of foreign vehicles involving,
as it does, a trip north of Lake Ontario and perhaps
a visit to Ontario’s largest city or some of the
tourist resorts in Central Ontario. Automobiles
using this route for entry and exit in both directions
totalled 37,800 in 1956. Unlike the traffic crossing
southern Ontario, some 68 per cent of the traffic
over this route is classified in the 3 days and over
group, indicating that it may be of more importance
as a source of travel receipts to the province than
the volume would indicate.

A comparison of the number of automobiles
travelling in both directions over the six most
popular routes within Ontario appears in Statement
6. This statement shows the number of permit-
holding cars, exclusive of commuters, summer resi-
dents and locals, which followed these routes during
the four-month period of June through September for
the years 1953-1956. This period covers the princi-
pal touring season in which most of the pleasure
travel to Canada is concentrated. The statement
shows that the number of automobiles using the
routes referr®d to carried a smaller- percentage
of the total entries into Ontario than in previous
years. An exception to this statement is the route
between ports on the St. Lawrence River and the
province of Quebec which carried a higher percent-
age in 1956 due perhaps, to persons wishing to view
seaway operations on the St. Lawrence River. State-
ment 8 includes automobiles leaving Canada by a
province other than that of entry, indicating little
change for Canada in this respect during the past
three years although some changes have appeared
within the different provinces.

Travel between ports in Ontario, east of Fort
William and Port Arthur, with the ports in the ex-
treme western part of the province has not developed
to any extent. no doubt, because of the distance in-

volved and the condition of many parts of the high-
way through the northern part of the province. During
1956 a total of 827 vehicles entered through ports in
Ontario east of Port Arthur and returned to the
United States mainly through Pigeon River after
staying in Canada for 3 days or longer. Travel in
the opposite. direction was somewhat heavier and
entries through Fort Frances, Pigeon River and
Rainy River having ports of exit east of Fort
William and Port Arthur totalled 1,082,

The exchange of foreign vehicles between
Ontario and Manitoba is mainly through ports in
Ontario west of Fort William and Port Arthur. Table
2 shows that during the year some 5,126 cars en-
tered Canada through ports in Ontario and returned
to the United States through ports in the province of
Manitoba. Nearly 75 per cent of the motorists travel-
ling in this direction reported visits of 3 days and
over. Travel in the opposite direction totalled 4,919
during the year but the number reporting long-term
visits of 3 days or over amounted to around 80 per
cent. The number of motorists reporting long-term
visits in the exchange of travel between Ontario
and Manitoba was practically equal. Over 97 per
cent of the traffic from Ontario to Manitoba, amount-
ing to 3,822 long-term cars, entered Canada through
the ports of Fort Frances, Pigeon River and Rainy
River and 72 per cent of this was through the port
of Fort Frances. The most popular route is from
Fort Frances to Emerson with 61 per cent of the
long-term traffic via Manitoba showing this route.
Long-term traffic in the opposite direction amounted
to 3,918 vehicles with almost 99 per cent of these
returning through the three ports west of Fort
William and Port Arthur. The port of Fort Frances
accounted for 80 per cent of the returning vehicles
which entered through Manitoba. The port of Emerson
accounted for 70 per cent of the vehijcles entering
through Manitoba and returning to the United States
through the three ports in Ontario west of Port
Arthur.

STATEMENT 7. Non-Resident Automobiles Travelling on Customs Permits!, Percentage of Volume,
Classified According to Length of Stay in Canada by Province of Entry, 1956

Length of stay in Canada
Province of entry g p
3 days
1 day 2 days and over
% % %
Maritimes 35.80 13.64 50.56
Quebec .. 31.60 20.98 47.42
Ontario 39.50 21.68 38.82
Manitoba 28.53 18.44 53.03
Saskatchewan .. 20. 71 15.64 63.65
Alberta.. 19. 57 13.31 67.12
British Columbia and Yukon Territory 24.58 23.33 52.09
Canada 35.34 20. % 43.72

1. Exclusive of commuters, summer residents and locals.
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Residents of the United States wishing to visit
Alaska usually travel intransit through Alberta and
British Columbia but the length of time required
for this journey is much greater than the trip across
southern Ontario. While a trip across Ontario in-
volves approximately 250 miles, automobiles pro-
ceeding to Alaska from other states must travel
well over 2,000 miles in Canada. Although the
purpose of trip may he intransit to or from Alaska,
the length of time required wowld involve lodging for
perhaps two or more nights in Canada and thus ex-
penses would be much higher than the intransit
travel through Ontario. Instead of depressing the
average expenditures for the provinces involved,
intransit travel to Alaska may have the opposite
effect and contribute to the high averages for
Alberta and British Columbia as shown in Statement
3.

Throughout the year 1956 some 8,500 cars
entered through ports in Alberta or British Columbia
and left via the Yukon Territory after staying 3
days or longer in Canada. Over 98 per cent of these
cars left Canada through the port of Snag Creek on
the Alaska highway. The most popular route appears
between Coutts in Alberta and Snag Creek in the
Yukon Territory. Some 38 per cent of the cars in-
transit to Alaska used this route during the year
and 28 per cent entered through Huntingdon or
Aldergrove in British Columbia and left Canada via

Snag Creek. Travel in the opposite direction usually
represents the return trip from Alaska to states
south of the international boundary. The return trip
follows much the same pattern with Snag Creek
to Coutts being the most popular route although a
considerable number of the permits show Huntingdon
as the port of exit.

On a provincial basis, traffic to the Yukon
is about evenly divided between Alberta and British
Columbia. Nearly 4,200 cars entered Canada through
ports in Alberta during 1956 and left through the
Yukon Territory. Some 78 per cent of this number
travelled the route from Coutts to Snag Creek and
73 per cent of the travel in the opposite direction
used the same route.

More than 4,300 cars entered through ports in
British Columbia and left Canada through the Yukon
Territory. Some 31 per cent of this number travelled
between Huntingdon and Snag Creek and 24 per cent
travelled between Aldergrove and Snag Creek. Travel
in the opposite direction followed a somewhat dif-
ferent pattern as 46 per cent used the route from
Snag Creek to Huntingdon. The route carrying the
second greatest number of cars in the opposite
direction was between Snag Creek and Osoyoos
which accounted for 14 per cent of the total entering
through the Yukon and returning through all ports
in British Columbia.

STATEMENT 8. Minimum Inter-Provincial Travel by Non-Resident Automobiles Travelling on
Customs Permits! Which Departed from Canada During the Four Months June to September, 1953-1956.

American Cars leaving Canada
by & povincs ettt e
Province of entry other than that of entry
1953 1954 1955 1956 1953 1954 1955 1956
Atlantic Provinces ...ccoveecenaens 7, 266 6,929 7,580 7,127 7.5 6.7 7.2 6.4
Quebec 41,501 36,781 36,483 35,624 16. 1 14.1 13.9 13.0
Ontario 62,734 55,965 56,867 54,569 5.9 5.5 5.5 5.4
Manivuba 5,713 5,832 6,685 6,706 22.0 19. 8 21.9 21.9
Saskatchewan.. 2,057 2,236 2,736 2,971 15.4 17.1 22.8 22.6
Alberta .... 16,052 15,602 16,191 17,803 45.5 48.1 48.7 | 52,1
British Columbia .....cccccececrececencennes 10,899 11,695 11, 739 12,645 6.5 6.8 6.5 6.8
Total 146,222 | 135,040 | 138,281 | 137,445 8.7 8.3 8.3 8.3

1. Exclusive of commuters, summer residents and locals.

The exchange of travel between Alberta and
British Columbia also warrants closer examination.
Statement 4 shows that only 43 per cent of the long-
term foreign automobiles entering Alberta during
the year 1956 returned to the United States-through
ports in Alberta, and close to 36 per cent returned

through ports in British Columbia. The route be-
tween Carway and Kingsgate is used by 35 per cent
of the motorists entering through Alberta and re-
tuwrning via British Columbia, while 20 per cent
travel between Coutts and Kingsgate. Although
Statement 4 shows that approximately 36 per cent



16

of the automobiles entering Canada through Alberta
leave through ports in British Columbia and 6 per
cent of the number entering through British Columbia
leave through ports in Alberta, the discrepancy in
the number of vehicles is not so wide as the per-
centages indicate. In 1956 the number of vehicles
in the 3 days and over classification, entering
Canada through Alberta and leaving through ports
in British Columbia amounted to 11,700 and traffic
in the opposite direction totalled 9,065 cars. This
analysis, however, does not include vehicles that
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may enter Canada through the port of Kingsgate in
particular, proceed to destinations in Alberta for a
vacation and return to the United States through the
same port or other ports within the province of entry.
The same factor would apply to traffic in the op-
posite direction. Of the automobiles entering Canada
through ports in British Columbia and returning
through ports in Alberta, approximately 37 per cent
travel from Kingsgate to Carway and 21 per cent
travel from Kingsgate to Coutts.

Receipts from United States Travellers by Province of Entry

It has already been explained in previous
reports that there is insufficient information on

the movements of American travellers within Canada
to give an accurate breakdown of receipts according

to the province in which the expenditures are made.
Information available on customs permits makes it
possible to ascertain the number of such motorists
leaving Canada by a province other than that of
entry, but there is no way of determining what part
of the expenditure was made  in the province of
entry and what part was made in the province of
exit. The information collected on province of desti-
nation from the special survey described elsewhere
in this report seems to indicate that the net effects

of interprovincial crossings are perhaps not too
serious in the case of some provinces, although of
more significance in others. When percentages are
extended to the number of vehicles the probabilities
are that, although some regions may gain a little
on the balance of the international automobile
traffic, the discrepancy is not as great as might be
expected. Less information is available on the pro-
vincial distribution of non-automobile types: of trans-
portation although it is apparent that for the prov-
ince of Alberta in particular many persons using
rail transportation for travelling in that province
enter Canada  through border points in other prov-
inces.

STATEMENT 9. Distribution of United States Travel Expen ditures in Canada by Province of Entry,

1952-1956
' Percentage of total
Province of entry
. 1952 1953 1954 1955 19562
Atlantic Provinces! 7.8 8.1 7.9 7.7 7.9
Quebgc 18.3 18.6 18.1 17.4 18.3
Ontario 50.6 51.5 50.5 53.6 51.5
Manitoba.... 2.6 2.5 2.6 2.7 3.0
Saskatchewan 1.7 1.8 1.9 1.5 1.6
Alberta .. 3.5 2.9 2.8 3.0 2.8
British Columbia .. 15.5 14.6 16. 2 14.1 14.9
Total 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0

1. Entering ma.in]& through ports in New Brunswick.
2. Subject to revision.

In Statement 9 estimates of expenditures are
distributed by province on the basis of port of entry.
Data appearing in this statement, however, are not
intended to measure accurately expenditures: made
within the province. To facilitate a comparison be-
tween annual data, the distribution is presented in
the form of percentages of the- total expenditures
each year. The statement shows that generally the
provinces remained in the same order of importance
- each year. During the past five years on the basis of
port .of entry the province of Ontario has received
at least 50 per cent of the receipts each year. In

comparing 1956 with the previous year it can be
seen that the expenditures of visitors entering
through the Atlantic Provinces, Quebec, Manitoba,
Saskatchewan and British Columbia have formed a
higher percentage of the aggregate while the expend-
itures of entries into the remaining provinces ac-
counted for a smaller portion of the total. A com-
parison of the average length of stay for automobile
traffic covered by customs permits and the average
expenditure per car appears in Statement 13 and is
of interest when examining the estimate of the
breakdown of expenditures on a provincial basis.
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Receipts from United States Travellers in Canada During 1956, Classified by Length of Stay in Canada

The total number of entries into Canada by
residents of the United States in 1956 amounted to
over 27 million. Many classes of travellers are
represented in this figure, ranging from residents
of border communities who may enter Canada many
times during the year for visits of short duration,
to others who may stay for weeks or months. Short-
term visits are numerous, particularly in the Windsor
— Detroit area and the St. Stephen-— Calais region
where close social and economic relationships
exist. In many communities close to the border an

interdependence with the neighbouring locality on
the other side exists, resulting in heavy local
traffic between Canadian and American centres,
most of which is of a short-term nature. Short-term
visits have amounted to approximately 85 per cent
of the volume for several years but their low aver-
age expenditure is responsible for curtailing their
importance as a source of receipts from travel. In
1956 they contributed 24 per cent of the total re-
cepts from foreign travellers in Canada, a slightly
higher proportion than in 1955.

STATEMENT 10, Expenditures of United States Travellers in Canada by Length of Stdy, 1956

) Number of Per cent - . Per cent
Mode of Travel persons 1 of grand total kxpenditures of grand total
) % $ %o
Short«term traffic: -
Autornobile:
Non-permit or local traffic .......ccccocevvrereennrverrrereerrinnnnne 11, 939, 200 43,15 35, 379, 500 11,43
Customs permit holders:
CONUNULETS .coveveiriiivverierrnreiraeresesrsveresreasessarsesserererseens 9, 900 0,04 1,102, 700 0.36
Locals ............ 22, 200 0. 08 580, 000 0.19
Repeat trips 3,209, 400 11.60 : - -
Other: : .
1 day’s SEAY .ivvcevcrrereenrerrreerrreerreee e ssneereerrareeens 2,730, 800 9. 87 7,104, 600 2.30
2 days’ stay ... 1, 485, 600 5.30 10, 773, 600 3.48
Rail, intransit................. 479, 800 1.73 - -
Bus, intransit ............. 49, 800 0.18 149, 500 0.05
Aeroplane,intransit .......cccccoeeeviveeevniiiniernnnennnnens 10, 900 0.04 32, 600 0.01
Other travellers (pedestrians, 1local bus etc.) ...cceeovvennnnnes 3, 341, 500 12,08 18, 690, 100 6,04
TOLAL -+ ceereeeeiniieerrersnecerrarerersnnesaeeeseaserereannsesasaresens 23,259,100 8, 07 73, 812, 600 23, 86
Long-term ftraffic:
Automobile:
Customs permit holders:
Summer ReSidents .......ccccevviimerieeererviccririenesesersivnvennnns 17,300 0.06 2, 870, 300 0.93
Other: .
More than 2 days’ stay ...ceervevevvrceernreverrerererereeennns 2, 995, 200 10, 83 114, 822, 000 37.11
402, 400 1.45 43,723, 400 14,13
289, 100 1.05 21, 900, 000 7.08
303, 900 1.10 36, 554, 700 11. 82
399, 500 1.44 15, 675, 200 5.07
TOLAL «vveeeeerremreeriiitriceeeeirensessreersseeesssassassssesassssnnsens 4,407,400 15, B 235, 545, 600 76.14
Grand Total ...c.ccccocremiivrirernrrecrieeeseeinenanseresseaeeas 217, 666, 500 100, 00 309,358, 200 IOQ. 00

In. Statement 10 visits of two days or less are
grouped under one section as ‘‘Short-term traffic’’,
and visits of longer duration are designated as
‘‘Long-term traffic’’. Some 4.4 million visits were
of over 48 hours duration and accounted for 16 per
cent of the total, a small increase over the previous
year. Expenditures of this group advanced by 1.4
per cent and represented a slightly smaller propor-
tion of the total than in 1955.

The pattern of American automobile travel in
Canada for vehicles required to apply for travellers’
vehicle permits appears in Tables 1 and 1A for the
year 1956. The method of compilation makes it
possible to examine this type of traffic according

to length of visit in considerable detail. Motorists
entering Canada on travellers’ vehicle permits
normally contribute about 45 per cent of the receipts
from residents of the United States travelling in
Canada. When compared with similar tables for pre-
vious years, data appearing in Tables 1 and 1A
show little change in general behaviour. The aver-
age length of stay for automobiles staying 3-7 days
and 8-14 days has been the same for the past four
years. The average length of stay for the group
staying 15 days or longer declined slightly from
50.8 days in 1955 to 50.7 days in 1956.

In 1956 there was a continuation of the trend
toward a higher proportion of the traffic in the
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STATEMENT 11, Average Visit of Non-Resident Motorists Travelling in Canada on Customs Permits!
Classified as aPerCent of Total Entries, 1954-1956

Average length Per cent of
Length of stay of stay total entries
(Days)
1954 1955 1956 1954 1955 1956
%o % %
L ettt ettt e e e e e eeaaeaan 1 1 1 35.4 35.5 35.3
2 e ettt s et s b e steee e e s e ararennnn 2 2 2 21.7 21.4 20.9
b R OO 4.3 4.3 4,3 29.9 29.9 30.1
8-14 et 9.9 9.9 9.9 9.0 9.0 9.3

15 and over 43.2 50.8 50.7 4.0 4.2 4.4
Total 4,69 5.08 5.22 100, 0 100.0 100. 0

1. Exclusive of Commuters, summer residents and locals.

group staying .15 days or longer accompanied by a
higher percentage in the groups staying 3-7 days
and 8-14 days inclusive. The higher percentages
of the volume appearing in the long-term classifi-
cations automatically reduced the percentage of
one-day entries by 0.2 per cent and the two-day
entries by 0.5 per cent. The higher proportion of
traffic appearing in the long-term groups had the
effect of extending the average length of visit to
5.22 days in 1956 as compared with 5.08 days in
1955. The increase in the length of visit amounts
to nearly 3 per cent, leaving the average length of
visit for the automobile classification appearing in
Tables 1 and 1A, the highest it has been since
1948. An examination of the average length of visit
during the past 10 years (excluding special groups
such as summer residents, commuters, etc.) reveals
the following:

Average length of

Year visit in days
11 OO 5.39
1948 ooooioeoeeeeeeeee e 5.28
1949 oo 4.99
011 S 4.80
) 1:1:3 LS 4.51
0153 2O 4.62
C: 1 S 4.58
(-1 S 4.69
011 SO 5.08
111 J OO 5.22

Statement 12 shows the importance of each
group from an expenditure viewpoint. The group
staying trom 3-7 days accounts for 41 per cent ot the
expenditures made by motorists as recorded in
Tables 1 and 1A. Next in order of importance is
the group staying from 8-14 days which contributed
26 per cent of the receipts from motorists recorded
in the referred tables, although they account for
only 9 per cent of the volume. The last group appear-
ing in Statement 12, namely, persons staying over
15 days contributed 20 per cent of the receipts but
only 4 per cent of the volume as compared with the
first group with one day’'s stay which contribute
only 5 per cent of the receipts but makes up 35 per
cent of the volume. Motorists with 2 days’ stay con-
tribute 8 per cent of the receipts and account for
21 per cent of the volume. The average expenditure
per car per qay is also noted in Statement 12. The
most signiticant change in the trend of average ex-
penditures from the previous year was in the one-
day class where an increase of 9 per cent was
reported, although no change was recorded in 1955
when compared with 1954. The average expenditure
per car per day advanced 6 per cent in the two-day
classification and 2 per cent for the group staying
from 3-7 days. There was a decline of nearly 5 per
cent in the average expenditure per car per day for
motorists staying 15 days or longer and a decrease
of 1 per cent per car per day for motorists staying
from 8-14 days.

Statement 13 shows a comparison on the length
of stay and average expenditure per car per day by
province of exit for the years 1954 to 1956 inclusive.
Cars leaving Canada through ports in Saskatchewan
spend more time inCanada than cars leaving through
the other provinces, but the average expenditure
reported for each visit is lower than that reported
by cars leaving through ports in Alberta. The aver-
age expenditure per car per day also, is lower in
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STATEMENT 12. Average Expenditures of Non-Resident Motorists Travelling in Canada
on Customs Permits! Classified by Length of Visit, 1954-1936

: ‘Per cent
Per cent of total expenaitures Ave;gg;x;;?ng;tme change in
Length of stay P b ¥ average
(Days) exp. per car
per day
1954 1955 1956 1954 1955 1956 in 1956
% % % $ $ $ % .
5.2 5.0 5.3 7.43 7.43 8.10 +9.0
8.0 7.8 7.9 9.33 9. 66 10 24 + 6.0
41.8 41.4 41.4 16. 64 17.10 17.40 +1.8
26.1 25. 7 25.6 14,35 15.31 15.12 1.2
18.9 20.1 19.8 5.54 4.99 4,16 - 4.6
TOLAL coovvvrereerrererrrenrerrerreraseeessersessaensesnnersosocsias 100.0 100.0 100.0 10. 83 10.41 10.37 - 0.4

1, Exclusive of Commuters, summer residents and locals.

Saskatchewan than in most of the other provinces.
Cars leaving Canada through ports in Quebec aver-
aged the shortest visits in 1956 but expenditures
per visit were higher than in Ontario. Expenditures
per car per day were higher in Quebec than in the
Maritimes, Ontario or Saskatchewan. With the ex-
ception of Ontario where the intransit traffic is a
contributing factor, provinces with the longest
visits tend to have the lowest average expenditure
per car per day. Another possible exception to this

ruling is the province of Alberta where the length
of visit and the average expenditure per car per day
are both relatively high, thereby explaining the high
averages for the province as they appear in State-
ment 3. The highest average expenditure per car per
day occurs in British Columbia each year, but the
comparatively short visits had the effect of keeping
the average for this province somewhat lower than
the average for Alberta or Saskatchewan.

STATEMENT 13. Average Expenditures of Non-Resident Motorists Travelling in Canada
on Customs Permits! Classified by Province of Exit, 1954-1956

Length of stay Average expenditure
(Days) per car per day
Province of exit
1954 1955 1956 1954 1955 1956
$ $ $
Atlantic Provinces ..........ccviiniininenen 6.0 9.1 10.3 12,28 8.59 8.73
QUEDEC ..ottt 4.4 4.7 4.5 12,37 12.06 12,15
[0)17:1 5 14 TSRO 4,4 4.6 4.8 9.00 9.33 9.00
MANILODA ..veeeeeeeceerceecsesicee et 5.9 6.6 6.9 11.11 10. 34 10.56
SaskatChewan.......coimecnneviiscinsnernnnnes 10.5 11.0 10. 8 8.52 9.07 9.02
AIDEIta ...occeeriiiniicccieiitteer s 7.6 8.5 8.2 15,02 13. 56 12,98
British Columbia .........c.coeervmvrveenerennnees 4.8 4.9 5.0 16.16 15, 62 15.60
€CaANAAR eoveerieciineniitnrer e 4,7 5.1 5.2 1.0. 8 10.41 10,37

1. Exclusive of commuters, summer residents and locals
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Special Survey of Non-Resident Travel Behaviour in Canada

The survey to determine some of the character-
istics of foreign travel in Canada which was
initiated as an experiment in 1955 was extended in
1956. This survey was conducted to supnlement in-
formation that was already collected from the tripli-
cate copies of all travellers’ vehicle permits issued
bythe customs officers at ports of entry into Canada
from the United States. Some 75,000 questionnaires
were mailed to residents of the United States who
had retuwned from Canada during the months of July
and August. The provincial distribution was made on
the basis of the number of travellers’ vehicle per-
mits issued by each province and the ports selected
were on well-established routes between the two
countries and spaced to give a geographical distri-
bution according to volume of traffic. The selection
was restricted to automobile traffic entering Canada
on travellers’ vehicle permits which is the most
important group when analyzed by type of transporta-
tion. Motorists entering Canada on travellers’ vehi-
cle permits contribute over 44 per cent of our
receipts from residents of the United States, how-
ever, some 87 per cent of this amount is received
from persons who stay in Canada for 3 days or over.
The selection of names was made with the idea of
soliciting most of the response from the long-term
traffic as it is a more important source of receipts.
The questionnaire asked for information on the pur-
pose of visit, accommodation used in Canada, a
breakdown of expenditure for various purposes and
total expenditures in Canada, the length of visit
at destination and enroute through Canada, the ap-
proximate mileage in Canada, if their impressions
were favourable or unfavourable and whether it was
their first visit to Canada.

Altogether, some 23,000 questionnaires were
completed. and returned representing a response of
about 31 per cent. Approximately 93 per cent of
the replies were from Americans who had spent 3
days or longer in Canada, but it should be noted
that the returns from the questionnaires did not
show precisely the same pattern as the travellers’
vehicle permits when the length of stay is examined
in detail. Consequently, some reservations must be
attached to the results of the special survey, partic-
ularly as regards its representativeness of all traffic
entering Canada on travellers’ vehicle permits.

A comparison follows of the patterns shown in
the two sources of data by length of stay. By de-
ducting the one and two day classifications appear-
ing in Table 1 and treating the remainder as a group,
we find that 26 per cent of the long-term automobiles
stayed 3 days in Canada, but in the special survey
only 10 per cent of the questionnaires reporting
long-term visits were in the 3 day classification.
In a more direct comparison of the travellers’ vehi-
cle permits surrendered in July and August rather
than the total for the year as appearing in Table 1,
we find that 23 per cent of the permits surrendered
in these two months were in the 3 day class. In
July and August some 58 per cent of the travellers’

"Canada.

vehicle permits showed visits of from 3 to 6 days
inclusive, but only 37 per cent of the questionnaires
returned by mail showed the same length of stay.
There was also an undercoverage in the 8 day clas-
sification. The discrepancy in the opposite direction
was more pronounced in the 7 day, 10 day and 14
day classifications where the concentrations formed
a relatively higher percentage of the aggregate,
thereby showing an excessive coverage in these
classifications.

There is also an excessive coverage, but to a
lesser degree, in the 16 day and 21 day classifica-
tions. It is possible there may be a tendency for
the respondents to think in terms of a week or two
weeks away from home or the other alternative of a
long weekend plus a weeks’ vacation, but part of
this time may be spent travelling in the United
States whereas the customs’ date stamp of entry
and departure gives the true length of stay within
Discrepancies appearing for the other
lengths of stay were of a minor nature and the ques-
tionnaires in this respect might be considered as
carrying a reasonably adequate weight in the ag-
gregate group of 3 days and over classes when used
for some purposes. However, in using the following
results of the special survey it should always be
borne in mind that the data are derived from a sample
which may be ‘subject to qualifications which are not
always apparent.

More Americans reported their first visit to
Canada in 1956 than in the previous year. A compari-
son showed that 17 per cent of the questionnaires
reported their first visit but only 14 per centreported
their first visit in 1955. Some 24 per cent of the
visitors entering Canada through ports in Alberta
reported their first visit to Canada and 22 per cent
of the motorists entering through ports in Quebec
reported a first visit. Nova Scotia and New Bruns-
wick, on the other hand, showed 12 per cent and 9
per cent respectively of their visitors arriving for
the first time. An analysis on the basis of length
of stay showed that 27 per cent of the question-
naires with two days or less in Canada were report-
ing on their first visit as compared with 17 per cent
reporting their first visit in the group staying for 3
days or longer.

An examination of the purpose of the visit to
Canada revealed that 21 per cent of the question-
naires with visits of 3 days or longer reported more
than one purpose and 79 per cent reported one pur-
pose only. Some 82 per cent of the latter group gave
recreation as their main reason for visiting Canada
while 16 per cent of this group came for the purpose
of visiting friends or relatives and 1 per cent on
business. Visits for the purpose of education, shop-
ping or ‘“‘other’’ reasons not specified were of minor
importance in attracting residents of the United
States to Canada. The 1956 survey showed that a
much higher percentage of the questionnaires re-
ported recreation as the purpose of visit and lower
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STATEMENT 14. Purpose of Visit! Reported by Americans Visiting Canada, Special Survey 1936

Percentage of persons reporting main purpose of trip
Province of Entry Visiting
Business | Education | Shopping | Recreation| friends or Other
relatives
% % % % % )

0.6 0.4 - 76.8 22.2 -
0.7 0.1 - 65.3 33.9 -

2.2 0.2 — 72.5 24.0

1.0 0.2 0.1 85. 2 13. 4
0.8 - 0.3 68.0 30.9 -
2.2 2.9 - 33.6 613 -
TN R e 1=) ¢ £ RPN 3.8 - - 83.1 1.3 1.8
British Columbia and Yukon Territory ......c.ceeeeus 2.1 0.5 0.1 81.1 14.17 1.5
Canada Total 1.3 0.3 0.1 81.7 16.3 0.3

1. Questionnaires reporting one purpose of trip and 3 days or more in Canada.

percentages for other reasons. The purpose of trip
varied -according to province of entry as shown in
Statement 14. Alberta attracted the highest percent-
age of visitors on business trips followed by Sas-
katchewan and Quebec. A greater percentage of the
entrants to Saskatchewan were for the purpose of
visiting friends or relatives than in other provinces
although a substantial number of the trips to New
Brunswick, Manitoba, Quebec and Nova Scotia,
were for the same purpose. Statement 14 shows the
purpose of visit as declared by residents of the
United States entering Canada through ports in the
various provinces. Recreation as the purpose of
visit was given by some 85 per cent of the respond-
ents entering through ports in Ontario, followed by
Alberta and British Columbia showing 83 per cent
and 81 per cent respectively.

A breakdown between adults and children
visiting Canada was also obtained from the survey.
In 1956 some 74 per cent of the persons covered by
the questionnaires were adults and 26 per cent were
children. In 1955 the corresponding breakdown was
83 per cent adults and 17 per cent children. On a
provincial basis Nova Scotia had the highest per-
centage of adults followed by Quebec, New Bruns-
wick and Alberta in the order given. When question-
naires  reporting children in the party were examined
separately from adults only, visits to friends and
relatives was checked more frequently than were
questionnaires showing adults only. Education was
also reported more frequently on forms including
children in the party but recreation, although dimin-
ishing slightly in importance, still remained as the
main reason for the trip to Canada.

It has already been pointed out that there was
an undercoverage in the response from the survey
in the 3 to 6 days and also the 8 day classifications
and too high a proportion in the 7 day, 10 day and

14 day groups. For this reason the average length
of stay as compiled from the survey is longer than
the length of stay as determined from the travellers’
vehicle permits showing the date of entry and date
of exit from Canada for each vehicle. The length
of visit as compiled from the questionnaires showed
8.4 days at destination and 3.8 days travelling en-
route to and from destination or a total of 12.2 days
in Canada. If the one and two days are deducted
from Table 1, we find that the average length of
stay for cars 3 days or over in Canada amounted to
10.2 days. The length of visit varied considerably
according to the purpose of trip. Persons travelling
on business reported 13 days’stay with an additional
4 days enroute to and from destination, Visitors
travelling for recreation averaged 8 days at desti-
nation and 4 days enroute while persons visiting
friends or relatives reported 8 days at destination
and 3 days enroute. The length of stay for the ag-
gregate of all purposes was close to the average for
recreation as they accounted for a high percentage
of the total. On a provincial basis the average
length of stay at destination was greatest in Saskat-
chewan, where some 12 days were reported with
5.6 days travelling enroute or a total of over 17
days. A good deal of the discrepancy between this
average and the length of stay in Statement 13 is
explained by the fact that the one and two day traf-
fic is included in all data appearing in the statement
but data on length of stay from questionnaires is
confined to the 3 days and over group. Visitors to
Nova Scotia reported 11 days at destination and
5.6 days enroute or a total of 16.6 days in Canada
followed by New Brunswick with 8.9 days at desti-
nation and 5.8 days enroute. The shortest visits
were reported for Quebec province where the length
of stay reported at destination amounted to 6.2 days
with 3.9 days travelling enroute. The average time
required for travelling enroute to and from destina-
tion was lower in-Ontario than in other provinces,
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being 3.1 days. The average time spent in Canada
amounted to approximately two-thirds of the average
vacation as reported and about one-half of the aver-
age vacation was spent at the destination in Canada.

In examining the type of accommodation used,:

it should be kept in mind that the survey covered
automobile traffic entering Canada on travellers’
vehicle permits only; non-automobile transportation
was not included. Confirming the results obtained
from the previous survey conducted in 1955 the
motel or motor court continued to be the most popu-
lar type of accommodation for the automobile travel-
ler. In 1956 over 30 per cent of the questionnaires
reporting visits of 3 days or longer checked motels
as accommodation used and 20 per cent stayed with
friends or relatives. Since less than 17 per cent of
the respondents reported visits to friends or rela-
tives as the purpose for making the trip, it must be
assumed that over 3 per cent were induced to make
the trip for other motives but they stayed with
friends or relatives while in Canada. Some 19 per
.cent of the entrants stayed in hotels or resorts and
18 per cent stayed in cottages. Nearly 6 per cent
camped out, 4 per cent used accommodation in
tourist homes, 1 per cent lived in trailers and 2
per cent reported other types of accommodation not
already specified. .

The type of accommodation varied according
to the purpose of trip. Over 55 per cent of the per-
sons travelling on business stayed in hotels or
resorts, and 28 per cent reported motel or motor
court accommodation. More diversified accommoda-
tion was used by the main group of respondents,
namely the persons travelling for recreation. Over
34 per cent of the persons travelling for recreation
stayed at motels or motor courts and 25 per cent
vacationed in cottages. Some 22 per cent stayed in

hotels or resorts and between 7 and 8 per cent

camped out. The other important segment of visitors,
namely the motorists touring Canada for the purpose
of visiting friends and relatives did not spend all
of their time with friends or relatives. Nearly 74
per cent of this group received their accommodations
from friends or relatives and about 15 per cent
checked accommodation in motels or motor courts.
No doubt there were a few instances where friends
would not be in a position to provide the necessary
accommodation at destination, in addition to other
accommodation that would be required enroute.

There was also a difference in the type of
accommodation reported by province of entry. With
the exception of Saskatchewan the motel or motor
court appeared as the most popular type of accom-
modation. ‘Over 39 per cent of the respondents en-
tering Canada through ports in British Columbia
stayed in motels, while 36 per cent of the entries
through Quebec and 35 per cent entering into
Alberta also reported this type of accommodation.
Only 25 per cent of the respondents entering via
Saskatchewan stayed in motels. ‘Hotels or resorts
in the province of Quebec provided accommodation
for a higher percentage of the motorists entering

on travellers’ vehicle permits than in any other
province. Hotels or resorts accounted for 24 per
cent of the respondents entering through Quebec,
between 22 and 23 per cent via Nova Scotia, and
21 per cent of the number arriving via Alberta.
Statement 15 shows that a higher percentage of
the entries via Nova Scotia stayed in tourist
homes than in any of the provinces. There was a

" wide variation in the number of Americans using

this type of accommodation, from less than 2 per
cent in Saskatchewan to between 12 and 13 per cent
in Nova Scotia. Tourist homes were also popular
in Quebec and New Brunswick. Cottages proved more
popular in Ontario than in any other province with
26 per cent of the respondents staying in vacation
cottages, while in Manitoba some 10 per cent used
this type of accommodation. In all the other prov-
inces less than 10 per cent of the respondents
stayed in vacation cottages. Camping out appears
to be more popular in Alberta and British Columbia
where 16 per cent and between 11 and 12 per cent
respectively used this type of accommodation. The
trailer coach follows a somewhat similar pattern
and is more popular in Alberta and British Columbia.
Approximately 5 per cent of the visitors to Alberta
and 3 per cent to British Columbia reported they had
stayed in trailers. Less than 1 per cent of the visi-
tors to each of the four eastern provinces from Nova
Scotia through Ontario inclusive used trailers for
accommodation. Considerable variation appears be-
tween the different provinces in the percentage of
respondents staying with friends or relatives. In
Saskatchewan nearly 43 per cent of the visitors
stayed with friends or relatives as compared with
28 per cent in the provinces of New Brunswick and
Manitoba. Relatively few of the entries via Alberta
and British Columbia stayed with friends or rela-
tives while in Canada. Tabulations of accommoda-
tions used by visitors staying less than 3 days
in Canada showed that some 56 per cent used
motels for their accommedation, followed by 16 per
cent in hotels and 13 per cent with friends or rela-
tives. About 5 per cent camped out and 5 per cent
stayed in tourist homes but few persons used other
types. It should be pointed out, of course, that the
accommodation used is influenced to a degree by
the type available. in certain areas. As an example,
the motel or motor court may have developed more
rapidly in some provinces, making this type .of
accommodation more readily available.

Persons selected for the special survey were
also asked to report the approximate number of miles
travelled in Canada. Tabulation of the mileage in
Canada revealed no appreciable trend according to
purpose of trip but the mileage increased as the
length of visit was extended. The average mileage
reported on questionnaires reporting one and two
days’ stay was 290 miles per trip. Persons staying
3 days or longer reported approximately 785 miles
per trip. A comparison of the mileage reported by
province of entry shows the province of Quebec
averaged shorter trips than any of the other prov-
inces. Motorists staying 3 days or longer in Quebec
averaged some 650 miles per trip and Ontario slight-
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STATEMENT 15. Accommodation Used by Residents of the United States Wkile Travelling in Canadal
Special Survey 1956

Hotel Motor court : : ; Visiting
. Tourist | Vacation Camp Trailer A
Province of entry or or friends or | Other
resort motel home cottage out coach | felatives
% % % % % % % %

NOVE SCOLA weueuerrereeremnrrenans 22.5 31.0 12.5 5.5 2.6 = 0.3 23.1 2.5
New Brunswick ....cccceeeeeneeeee - 13.5 34.4 8.8 6.8 5.5 0.5 28.3 2.2
Quebec 24.0 35.6 9.5 4.1 2.0 0.4 22.2 2.2
Ontario 17.3 26.8 3.2 26.0 4.5 0.7 19.4 2.1
Manitoba 19.8 30.8 2.9 10.0 5.7 2.0 28. 1 0.7
Saskatchewan.....cccueiecerecceneen 16.6 25,2 1.6 5.0 5.6 2.0 42.7 1.3
AlDerta ....oeeeeececccsroccreracreossones 21.0 35.3 7.0 3.9 15.7 4.8 11.5 0.8
British Columbia and Yukon

Territory .......... Zevrerenaeressnne 19.8 39.3 1.8 7.9 11.5 2.8 15.1 1.8

Canada Total .......ccceeveeeneen 18.4 30.4 4.4 18.0 5.7 1.2 19.9 2.0

1. Visits of 3 days or over in Canada.

ly higher with an average of 690 miles. Respondents
entering through provinces not specified travelled
much farther than the average for Canada. The aver-
age for the province of Alberta amounted to some
1,490 miles but this is influenced by traffic intran-
sit to Alaska. Americans entering Canada through
the Yukon Territory are largely intransit from Alaska
and average close to 2,400 miles per trip.

Expenditures showed considerable variation
according to purpose of trip. Persons on business
reported the highest average expenditure per trip
followed by persons stating recreation as the pur-
pose of visit. Persons visiting friends or relatives
reported the lowest expenditure per trip although the
averagze length of stay was almost as long as that
reported by the group stating recreation. The pro-
vincial breakdown did not reveal any appreciable
trend in that direction.

The questionnaires asked information on the
approximate breakdown of expenditure on the fol-
lowing items: transportation, food and beverages,
lodging, handicrafts and souvenirs, other merchan-
dise and a sixth item to include expenditure not
already specified. Final tabulations of the forms
giving breakdown on expenditures showed that 31
per cent of each dollar went for food and beverages
which is the same percentage as reported in the
1955 survey. Approximately 24 per cent of each
dollar went for lodging and 16 per cent for trans-
portation costs as compared with 22 per cent and
15 per cent respectively in the former survey. Some
‘8 per cent of the travel dollar went for handicrafts
and souvenirs in 1956.as compared with 7 per cent
in 1955. The same proportion of the travel dollar
went for other merchandise in 1956 as in 1955,
namely 12 per cent but a smaller amount in 1956
went for expenses not specified. About 9 per cent

\

of the expenses were not specified in 1956 as com-
pared with 13 per cent in 1955. Tt should be noted
that the changes in breakdown of the travel dollar
were of a minor nature when compared with the
previous survey.

The breakdown of expenditures was influenced
to some extent by the purpose of visit. Persons on
business spent more on transportation, lodging, food
and heverages but less on souvenirs, other merchan-
dise and ‘‘other’’ expenses. The breakdown for
persons on recreation followed the general pattern
quite closely, but persons visiting friends or rela-
tives spent more of their dollar for transportation,
souvenirs and other merchandise and much less on
lodging than the aggregate for all types. Persons
spending one or two days in Canada spent more
of their dollar on transportation, handicrafts and
other merchandise but less on food, lodging and

* “other’’ incidentals. Less of the travel dollar

went for transportation in Quebec and Ontario,
reflecting the lower mileage reported for these
provinces consequently, a greater percentage was
allotted for lodging, food, beverages, etc. The
breakdown of expenditures in the other provinces
followed the aggregate for Canada very closely.

Answers to the question on destination in
Canada showed considerable variation according
to province of entry. More consideration was given
to the geographical distribution for each province
in selecting the names for the mailing list in 1956.
The data on destination shows a different pattern
for some of the provinces in 1956, but the change
in distribution and the increase in the number of
forms mailed in the survey should make the data
more representative than the original survey. Data
on destination compiled from the survey in 1956 is
restricted to the traffic staying 3 days or over in
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Canada as it is assumed that a very high percentage
of one and two day entries would remain within the
province of entry. It should be emphasized that the
percentages shown in Statement 16 of travel to des-
tinations beyond the province of entry do not neces-
sarily bear a close relation to the proportions of
expenditures or duration of visits covered, because
of the great diversity of routes and varying circum-
stances involved.

With the exception of New Brunswick, the des-
tination reported by the majority of the question-
naires was within the province of entry as shown in
Statement 16. Only 28 per cent of the persons enter-
ing Canada through the province of New Brunswick
gave their destination within the province; 40 per
cent went to Nova Scotia, 15 per cent to Prince
Edward Island and 13 per cent to the province of
Quebec. The ferry service from Bar Harbour, Maine
to Yarmouth, Nova Scotia which started in 1956 has
made it possible for automobiles to enter Nova
Scotia direct from the United States and this affect-
ed the vrovincial distribution in the Maritime Prov-
inces in comparison with the previous year. State-
ment 16 shows that 86 per cent of the persons
entering through Nova Scotia gave their destination
within the province; 5 per cent gave destinations
in Quebec and 3 per cent in each of Prince Edward
Island and New Brunswick.

£

Data on entries into Quebec from the 1956 sur-
vey shows a somewhat different provincial distribu-
tion from 1955 but should be more representative of
the aggregate for the province. In 1955 traffic via
Blackpool and Rock Island was not included in the
sample. However, the port of Blackpool accounted
for over 25 per cent of the vehicles entering Canada
through the province of Quebec in 1956 and, there-
fore, should be represented in any sample of traffic
for the province. Many vehicles entering via Black-
pool are destined to Ontario and, no doubt, this
factor has been responsible for the increase in the
percentage of destinations in Ontario via the prov-
ince of Quebec. The 1956 survey showed that 68
per cent of the entries through Quebec gave des-
tinations within that province and 25 per cent were
destined for Ontario. Nearly 5 per cent of the res-
pondents entering through Quebec gave destinations
in New Brunswick. A different impression is gained
from the exchange of traffic between Quebec and
Ontario when a detailed examination is made. State-
ment 16 indicates that on a percentage basis Ontario
stands to gain from the exchange of traffic but, if
the survey is representative, Quebec actually re-
ceives more vehicles entering through Ontario than
Ontario receives as entries through Quebec. Apply-
ing the data from Statement 16 to the number of
entries staying 3 days or over, it would appear that
it drew more travellers from Ontario and New Bruns-
wick than it lost to either of these provinces.

STATEMENT 16. Destination Reported by Residents of the United States After Remaining Three
Days or Over in Canada,Special Survey 1956 .

Province of Entry into Canada
Province of Destination
o otia | Brunswick| Quebec | Ontario |manitoba | SR | Atverta | B | xukor
% % % % % % % % %

Newfoundland................... - 0.8 0.1 - - - - — -

Prince Edward Island ...... 3.3 14.6 1.5 0.1 — - - - -

Nova Scotia ....ecvveeeirarnenns 86.3 40. 1 - 0.8 0.2 - - — —

New Brunswick .............. 3.3 27.6 4.6 0.2 —_ - - - -

Quebec .....ceerveerrnn 5.4 13. 4 68. 1 12. 6 0.4 0.5 0.1 0.1 -

Ontario .... 1.7 3.2 25.0 84.3 14.9 1.0 0.7 0.5 -

Manitoba.......cccoceeruerenienenne - - 0.3 L0 62.3 2.5 2.4 0.4 -

Saskatchewan ...... - 0.1 — 0.2 6.9 68.9 3.5 14 -

Alberta ........... et - - 0.2 0.4 8.7 16.6 64.9 18. 5 9.4

British Columbia., - 0.2 0.2 0.3 4.4 6.0 17. 1 4.3 6.2

Yukon Territory .......c....... - - - - - — 0.4 0.3 9.4
IALransit .....occeeeevernereennns - - - 0. 1! 2. 21 4.5! 10.9¢ 4.5Y 175,02

Total ........cooeevercerrnnns 100.0 100.0 100.0 100. 0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0

1. Intransit to Alaska.
2. Intransit to United States.
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Some 84 per cent of the respondents entering
through ports in Ontario gave destinations within
the province; 13 per cent went to Quebec and 1 per
cent to Manitoba. There was also a change in the
ports used as a source of the mailing list for
Ontario, making it more representative of the larger
ports and a broader geographical distribution.

More than 62 per cent of the respondents enter-
ing through ports in the province of Manitoba gave
destinations within the province; 15 per cent were
destined to Ontario, 9 per cent to Alberta and 7 per
cent to Saskatchewan. Although 15 per cent of the
respondents entering through Manitoba gave destina-

tions in Ontario as compared with 1 per cent of the .

entries in Ontario travelling to Manitoba, an exam-
ination of the number of vehicles involved would
indicate that more vehicles travelled from Ontario

to Manitoba than traffic moving in the opposite -

direction.

Some 69 per cent of the entries into Saskat-
chewan gave destinations in the same province; 17
per cent went to Alberta and 6 per cent to British
Columbia. In Alberta 65 per cent gave destinations
within the province; 17 per cent were going to
British Columbia and 4 per cent to Saskatchewan.
About 11 per cent of the respondents entering
Canada through ports in Alberta were intransit to
Alaska.

A slightly higher proportion of the cars entering
through ports in British Columbia, namely 74 per
cent, gave destinations within the province; between
18 per cent and 19 per cent reported destinations in
Alberta and 5 per cent were intransit to Alaska.
Some 75 per cent of the respondents from the survey
entering Canada through the Yukon Territory were
travelling intransit through Canada to destinations
in the United States. As previously explained, all
data on destination referred to above is restricted
to visits of 3 days or over in Canada. No doubt a
much higher percentage of the short-term visits,
staying less than three days in Canada, would be
restricted to the province of entry.

The questionnaires also invited persons to
offer comments on their visit to Canada broken down
into complaints and unfavourable experiences along
with favourable impressions of their trip. Many

of the returns had both favourable and unfavourable
comments to offer and few questionnaires failed to
make some remark about their trip to Canada. Some
90 per cent of the questionnaires offered favourable
comments and 10 per cent did not make a favourable
comment. About 34 per cent of the juestionnaires
made complaints of some kind while 66 per cent had
no complaints to offer.

Of the 34 per cent of the questionnaires record-
ing complaints about their visit to Canada, the na-
ture of the complaint varied somewhat according to
province of destination but most common with all
provinces was road conditions. Nearly 42 per cent
of the complaints were about road conditions. The
majority of these were about the poor condition
generally but many complaints received stated the
stretches under construction at one time were too
long. Many also complained about our careless
drivers. Over 10 per cent of the complaints were
about the food and restaurant service they received
and 9 per cent disliked accommodation facilities.
Between 10 and 11 per cent of the complaints re-
ferred to the discount on the United States dollar,
particularly the lack of a uniform rate for all areas
and 5 per cent found prices toe high. Some 7 per
cent of the complaints had to do with fishing in
Canada. On approximately 14 per cent of the ques-
tionnaires with unfavourable impressions, a wide
variety of complaints were recorded but none of
sufficient importance to list as a separate category.

Of the 90 per cent who offered favourable com-
ments, the most frequent remark which appeared on
34 per cent of these forms, was the scenery of
Canada. Some 28 per cent of the visitors were im-
pressed with the hospitality and cowtesy they
received and 10 per cent were pleased with their
fishing in Canada. About 11 per cent found our roads
in good condition; nearly 4 per cent mentioned the
beauty of our towns and cities and 4 per cent were
impressed with our restaurants. Over 4 per cent
stated they liked the accommodation they received,
and 4 per cent mentioned our churches, shrines and
historical sites. About 1 per cent of the favourable
comments were of a miscellaneous nature such as
the enjoyment they had from hunting, shopping, the
Shakespearian Festival, the Canadian National Ex-
hibition and many were interested in the R.C.M.P.

Distribution of Travel Expe nditures by Residents of the United States in Foreign Countries

Residents of the United States spent more on
travel outside their own country in 1956 than in any
previous year according to the United States Depart-
ment of Commerce. The amount spent on foreign
travel amounted to $1.8 billion, an increase of 12%
per cent over the previous year. The relative in-
crease was somewhat lower than in 1955 when a 15
per cent increase was recorded but, in dollar terms,
the rise in the two years was about the same. For-
eign travel is one of the consumer expenditures that
has shown an exceptionally large expansion in

recent years according to reports from the Depart-
ment of Commerce bhut-domestic travel has also ex-
perienced a boom in the same period.

Included in the aggregate of $1.8 billion are
transportation charges amounting to $539 million,of
which approximately $301 million or some 56 per
cent went to American airlines and shipping com-
panies covering transportation between the United
States and foreign countries. Approximately $238
million or 44 per cent of the transportation costs



26 DOMINION BUREAU OF STATISTICS

went to foreign lines which is about the same break-
down between foreign and American carriers as that
experienced in 1955. Aggregate transportation costs
advanced $80 million or about 17 per cent when com-
pared with the previous year while expenditures
within other countries were between 10 and 11 per
cent higher. The dollar income of foreign countries
from residents of the United States travelling abroad
amounted to $1.5 billion including the amount col-
lected by foreign ship and plane operators.

" There has been a marked similarity between
Canada and the United States in the developmeént of
overseas travel. Visits to overseas countries have
risen at an accelerated rate compared with visits
to adjoining countries. For the fourth year in suc-
cession, Canada received a smaller portion of United
States expenditures on travel in other countries than
Europe and the Mediterranean areas, with the margin
widening each year. In 1952 Canada received about
the same amount of United States travel expendi-
tures as Europe and the Mediterranean countries but
the margin has widened each year to a difference of
$157 million in 1956. The United States Department
of Commerce has estimated that, exclusive of trans-
portation costs, Americans spent $473 million in
Europe and the Mediterranean countries and $316
million in Canada in terms of United States dollars.
The breakdown by country for Europe and the Medi-
terranean area shows that Italy, France and the
United Kingdom received the greatest share of

United States travel dollars. In 1956 Italy received.

$94 million from 259,000 Americans; France re-
ceived $85 million from 300,000 travellers and the
United Kingdom was in third place with $82 million
from 279,000 United States visitors. Estimates show
that expenditures in European and Mediterranean
countries advanced 10 per cent in the past year as
compared with a 3 per cent gain in Canada in terms
of American dollars.

The average American travelling to Europe in
1956 spent about $1,565 or 2% per cent more than

the average per trip in 1955. This amount was di-

vided as follows: $660 on transatlantic fares and
$905 in Europe. Americans travelling by vessel
spent - slightly over $1,000 per person per trip in
Europe, while air travellers averaged about $830 per
person. The lower expenditures for air travellers
reflect a shorter stay in Europe. In 1956 the aver-
age length of stay of plane travellers in Europe was
43 days while ship travellers stayed 71 days. There
was also a wide discrepancy in the pattern of travel
between foreign-born and United States-born travel-
lers. Thirty-seven per cent of all United States
residents ftravelling to Europe were foreign-born.
They stayed about 70 days compared to 47 days for
United States-born travellers but they spent about
one third less per trip.

The purpose of travel to European and Medi-
terranean countries as reported by residents of the
United States followed a pattern somewhat similar
to that reported by Canadians as shown elsewhere
in this report. More than half of the Americans vi-

siting Europe went for recreation; 28 per cent went
to visit friends or relatives and 13 per cent reported
business trips. The majority of persons travelling
for recreation went by air and persons on business
also showed a marked preference for air travel. More
persons visiting friends and relatives went by sea
rather than by air and they usually reported tourist-
class transportation. Most persons on business used
first class accommodations while persons on recrea-
tion used more tourist than first-class accommoda-
tion on planes and ships.

On a percentage basis, European and Mediter-
ranean countries received about 37 per cent of the
total amount spent within countries abroad in 19586,
about the same proportion as in 1955. During the
same year Canada received about 25 per cent com-
pared with nearly 27 per cent in 1955. Mexico re-
ceived about the same percentage of the aggregate
as the previous year, namely around 22 per cent.
The West Indies and Central America improved their
position in 1956 and received between 10 and 11 per
cent of the total as compared with 9 per cent in
1955. The remaining countries, including South
America, received close to 6 per cent of the aggre-
gate in 1956 as compared with 5 per cent the pre-
vious year. Travel payments to the West Indies and
Central America by residents of the United States
advanced 25 per cent in 1956 as a total of $134
million was recorded for this area. On a percentage
basis, countries in South America showed a more
substantial gain of 32 per cent as receipts from
United States travellers advanced from $22 million
in 1955 to $29 million in 1956. The greatest per-
centage gain appeared in the Far Eastern region
where an advance of 33 per cent was recorded as
receipts increased from $33 million to $44 million
during the year. .

The United States Department of Commerce has
estimated that purchases by foreign visitors in the
United States, including fares paid to United States
carriers, amounted to $770 million in 1956. Compared
with the trade in commodities of the United States
with other countries, the receipts from foreign travel
amounted to more than the exports of all cotton or
electrical machinery and apparatus and about as
high as the exports of all passengercars-and trucks.
Estimates of Canadian expenditures on travel in the
United States indicate that residents of Canada
spend more on travel in that country than persons
from all other foreign countries combined as they
contributed well over half of the United States re-
ceipts from foreign travel.

Receipts from residents of the United States
travelling in Canada have the same effect on
Canada’s balance of international payments as the
commodities exported to that country. The amount of
travel that Canada ‘‘sold’’ to the United States in
1956 was second only to the exports of newsprint
paper valued at $615,942,000. Canada received more
from the sale of travel to residents of the United
States in 1956 than the amount of planks and boards
that were exported, valued at $252,594,000 and
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ranking second in commodity exports for the year
1956. In 1956 Canada’s receipts from residents of
the United States travelling in Canada were about
equal to the exports of wood pulp, pulpwood and
shingles to that country valued at $310 million.
More benefits are received from the sale of travel
in Canada to residents of other countries than are
often appreciated as travel indirectly benefits many
sections of the business and economic life of
Canada. Many Canadian industries are interested in
promoting travel in Canada for the benefits they
receive indirectly although their operations are not
directly concerned.

Some of the most unsuspecting people benefit
from the travel industry. Special surveys on non-
resident travel behaviour in Canada during 1955 and
1956 described in this report have shown that ap-
proximately 31 per cent of each dollar spent on
travel in Canada went for food and beverages. Our
first thought would be of the restaurants and other
establishments serving meals, but where does their
supply of food come from? If it were possible to
segregate all the bread, milk, meat, eggs and vege-
tables, etc. that are consumed by persons while
travelling in Canada, whether they are non-residents
or residents, the total no doubt, would surprise many
persons who do not think of the farnier as benefiting
from the travel industry. In addition to the farmer
whose produce was used, the employees and pro-
prietor of the establishment all receive part of the
travel dollar. Our special surveys have also pointed
out that between 22 per cent—24 per cent of the
travel dollar went for lodging while in Canada. This
is also distributed over many recipients such as

There was a further expansion in travel to the
United States by residents of Canada during the,
year 1956. Total re-entries of Canadians returning
from visits to the United States numbered 27.1 mil-
lion, a gain of more than 9 per cent or an additional
2.3 million crossings as compared with the previous
year. The data for 1956 constitutes a new record in
the number of Canadian visits to the United States.
The states of Florida and California are popular
vacation areas for Canadians during the winter
months and more Canadians appear to take this kind
of holiday each year. During the first quarter of
1956 there was an advance of 24 per cent in the
total number of re-entries as compared with the
same period of 1955. A more moderate increase was
recorded in the other three quarters with a gain of
7 per cent in the second and third quarters and 5
per cent in the fourth quarter. The expansion for
the year was more noticeable in the short-term
traffic where a 10 per cent gain was recorded as
compared with an increase of between 5 and 6 per
cent in the long-term visits. But both of these broad
categories of Canadian travel were not far short of
the corresponding movements of visitors from the
United States to Canada. There were, for example,
some 4,276,900 returning Canadians in the long-

motels, hotels, tourist homes, cottages etc. giving
direct employment to many persons and indirect
benefit to a host of others, to mention a few; the
construction worker on new establishments, the in-
dustrial worker who is employed in the manufacture
of furniture, equipment, supplies etc. and many
others who bhenefit indirectly. Transportation costs
accounted for around 15-16 per cent of the cost of
travelling in Canada. Persons travelling from one
part of Canada to another in their automobiles re-
quire gasoline and oil; tires and batteries may have
to be replaced or repairs may be required, which rep--
resents additional business for garages and service
stations and the benefits are extended far beyond
the place where the purchase is made. The oil well
in Alberta may receive part of the dollar that was
left at the service station, the provincial government
will benefit from the tax on gasoline or the factory
worker who is engaged in the manufacture of tires
or batteries may also benefit from the additional
revenue at the service station. The special survey
indicated each year that approximately 12 per cent
of the travel dollar went for the purchase of mer-
chandise and about 8 per cent for handicrafts and
souvenirs. It is difficult to measure accurately the
value of the travel industry to the economy of
Canada as the benefits are extended indirectly to
a host of persons across the country from the fisher-
man in Newfoundland to the lumberman in British
Columbia. An outstanding feature of receipts from
the sale of travel is that the scenery of Canada can
be exported to residents of other countries year
after year without depleting any of our natural re-
sources, a characteristic that is not possible in
many other industries.

Canadian Travellers in the United States

term group of entries in Statement 17 compared with
4,407,400 visits from the United States shown in
Statement 10.

A new peak was reached in the amount spent
by residents of Canada on travel in the United
States. The new record of $391 million represents
an additional $28 million when compared with the
previous record attained in 1955. Most of the addi-
tional expenditures in 1956 appeared in the long-
term traffic where the increase amounted to $24
million or nearly 8 per cent. Short-term travellers
spent an extra $4 million during 1956 but percentage-
wise thé increase was similar to that recorded for
the long-term traffic.

Canadians spent an average of $78.79 per visit
in the United States in the long-term category during
the past year and $2.37 per visit for all short-term
visits as shown in Statement 17.1If the long-term and
short-term traffic are taken as a unit, Canadians
spent an average of $14.44 on each visit to the
United States in 1956. Compared with 1955, the
average expenditure on long-term visits advanced
2 per cent and the average for short-term visits
declined 2 per cent, leaving the average for all
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STATEMENT 17. Expenditures of Canadian Traveilers in the United States by Length of Stay, 1956

Number of Per'cent : Per cent
Mode of travel persons of grand total Expenditures! | ¢ orand total
% $ %
Shortterm traffic:
Motorists:
24 hours or less 16,333, 800 60.32 28,759, 200 7.36
Over 24 hours and under 48 hours .........ccceneenee 870,500 3.21 9,274, 100 2.37
Rail intransit 5,500 0.02 --- -
Other travellers (pedestrians, local bus etc.) ...... 5,590,000 20.65 16,086,300 4.11
Total 22,799, 800 84.20 54,119, 600 13. 84
Long-term traffic:
Motorists — 48 hours and over 2,958,600 10. 93 159, 394, 900 40. 76
‘Rail.... 480,300 1.7 64,338,000 16.45
Through bus 435,600 1.61 41,888, 900 -10.71
Aeroplane 300,300 .11 66,405, 100 16.98
Boat 102, 100 0.38 4,938, 100 1. 26
Total 4,276, 900 15.80 336, 963, 000 86.16
Grand Total 27,076,700 100. 00 391, 084, 600 100. 00

1. Subject to revision.

visits slightly lower than the previous year. Un a
per capita basis, residents of Canada spent $24.32
per person for travel in the United States during the
year. This represents a higher figure than the aver-

age per visit as, besides the effect of commuters, -

there are many Canadians making several trips to
the United States in a year. In each case, the Cana-
dian averages are much higher than corresponding
rates for the United States visitors. For that country,
per capita expenditures on travel in Canada aver-
aged some $1.85 in 1956 while the average expend-
itures ver visit to Canada was $11.18.

Summarizang travel of Canadians in the United
States, we find a gain of 10 per cent in the volume
of short-term visits but the expenditures of this
group advanced only 8 per cent over the previous
year due to lower averages per visit. Long-term traf-
fic, on the other hand, showed a more moderate gain
of between 5 and 6 per cent in the number of visits
but expenditures in this category advanced 8 per
cent due to higher averages per visit.

The amount spent on travel in the United States
has similar effects on Canada’s balance of inter-
national payments as the commodities imported from
that country. As an indication of its relative magni-
tude, the amount of travel that Canadians *‘pur-

chased’’ from the United States was second only to
the imports of non-farm machinery valued at $562
million in 1956. More money was ‘spent on travel
than the imports of automobiles and parts valued
at $368 million; or again, payments to the United
States for travel far exceeded the combined values
of all the coal, fuel oils, gasoline, other petroleum
products and fuels purchased from that country
during 1956. .

Included in the amount spent by Canadians
while travelling in the United States are their pur-
chases of merchandise. Declarations made during
1956 under the $100 customs exemption privilege
totalled close to $73 million, an increase of $3.6
million or 5 per cent when compared with the pre-
vious year. In 1955 the increase over 1954 amounted
to some 4 per cent. In 1954 nearly 21 per cent of the
expenditures of Canadians in the United States were
for merchandise declared under-the customs exemp-

" tion, whereas in 1955 only 19 per cent was used for

this purpose in spite of an increase of $3 million in
declarations. In 1956 purchases declared under the
customs exemption were nearly 19 per cent of the
total amount spent by Canadians while travelling
in the United States, indicating little change in the
importance of this item during the past year.
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Canadian Travel in the United States by Type of Transportation

Since 1950 the automobile has gained rapidly
in.popularity as a means of transportation between
Canada and the United States. In addition to the
normal expansion of travel, the automobile has been
carrying a higher proportion of the re-entries to
Canada each year. During 1956 the number of per-
sonis returning in automobiles totalled nearly three
times the number returning by all other types of
transportation. On a comparative basis the number
returning by automobile in 1955 amounted to some
13 per cent of the total and 27 per cent returned by
all other means of transportation, whereas in 1950
less than one-half of the residents of Canada return-
ing from visits to the United States were in automo-
biles and 52 per cent used other means of transpor-
tation. During the period 1950 through 1956, personal
incomes have been relatively high in Canada and
automobile registrations have advanced more rapidly
than the rate of increase in population. In 1950 the
total passenger car registrations inCanada numbered
1,906,927 or one automobile for every 7.3 persons
residing in Canada. In 1955 the registrations num-
bered 2,935,412 or one automobile for every 5.3
"persons and in 1956 a total of 3,187,099 automobiles
were registered or one for every 5 persons. The in-
crease in the number of automobiles, no doubt, has
contributed to the apparent popularity of this type of
transportation. The number of Canadian automobiles
returning after visits to the United States, however,
has gained momentum more rapidly each year than
the number of registrations in Canada.

Commencing at the beginning of the second
quarter of 1955, there was a slight revision in the
method of classifying the length of visit on Cana-
dian automobiles returning from the United States
after having been abroad for more than 24 hours.
Prior to the second quarter of 1955, a visit of 48
hours was recorded in the two-day classification
and all visits reported in hours were classified to
the nearest day. Our present procedure segregates
the visits into three divisions namely;, 24 hours or
less, over 24 hours and under 48 hours, and 48 hours
and over. In the latter procedure, all purchases of
merchandise declared under the $100 customs exemp-
tion privilege are included in the long-term classifi-
cations. Under our former procedure, some of the
purchases were included in the two-day automobile
classification by virtue of the fact that a visit of 48
hours entitled returning -residents to bring into
Canada certain declared items of merchandise to
the value of $100 free of duty, provided the privi-
lege was not repeated within a four month period.
In the present analysis of automobile traffic by
length of visit, the vehicles returning from abroad
after visits lasting more than 24 hours and less than
48 hours are included in the short-term classifica-
tion. Some of the changes which appear when making
a comparison of the first quarter of 1956 with the
same period of 1955 may be due to the change in
procedure of recording the basic data rather than a
change in volume of traffic.

In 1956 re-entries from the United States of
automobiles registered in Canada amounted to 7.4
million, an increase of close to 1 million visits or
13 per cent over the previous year. The advance in
the number of automobiles returning was more pro-
nounced in the short-term category where a gain of
14 per cent was recorded as compared with a 12 per
cent gain in the long-term classification. The in-
crease in the short-term traffic amounted to 769,500
visits during the year with 36 per cent of this gain

~occurring in the first quarter, 15 per cent in the

second quarter and 25 per cent and 24 per cent in
the third and fourth quarters respectively. Compared
with the same period of 1955, the change in volume
amounted to an increase of 31 per cent in the first
quarter and gains of 8 per cent, 10 per cent and 14

- per cent in the second, third and fourth quarters.

The change in trend for the long-term traffic fol-
lowed a somewhat different pattern. The increase
in the number of re-entries showing visits of 48
hours or longer amounted to 113,400 during the year
with 49 per cent of the yearly advance being rec-
corded in the first quarter, 29 per cent in the third
quarter and 16 per cent in the fourth quarter. The
change in the second quarter amounted to some 6
per-cent of the increase for the year. Comparing the
number of long-term visits in 1956 with the year

- 1955, there was a substantial gain in the first quar-

ter. The second quarter showed a gain of 3 per cent,
while the advance in the last half of the year
amounted to 7 per cent in the third quarter and 9 per
cent in the fourth quarter.

The outlay for travel in the United States by
Canadians using automcbiles for transportation ad-
vanced more moderately during the past year than
might be expected from the gain in the number of
visits. Although there were 13 per cent more visits
by automobile as compared with 1955, the amount
spent outside of Canada by this group was approxi-
mately 11 per cent higher than the previous year.
This would indicate lower averages per visit but .
other factors also influenced the trend toward more
moderate gains in the outlay for travel. The increase
in the number of visits was more pronounced in the
short-term category during the year but the propor-
tion of the total which the short-term visits repre-
sented remained constant. Short-term visits usually
average less than $5 per vehicle but long-term visits
average well over $100 per trip. In the second and
third quarters of the year, when the volume of short-
term traffic is heaviest, the amount spent per visit
was practically unchanged from the previous year.
The average per vehicle was slightly higher in the
first:- quarter and a moderate increase per vehicle
appeared in the fourth quarter. The average expend-
iture per visit for long-term traffic was much lower
in the first quarter when the greatest expansion in
volume appeared, but the aggregate for the period
was well above last year due to the substantial in-
crease in the number of visits. The average per
visil was practically unchanged in the second and
fourth quarters and slightly higher in the third quar-
ter when the volume was heaviest.
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A more detailed analysis of Canadian automo-
bile traffic by length of stay is presented in Tables
9 and 9A, comparable to the analysis appearing in
Tables 1 and 1A of foreign automobiles travelling
in Canada on travellers’ vehicle permits. The ana-
lysis on foreign automobiles, however, does not
include the numerous local visits by non-permit
cars from the United States which normally stay for
less than one day. In 1956 some 82 per cent of the
Canadian automobiles travelling in the United States
returned within 24 hours and 86 per cent re-entered
within 48 hours. Canadian automobiles show a con-
centration in the 7 day, 14 day and 21 day groups,
indicating possible vacations in the United States
of one, two or three weeks duration. The number of
foreign automobiles in each classification, however,
show a fairly steady decline as the length of stay
is extended.

Table 8 shows the number of Canadian automo-
biles returning to Canada, classified by length of
stay and province of re-entry. Data appearing in the
tables showing the length of stay in detail are esti-
mated on the basis of a sample which may explain
the reason for nil recordings in some categories.

Approximately one third of the additional $28
million spent on travel in the United States by Cana-
dians in 1956 originated from persons using non-
automobile transportation. Their expenditures are
estimated at $194 million during the year 1956,
which represents an increase of $9 million or 5 per
cent over the previous year. Although the change in
the aggregate number returning by rail, bus, plane
and boat was only 1 per cent greater than in 1955,
their expenditures were about 4 per cent higher than
the previous year.

Canadians returning by rail spent less in the
United States than the year.before due to lower aver-
ages per visit throughout the year. The average per
visit was 8 per cent lower in the second quarter, 3
per cent lower in the first and third quarters and 1
per cent lower in the fourth quarter. The average for
the year was 4 per cent lower than in 1955 but a 1
per cent increase in volume was responsible for
holding total expenditures within 3 per cent of the
previous year. There was no change in the average
length of visit reported by rail passengers during
1956.

STATEMENT 18. Expenditures of Canadian Travellers in the United States by Types of
Transportation Used to Re-Enter Canada, 1952-1956

Type of transportation 1952 1953 1954 1955 19561
($ Millions)
Automobile 118.5 133.0 147.4 178.2 197.4
Train 75.2 61.6 65.4 66.3 64.3
Boat 3.8 5.1 5.7 5.1 4.9
Bus (Exclusive of local bus) 51.6 45.9 44.1 46.1 41.9
Aeroplane 26.1 39.9 39.9 52.7 66.4
Other (Pedestrians, 1ocal bus €tCe) ..ccveeeccreneccrraccarens 18.4 21.8 17.5 14.4 16.1
Total 293.6 307.3 320.0 362.8 391.0

1. Subject to revision.

Canadians returning by bus curtailed their ex-
penditures by about 9 per cent when compared with
the previous year. The number of visits was about
6 per cent lower and average expenditure per visit
for the year was down 3 per cent. The average per
visit was.about 1 per cent higher in the first six
months but declines of 4 per cent and 10 per cent
respectively appeared in the third and fourth quar-
ters. Shorter visits were reported by bus passengers
during the past year.

There was a substantial increase of some 18
per cent in the number of passengers returning by
plane dwing the past year. The advance -was more
pronounced in the first half of the year and rather
moderate in the last six months. The average ex-
penditure per visit was substantially higher in the
third quarter although moderate increases were also
reported in the other quarters. The greater volume
and the advance in rates had the effect of raising

the total- expenditures 2b per cent above the pre-
vious year. Longer visits were reported by Cana-
dians returning by plane during 1956.

There was a decline of nearly 8 per cent in the
number of persons returning by boat during 1956 but
higher average expenditwre per visit, with the ex-
ception of the second quarter, held aggregate ex-
penditures for the year within 4 per cent of the total
for 1955. Shorter visits were reported by boat pas-
sengers in 1956.

Border crossings in the residual classification
referred to as ‘‘Other Travellers’’ advanced be-
tween 5 and 6 per cent during the past year. Higher
averages per visit in addition to the heavier volume
of re-entries accounted for a gain of 12 per cent in
the total expenditures of this group as compared
with the year 1955.
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Special Survey of Canaqian Travel Behaviour in the United States

.

(R}

In 1956 the study of the habits of Canadian
travellers in the United States was continued. The
information was collected by means of ‘‘mail ques-
tionnaires’’ showing the length of stay in the United
States; the type of transportation used in travelling;
thé amount of money spent in the United States;, the
main purpose of the trip; port of entry into United
States; port of re-entry into Canada and the state of
destination. A considerable amount of information
on the characteristics of Canadian travel to the
United States has become available in this way. It
should be pointed out, however, that the data tend
to be more representative of long-term travel than
of the large volume of short-term travel. The char-
acteristics which are outlined in the description of
this survey should, therefore, be judged in this
light and not used to generalize on the total volume
of Canadian travel to the United States covered by
statistics on the complete flow of traffic.

To determine the purpose or purposes of the
trip, the questionnaires were tabulated in three
different ways: the aggregate of all questionnaires
showing purpose of visit; those reporting one reason
only; those accounting for two or more reasons for
the trip. However, in making comparisons on the
average length of stay and average expenditure per
person according to the purpose of visit, only ques-
tionnaires reporting one reason are used.

A summary of compilations made from all the
questionnaires reporting purpose of visit, as shown
in Statement 19 indicated that 38.5 per cent check-
ed recreation most frequently, followed by 29.6 per
cent shewing visits to friends or relatives. Shopping
was reported by 19.2 per cent of Canadian travellers
visiting: the United States and 7.2 per cent of the
questionnaires gave business as the reason for the
trip. Between 2 and 3 per cent stated their trip was
made for educational purposes, while 3.0 per cent
gave other reasons.

STATEMENT 19. Purpose of Visit! Reported by Canadians Returning from the United States
Special Survey 1956

Percentage of persons reporting main purpose of trip
Type of transportation Visiting
Business | Education Shopping | Recreation | friends or Other
relatives
% % % % % %

Rail 8.5 2.7 17.4 32.3 35.9 3.2
Bus 2.1 2.2 24.3 38.3 30.0 3.1
Aeroplane 21.6 3.9 10.0 36.6 24.1 3.8
Boat .. 2.7 1.7 27.5 39.8 27.2 1.1
Total non-automobile .. 12.4 3.1 15.8 34.9 30. 3.4
Automobile.. 4.1 2.1 21.2 40.6 29.1 2.9
Grand Total 1.2 2.5 19.2 38.5 29.6 3.0

1. Aggregate of questionnaires reporting all purposes including multiples.

STATEMENT 20. Purpose of Visitl Reported by Canadians Returning from the United States
Special Survey 1956

Percentage of persons reporting main purpose of trip.
Type of transportation Visiting
. Business | Education-| Shopping | Recreation | friends or Other
relatives
% % % % % %

Rail 9.3 2.4 9.2 30.8 44,3 4.0
Bus 1.7 1.5 15.1 40.7 37.0 4.0
Aeroplane 26.1 2.7 2.4 38.1 26. 1 4.6
Boat 3.1 1.9 16.9 44.6 32.1 1.4
Total non-automobile .. 14. 8 2.4 7.5 35.2 35.9 4.2
Automobile 4.0 1.0 9.9 46.3 34.5 4.3
Grand Total | 8.3 1.6 89| - 41.9 35.0 4.3

1. Aggregate of questionnaires reporting one purpose only.
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Statement 20 shows the results tabulated from
the questionnaires reporting only one purpose of
visit. These figures differ considerably from State-
ment 19 but are necessary for some of the compari-
sons which follow. Of the Canadian travellers who
checked only one purpose of visit, 41.9 per cent
made the trip for recreation while 35.0 per cent went
to visit friends or relatives. Shopping as the main
purpose of visit was not as important an inducement
as when two or more purposes were reported. A com-
parison of Statement 19 and Statement 20 revealed
that shopping appeared more frequently when used
in conjunction with other reasons for trips to the
United States. Some 8.3 per cent of the travellers
reported business as the main purpose of visit while

4.3 per cent of the Canadian travellers gave other-

reasons. The ‘‘other’’ purposes reported were main-

ly health and ‘‘in transit’’ which was reported when.
persons were travelling from one part of Canada to .

another.Only 1.6 per cent of the Canadian travellers
covered in the survey visited the United States for
educational reasons. The percentage showing educa-

" tion as a single reason for visiting the United States

* .s lower than when two or more reasons are reported.
Since the number of days' stay and expenditure is
lower in the latter instance, Canadians reporting
education combined with another purpose of visit
may have considered education in a broad sense
of the word and not as university or technical
training.

The different patterns shown in the two state- -

ments arise from the cases of respondents reporting
more than one purpose of visit. When two or more
purposes of trip were recordeda, recreation still
appeared- most frequently as a reason for the visit
but shopping was checked on 30.9 per cent of the
forms. Many Canadian travellers to the United States
appear to have gone there for recreation but also
combined the recreation with shopping. The same
is true for those who visited friends or relatives
where, again, a visit to friends or relatives was
combined with a shopping trip. Business was given
with other reasons on 5.9 per cent of the question-
naires; education in 3.5 per cent and other reasons
in 1.7 per cent.

Persons travelling to the-United States for rec-
reation do not show a marked preference for a par-
ticular type of transportation but more persons on
business travel by aeroplane than by any other type
of transportation. Canadians visiting friends or
relatives use all types of transportation rather
uniformly.

In addition to the purpose of visit, the respond-
ents were querried on length of stay in the United
States and this information was tabulated according
to purpose of trip and type of transportation. The
shortest length of stay was reported by those who
travelled mainly for shopping where the average
amounted to approximately 3 days. This fact indi-
cated they returned very shortly after the 48 hour
time limit required for customs exemption had ex-
pired. Business trips were also comparatively short,

‘lation;

- averaging 7.1 days. Trips made for recreation and

visits to friends or relatives were of nearly the same .
duration, 10.9 days and 11.2 days respectively.
During the first half of the year the average length
of stay compiled from the questionnaires reporting
recreation as the reason for the trip was slightly.
higher. This apparently was due to longer visits to

" Florida during the winter and early spring. When

trips were made for other reasons Canadians stayed
an average of 17.7 days. Canadians in the United

" States for purposes of educanon reported an average .
_of 37 days stay.

Average expenditures  varied according to the
purpose of visit. Visits for educational reasons re-
quired the highest average expenditure per visit bul
the average per person ver day was lower than most.

" of the other types of travel. This was due chiefly to

' the longer length of stay.Canadians travelling to the

lUmted States for .business reasons also had high
- expenditures per visit and the highest average on a

per person per day basis. Expenditures for recrea-
tion were higher in the first six months of the year
when many Canadians were vacationing in the South-
ern States. Canadians on shopping trips spent the
lowest amount per visit but had high average ex-
penditures per person per day. Canadians visiting
American. friends or relatives had low average ex-
penditures per visit and the lowest average on a per
person per day basis. Charts 2 and 3 show compa-
rative data on average expenditure and average
length of stay, according to purpose of visit.

In addition to the question on purpose of visit,
Canadians were asked to give their destination in
the United States. To simplify the process of tabu-
the - state rather than the city or town to
which they travelled was used. On questionnaires
listing more than one destination, the state farthest
from the International border was taken. Data ap-
pearing for states lying close to the border should
be taken as minimum, since Canadians had to pass
through states bordering Canada on their way farther
south. Furthermore, as the sample does not include
one and two-day traffic, a large volume of visits to
nearby states were also automatically excluded.

The state of destination varies with the season
of the year as presented in Table 10. During the
first three months of 1956 nearly 24 per cent of
Canadian visitors to the United States covered in
the sample went to Florida. During the second quar-
ter the percentage dropped to only 10 per cent. In
the third quarter 4 per cent visited Florida and in
the last three months of 1956 the figure rose to 5
per cent. In the aggregate for the year between 9
and 10 per cent gave Florida as their destination,
a figure which changed little from 1955. New York
drew over 28 per cent, which was the greatest num-
ber of Canadian visitors to any state during the
year. During the second and fourth quarters the
percentage was higher, 33 and 31 per cent respec-
tively. This would suggest a seasonal pattern which
may be influenced by holiday periods. The state of
Washington was declared as the destination by some
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CHART 2
AVERAGE LENGTH OF STAY AND AVERAGE EXPENDITURE PER PERSON PER DAY
ACCORDING TO PURPOSE OF TRIP
1956
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11 per cent of the respondents. With the exception
of the winter season the other quarters attracted
about 11.5 per cent of the aggregate for all states.
Michigar. attracted over 9 per cent of the Canadian
visitors but a higher proportion visited this state in
the second quarter of the year. Over 5 per cent of
the respondents listed California as their destina-
tion and these visitors showed a marked preference
to visit there during the first quarter of the year
when nearly 8.5 per cent of the Canadian visitors
gave California as their destination. '

The state of destination according to province
of re-entry- appears on Table 11. The states imme-
diately south of the boundary attract the greater per-
centages of re-entries to bordering provinces. Thus,
from the Atlantic provinces over 38 per cent of the
Canadian visitors reporting go to Massachusetts,
followed by 28 per cent to Maine and 15 per cent to
New York state. Over 39 per cent of the residents
of Canada returning through Quebec and Ontario
visit New York state without travelling farther
south. Many re-entries to Quebec also visit Massa-
chusetts, Vermont and Florida. Michigan attracts
over 17 per cent of the Ontario visitors and Florida
nearly 14 per cent.

Some 64 per cent of the visitors returning to
Manitoba, who were covered in the survey had been
to the states of Minnesota and North Dakota. The
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same states were also listed as final destination
on 48 per cent of the questionnaires of Canadians
returning through the province of Saskatchewan.
Some 41 per cent of the re-entrants to Alberta had
not travelled beyond Montana and 11 per cent re-
ported Washington as the state of destination. An
additional 9 per cent of the respondents had made
visits to California. Canadians who re-entered into
British Columbia stayed very close to the Pacific
coast. Over 59 per cent had only been as far as
Washington and an additional 33 per cent had
visited California, Oregon and Idaho.

Map 2 shows by areas, where Canadians travel
in the United States, irrespective of the type of
transportation used ar the season of the year. This
map indicates that between 32 and 33 per cent of
the respondents to the questionnaires reported
destinations in the Middle Atlantic States of New
York, Pennsylvania and New Jersey and 18 per cent
had visited the states bordering the Pacific Ocean.

The East North Central States of Michigan,
Ohio, Indiana, Illinois and Wisconsin received about
15 per cent of the visitors from Canada. The South
Atlantic States consisting of Florida, Mississippi,
Alabama, Georgia, North and South Carolinas, the
Virginias, Maryland, Delaware and the District of
Columbia, drew about 12 per cent of the Canadian
visits and the New England States about the same
proportion. The West North Central area received

-

about 6 per cent of the visits but the Mountain area,
West and East South Central areas combined, which
involves a large part of the United States, accounted
for less than 4 per cent of the Canadian visits to
the United States.

In all areas a majority of the travellers re-
turned to Canada by automobile. Areas close to the
International border and areas without large centres
of population tend to have a higher percentage of
Canadians returning to Canada by automobile. Thus,
in the Mountain area comprised of the states of
Idaho, Montana, Wyoming, Nevada, Utah, Colorado,
Arizona and New Mexico, more than three quarters
of their visitors returned to Canada by automobile.

Many of the visitors to the Pacific States re-
turned to Canada by rail, and to a lesser extent
respondents visiting the New England and Middle
Atlantic States also re-entered by this means of
transportation. In the area of the West South Central
States comprised of Texas, Oklahoma, Arkansas
and Louisiana, the largest percentage of Canadian
visitors returned to Canada by plane. Many Cana-
dians returning from the South and Middle Atlantic
States also use the aeroplane for transportation.
Only along the Pacific coast does boat travel be-
come significant with a small proportion of the
visitors to the three Pacific States returning to
Canada by boat.

Travel Between Canada and Overseas Countries

Volume of Travel and Expenditures

Travel between Canada and overseas countries
continued to show considerable expansion during the
year 1956, particularly in the number of visits to
overseas countries by residents of Canada. The ex-
penditures of Canadians overseas once again rose
more rapidly than receipts from visitors from over-
seas. As a result the overseas travel account with
a record deficit ot $79 million was once more the
source ot about half of Canada’s deficit on travel
account in 1956.

Canadians Abroad

A new record was established in the number of
visits to overseas countries by Canadians during
1956. Residents of Canada returning direct from
overseas countries via Canadian ports numbered
106,100, an increase of some 18,100 visits or be-
tween 20 and 21 per cent over the previous year.
Since 1953 travel to overseas countries by Cana-
dians has been gaining momentum at the rate of
some 20 per cent each year. Re-entries direct to
Canada were supplemented by an estimated 33,000
who travelled via the United States making a total
of 139,100, an increase of 22,100 visits in the
aggregate or 19 per cent over the previous year.

The accompanying expenditures of Canadians
in overseas countries rose to $107 million in 1956,

exceeding the record in the previous year by $21
million or about 24 per cent. The United Kingdom
receives a greater proportion of the total than any
other area, although other European countries are
gradually claiming a greater portion of the Cana-
dian travel dollar. The United Kingdom received
some $46 million from Canadians during 1956, an
additional $6 million or 15 per cent when compared
with the previous year. Expenditures in other
European countries amounted tq $41 million, a gain
of $9 million or approximately 28 per cent when
compared with 1955. In comparing expenditures in
the United Kingdom with those in other European
countries it might be noted that higher averages
per visit are reported by persons visiting other
European countries than the average for visits to
the United Kingdom. Longer visits, often to a num-
ber of countries, and additional transportation costs
may have contributed to the higher averages. The
group reporting visits to both the United Kingdom
and other European countries showed that more
than 50 per cent of their expenditure was made in
other European countries. This explains the small
margin in the total expenditures between the two
areas, although substantially more visits to the
United Kingdom are reported.

Transportation costs paid to non-Canadian
carriers are included with estimates of travel ex-
penditures in overseas countries. Transportation
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of Payments on Travel A c({unt Between Canada

Net Credits (+) Net Debits (-)

All United Other Other All
Qverseas Kingdom Sterling O.E.E.C. Other
Countries Area Countries Countries
1955 1956 1955 1956 1955 1956 1955 1956 1955 1956
($ Millions)

ReCeiIDPLS .uvvververecreresscscnsrsnsninns 25 28 13 14 4 4 5 6 3 4

Payments .......ceccercsssscennsnnnnes 86 107 40 46 8 8 32 41 6 12

Net Balance ........ceceecisenvarnnns -61 -9 -27 - 32 -4 -4 - 21 -35 -3 - 8

1. Subject to revision

paid to Canadian carriers does not represent a pur-
chase of non-resident services and consequently is
not included in the expenditures of Canadians in
overseas countries. During the past year about 46
per cent of.the amount spent by Canadians in vis-
iting overseas countries covered international trans-
portation to and from North America. This included
incidental expenses enroute but did not include
_ transportation in Canada. Approximately 41 per cent
of the amount used for transportation went to Cana-
dian carriers and the balance amounting to 59 per
cent went to foreign carriers. Response to the ex-
penditure questionnaire revealed that 44 per cent of
the expenditure on overseas transportation went for
travel by vessel and 56 per cent was applied to
travel by air.

Overseas Visitors

The number of non-resident travellers (other
than immigrants) arriving direct from overseas coun-

tries through Canadian ports of entry in 1956
amounted to some 30,600, an increase of 9 per cent
or approximately 2,600 visits. In addition, an esti-
mated 22,000 visitors from overseas entered Canada
via the United States. The total number of entries
direct and by way of the United States amounted to
52,600, an increase of 4,600 visitors or nearly 10
per cent.

Expenditures in Canada of the overseas visitors
are estimated at $28 million in 1956, an increase of
12 per cent or $3 million more than the previous
record established in 1955. Included in these totals
are transportation costs paid to Canadian carriers
which account for about 50 per cent of the total
receipts from residents of overseas countries. Ex-
penditures of overseas travellers in Canada are
higher than the volume indicates due to higher
transportation costs and normally longer visits.

Canadian Travel Overseas

Travel by Aeroplane and Vessel

Some light on the extent to which transportation
by plane and vessel has been employed by returning
Canadians is provided by Statement 22, which shows
the number of Canadians returning direct through the
main ports of re-entry for the years 1952 through
1956. Most of the direct travel by air is covered by
the ports of Gander, Dorval, Malton and Vancouver
which accounted for 53 per cent of the total com-
pared with 47 per cent in 1955 and 50 per cent in
1954. Compared with the previous year there was
an increase amounting to nearly 36 per cent or an
additional 14,800 re-entries through the ports al-
ready specified. Re-entries by vessel at the other
ports listed in the statement including Vancouver
accounted for 44 per cent of the total in 1956 as
compared with 49 per cent during the previous year.

Although their importance as a group was not main-
tained in 1956, the increase in the number of re-
entries amounted to 3,300 visits or nearly 8 per cent.
Ports not specified in the statement normally ac-
count for 4 per cent of the Canadians returning from
overseas but during 1956 they represented 3 per
cent of the total.

Overseas Destinations of Canadians

During 1956 information on the destination of
Canadian visits to overseas countries -was com-
piled from questionnaires campleted by residents of
Canada retwrning direct from abroad. Many respond-
ents reported visits to several countries on one
trip abroad making it necessary to record the infor-
mation on the basis of the area visited rather than
attempt to show the detail for each country indivi-
dually.
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STATEMENT 22.Residents of Canada Returning Direct from Overseas Countries,

Principal Ports of ReEntry, 1952 - 1956.

Port of Re-entry 1952 1953 1954 1955 1956

Gg.nder, NI ceircinricn et s see e erarsraesnnssssesessnenene 6, 799 9, 457 8, 529 9,729 1,925
DOTVAL, QUE uuvueeivecersiissetreneeeesesecossseessoseossessensssemsenosees 9, 652 12, 841 17, 937 19, 507 3,415
MAlton, ONb ...cociiicicerirenrienennemeisienneesessessenssenisresseesssssses 3,602 4, 158 7,036 7,823 13, 592
Vancouver, B.C. (Aeroplane) 1,300} 1,9241 3, 183 4,523 7,472
St. John's, Nfld .....vccvrverrreernnne 1,055 1,080 944 608 720
Halifax, N.S. ........ 4, 393 4, 208 4,017 6,713 5,892
Saint John, N.B. ........... . 1,711 1, 297 1, 164 1,034 1,089
QUEDBCZ QUE. .cvvverrerccrurrererrre s sesevenereese s s se e e snssenaes 24, 8217 24, 796 27, 6713 33, 408 37, 182
Vancouver, B.C. (VESSel) ..cccvrmeirinrnirenrnenrrisesnsnennns t 1 568 1,039 1, 182
Other POIES. .iiviiiuioicnicinersmaisnerarsesoranssseersessessssssrarses 1,473 1,721 2, 507 3,635 3,625

- Total ALl POItS ....c.ccccvrvrminvimnniscsmsiennninisermssesseens 54, 812 61,482 3,558 88, 019 106, 094

1. Breakdown of entries by plane and vessel not available.
2. Many returning residents cleared at Quebec disembark at Montreal.

A summary of the data on destinations of Cana-
dians returning directly shows that in 1956 some 36
per cent had visited the United Kingdom only, and
an additional 33 per cent had visited the United
Kingdom and other European countries. About 12
per cent visited European countries other than the
United Kingdom only and 4 per cent reported Ber-
muda as their destination. Another 4 per cent re-
ported visits to the British West Indies and 5 per
cent had been to Mexico. Nearly 3 per cent reported
visits to Hawaii and 2 per cent visited countries
not otherwise specified. Less than 1 per cent vis-
ited ‘each of the following areas: Central America
and the non-British West Indies, South America,
Australia and New Zealand. The information re-
corded on destination does not include Canadians
who travelled to overseas countries and returned
via the United States.

A further analysis of the sample data on desti-
nation by ports of entry follows: approximately 40
per cent of the respondents who reported re-entering
Canada at Gander and.Dorval showed visits to the
United Kingdom only and an additional 40 per cent
visited the United Kingdom and other European
countries. Between 12 and 13 per cent visited
European countries but did not visit the United
Kingdom, 4 per cent reported visits to Bermuda and
3 per cent visits to the British West Indies. Visits
to Bermuda were concentrated in the second quarter
of the year according to the response, whereas visits
to the British West Indies were predominantly in the
first quarter. A few visits were reported to Mexico,
Central America, South America, Australia and New
Zealand.

Fewer Canadians returning at Malton reported
visits to the United Kingdom. About 15 per cent had
visited the United Kingdom and 13 per cent reported

visits to the United Kingdom and other European
countries. Some 4 per cent visited other European
countries only and 16 per cent gave Bermuda as
their destination. About 24 per cent had been to the
British West Indies and another 24 per cent went to
Mexico. Over 2 per cent reported destinations in
South America and 1 per cent had visited Central
America and.the non-British West Indies, while a
few had been to Hawaii and other countries.

About 43 per cent of the respondents returning
by air at Vancouver reported visits to Hawaii and
14 per cent reported visits to other countries chiefly
in Asia. Somie 20 per cent of the Canadians return-
ing at Vancouver had been to Mexico, 6 per cent to
the  United Kingdom and 9 per cent had visited the
United Kingdom and other European countries. Some
4 percent had visited other European countries only,
while 2 per cent had been to South America and
another 2 per cent returned from Australia and
New Zealand.

For convenience the questionnaires completed
by persons returning through the Atlantic and St.
Lawrence River ports of re-entry have been treated
as a group. Between 44 and 45 per .cent of the
persons returning from overseas through these ports
reported visits to the United Kingdom only and 37
per cent had visited the United Kingdom and other
European countries. Approximately 17 per cent had
visited European countries other than the United
Kingdom and less than 1 per .cent had visited the
British West Indies. A few visits were also reported
to Central America, Australia and New Zealand

About 73 per cent of the respondents returning
by vessel at Vancouver reported visits to countries
bordering on the Pacific, while 18 per cent_ had been
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to the United Kingdom and other European countries.
Some 9 per cent reported visits to the United King-
dom only.

Length ot Stay

The length of stay reported on questionnaires
by the sample of Canadians returning direct from
overseas countries varied somewhat according to
the destination. The average length of stay reported
by respondents returning from visits to the United
Kingdom only was close to 63 days, persons travel-
ling by vessel staying about 80 days, while those
using the aeroplane for transportation averaged
about 41 days.

In addition to the persons visiting the United
Kingdom only many respondents had visited both the
United Kingdom and other European countries. This
group stayed about a week longer overseas and their
-average length of stay was approximately 71 days.
The amount of time spent in the United Kingdom was

-around 38 days and the remainder of the visit
amounting to an average of about 33 days was spent
in the other European countries. Here again persons
travelling by vessel reported longer visits amounting
to some 93 days, whereas plane passengers reported
visits averaging about 48 days.

Visits of longer duration were reported by per-
sons visiting only European rountries other than
the United Kingdom. The average length of visit
reported by this group totalled 73 days, with plane
travellers reporting some 47 days and persons re-
turning by vessel about 91 days’ stay. Although res-
pondents were asked to report the length of stay in
eac‘h country there may have been a tendency for
many to include the number of days enroute to and
from North America, which would increase the
length of visit for persons travelling by vessel.

Visits to other Commonwealth countries varied
widely between Bermuda and the British West Indies

as compared with other parts of the Commonwealth.
The average length of stay reported in Bermuda was
16 days but persons returning from the British West
Indies reported visits of around 24 days. Much
longer visits were reported by Canadians who had
visited other parts of the Commonwealth.

Other countries frequently visited and the aver-
age length of stay reported were as follows: Mexico
20 days, Central America 26 days, Hawaii 28 days,
South America 47 days and 75 days in countries not
already specified.

Canadians travelling via the United States to
overseas countries normally spend close to a week
in the United States enroute in addition to the
length of visit abroad. Respondents travelling to
the United Kingdom via the United States reported
shorter visits overseas than persons returning direct,
but persons visiting the United Kingdom and other
European countries stayed longer. Persons return-
ing from visits to other European countries via the
United States reported visits of around 78 days com-
pared with 73 days reported by respondents returning
direct from the same area. Visits to Mexico and the
British West Indies were of the same duration as
‘that reported by persons returning direct but visits
to Bermuda and Central and South America were
shorter. Traffic via the United States is heavier in
the winter months when navigation on the St.
Lawrence is closed and during the same season
many Canadians are taking winter vacations in a
warmer climate. The distribution of destination is
also altered:for Canadians travelling overseas via
the United States. Compared with destinations’
reported by persons returning direct a higher pro-
portion visit Bermuda, the British West Indies,
Mexico and South America and a smaller percentage
of the aggregate report visits to the United Kingdom
and other European countries.

STATEMENT 23. Purpose of Visit Reported by Canadians Returning Direct
- from Overseas Countries, 1956.

Visiting
Destination Reported Business | Education Health Recreation | friends or Other

' relatives
United Kingdom ONLY ....cccevmmmnmmeesssnnessiineeens 7.9 2.3 2.5 19. 8 66.9 0.6
U.K. and other European Countries ............... 17.7 8.3 1.6 44. 4 27.6 0.4
Other European Countries only ........ccocee 14.5 5.8 3.5 21. 8 54. 2 0.2
Other Commonwealth Countries .......cc.cvensnne 4.5 3.1 9.0 3.7 9.1 0.6
All Other Countries .......ccccovrcsnirimunieeccieeennnne 8.8 5.9 5.0 66.9 12. 4 1.0
Grand Total .........cocvimeimecinicinnnieneninnenes 11.4 5.3 3.6 42.3 36.8 0.6

\
Purpose of Visit

The main reason for Canadian visits to ever-
seas countries was recorded during the past year.
From the aggregate of persons returning direct from
overseas wno reported one purpose of trip, approxi-

mately 42 per cent had travelled for recreation and
37 per cent had gone to visit friends or relatives.
About 11 per cent travelled overseas for business,
5 per cent for education, 4 per cent for health and

. nearly 1 per cent for all other reasons.
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The main purpose of overseas trips varies ac-
cording to the area visited. Over 66 per cent of the
visitors to the United Kingdom and over 54 per cent

to other European countries went to visit friends or -

‘relatives. This shows a higher proportion than the
previous survey in 1955 when 60 per cent of the
visits to the United Kingdom and 50 per cent of the
visits to other European countries were for the pur-
pose of visiting friends or relatives.

Canadians returning from trips that took them
to the United Kingdom and other European countries
combined, reported a much higher percentage of
visits for recreation than persons visiting each
area separately. Over 44 per cent of visits taking
in both areas were for recreational purposes and 28
per cent went to visit friends or relatives. Persons
combining both areas on their visit also reported
a much higher proportion of business trips. Some 18
per cent of this group reported business as the rea-
son for overseas travel compared with 14 per cent
for the group visiting other European countries only
and 8 per cent of the trips that did not go beyond
the United Kingdom. Fewer persons visiting both
areas went for purposes of health.

Approximately 74 per cent of the respondents
returning from other Commonwealth countries (main-
ly Bermuda and the British West Indies) reported
recreation as the main purpose of visit, 9 per cent
reported visits to friends or relatives and 9 per cent
had gone for reasons of health. Business appears
as a minor inducement for Canadian visits to the
other Commonwealth countries accounting for 4 per
cent of the total. A smaller proportion of the visits
to this group of countries are for business than for
all other areas.

The residue of countries in areas not already
specified are grouped for convenience and listed as
other countries. About 67 per cent of the visits to
residual countries are for recreation, 12 per cent to

visit friends or relatives and 9 per cent for business
reasons. The main countries included in the residual
classification are: Mexico, Hawaii, Cuba, Puerto
Rico and South America. Nearly 84 per cent of the
visits to Hawaii were for recreation and 69 per cent
went to Mexico for the same purpose. Business is
quite important in inducing Canadians to South
America. Around 32 per cent of the visits to South
America are for business reasons and another 32
per cent go for recreation.

Some 55 per cent of the Canadians returning
from overseas countries via the United States re-
ported recreation as the purpose of their trip, 21 per
cent visited friends or relatives and 14 per cent
had been on business. About 60 per cent of the
respondents returning via the United States travel-
led in groups of two or more persons and 40 per cent
travelled alone. Persons visiting friends or relatives
show about the same distribution between groups
and singly but 63 per cent of the persons travelling
for recreation are in groups of two or more. Nearly
50 per cent of the respondents on business travelled
alone but a higher percentage of trips covering one
person only appeared on forms checked as education
or health.

A higher proportion of visits alone was reported
by Canadians returning direct from overseas than by
persons returning via the United States. About 44
per cent of the persons returning direct reported
singly but this varied according to purpose of trip
and transportation used. Nearly half of the Cana-
dians using planes for transportation overseas re-
ported for one person only but 60 per cent of the
persons travelling by vessel were in groups of two
or more. About 60 per cent of the persons visiting
friends or relatives and 55 per cent of recreation
returns were in groups. About 50 per cent of the
business returns covered one person only while a
higher proportion who travelled for education re-
ported singly.

Non-Resident Visitors to Canada from Overseas Entries by Aeroplane and Vessel

Of the total 30,600 non-resident visitors (other

than immigrants) from overseas countries some

16,400 or nearly 54 per cent travelled by vessel -

and the remainder representing 14,200 passengers
or 46 per cent arrived by plane. There was an in-
crease of 1,500 or 10 per cent in the number of ar-
rivals by vessel and 1,100 or 8 per cent in the num-
ber arriving by plane. The breakdown in the number
of arrivals by air and water transportation showed
little change from the previous year when 53 per
cent travelled by vessel and 47 per cent by plane.

The compilation of the number of visitors using
Canadian carriers for transportation between Canada
and overseas countries was continued in 1956. -
During the past year a higher proportion of visitors
from overseas countries used Canadian carriers. In
1956 approximately 36 per cent of the arrivals used
Canadian air and steamship lines and 64 per cent
were aboard foreign carriers. In 1955 approximately
33 per cent arrived in Canada via Canadian air and
steamship lines and 67 per cent were aboard foreign
carriers. -
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STATEMENT 24. Number of Non-Immigrant Visitors Entering Canada Direct from Overseas Countries,
by Type of Transportation, Principal Countries, 1933 - 1936.

Arrivals by Aeroplane Arrivals by Vessel. Total
Country of Residence -
1955 1956 1955 1956 1955 1956
England 5,201 5,302 7, 163 7,787 | 12,364 13,089
Scotland 829 949 1,952 2,036 2,181 2, 985
NOTthern IFE1ANd ....c.ecoeeruserueeccsscsmmssassnsnsenns 102 108 333 334 435 442
WALES ecvereerssererecrmssesssosistssesssssnssrssmas sesssssnsnsssnses 60 86 169 215 . 229 301
Lesser British Isles ..., 13 9 32 45 45 54
AUSEFALIA 1evereereremrsrie et nsscncse st snsseses 3179 448 724 790 1, 103 1, 238
British West Indies 381 © 617 134 85 515 102
BEIMUAR ..cvvvvireesionnrerisiecsnmermesmisimesesrsmsnsnans 383 468 6 11 389 479
New Zealand ..., 185 | 24 |- 323 241 508 465
Union of South Africa .......ceeinninniininann 75 127 103 129 178 256
INAIA .ovrerere it 117 119 70 66 187 185
HONE KONE .oiviernreenrrrnreerorensesmresssssossinsssinsssesasarass 89 82 | . 28 34 117 116
Other Commonwealth Countries ......c.comeeennes 235 218 145 160 380 378
HOUANG coceeerciciiviininssisnesvisssreescsssesssnennnesecossranens 529 727 921 1, 155 1, 450 1, 882
GEIMANY ..ceorvirnrrreemnererisecrsseneacss e e 629 635 788 1, 244 1,417 1, 879
FTANCE ..oveeeererrrecvesescercscmmsesiossssssrsssenessassssssssasasns 1,395 956 814 735 2, 209 1,691
g 84 179 97 135 181 | . 314
SWItZerland .....ocvvevicnneniiieesnssansnsenns 126 146 81 121 207 267
Belgiul .viviiniiereiniiinienennnsnniraecossinensnnesasse 128 133 128 123 256 256
TEALY ceevrvreenncrmenenrsencssistsemssesissessransssnsansssavsnsnsnnses 141 91 132 120 273 211
AUSEFIA .ceeieiivrieriinnniicciisiiiritecacsescsnnenssssssersssones 42 50 75 142 117 192
Ireland (RePUBLIC) ..cccovviviermnccmiinsesinsnscansnennanes | 73 68 T4 90 147 158
DENMATK .covuervnnsrnresserserncretiionsrsssmeneassosssnsnntanans 67 79 3 67 : 140 146
Y UZO0S1avia ...cccvvvermiiiiiiiiennneinnenesr e cesannseen 14 82 27 36 41 118
POIANA .eoonrurreereereneseerecsnecsssssssstsenssssssssse st 5 109 - ] 5 115
SWeden ......vicnnineinnecinninenens Hereerneeessssssansnenans 56 |- 59 70 45 126 104
Other EUropean COUNLIES .....eevurerreesssessssesnses 234 - 166 164 104 398 270
MEXICO erveveciceereccinine s e ne e ensnnnar s se e s snans 233 527 6 : 25 239 552
South AMErica ......ccevirverinsinienieiisanmnsanencnnne 414 485 70 49 484 534
Asia (not specified) ......cceemninienen. 176 228 32 33 208 261
JAPAN criiirvcrciemrsssnrsrsrsesesirerreosmomsesnsresssarsssaseenasaee 125 171 34 39 . 159 210
Africa (Not British) .....eemceimcnnonneninennens 264 68 56 112 320 180
ISFARL .uivieeeecerrnecrrenessercssecsmressassessesssssssansnenanass 57 102 54 68 111 170
West Indies (Not British) ....cccccvvveeneeiniieeenane 117 128. 12 10 129 138
Other COUNtries ........cuscemiierinermeenmesans 125 206 13 30 138 236
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Country of Origin for Overseas Travellers

Although the number of visits by residents of
the United Kingdom increased by approximately
1,000 when compared with the previous year, per-
centage-wise the proportion of overseas visitors
residing -<in the United Kingdom declined from 57 per
cent in 1955 to 55 per cent in 1956, Approximately

13 per cent of the visitors from overseas originated
in other Commonwealth countries compared with
12 per cent in 1955 and 13 per cent in 1954. Resi-
dents of other European countries accounted for
25 per cent of our visitors direct from overseas in
1956 and all other countries constituted about 7 per
cent of the total.

Quarterly Distribution of Travel Expenditures

Statement 25 presents an analysis of the re-
ceipts and payments on the international travel
account by quarters over a seven year period. Re-
ceipts from residents of other countries travelling
in Canada continue to be highly concentrated in the
third quarter of the year. In 1950 -some 55 per cent
of the receipts appeared in the third quarter and for
the years 1951-1953 inclusive about 57 per cent was
received in the third quarter. In the following years,
covering 1954-1956 inclusive, some 56 per cent, 55
per cent and 57 per cent respectively of the receipts
were concentrated in the third period, indicating
little change in the pattern over the seven year
period.

The third quarter is the only period of the year
when receipts exceed payments but the net balance
between the two has declined from a credit of $73
million in 1950 to $22 million in 1956. The first
quarter of the year is of least importance with

around 8 per cent of the revenue for the year coming .

in the first. three months although the percentage
dropped slightly in 1956. The net debit balance for
the quarter has gradually climbed from $13 million
in 1950 to $67 million in 1956. The second quarter
has followed much the same pattern over the seven
Yyear period with between 18 and 20 per cent of the
receipts appearing in this period. The net debit
balance, however, has increased more substantially
in the second quarter than in any other quarter of
the year. The expansion of winter travel by Cana-
dians to the southern states, no doubt, has been
an important factor influencing this trend. Expend-
itures declared by Canadians in the early part of
the second quarter are often higher than in other

months of the year. The fourth quarter of the year
is of about the same importance relatively as the
second quarter but the net debit balance has not
advanced as rapidlyover the period as in the second
quarter.

In 1950 the credit balance of the third quarter
was sufficient to counteract the debit balances in
other quarters but the following year a declining
credit balance in the third quarter was not suffi-
cient to offset a debit balance increasing in the
other quarters, leaving a net debit of $6 million
for the year. The trend established in 1951 became
more pronounced through the intervening years until
the credit balance of the third quarter had dwindled
to $22 million and the debit balance for the other
quarters increased to $183 million in 1956, leaving
a debit balance for the year amounting to $161
million.

One of the major problems facing traveir promot-
ers, resort operators and transportation companies
in Canada is the seasonality factor, particularly
with our visitors from the United States. The more
that travel is concentrated within a relatively short
period of the year, the larger the fixed investment
required in transportation and housing facilities,
consequently fixed costs, which have to be covered
by the owners of these facilities during the peak
season are also increased. The concentration of
over half of travellers to Canada arriving in the
short period of approximately three months, no
doubt, has been a factor deterring many persons
from investing funds in an industry that must derive
most of the revenue in a comparatively short period
of the year.
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STATEMENT 25. Quarterly Estimates of the Balance of Payments on Travel Account
Between Canada and Other Countries, 1950-1956!
1Qr. 11 Qr. I Qr. vo. Year
(3 Millions)
Quarterly receipts:
1950 23 51 152 49 215
1951.. 23 51 157 43 274
1952 24 53 156 42 275
1953 26 57 172 47 302
1954 24 59 172 50 305
1955 26 66 182 54 328
19561 26 65 191 55 337
Per cent of year: ‘
1950 8.4 18.5 55.3 17.8 100.0
1951 8.4 18.6 57.3 15.7 100.0
1952 8.7 19.3 56.7 15.3 100.0
1953 8.6 18.9 56.9 15.6 100.0
1954 7.9 19.3 56.4 16.4 100.0
1955 7.9 20. 1 55.5 16.5 100.0
19561 7.7 19.3 56.7 16.3 100.0
Quarterly payments:
1950 36 58 79 53 226
1951 54 T4 96 56 280
1952 63 97 110 1 341
1953 68 95 124 8 365
1954 65 102 134 88 389
1955 8 119 156 96 449
19561 93 133 169 103 498
Per cent of year:
1950 15.9 25.7 35.0 23.4 100.0
1951 19.3 26.4 34.3 20.0 100.90
1952 18.5 28.4 32.3 20.8 100.0
1953 18.6 26.0 34.0 21.4 100.0
1954 16.7 26.2 34.5 22.6 100.0
1955.. 17.4 26.5 34.7 21.4 100.0
19561.. 18.7 26.7 33.9 20. 7 100.0
Quarterly Balance (Net Credits + Net Debits -)
1950 - 13 - i + 13 - 4 + 49
1951 - 31 - 23 + 61 - 13 - 6
1952 - 39 - 44 + 46 - 29 - 66
1953 - 42 - 38 + 48 - 31 - 63
1954 - 41 - 43 + 38 - 38 - 84
1955 - 52 - 53 + 26 - 42 - 121
19561 - 61 - 68 + 22 - 48 - 161

1. Subject to revision,
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TABLE 1. Number of and Expenditures by Non-Resident Motorists Travelling on Customs Permits!
Who Departed from Canada in 1936, Classified by Length of Visit

Average
passwy | ot | el | empendioe | Simaied | Tl | MGr™ | expendiie
permits permits per car expenditures car days
per day
$ $ $

865, 542 35. 34 8. 10 7,010, 890 5. 28 865, 542 8. 10

512, 770 20. 94 20.49| 10, 506, 657 7.92] 1,025, 540 10. 24

280, 519 11. 46 48. 30 13, 549, 068 10. 21 841, 557 16. 10

[ SR 178, 187 .28 69. 60 12, 401, 815 9.35 712, 748 17. 40

|5 S 119, 561 4, 88 90. 65 10, 838, 205 8. 17 5917, 805 18. 13

5 SR 84, 403 3. 45 108. 02 9,117, 212 6. 87 506, 418 18. 00

71, 991 2.94 126. 75 9, 124, 859 6. 88 503, 937 18.11

77, 425 3.16 133..44 10, 331, 592 7.79 619, 400 16. 68

47, 009 1.92 145. 69 6, 848, 741 5. 16 423, 081 16.19

30, 321 1. 24 151, 176 4, 601, 515 3. 47 303, 210 15. 18

22, 229 0.91 155. 83 3, 463, 945 2. 61 244,519 14. 17

17, 808 0.73 167. 83 2, 988, 717 2. 25 213, 696 13. 99

15, 961 0. 65 173. 18 2, 773, 703 2. 09 207, 433 13. 37

16, 629 0. 68 175. 55 2,919, 221 2,20 232, 806 12, 54

17, 038 0.70 176. 56 3,008, 229 2. 27 255, 570 11.717

9, 905 0. 40 182, 89 1, 811, 525 1. 36 158, 480 11. 43

6, 480 0. 26 184. 09 1, 192,903 0. 90 110, 160 10. 83

4, 550 0.19 191, 87 873, 009 0. 66 81, 900 10. 66

3,788 0.15 200. 18 758, 282 0.57 71,972 10. 54

3, 385 0. 14 206. 66 699, 544 0. 53 67, 700 10. 33

3,224 0.13 209. 55 675, 589 0. 51 67, 704 9. 98

3, 292 0.13 188. 51 620, 575 0. 47 72, 424 8. 57

2, 319 0. 09 213. 88 495, 988 0. 37 © 53,337 9. 30

1,872 0. 08 221. 65 414, 929 0. 31 44,928 9. 24

1,624 0. 07 201. 09 326, 570 0. 25 40, 600 8. 04

1, 555 0.06 206, 55 321, 185 0. 24 40, 430 7. 94

A1.571 0;06 209. 70 329, 439 0. 25 42, 417 7. 77

1, 585 0. 06 221. 88 351, 680 0. 26 44, 380 7.92

1, 839 0.08 193. 84 356, 472 0. 27 53, 331 6. 68

30- 11, 073 0. 45 173. 82 1, 924, 709 1. 45 370, 579 5. 19

40- 4, 786 0. 20 256. 67 1, 228, 423 0.93 211, 355 5. 81

50- 3, 630 0.15 259. 57 942, 239 0.7 197, 824 4.176

60- 3, 394 0.14 295. 65 1, 003, 436 0. 76 211, 244 4. 62

70- 2, 318 0. 09 342. 51 793,938 0. 60 172,910 4. 59

80- 1, 966 0.08 360. 12 707, 996 0. 53 166, 374 4. 26

90~ 99 1, 906 0.08 325. 55 620, 498 0. 47 179, 313 3.46

100-119 2, 351 0.10 397. 31 934, 076 0. 70 256, 388 3. 64

120-139 1{880 0.08 457. 05 859, 254 0. 65 242, 843 3. 54

140-169 ..ocvernrisnnrereecas 2, 770 0.11 466, 24 i. 291, 485 0.97 427,938 3.02

170-199 ..cevrvvvererinnne 4,033 0. 16 396. 10 1, 5917, 471 1. 20 739, 957 2. 16

200-0VEr ..cccvcvrevrrvnrnennes 4, 357 0.18 475. 83 2,073,191 1. 56 1, 115, 392 1. 86

Totals ......ccovcvvnivnnens 2,448, 816 100. 00 54.18 | 132, 688, 1752 100, 00 | 12, 801, 202 10.37
A e per car 5.22

1. Exclusive of commuters, summer residents and locals.
2. Expenditure data in this table are calculated on a Dominion basis, hence do not agree with similar datain State-
ment 3 which are calculated on a provincial basis.



TRAVEL BETWEEN CANADA AND OTHER COUNTRIES 45
TABLE 1A. Number of and Average Expenditure Per Day by Non-Resident Motorists Travelling
on Customs Permits! Who Departed from Canada in 1956, Classified by Length of Visit
. Average
Days’ stay Ap;ssrg[glg ‘“’?fb er Nuglfb er expendimre
per car persons person-days p;’ﬂ‘_’%‘:}?“
$
3.16 2,730,814 2,730, 814 2. 57
2.86 1, 465, 567 2,931,134 3.58
2.32 789,727 2, 369,131 5. 72
2.1 493,779 1,975,116 6,28
2.75 329,194 1,645,970 5. 49
2.78 235. 009 1,410,054 6. 47
2.38 207,015 1, 449,105 6. 30
3.05 234, 302 1,890, 416 5. 47
2.91 136, 581 1,229, 229 - 5,57
2.81 85, 344 853, 440 5. 39
2.75 61,118 672, 298 5.15
2.75 48,932 587,184 - 5.09
2.81 44,871 533, 323 4,76
2,92 48, 515 679, 210 4. 30
3.01 51, 200 7G8, 000 3.92
2. 84 28,165 450, 640 4,02
2,67 17, 302 294,134 4,06
2.58 11,746 211, 428 4,13
2.55 9,672 183, 768 4.13
2.55 8,617 172, 340 4,06
2,54 8,174 171, 654 3.94
2,59 8,527 187, 594 3.31
2,48 - 5,759 132, 457 3.74
2.45 4,592 110, 208 3.6
2. 40 3,895 917, 375 3.35
2. 34 3,637 94, 562 3. 40
2. 33 3,656 98,712 3.34
2.38 3,769 105, 532 3.33
2. 317 4, 351 126,179 2.83
30- 2.37 26,292 879,993 2.19
40- 2. 40 11, 482 507, 045 2. 42
50- 2. 40 8,698 474,041 1.99
60- 69 2.35 7,986 511,184 1.96
70- 79 2.41 5, 582 416, 361 1,91
80- 89 2.39 4,707 398, 353 1.78
90- 99 2.24 4,269 401, 628 1.54
100-119 2. 37 5,574 607, 845 1.54
120-139 2,31 4, 339 560, 459 1.53
140-1689 .ot ceecnte s aar e s 2.32 6, 417 991, 362 1. 30
170-199 .o crcrereesrer e serarrneeaesaaenas 2.32 9,353 1,717,923 0.93
D00-OVET .veevererreeesmrnrnreesrasisonsissnnssnnessasses 2.54 11,065 2, 833, 096 0.73
FOLALS v vveveevsrreceenssermsrsnssssseaeserecsenons 2.9 7,191, 604 34, 510, 357 3. 84

Average length of stay ....cccoceveeiniicniins

per person 4.80

1. Exclusive of commuters, summer residents and locals.
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TABLE 2. Number of Non-Resident Automobiles Travelling on Customs Permits
. from Canada during the Calendar Year 1956,

DOMINION BUREAU OF STATISTICS

Corresponding Ports of Exit, by Selected Length of Visit

! Which Departed

Grouped by Ports of Entry with

Number of permits by

length of stay

Ports of entry Ports of exit Total
3 days
1 day 2 days and.over
Section I, Traffic within Ontario:
(a) St. Lawrence River Ports ............ Fort Erie and Niagara Falls.............. 655 3, 391 8,957 13,003
Lake Erie PoOrts ...cocccoevievcinnveccennnenn, — 1 7
St. Clair and Detroit River Ports .... 370 2,039 2, 457 4,866
Sault Ste-Marie ......cccecvevreeicveeee s 212 998 906 2,116
Total of abowve ........... eeerrergreranaereens 1,237 6,429 12, 327 19,993
St. Lawrence River Ports .................. 20, 754 13,632 85,058 99, 442
All Ports in the Province of Quebec 1,244 4,223 12,001 17, 468
Al Ports in Canada ....ccccoevevevvreennene 23,274 24, 370 90,692 138, 336
(b) Fort Erie and Niagara Falls ...... St. Lawrence River Ports 1,129 7,049 16,654 24,832
Lake Erie Ports .c.ccccceveeveeeeveveevennecnnn. 2 32 49 33
St. Clair and Detroit River Ports .... 105, 995 66,721 16, 469 189,185
Sault Ste-Mame ...cooceevvreerrreerreeee s 35 894 2,794 3,773
Total of above .......cccooeirrirircienenin, 107,211 74, 696 35, 966 217,873
Fort Erie and Niagara Falls ............ 162,030 77,469 | 178,046 | . 417,545
All Ports in Canada ......ccocovveveciennnne 269,315 | 153,068 | 233,723 656,106
(c) Lake Erie Ports ....ccoveeeeeeveeviennnnnns St. Lawrence River Ports ........... - - 8 8
Fort Erie and Niagara Falls ..... - 60 79 139
St. Clair and Detrojt River Ports 100 20 83 203
Sault Ste-Marie - - 12 12
Total of above 100 80 182 362
Lake Erie Ports ....ccccoeveveverineniveeenennns 10 14 473 502
All Ports in Canada ......c.ccovevveiennnes 110 94 669 873
(d) St. Clair and Detroit River Ports |St., Lawrence River PoOrts ................. 425 2, 572 4,035 7,032
Fort Erie and Niagara Falls ............ 106, 292 69, 276 25, 299 200, 867
Lake Erie Ports .....cccoevvvvvennneen. 43 48 56 147
Sault Ste-Marie ...... 31 255 5,971 6, 257
Total of AhOVE..c..covevceerrrrerer e 106, 791 72,151 35,361 214,303
| St. Clair and Detroit River Ports .... 158, 300 46, 801 119,015 324,116
All Ports in Canada .....cccccvcerveennen. 265,145 119,391 | 166,828 551, 364
(e) Sault Ste-Marie .......cc.eeevevcevnnnnnnenns St. Lawrence River Ports ......cooooveeeee 159 1, 259 "1, 351 2,769
Fort Erie and Niagara Falls 62 1, 440 3,732 5,234
Lake Erie Ports ..cccccceeevevvveeevnevenereennnns - - 3 3
St. Clair and Detroit River Ports .... 10 357 5,087 5, 454
Total of abOVe .ceeveveenvreecrenrreennne. 231 3,056 10,173 13, 460
SAULL SEE-TATIE cevvrveveeererereereseeseeeeenen 4,040 3,654 23,486 31,180
All Ports in Canada .......ccccceeeveenrnene 4, 345 7.412 37,738 49, 495
Section II, Traffic from Ontario to
Other Provinces:
St. Lawrence River Ports .................. All Ports in Quebec .......ococevvvvvennenen 1, 244 4, 223 12,001 17, 468
All Ports in Ontario West of King-
ston and East of Sault Ste-Marie
(Incl. Sault Ste-Marie) All Ports in Quebec .......cccevveeennnnnne. 167 1,851 31, 398 33, 416
All Ports in Ontario .... | All Ports in Quebec ....c.ccceveeeiveennnn, 1,411 6,075 43,483 50, 969
All Ports in Ontario ... | All Ports in Maritime Provinces ...... 46 243 5,036 5, 325
All Ports in Ontario . | All Ports in Manitoba ......cccccceevunnnne. 125 1,179 3,822 5,126
All Ports in Ontario .....cccceeeerruenennee. All Ports in Maritimes, Quebec and
Manitoba .....cccoeeernnnn 1,582 7,497 52, 341 61, 420
All Ports in Ontario .... | All Ports in Ontario 568,755 | 307,154 | 525,25C | 1,401,159
All Ports in Ontario . {All Ports in Canada 570, 341 314,650 | 578,783 (1,463,774
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TABLE 2, Number of Non-Resident Automobiles Travelling en Customs Permits! Which Departed
from Canada d.urmg the Calendar Year 1956, Grouped by Ports of Entry with
Corresponding Ports of Exit, by Selected Length of Visit — Concluded
Nuniber of permits by
ength of sta
Ports of entry Ports of exit v Total
3 days
1 day 2 days and over
Section M1, Traffic from the Maritime
Provinces to Central Canada:
All Ports in the Maritime Provinces | All Ports in Quebec .......ccccoceveiinnns 562 680 4,134 5, 376
All Ports in Ontario ......c.ccemvemnvenns 14 249 2,769 3,032
All Ports in Quebec and Ontario ...... 576 929 6,903 8,408
All Ports in the Maritime Provinces 60, 373 22, 520 74,769 157,682
All Ports in Canada ......ccccevnveriinnne 60, 949 23, 449 81,687 166,085
Section IV, Traffic from Quebec to-
Other Provinces: )
All Ports in Quebec .....ccoevveeiiieenene All Ports in Ontario on the St
Lawrence RIVEr ..cooeiiiiniinrieennnen. 1, 305 3,171 3,955 13,431
All Ports in Ontario West of King- :
ston and East of Sault Ste-Marie
(Incl. Sault Ste-Marie). .......ccccoeeens 171 1, 508 18, 206 19, 885
All Ports in Ontario ........coveeveennninnnes 1,477 4,679 27,224 33, 380
All Ports in the Maritime Provinces 1, 430 739 6; 442 8,611
‘[ All Ports in Ontario and the Maritime
PrOVINCES ..vvvvevvirerecereseerrnensiaesnrnnas 2,907 5,418 33,666 41,991
All Ports in Quebec .. 133,121 83,183 | 155,186 372, 490
All Ports in Canada 136,028 88,601 | 189,899 414,528
Section V. Traffic from Manitoba to
Ontario: . .
All Ports in Manitoba ....ceeevniiineneene All Ports-in Ontario 64 937 3,918 4,919
All Ports in Manitoba .... 12,852 7,125 17,470 317, 447
All Ports in Canada .......cccoeevreennninne 12,993 8,183 23,768 44,944
Section VI. Traffic between the
Prairie Provinces:
All Ports in Manitoba .....ccevcenviiiinne All Ports in Saskatchewan 65 94 845 1,004
All Ports in Alberta .......ccoovieeninnnns 3 - 16 753 772
All Ports in Saskatchewan and
ALDEIA .ocvveeeriererrrrrereensicssariesanesane 63 110 1,598 1,776
All Ports in Saskatchewan ................ All Ports in Manitoba ......ccceeeveeeennenn. 59 108 1,160 1,327
‘ Al]l Ports in Alberta .......ccccovveerenenns 6 52 993 1,051
All Ports in Manitoba and Alberta.... 65 160 2,153 2, 378
All Ports in Saskatchewan .......c.c...... 4,072 2,923 10,100 17,095
All Ports in Canada .......ccccveeennneas 4,139 3,112 13,485 20,736
All Ports in Alberta ......cccoeeeeinncaeees All Ports in Manitoba ......ccccoeoveriinnnes 1 29 1,111 1,141
) All Ports in Saskatchewan ................ 8| - 88 938 1,034
All Ports in Manitoba and Saskat- :
CHEWRN ..ccovvrrceiiciriiinrrr e 9 117 2,049 2,175
All Ports in Alberta 8,231 4,911 14,125 27, 267
All Ports in Canada 8,522 6, 251 32,800 47,573
Sectlon VII. Traffic between the
Prairie Provinces and British
Columbia:
All Ports in the Prairie Provinces |All Ports in British Columbia .......... 215 1,246 17,555 19,016
All Ports in the Prairie Provinces .. 25, 297 15, 346 47, 495 83,138
All Ports in Canada ......cccceevunverennn 25, 654 17, 546 70,053 113,253
All Ports in British Columbia .......... All Ports in the Prairie Provinces .. 141 737 13,696 14,574
All Ports in British Columbia .......... T2, 428 67,786 | 136,005 216, 219
All Ports in Canada ........cccoomvenuennen 72, 570 68,524 | 150,117 291, 211

1. Exclusive of commuters, summer residents and locals.
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TABLE 3. Number of Non-Resident Automobiles Which Entered Canada on Custom Permits! Through
Provinces Indicated and Which Departed in 1956, Classified by United States Federal States or
Countries of Registration.

Nfld. B.C.
State P.E.IL N.B. Que. Ont, Man. Sask. | Alta, & Total
N.s.t Y.T.

Alabama........ccoeevivciiiceenene. 3 342 383 2,793 85 30 172 279 4,157
Arizona ..... 5 51 149 1,134 70 61 293 837 2,700
Arkansas .. 50 61 71 1, 146 54 42 113 197 1,740
California .... 178 746 1,905 13, 857 1, 215 735 | 5,738 | 43, 356 67,730
Colorado ......... 32 116 273 2, 232 215 309 | 1,233 1,865 6,275
Connecticut 735 8, 551 23, 567 16, 143 26 10 140 278 49, 450
Delaware ............ 53 229 859 1,916 13 3 39 48 3,160
Dist. of Columbia.. 92 273 1,146 2, 432 18 T 58 107 4,133
Florida................ 226 1,441 3,831 11,976 227 89 437 9438 19,175
Georgia . 91 330 560 2, 586 54 19 142 365 4, 147
Idaho ..... 15 11 62 529 76 93 | 1,175 6, 019 8,046
Ilinois... 154 978 2,890 60,678 | 2,004 590 | 2,249 2,122 71, 665
Indiana... 108 499 1,029 28, 801 366 158 631 800 32,392
Iowa .... 29 160 387 12,553 | 1,318 639 918 926 16,930
Kansas... 24 264 328 4,163 805 392 821 1,196 7,993
Kentucky ...... 46 185 300 5,179 50 17 104 194 6,075
Louisiana .... 46 182 378 1, 847 85 56 227 360 3,181
Maine ............ 950 | 91,508 | 24,791 3,787 24 8 43 76 121,187
Maryland ......... 151 942 3,277 8,764 58 30 152 248 13,662
Massachusetts .. | 3,898 | 24,856 | 51,373 28, 809 15 27 236 391 109, 665
Michigan ...... 181 1,388 3,079 459, 527 | 1,169 411 1, 351 1, 481 468, 587
Minnesota .... 43 199 699 31,683 ;14,555 | 1,634 | 2,014 1,343 52,170
Mississippi .. 29 141 126 1, 005 55 31 83 185 1,655
Missouri........ 55 237 499 © 9,180 635 188 761 1,021 12, 576
Montana ..... 2 20 35 550 285 | 4,835 |12,781 2,763 21,271
Nebraska ... 16 129 172 2,907 805 400 682 712 5,823
Nevada................. 4 16 40 323 29 17 146 561 1,136
New Hampshire... 300 2,576 | 25, 547 3,859 11 12 41 68 32,414
New Jersey ......... 956 4,461 | 21,478 35,335 125 49 461 504 63, 369
New MeXiCO....oooveevvrceieennne 43 63 79 658 47 40 252 384 1, 566
New YOrK....oooooeeeeeiiieeneeenen. 1,983 9, 452 | 123, 820 410,612 343 121 978 1,381 548, 690
North Carolina ...................... 74 393 952 3,775 49 19 121 283 5, 666
North Dakota............ocuee....... 9 13 76 1,610 | 15,590 | 6,540 540 295 24, 673
(0)1) 14 TN 307 1,782 4,515 136, 422 381 166 977 1,163 145,713
Oklahoma........ccoueeevueennrennne.. 62 99 216 2,392 306 323 670 724 4,792
Oregon ...coccevevueeeveeecreeerececnnnn. 22 82 172 1, 423 197 249 | 1,036 | 25,325 28, 506
Pennsylvania ............ccoueen... 7217 4,165 | 13,308 917, 278 204 117 689 1,008 117, 496
Rhode Island....... 236 1,823 8,730 4, 457 15 3 27 60 15, 351
South Carolina 44 161 499 1,622 20 10 64 173 2,593
South Dakota.... . 10 33 36 1, 299 871 588 377 335 3, 549
Tennessee........ . 45 175 423 4,144 94 33 161 285 5, 360
Texas...... . 132 ik 1,114 6,809 543 439 1,790 2,775 14, 379
Utah ..... . 15 26 35 741 47 44 | 1,545 1,603 4,056
Vermont . 100 621 | 88,128 3,237 14 4 23 66 92,193
Virginia ...... . 224 882 2, 206 7,309 67 23 186 415 11, 312
Washington ...... . 23 124 274 2, 297 293 403 | 2,315 |176,111 181, 840
West Virginia .. 52 184 270 4,642 | 14 14 31 79 5, 286
Wisconsin ........ . 52 321 771 26,569 | 1,267 490 | 1,058 885 31,413
Wyoming....coeeeveeeececeeicneennans 6 24 35 352 48 232 607 412 1,716
Total U.S., ..ccoeeureveernnrnnnnn. 12,748 | 162,158 | 414, 899 (1,473,342 |44, 917 | 20, 750 |46, 788 283,012 |2,458, 614
Other Countries? .......... 24 57 307 1,173 59 61 792 8,544 11,017
Grand Total.................... 12,772 | 162,215 | 415,206 |1,474,515 |44, 976 | 20, 811 |47, 580 291,556 (2,469, 631

1. Traffic entering Canada through Newfoundland, Prince Edward Island and Nova Scotia is restricted to vehicles
which travel to these provinces by water direct from foreign countries and excludes vehicles which proceed to these pro-
vinces after entering Canada through other provinces. A heavy volume of traffic proceeds to Nova Scotia after entering
Canada through ports on the border between New Brunswick and the United States.

2, Other Countries comprise: Alaska 9,391, Argentina 10, Australia 15, Bahamas 8, Belgium 9, Bermuda 13, Bolivia 4,
Brazil 6, British West Indies 4, Chile 3, China 3, Colombia 9, Costa Rica 2, Cuba 74, Denmark 6, Dutch Guiana 1, England
125, France 43, Germany 124, Greece 1, Guam 8, Guatemala 11, Haiti 1, Hawaiian Islands 678, Honduras 1, Hong Kong 3,
Iceland 5, India 2, Ireland 5, Italy 18, Jamaica 4, Japan 38, Java 20, Lebanon 1, Libya 1, Mexico 144, Netherlands 28,
Netherlands Antilles 35, New Zealand 1, Norway 1, Panama 1, Panama Canal Zone 103, Peru 1, Philippine Islands 1,
Puerto Rico 4, St-Pierre and Miquelon 7,8cotland 1, South Africa 15, Spain 1, Sweden 5, Switzerland 7, Trinidad 1,Uruguay
1, Venezuela 10, Wales 3.
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TABLE 4. Number of Non-Resident Automobiles Which Entered Canada on Customs Permits!Through
Provinces Indicated, and Which Departed in 1956 After Remaining Three Days
or Over, Classified by U.S. Federal States or Countries of Registration

Long term
Nfld.2 B.C. visits as %
State P.E.I.|{ N.B. Que. Ont. Man. Sask. Alta, and Total of long and
N.S. Y.T. short term
visits
Alabama .......coeeevnvreninanns 73 116 186 709 56 23 140 189 1,492 36
Arizona ......ccccceeeeverevnveennns 5 28 71 399 52 49 289 550 1,443 53
Arkansas ..........eeeeenen. 50 19 41 300 34 32 i 106 659 38
California.... . 169 455| 1,370| 5,186 978 657 | 4,449 29,362 42, 626 63
Colorado......... 32 51 147 652 144 238 948 916 3,128 50
Connecticut ... T17| 5,128 15,370 6,076 24 9 119 178 27,621 56
Delaware ....... 52 160 573 820 11 2 32 31 1, 681 53
91 209 878 1,320 14 6 44 67 2, 629 64
Florida ........ 220 865 2,316{ 5,987 178 73 382 585 10, 606 55
Georgia 91 149 368 918 36 13 121 184 1, 880 45
Idaho 15 19 36 141 53 73 57| 3,133 4, 227 53
NINOIS wcocovivieeeiiicieeenes 152 599 2,110} 32,525| 1,601 537 1,741 1, 246 40, 511 57
Indiana .....cccooeeveeenreeennnnn. 106 288 676§ 14, 213 275 136 503 458 16, 655 51
IOWA s 27 95 288 1,788 953 578 705 476 10, 910 64
Kansas .ceervveneveenreecsiannns 24 84 171 1,780 578 286 600 506 4,029 50
Kentucky ..o.cooveermveeereernnnen 46 81 196| 2,068 31 15 82 113 2,632 43
Louisiana.... 45 9 249 596 57 45 173 201 1, 435 45
Maine .......... . 917117,920| 12, 303 987 18 7 42 48 32, 242 27
Maryland............ 191 686 | 2,273| 4,481 46 26 119 144 7,966 58
Massachusetts.................. 3,783(20,986 F 34,664| 9,135 68 25 199 269 69,129 63
Michigan............ 178 92 2,293(122,396| 1,058 384 1, 147 965 129,345 28
Minnesota....... 42 100 453 15,233| 6,420 1,375 1,473 807 25, 903 50
Mississippi ... 29 38 88 263 38 0 72 99 647 39
JUVETT1V 5 OO 54 129 37| 3,793 430 157 564 514 6,018 48
Montana .......ccoeevveeeernnnnnn. 2 14 27 189 183| 2,531| 5,987 1,498 10, 431 49
Nebraska . 16 58 117 1,464 577 354 475 391 3, 452 59
4 11 24 152 18 15 115 385 724 64
292} 1,952} 11,752 943 11 9 34 42 15,035 46
New Jersey ......cecevvvveeneen. 9321 3,428 | 14,727 18,404 110 44 385 351 38, 381 61
New Mexico ....cccovuvrvecenns 42 27 42 215 32 33 198 241 830 53
New York .......... ..| 1,918| 7,151 51,770(147, 500 305 115 848 925) 210,532 38
North Carolina.. 74 220 596| 1,686 29 15 94 149 2, 863 51
North Dakota .... i ki 7 34 784} 6,121 3,116 404 182 10, 655 43
Ohio .....c......... 301 1,152 3,070| 85,519 325 138 814 654 91,973 63
Oklahoma ..........cccevvnnnnnee 60 60 115 963 199 195 493 321 2, 406 50
[0 ¢=1:0¢) | OO 22 47 96 470 148 207 748 | 17, 444 19, 182 67
Pennsylvania........ccccouneeenn 695] 2,724| 8,941]| 55,164 170 83 592 611 68, 980 59
Rhode Island .................... 2321 1,414 6,387 1,311 15 1 25 29 9, 414 61
South Carolina .. . 43 80 319 552 13 8 53 95 1,163 45
8 15 25 602 600 475 263 196 2,184 62
44 94 2421 1,012 66 25 123 153 1,759 33
129 285 545 2,155 359 314 1,370 1, 403 6, 560 46
15 11 20 162 34 35| 1,116 795 2,188 54
99 428| 10,971 884 10 4 17 45 12, 458 14
virginia ...... 222 508 1,484 3,302 46 19 152 250 5, 983 53
Washington..... 23 73 165 714 215 335( 1,685 74,621 77,831 43
West Virginia. 52 98 168| 2,732 11 14 25 28 3,128 59
Wisconsin....... 52 166 539 13, 594 944 410 810 511 17,026 54
Wyoming ......... 6 12 16 114 32 174 428 239 1,021 59
Total U.S. ........ .. 112,399{69, 233|189, 689|578,353 | 23,726} 13,435 | 32,032 {142, 706 |1, 061, 573 43
Other Countries>.......... 20 35 210 430 42 50 768| 17,411 8, 966 81
Grand Total .............. 12,419|69,268]189,899(578, 783 | 23, 768 | 13,485 | 32, 800 {150,117 {1,070, 539 43
Long term visits as %
of long and short term
VISItS v 97 43 46 39 53 65 69 51 43 -

1. Exclusive of commuters, summer residents and locals.

2, Traffic entering Canada through Newfoundland, Prince Edward Island and Nova Scotia is restricted to vehicles
which have travelled to these provinces by water direct from other countries and excludes vehicles which proceed to these
provinces after entering Canada through other provinces. A heavy volume of traffic proceeds to Nova Scotia after entering
Canada through ports on the border between New Brunswick and the United States.

3. Other countries comprise: Alaska 8,095, Argentina 5, Australia 7, Bahamas 8, Belgium 6, Bermuda 11, Bolvia 1,
Brazil 6, British West Indies 3, Chile 3, China 2, Colombia 5, Costa Rica 2, Cuba 48, Denmark 4, Dutch Guiana 1, England
72, France 18, Germany 66, Greece 1, Guam 8, Guatemala 1 Hawaiian Islands 317, Honduras 1, Hong Kong 2, Iceland 4,
India 1, Ireland 3, Italy 8, Jamaica 3, Japan 9, Java 9, Mexico 97, Netherlands 22, Netherland Antilles 14, New Zealand 1,
Norway 1, Panama 1, Panama Canal Zone 53, Peru 1, Philippine Islands 1, Puerto Rico 3, St. Pierre and Miquelon 17,
South Africa 13, Spain 1, Sweden 4, Switzerland 5, Uruguay 1, Venezuela 9, Wales 2.
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TARLE 5. Numher nf Non-Resident Antomoniles Travelling in Canada on Customs Permits
which Departed in the Years 1952-195€ (Classified by U.S. Federal States of Registration)

State of origin 1952 1953 1954 1955 1956
North Eastern:
Connecticut ... 42,079 47,727 46,860 47,196 49, 450
Maing .o 113,076 114,984 111,796 114,549 121,187
Massachusetts ..., 100,716 106,936 104,808 107,760 109, 665
New Hampshire ..., 25,813 28,714 28,865 30,150 32,414
New Jersey 55,539 62,232 60,342 62,828 63,369
NeW YOIKR ...ttt e neae s 472,686 517,471 517,998 543,086 548, 690
Pennsylvania 119,745 134, 280 121,739 122,597 117,496
Rhode Island 14,970 16,482 15,136 15,637 15, 351
VEIMION ... ittt seeereeeeeeereeseenaeens 817,168 95,715 89,502 88,832 92,193
1,031,792 1,124,601 1,097,044 1,132,735 1,149,815
% of Total ..............cc..ocovveveerecereerrnnn, T 45.8 45. 4 45.2 45.3 46.6
Great Lakes:
TIEROLS ..ot et a e eee e aen 73,532 80, 240 178, 549 1,559 71,665
INAIANA ..o 32,097 36,536 34,443 34, 376/ 32, 392
MIChIZaN ... e e 428, 668 481,916 471,874 494, 204 468, 587
ORI0 Lottt 145,038 158, 806 150,088 153,239 145,713
WISCONSIN ... 28,856 31,638 31,058 32,377 31,413
708, 191 789, 136 772,012 791,755 749,770
Do of Total ................ccooeimevimee e 31.4 31.9 31.8 31.7 30.4
North Western:
MINNESOtA ....oviniiiieee e 38,420 43,600 49,658 52,711 52,170
MONEANA ... seeeeens 16,589 17,981 19,100 19,486 21,271
NOrth DAROLA........c.ooviiiiiiie et 24,559 25,109 25,944 © 25,149 24,673
79, 568 86, 690 94,1702 917, 346 98,114
Do Of Total ...............ccoooveeeeeeeeeeereee e 3.5 3.5 3.9 3.9 4.0
West Coast:
California ........ooooviiiieeee et 64,342 71,620 69,434 67,470 67,730
OTCBOM ...ttt se i e e ae e et s s seestesae s 26,238 26,980 26,295 28,153 28, 506
Washington ............cccooiiimieieeee e 166,452 1177, 540 174,734 180, 005 181,840
’ 257,032 276,140 ) 270,463 275,628 278,076
Do Of TOtAl ...............ccvooniviieiee et sneeas 11.4 11.2 11.2 11.0 11. 2
Other:
1117, 346 198,775 192,619 200,924 193,856
o Of TOtAL ..............coovvieeeeeeeeeees e 1.9 8.0 1.9 8.0 1.8
TOtAl ...t rnn 2,253,929| 2,475,342| 2,426,840 2,498,388 2,469,631
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TABLE 6. Average Expenditure per Car Declared by Non-Resident Permit-Holding Motorists!?
by U.S. Federal States of Registration, 1952-1956
Average declared expenditure per car
State of registration
1952 1953 1954 1955 1956

North Eastern:

Connecticub. . ...........cccooiiviree e 67.63 71.32 67.74 68.86 72.58

Maine ... e 20.90 22.08 23.21 24.85 26.18

Massachusetts ... 79.45 83.06 80.90 81.34 85.38

New Hampshire............cccovvnrinininecinennsneerennne 46.66 47.93 43,83 44,07 45.170

NewW JeISEY ....ccoco ittt 81.50 93.91 91,22 91.08 97.30

NeW YOIK... ..o e eere e 51.83 53. 34 51.76 52.62 52.78

Pennsylvania ... 74.78 78.08 71.84 78.49 78.83

Rhode Island. ..o 69.70 76.35 67.63 70.91 71.52

Vermont ..........cccoevveeevierenns .................................... 14.14 14.12 13.175 15.45 15,69
Great Lakes:

TIHNOES ..ottt 83.56 179.67 69.32 84.76 90.74

INIANA..........ooooeviaeeseeeerecesessie st cnerees 64.80 67.02 61.65 70.39 12.84

MIChIBAN ..o e 30.49 30. 32 30.87 28.44 31.85

ORI ..o st s 79.65 78.80 79. 40 80.45 80. 47

WESCONSIN .ooosooeeocee s 76. 88 79.25 67.51 77.41 ' 79.92
North Western:

MINDESOLA ..o e 66. 56 66.65 59. 07 64.78 68.13

MORNEANA ...t et 59. 27 64.95 61.20 60.84 58.717

North Dakota.. .........cccocoeiini e 45. 50 417.65 42.54 42,81 44.31
West Coast:

California ..........coccovivicivicececci e 99. 47 102. 41 103. 41 107.47 108. 68

OFBEON ... et e nae e 92.174 99.82 97.22 95. 56 97.47

Washington ... 50.18 53.76 52.93 51.87 52.95
OhEr ...ttt e et smemaan e 86. 84 81.34 85. 43 89.36 92.27

1. Including commuters, summer residents and locals.
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TABLE 7. .Average Declared Expenditure Per Car, Total Expenditures in Canada
of Non-Resident Permit-Holding Motorists! Who Departed in 19548, Average Length
of Visit and Average Expenditure Per Car Per Day
Entries on
customs . Average
: Average Average .

State of origin permits expenditure Total len gtlg1 expenditure

as % of er ca expenditure f visit per car

automobile p d ol visi per day

registrations
% $ $ (days) $

Alabama ........coierererereen i 0.5 60. 09 249, 794 10. 93 5. 50
Arizona ... 0.8 103. 03 278. 181 9. 99 10. 31
Arkansas 0.4 75. 05 130, 587 13. 02 5.6
California ......cccieeereeeeieccneriiseerecscnsenescsssnns 1.2 108. 68 7, 360, 896 7. 97 13. 64
L6103 0e) o: 1+ Lo RN SOOI 1.0 82. 44 5117, 311 7. 56 10. 90
Connecticul ......cccovveveviveiiiniesiinecesrisnessaneenes 59 72. 58 3, 589, 081 5. 25 13. 80
Delaware............cccuene 2.5 87. 34 275, 994 5. 63 15. 51
Dist. of Columbia . 2. 4 101. 32 418, 756 9, 05 11. 20
Florida ... 1.3 104. 57 2, 005, 130 15, 27 6. 85
(65107 4 - RO 0.4 23. 67 346, 979 12. 00 6. 97
TTABNO cuveeevesnericeesneesseesnesssiossasssesssssssesesssens 3.4 1. 67 576, 657 7.79 | 9,20
Ilinois ... 2.4 90, 74 6, 502, 882 6. 18 14. 68
Indiana 2.1 72, 84 2, 359, 433 5. 73 12, 71
Iowa......... 1.7 105. 04 1,778,327 6. 57 15. 99
Kansas . 1.0 95, 06 759, 815 8.12 1.1
KentuCKY ...ccoovvvuienrirnnieniineeecesevnseosiens cenes 0.7 65. 29 396, 637 6. 53 10. 00
LOUISIANG ..cvvveeeveeeirervneeseiesnessssnesreineresens 0.4 93, 06 296, 024 11. 84 7. 86
MAINE cieiiiciiieerreccrinrrirrrses st s s sneneseessasnnne 44,9 26. 18 3,172,676 6.09 4, 30
Maryland .......... 1.6 90. 75 1, 239, 827 6. 52 13.92
Massachusetts .......cccverervererrensemnneniennnnnns 7.7 85. 38 9, 363, 198 6. 26 13. 64
MICHIZAN ..ccviveeiicvrererrereneeenscineessissenessneenssnne 17. 1 31. 85 14, 924, 496 4, 58 6. 95
MINNESOLA ...occcveereennaerriienineiciiennerorseecssnneees 4,5 68.13 3,554, 342 6. 07 11. 22
MiSSISSIDPDI cevererrnrienisiirnenicirninrescennensseeeesinnn 0.4 81. 97 135, 660 12, 37 6. 63
MISSOUIT ..eeeveeereernersnnnrsrasnersnsrasnsrsassssnessnnneses 1.0 87. 43 1,099, 520 |. 6. 72 13. 01
MONEANA',.....cccririvneirirnerercenereerecsissssnseessssenssanne 9.0 58. 77 1, 250, 097 5. 79 10. 15
NeDraska ......ccocivvvririnnviinninnnneeecsscsenesssneeienns 1.2 107.. 32 624, 924 7. 48 14, 35
Nevada .......ccoeenee 1.1 117. 08 133,003 12. 01 .75
New Hampshire .. 18. 0 45,70 1, 481, 320 4, 16 10, 99
New Jersey .......cceee. 3.4 97. 30 6, 165, 804 6. 06 16. 06
New Mexico 0.6 103. 87 162, 660 15. 57 6. 67
NeW YOIK ..ucevereeireeereeercrereassinmenenneerosseensnnne 12.9 52. 78 28, 959, 858 7. 81 6. 76
North Carolinga ..........ceecrreeeecnneeeccssirennnsenens 0.5 76. 47 433, 279 10. 59 7.22
North Dakota ........eceeeriiirnrccnneennsesnnensnneene 11. 8 44, 31 1, 093, 261 5. 97 7. 42
ORI cueireirsrenreeevererrarcrenesrcesessensnsessssesssessnnens 4.5 80. 47 11, 725, 525 6. 65 12. 10
OK1ahoma ...cccccccvverininininniiicieernisesesnsnnnesaenens 0.6 115. 28 552, 422 13. 62 8. 46
*OrEEON ceivevvereacrronrnensresones 3.9 97. 47 2, 778, 480 6. 27 15. 55
Pennsylvania ..., 3.5 78. 83 9, 262, 210 5. 79 13. 61
Rhode Island 5.5 71.52 1, 097, 904 6. 00 11, 92
South Carolina .......cccecererreeeereerseioscssessonernnns 0.4 63. 03 163, 437 10. 30 6.12
South Dakota ......ccccveeereiciineicescneniecsnaccsionns 1.5 92. 43 328,034 6. 77 13. 65
TENNESSCER ..euevenriercesrenrerissssesssansnnsssansessorass 0.6 57. 49 308. 146 6. 59 8. 72
Texas 0.5 91. 23 1, 311, 796 9. 99 9.13
Utah....... 1.4 71. 30 313,529 6. 79 11. 38
VEIMONL ......cceveeermrecrrreneernraerescasasensennrasascsenes 74.0 15. 69 1, 446, 508 3.61 4, 35
Virginia 1.0 78. 54 888. 444 9. 49 8. 28
Washington 18.8 52, 95 9, 628, 428 4,12 12. 85
West Virginia .. 1.2 84. 84 448, 464 7. 80 10. 88
Wisconsin 2.6 79. 92 2,510,527 5. 22 15. 31
Wyoming 1.4 106. 39 182, 565 9. 47 11. 23

1. Including commuters, summer residents and locals.
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TABLE 8. Number of Canadian Automobiles Returning to Canada in 1956, Classified by Length of

Visit, by Province of Re-Entry into Canada

Day’s stay PArE)l\;’ir:l%gs Quebec ontario | Manitoba Eﬁeszlv‘vaétx; Alberta gng

) OOV 1,458,048 | 1,036,884 | 2,695,012 134,025 74, 211 63,939 | 560,057

2l s 54,883 104,139 94, 285 12,025 4,736 7,703 36, 399

3 e 32,164 109, 678 213, 843 30,395 15, 568 30, 187 93,973

G et 10, 356 36,751 43,239 6, 959 2,997 7,316 18,019

[ S PRSP 9, 462 18,828 17,899 3,055 1, 444 3, 399 9,882

[ J RPN 3, 600 - 13,042 11,706 1, 449 849 2,983 4,766

T e eeae e saens 8,832 44, 466 32,889 3,938 1,033 3,088 12,234

B e 718 3,846 4,727 610 380 1,382 2,466

D e e 681 2,019 2,456 520 211 1,038 2,066

10 e 1,129 6,868 8, 553 997 493 1,089 3, 465

11 e 313 1,257 1,631 275 398 787 844

12 e 634 1,189 3,007 234 161 905 1, 498

) < J RN 57 532 491 112 133 421 802

14 e 2,523 12,037 17,648 2,170 1,038 1, 551 7,445

222 1,815 728 193 94 370 368

16 o 106 397 1, 201 131 132 182 515

1T e eeanee 47 302 398 109 98 101 400

22 416 764 107 38 163 679

31 365 175 45 134 136 277

21 408 521 93 147 153 216

2] et 581 4,602 8,953 878 358 548 2,994

- 108 163 11 ) 34 67 178

- 17 79 34 - 62 97

18 161 213 58 —_ 29 170

21 192 104 33 60 15 44

- 31 55 13 34 15 55

9 24 64 - - 10 -

16 646 1, 434 71 30 T4 244

21 31 12 - - 15 -

30- 39 i 442 4, 339 5, 006 519 208 447 1, 561

40~ 49 ... . 120 1,105 1,854 316 104 140 523

50- 59 eiiieeierieierreeeriennens - 273 191 24 30 10 52

60- 159 2,631 2,202 242 143 366 726

70~ 18 237 367 57 54 10 99

80- - - 35 - 13 - 10

90- 99 e 31 545 978 131 111 112 412

100-119 ... - 44 76 43 41 - 29

120-139 .. 72 173 404 43 113 75 239

140-169 9 52 115 34 17 20 131

170-199 e 18 67 249 22 25 28 84

200 & OVET ..oeeecccceeeceeeareees 30 64 157 33 21 53 148

Total ..oocvecererecenee e 1,585,414 | 1,410,641 | 3,173,884 | 200,004 | 105,697 | 128,989 | 764,167
1. Includes vehicles staying more than 24 hours and less than 48 hours.
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TABLE 9. Number and Expenditures of Canadian Automobiles Returning to Canada in 1956,
Classified by Length of Visit

N ; ¥ ; % of ,
Day’s stay Nucr)réoer ;;Zc’)tg,fl exﬁgﬁgai'tglfre Estixélgtted ej(:zz)t.ald Nu(_;(;oer e)ﬁ)‘;?;i%gre
cas | cars | Tpercar  |enendires) QPR | caliays | percar
$ $ $
| S 6,022,176 81.72 4.87 29,313,620 14.95 | 6,022,176 4.87
2L et 314,170 4.26 30.30 | 9,519,022 4.85 628, 340 15.15
3 525,808 T.14 100.66 |52,936,224 26.99 | 1,577,424 33.56
Qe eeererr st naes 125,637 1.70 124.45 | 15,635,797 7.97 502,548 31.11
5 63, 969 0.87 129.80 | 8,302,971 4.23 319, 845 25.96
B ceriecerenrenesnesnnnneaeanesssarenanns 38,395 0.52 153.14 | 5,879,993 3.00 230,370 25.52
T eeeevensecanerarsersnossnscrsesessienaee 106,480 1.45, 145.29 |15, 470, 445 7.89 745,360 20.76
8 < 14,129 0.19 203.95 | 2,881,621 1.47 113,032 25.49
9 8,997 0.12 210.02 1,889,593 0.96 80,973 23.34
10.. 22,5% 0.31 222.10 | 5,018,029 2.56 225, 940 22.21
11 5,505 0.07 246. 64 1,357,750 0.69 60,555 22.42
12 7,628 0.10 257.41 1,963,496 1.00 91,536 21.45
13 2,548 0.03 270.76 689, 909 0.35 33,124 20.83
14 44,412 0.60 269.91 | 11,987,441 6.11 621,763 19.28
15 3,790 0.05 265.33 | 1,005,596 0.51 56, 850 17.69
16 2,664 0.04 326.217 869, 174 0.44 42,624 20.39
11 1,455 0.02 344.85 501,752 0.26 24,735 20.29
18 2,189 0.03 343.34 751,576 0.38 39,402 19.07
19 1,163 0.02 335.16 389,795 0.20 22, 097 17.64
20 1,559 0.02 346.00 539, 420 0.28 31,180 17.30
21 18,914 0.26 386.38 | 17,307,915 3.73 397,194 18.40
22 561 0.0t 506.99 284,421 0.15 12,342 23.04
P SN 349 - 413.23 144, 217 0.07 8,027 17.97
b7 SN 649 0.01 265.61 172,379 0.09 15,576 11.07
25 469 0.01 419.96 196, 961 0.10 11,725 16.80
26 203 - 559.91 113, 662 0.06 5, 2178 21.54
2T creerrserencsesonenesonsones 107 - 410.74 43, 949 0.02 2,889 15.21
28 2,515 0.03 499.93 | 1,257,317 0.64 70,420 17.85
P4 R, 79 - 511.59 40,416 0.02 2,291 17.64
30- 39.... 12,522 0.17 483.30 | 6,051,870 3.09 381, 733 15.85
40 - 49 4,162 0.06 704.80 | 2,933,381 | 1.50 177,288 16.55
50 59 eeerirensiininenennsnisinerenen 580 0.01 468.00 271, 440 0.14 31,303 8.67
60- 69 6,469 0.09 710.12 4,593, 746 2.34 399, 754 11.49
70-179 842 0.01 741.93 624, 708 0.32 62,229 10.04
80- 89 58 - 307.88 17, 857 0.01 4,185 3.73
90 - 99 2,320 0.03 836.34 | 1,940,318 0.99 209,435 9.26
100-119 233 - 958.94 223,432 0.11 24,708 9.04
120-139 1,119 0.02 982.64 1,099,579 0.56 134, 863 8.15
140-169 3178 0.01 1,103.77 417,226 0.21 57,008 7.32
170-199 493 0.01 1,047.01 516,175 0.26 89,325 5.78
200 & OVED ocerieeinreciacccanesncsnsssnens 506 0.01 1,931.96 9717, 572 0.50 144,786 6.75
Totals 7,368,796 | 100.00 26.62 |196,131,765 | 100.00 |13, 712, 833 14.30
Average length of stay .............. per-car 1.86

1. Includes vehicles staying more than 24 hours and less than 48 hours.
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TABLE 9A, Num_ber of and Average Expenditure Per Day by Canadian Motorists
Returning to Canada in 1936, Classified by Length of Visit
Average Number Number Average
Day’s stay persons of of e;;egg;ts"gss
per car persons person-days per day
$
2.18 16, 752,245 156,752, 245 1.75
2.91 912, 7017 1,825,414 5.21
3...... 2.98 1, 565,289 4, 695, 867 11.27
SRR 3.04 381,322 1,525,288 10.25
D ctiereiererrareneeersreneseseesennaeneeneanees 3.08 196,707 983, 535 8-44.
6 3.15 121, 041 726,246 8.10
T ereeeeeeetererensaseicesiraesssaesrranssenasany 3.06 325,529 2,278,703 6.79
- SO 3.09 43,673 349, 384 8.25
O reerrieerierenererireraranessssssasnrrensearane 3.01 217, 031 243,333 7.7
b 1 TP OO PUUUEUIION 2.99 67, 544 675,440 7.43
11 3.01 16, 881 185, 691 7.31
12 3.03 23,085 2717, 020 7.09
b 2 J ORI 2.95 7,515 97,695 7.06
14 .. 3.00 133,174 1,864,436 6.43
) U5 TP 2.99 11,345 170,175 5.91
16 .. 2.48 6,619 105, 904 8.21
17 . 2.68 3,897 66, 249 7.57
I8 eveevrentcrreneen cncses soserrsesssna sesnemans 2.8 6,131 110,358 6.81
19 ... 2.97 3,451 65, 683 5.93
20 .. 2.70 4,214 84, 280 6.40
13 2.90 54, 841 1,151,661 6.35
22 eeerereenieeesnennen 2.91 1,658 36,476 T7.80
23 ceeeereirrerreceeeneeresraneedsnsssanirransinne 2.66 927 21, 321° 6.76
7. R 2.83 1, 835 44, 040 3.91
25 ereeeeresnnnnensnnsesararscsrsensnisen 2.79 1,307 32,675 6.03
26 cirierecnreevenseeiarssnenessione tees censsnens 3.50 711 18,486 6.15
21 2.42 259 6,993 6.28
28 2.81 7,069 197,932 6.35
29 2.08 164 4,756 8.50
30- 39 ... 2.82 35,282 1,075,395 5.63
40 = 49 eeeeecereerernicatesaressnasarensiasansaans 2.75 11,431 486, 961 6.02
50- 59 .. 2.91 1,687 91, 047 2.98
B0 = B9 ereeeieeccrcriccecessesnreeneresrennas .2.88 18,603 1,149,665 4.00
T0-179 2.90 2,446 180,784 3.46
80 - 89 2.83 164 13, 530 1.32
90- 99 .. 2.43 5,639 509, 033 3.81
100-119 2.57 598 63,412 3.52
120 -139 2.21 2,542 306, 362 -3.59
140-169 2.29 8617 130,752 3.19
170-199 2.24 1,105 200, 215 2.58
200 & over 2.88 1,456 416,620 2.35
Totals ....cccoeeveeeveeennnee 2.8 20, 760, 003 39,221,062 5.00

Average length of stay.....cccovunnvevnnnnnns

per person  1.89

1. Includes vehicles staying more than 24 hours and less than 48 hours.
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TABLE 10. State of Destination Reported by Canadians, Special Survey, 1956
Percentage -of Persons Reporting Visits of 48 Hours or Over

State of Destination Calendar First Second Third Fourth
Year Quarter Quarter Quarter Quarter
% % % % %

NEW YOTK coiovcrierieerniieeineccimientreeee st see s ree bt enverseeseaeaes 28. 45 23.79 32.93 26.12 31.20
Washington ..ot 11.14 8.89 11.47 11.77 11.60
FLOTIA coooiiiiiiiie ittt et s ee e s 9.32 23.82 10. 32 3.55 5. 28
MIChIZAN ccciiiiiiir e e 9. 32 8.85 10.71 8.99 8. 54
California ....ococovieiviiiii e 5.37 8. 42 4,51 4,39 5. 50

5.13 2.92 3.76 6. 386 5.79

3.30 2.25 2. 38 4,27 3.70

3.16 0.79 1.4 6.05 2,34

2.85 2.668 3.19 3.05 2. 25

2.27 1.19 1.66 3.45 1.89
Illnois 2.04 2,33 1.95 1.65 2.60
Oregon ... 1.95 1.34 1. 49 2. 50 2.10
Pennsylvania 1.75 1.43 1.96 1.85 1.61
North Dakota . 1.67 0.58 1.57 2.01 2.17
VEIMONLE cooiiiiiiiiiireenctiec e eeerte e erbers s eetvesssrs e s reenans 1.62 0.54 1.55 2.10 1.83
Dist. of Columbia .....cccocceviriiriiiiiiieee e 1.09 0.72 1.14 0.96 1.57
New Hampshire 0.95 0.29 0.46 1.75 0.72
Connecticut ......... 0.86. 0.74 0. 66 0.99 0.96
Montana .............. 0.5 0.33 0.71 0.87 0.94
virginia ..coocovveeeeeerceeenen 0.71 0.39 0.69 0.74 0.99
TEXRS ecreerrierreerirnenierrirersrerasrneessnssrssesssiesssessssnssessensons 0.55 1.24 0. 48 0.30 0. 48
¢ =Y 1 T OSSR 0.49 0.38 0.25 0.75 0. 44
INAIANA .oiviciiiirericiiecrererceener e e 0. 49 0.38 0.68 0.44 0.44
Rhode IS1and ......ccccovvviveieiieiieeecee e 0. 47 0.24 0.22 0.74 0. 50
AFIZONA cevviieeriiieiriiirininttesieae e sessrres s stst e et eesrsreestaeseane 0.43 1.16 0. 47 0.14 0.23
WISCONSIN ..ooiiiiiiiiininien ettt s creaeaes 0. 41 0.32 0. 23 0.47 | 0.60
Missouri ...... 0.34 0.65 0. 30 0.21 0.36
Louisiana .... 0.29 0. 48 0.26 0.19 0. 34
Maryland .. 0.28 0.31 0. 27 0.31 0. 24
Kentucky ... 0.25 0.16 0. 33 0.25 0.23
North Carolinga .....cccceevvevieeeereniee e e 0.24 0.27 0. 24 0.17 0.30
Wyoming ............ 0.23 0.09 0.02 0. 45 0.21
Tennessee .. 0.21 0.16 0.25 0.17 0. 28
Colorado ...... 0.19 0.19 0.09 . 0.28 0.15
AR oottt ee et ee s e 0.17 0.14 0.07 0.24 0.17
[ 1=10) -4 T U UUUUU 0.15 0.23 0.18 0.03 0.24
b (012 NN 0.15 0.19 0.07 0.16 0.19
South Carolina 0.13 0.12 0.28 0.04 0.14
West Virginia ..... 0. 11 0.09 0.15 0.12 0.09
SOULH DAKOLA .evveeeicrreciecceire T e e N 0.10 0.07 0.08 0.12 0.12
KANSAS .oovvvivcrreererirerereenceinrsesseessnsesessersssssesesssessnsesnssns 0.09 0.21 0.07 0.09 0.03
Nevada ..... 0.09 0.10 0.14 0.07 0.06
Nebraska 0.08 0.08 0.02 0.05 0.21
Oklahoma .... 0.08 0.11 0.08 0.07 0.05
Delaware 0.07 0.04 0.04 0.07 0.11
AlasKa .coveeveeeereeeereeiens 0.06 0.02 0.06 0.07 0.06
Alabama ... 0.04 0.07 0.02 0.03 0.06
Arkansas ... 0.04 0.07 0.06 0.01 0.03
New Mexico 0.04 0.07 0.02 0.03 0.06
MISSISSIPPL coovvieeeiriirccc e 0.03 0.04 0.07 0.01 -
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TABLE 11. State of Destination Reporteq by Canadians by Province of' Re-Entry into Canada
: ‘ Special Survey, 1956
Percentage of Persons .Reporting Visits of 48 Hours or Over
s i 3.C.
State of Destination pllantic | Quebec | Ontario |Manitoba Saskab | Alberta and Total
. ede
% % % % % % % %
Alabama ... 0.16 0.01 0.04 0.18 - - 0.02 0.04
Arizona .... - 0.01 0. 24 0.62 1.08 2.3l 1. 32 0. 43
f\rkgnsas . 0.03 - 0.06 0.12 - - - 0.04
California 1.19 0.33 2.44 4. 59 4.01 8.74 19,59 5.37
(0701 Us) - Vo [+ T PO 0.19 0.05 0.18 0. 36 0.62 1.26 0.26 0.19
Connecticit ....covveerniriiniiinniiiinienni. 2.07 2.52 0.50 - — - 0.04 0. 86
Delaware ....cccceeenerinnanns - 0.17 0.06 - - — - 0.07
Dist. of Columbia .. 0.35 1.35 1.35 0.28 - - 0.22 1.09
Florida ....ccocccovinnnnnns 3.8 9,38 13.83 3.79 1.08 1.37 0.43 9.32
GEOTZIA vvvevrernieeniiess e sneans 0.22 0.12 0.21 0.08 - 0.32 0.02 0.15
Iagaho .... — - 0.01 0.12 0.46 0.95 2.583 0.49
Ilinois 0.19 0.24 3.01 5.78 3.86 2.84 0.51 2.04
Indiana ... 0. 35 0.02 0.84 0. 38 0.31 0.53 0.12 0. 49
lowa ....... 0.06 0.02 0.12 0.77 4. 01 0.21 0.04 0.15
Kansas 0.03 0.01 0.09 0. 38 1.70 0.74 0.03 0.09
KENUCKY .oocveevrrenrieeeeresiersniniemsseesrnesiness 0.22 0.06 0. 44 0.02 - 0.32 - 0. 25
Louisiana ...... 0.09 0.17 0. 37 0. 59 1.23 0.21 0.14 0.29
Maine ....occeeeee 27.82 8.01 0.97 0.08 0.15 - 0.02 3.16
Maryland ........... 0:16 0. 37 0.39 0.08 0.3t - 0.01 0.28
MassAChUSEES verreeerereeeiiiiiiiiiniiiiicenees 38. 30 12,54 2.21 0. 48 - 0.53 0.09 5.13
MICRIBAN wevovcvveereemrasssermscsmissssssssssssensens 0.22 0.21 | 17.62 4.79 6.02 2.63 0.61 9. 32
Minnesota ..... 0.06 0.08 1,40 42, 47 11.58 3.58 0.29 3.30
Mississippi ... - 0.02 0.03 0.12 0. 31 - 0.01 0.03
Missouri ... - 0.05 0. 45 1.13 0.62 0.63 0.16 0. 34
MORNEANA +eovnreeieieinrcreerneeeeserseeeissssureeennes - 0.01 0.14 0. 48 7.41 41,05 0.89 0.75
INEDIASKA «oevrevrrereerecmniriesieininiesnniiranasens - 0.02 0.06 0. 48 1.54 0.32 0.03 0.08
Nevada ..cocovccevenenee - - 0.02 0.04 - 1.68 0.32 0.09
New Hampshire 2.13 3.70 0.19 0. 06 0.31 - 0.01 0.95
New Jersey .......c..... 1.54 5.19 2.20 0. 24 0.31 0.63 0.06 2.27
NeWw MeXICO .virrrererimreinininiiiiiiniesisnensons - - .03 - - 0.74 0.12 0.04
New York ... rerrerreesareasrreersntasaesaaeans 15.02 42, 30 317.81 1.69 0.31 1.37 0. 55 28. 45
North Carolina 0.03 0.22 0.37 0.08 - - - 0. 24
North Dakota .. 0.19 0.01 0.30 21.19 36. 27 1.37 0.117 1.67
[0) 151 JESTITUIO. 0. 53 0.23 5.45 0.73 1.23 0.10 0.06 2.85
OKIahomMa .cocoverveeerrmisisinrnnnens - - 0.07 0.26 0. 62 1.37 0.05 0.08
OFBEOMN «eveeveerrieriarsrerisserisressrameessiesassessnes - 0.01 0.04 0.02 1.54 0.84 10.52- 1.95
Pennsylvania ...... 0.97 1.70 2,62 0. 46 0.77 0. 42 0.09 1.75
Rhode Island ...... 1.85 1.45 0.19 -1 - 0.10 0. 01 0.47
South Carolina, ... 0.16 0.17 0.17 -0. 06- 0.31 — - 0.13
- South Dakota .....cccveeriiininniiinnn — - 0.02 1.11 1. 39 0.53 0. 06 0.10
0.25 0.06 0. 37 0.08 — 0.10 - 0:21
0.35 0.19 0.61 1.51 2.78 2. 21 0.35 0.55
- 0.01 0.10 0.16 0.15 3.79 0. 37 0.17
0.60 7. 45 0.10 - - - - 1.62
0. 22 0.72 1.04 0. 54 - 0.21 0.01 0.7
WRSHIDELON «vovereeerrae e sesesesseesesssnnanes 0.06 0.03 0.35 1.57 4.94 10.74 59.-05 11.14
" West Virginia ..... - 0.06 0.19 0.06 0.15 - - 0.11
Wisconsin ........... 0.09 0.02 0.55 1.63 1.54 0.21 0.11 0.41
Wyoming ... - - 0.15 0.34 1.08 4.84 0. 39 0.23
ALASKA ceovveieeiireieiriereienreenierirniesserassseesaenes - 0.01 - - - 0.21 0.27 0.06
100.00 | 100.00 | 100.00 | 100:00 | 100.00 100. 00 100.00 100. _00
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TABLE 12. Balance of Payments on Travel Account Between Canada and Other Countries,
1926 - 1956

(Net Credits + Net Debits -)

Account with Account with Account with
Year United States overseas countries’ all countries
Credits | Debits Net Credits | Debits Net Credits | Debits Net
($ Million)

. 140 70 + 70 12 29 =17 152 99 + 53

148 T2 + 76 15 28 -13 163 100 + 63

163 72 + 91 14 26 =12 177 98 + 179

184 81 +103 14 27 -13 198 108 + 90

167 67 +100 13 25 =12 180 92 + 88

141 52 + 89 12 19 -7 153 71 + 82

103 30 + 73 11 19 - 8 114 49 + 65

81 30 + 51 8 14 -6 89 44 + 45

96 36 + 60 10 14 -4 106 50 + 56

107 48 "+ 59 10 16 -6 117 64 + 53

129 54 + 75 13 21 -8 142 75 + 67

149 65 + 84 17 22 -5 166 817 + 179

134 66 + 68 15 20 =5 149 86 + 63

1939 e 137 67 + 70 12 14 -2 149 81 + 68
1940..cccuivivrreinnee 98 40 + 58 7 3 + 4 105 43 + 62
1941 et 107 18 + 89 4 3 + 1 111 21 + 90
1942 it 79 24 + 55 3 3 - 82 27 + 55
1943 cociicnninnnressasieenneennes 817 34 + 53 2 3 -1 89 37 + 52
1944 o, : 117 517 ‘+ 60 3 3 - 120 - 60 + 60
163 81 "+ 82 3 2 +1 166 83 + 83

2 1 S eeerrenans 216 130 + 86 6 6 - 222 136 + 86
1947 ot cnereeceene 241 152 + 89 10 15 -5 251 167 + 84
1948 corvveeerneesers oo . 267 113 | +154 13 22 -9 280 135 | +145
1949 coviirriiirrinenivereeeneaerenns 267 165 - +102 18 28 -10 285 .193 o+ 92
1950 coiciiiniineeennrcaencresnaenss 260 193 + 67 15 33 -18 275 226 + 49
1951 ceriiireciniieceeec e 258 246 + 12 16 34 -18 274 280 - 6
1052 ciieeriinieecsenrareeenen 257 294 - 37 18 47 -29 275 341‘ - 66
1953 oriverenneirtinrreccnieanenniees 282 307 - 25 20 58 -38 302 365 - 63
1954 oot 283 320 - 37 22 69 -417 305 389 - %
1955... 303 363 - 60 25 86 -61 328 449 -121
L 1T L 309 391 - 82 28 107 -19 337 498 -161

1. Prior to confederation with Canada in 1949 Newfoundland was classed as an overseas country.

2. Subject to revision,
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TABLE 13. Number of Foreign Automobiles and Other Vehicles Entering Canada,
by Province of Entry, 1952 - 1956

Entering by ports in 1952 1953 1954 1955 1956
.Non-permit class — Local traffic?

Atlantic ProvinCes ....cc.ceeeiemeinnticnenonenncssns 967, 478 1, 009, 549 1, 014, 429 1,169,151 1,385,993
QUEDEC ..evieirirriierernirsinreresinerieesnesneessnsessssssssssnnues 289,369 348,679 315,117 482, 534 542,454
(0] (17:7 3 1 TSROV P PP PO 3,806, 941 4,127, 205 3,616, 109 3,758,160 3,915, 963
MANILODA Levecriererecnrircricrernrsseesesessssesesssssssrassses | 71,783 171,334 66,571 72, 591 70, 890
Saskatchewan 25,655 25,493 23, 789 31, 956 32,420
ALDEILA ..oeviriieiieiittiniienirirernrercreese e ese e ssesssssesanne A 19, 847 23,254 24,912 39, 7188 32,069
British ColUMbia .....ccoevvimvenirrinnneirernernncrnonees 109,917 122, 165 120,510 128, 583 130, 282
TYURON .ooerriencrecericneenemersniirteesnsniessnearasessosnnenassiscssane 2,263 1,520 1, 536 626 i 995

CANAAA?.........coeceeteeeeee e s s e 5,293,253 5, 7129, 199 5,182, 973 5, 683, 389 6,111,066

Travellers’ vehicle permits®

Atlantic Provinces .....coeiiciinnnecin. 152,421 161, 286 163, 034 166, 664 174,698
QUEDEC ..corveriirireniirsinistncstiesnesnnsncstaersasssssesssesssanens 393,507 413, 016 396,783 405, 784 417, 826
(0] 117: 1 4 1 T ORI UPR N 1,362,363 1, 534,135 1,492,378 1, 549, 942 1,485,360
MANIEODA cveeerereierecninismsinierinsiesesninssassnsssssssessessnaess 38, 040 39,971 46, 499 46, 723 45, 543
SASKALCHEWAD ..covvvininiiinerenrnrsnrseressnressessesnessssanaes 19, 288 21,155 20, 863 18,910 20, 984
F- N LT} o 7 TR OPOTUOP PPN PPPPPOss 42, 743 44,450 44, 894 45, 745 47,916
British Columbia ....cocovvvieiiioiniiiinireiiciiiiennncenienns 262, 550 283, 846 278,376 283,469 282, 926
Yukon 7,253 8, 255 8,017 7, 756 9,191

CaNAda’ ... e 2,278,165 - 2,506, 114 2, 450, 814 2, 524, 993 2,484,444

Commercial vehicles

Atlantic ProviNCes .....eeveeivececiissnscncssnen 89, 951 83,707 77,259 94, 989 110, 295
QUEDEC ...vvtiereiereniirtetrieetienernineeseresssensnsaasarsosstassans 43,110 59,019 64, 008 86, 979 120, 184
(0)117: 3 [+ TSRO OP P PO E I 138,571 190, 197 115,928 133, 779 156, 942
MADNILODA wreveeerieerereaeaerereniesnesisisresnenssesessnsscenannnonss 6, 801 7,218 10,478 12, 7117 15, 008
SaskatChe WaN .......cccveriieennerrercreceriestsieneniene, 5,658 7,927 7,464 6, 541 8,502
Alberta ......ccceveveeeennns 3,988 6,013 4,570 7,989 8,713
Pritish Columbia .....ccooouemeeiiciiireneeecnenneeneecnne 14,606 17,232 22,645 22,234 29,834
111 1 H PP 1,051 1,176 1,019 315 1,385

canada ........cccceeeevenneneenee 303, 736 372,489 303,371 365, 343 450, 923

1. *'Non-Permit Class'’ and Travellers’ Vehicle Permits are defined on page 69.
2. Includes 3,811 motorcycles, 31,964 bicycles and 164,291 taxis in 1956.
3. Includes 1,258 motarcycles, 1,534 bicycles and 3,590 other vehicles in 1956.
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TABLE 14. Number of Foreign Automobiles and Other Vehicles Entering Canada,
by Month of Entry, 1952- 1956

Month 1952 1953 1954 1955 1956
Non-permit class - Local traffic?
JANUATY weeeivieiiiiiersnsirennressesersanrrarsnssenssesesssessesseseens 265, 842 298, 313 310, 994 270, 122 323, 125
) =101 gV T 1 OO U SRS 269, 327 - 286, 351 292, 040 242,686 297, 624
MBICh e e 313,361 342,090 315,682 269, 088 328, 989
ADFLL et ssee e s s e an 351, 242 3717, 232 330,137 385,694 425,938
MAY corvveiiiinicrieeenrrereerntrennesseresreneaens 442, 886 482,461 446, 968 501, 979 511,769
June .. 558, 429 579,338 526,387 584, 8117 628, 224
JULY ot 806, 530 819, 809 799, 426 921,522 881, 114
August ........ 733, 555 806, 771 720,499 798,819 | 844, 405
September .... 462,597 561, 904 471, 970 545,478 601, 759
OCLODET ittt sesere e e s 400, 192 4438, 066 375, 033 459, 144 481, 999
NOVEMDEL ...ttt ee 356, 539 373,782 308, 980 352,799 395, 344
DECEMDET ..cvouiecreracrerneererareeerenssesineecesssnsssresaes 332, 753 353, 082 284, 857 351, 241 390,116
TOtAL? ..ot ess e 5,293, 253 5, 729, 199 5, 182, 973 5, 683,389 6,111,066
Travellers’ vehicle permits!
January 38,113 47,422 48,736 57,451 56, 076
February . 52,439 57, 448 59,617 52,332 55,175
MAFCH coiiicierecrenterreree e eeeesesaesesseae s areeerons 62, 515 71,587 67, 218 67,071 5, 823
-V o3 3 SRR reverdennne 96,379 106, 709 107, 022 118,786 105, 632
MAY oerineircniinieccicrreeesrenerr e et sas et st seae e 179,463 183,509 194,685 200,671 162, 388
JUNE e tcrrcrrteeeveeneecsssnsareeeeeasssoresessssanes 289, 088 297,616 275,154 289,577 320,390
JULY e crtiitterenr e ceeer et et e e e e s e seee s eseane 501, 019 544,420 562,223 582, 036 541, 715
AUgUSt ....eeeee. ‘534, 262 546,185 515,149 515, 078 526, 738
September.......cceiirvrcrererneriennnees 232,580 305, 212 289, 904 309, 446 295, 853
OCLODET .cvtiniitiiiieetecrnennrie e esene s eeeeenae s esenssen 140, 607 169, 530 162, 213 167,563 164, 666
November 88,016 99,192 96, 945 91,190 101, 587
December 63,684 77,284 71,978 73,792 18, 401
Total ... 2, 278, 165 2,506, 114 2,450, 844 2,524, 993 2,484,444
Commercial vehicles '
22, 594 30,7173 28,671 29,614 38, 264
22,037 30, 667 28,309 28,612 37,416
22,614 31,568 32,494 29,730 317,839
21, 922 29, 455 21,185 26,682 32,958
25,126 31,436 22,652 29, 597 36,927
24, 442 33,342 24,224 30,768 38,423
25,482 32,635 23,994 29,356 35,997
27,671 32,513 22, 815 31,614 40,019
217, 160 31,404 23,148 30, 004 36, 079
OCLODET ...ocuiirncverietreceecrsinnennessesessres e seesressesens 28, 806 29, 936 24,178 30, 214 41,486
NOVEMDET ......ovireerreveerenrenrerrenens e sseseessessessncsns 26,424 217, 448 24, 589 31,869 38, 244
DECemDET .......ceriireeererccrecesrnennennne . 28, 852 31,312 27,106 37.483 317, 271
TOtal ...t 303, 7136 372,489 303,371 365, 543 430, 923

1. ‘‘Non-Permit Class’’ and Travellers’ Vehicle Permits are defined on page 69.
2. Includes 3,811 motorcycles, 31,964 bicycles and164,291 taxis in 19586.
3. Includes 1,258 motorcycles, 1,534 bicycles and 3,590 other vehicles in 1956.
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TABLE 15. Number of Foreign Travellers Entering Canada from the United States,
by Province of Entry, 1952-1956
Province of entry 1952 1953 1954 1955 1956
(a) Rail?
Atlantic ProvinCes ..cececiiniieimnieienssessinee s 13,584 12,837 12,433 13,421 12,476
QUEDEC .ovierveercrereeereenstesssstosssesaesnisssnsesssassanssessasamssssasnenss 158,982 143, 159 135,830 130, 393 121,803
Ontario .. 219, 559 202,179 195, 556 213,871 183,634
Manitoba 17,753 19, 145 18,006 22,871 20, 482
Saskatchewan w 12,158 13,240 12, 183 11,198 9,329
J:N 8 011 o £ WU ORI PPPPSPIP PSPPI 1,107 1,593 1,611 1,571 1,580
British COIUMDIR ...cccccrerecreiciciinnrience e s 57,913 50,834 48,121 47,241 43,254
10, 160 7,586 8,467 6,856 9,814
491,216 450,573 432,207 447,428 402,372
(b) Boat
- Atlantic ProviNCeS ....cccccccinevmmeiinininniimeeceanncsieeninnnns 20,797 20,394 19,486 6,809 4,495
Quebec 4,541 3,803 3,304 4,773 3,750
Ontario 154,627 166,489 193,982 242, 866 243,682
MANIEODA ..vevreeiirrereeerrseerneeecerssrneisereesasnntesessesassssssssnsnseins - - - - -
SASKALCREWAIN ..c.vviiieecrereriereernete et rresnese e ssn e sssetsenns - - - - -
PN o =] o < ORI PRU ST PO PPRP ARSI - - - - -
British COIUMDIA ....ccooveervecerererrensiniiseressrerssessesssneass 122,835 134,717 130, 102 115, 147 147, 547
Yukon 34 1 3 - 2
CANAARA ...ovvieeeveernreeteeconeseecrsstessnsssssessssatsasae s sestesones 302, 834 325,404 346, 877 369, 595 399,476
(c) Bus?
Atlantic Provinces 8,771 8,806 8,822 10, 260 8,072
QUEDEC ovetrerieieeeeeer ettt rre s s s esas e s s st 41,540 41,961 41, 997 47,153 51, 158
Ontario .... 285,928 264, 541 239,042 239,086 233,930
Manitoba 5,015 5,440 5,801 6,687 6,643
Saskatchewan 406 463 199 879 645
ALDEIEA coveiiirviieenirerrersseesessscsetssssssnmsasessnnessessnnsanmssssansssass 2,898 3,161 3,060 3,265 3,132
British CoOMUMDbBIA ....cccvcerveeeiiriininreierrnnerisressns s 29, 998 27,561 36,218 32,421 34,912
YUKOM cevereeiiiuieireeesseeseneesssssaessssssssnmesssassrsnsssnessnonsssssassoas 495 272 57 246 432
[0F:117:Y) [: YU RPN rteererneeseresarerares 375,051 352,205 335, 196 339,997 338, 924
(d) Aeroplane
Atlantic ProvinCes ..ot 8,939 9,663 10,861 13, 164 13,032
Quebec 49,606 58, 491 63,764 77,688 81,309
Ontario 69,018 84,428 94,831 118, 268 135,075
MANIEODA ..oovviieieeiiereseererenieecseressteernsssanessaesssnesasssssessans 6,393 8,761 10, 959 11,909 12,278
Saskatchewan... 846 1,285 1,278 1,465 1,717
ATDEIEA ceevieiiiiiiicreesrmreeceaecrcesasse e sbessneesnuasssnsantsessseones 14, 609 12,770 11,762 13,237 13,658
British Columbia 28,928 30,603 36,662 42,044 46, 598
YUKON3 oot ceceiesreesrarcseasessnsartorasssssnassassasessssessens 6,790 7,414 8,351 10,723 11,051
CANAAA .evoeceveeerrereeeereeresersssussssesssarerassarsassscsssnssssssssnnes 185,129 213,415 238,468 288,498 314,718

1. After deducting intransit passengers across Southern Ontario.
2. Exclusive of local bus traffic between border communi

3. Yukon traffic is practically all intransit to and from Alaska.

ties by including intransit traffic.
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TABLFE 16. Number of Foreign Travellers Enterirg Canada from the United States,

by Month of Entry, 1952-1956

_ Month 1952 1953 1954 1955 1956
(a) Rail (Gross entries)
89, 382 89, 109 67,775 68, 277 73,793
80,810 71,832 60,524 55, 254 59,712
70,337 71,000 56, 356 52, 660 58,495
74,283 71,859 67,428 62,322 59,913
89,022 82,274 72,355 69, 862 63,314
118,006 102, 340 88,898 87,009 89,728
122,139 114,984 114,667 116, 690 106,914
AUBUSL ..o ceeeereiecceicreeeeeeeenereseeeessseesonesseesareassessnnonsans 122, 247 112,935 112,481 112, 695 - 103, 283
SEPLEMDET ....coiiiiiiirie ittt e s s snes e e sa s 86,823 87,044 85,828 81,132 76,639
October ..... 82, 570 73,659 68,642 79, 888 60,307
November 71,818 62,448 63,762 73, 286 53,923
DECEMDET ..oereeiriireeeere e enreneee s st e s e e ssiesesaee s anesasone 103,034 80,625 82,451 80, 712 76,120
TOLAL ... ceeeeceeeeeee et ee st e s s nene s aeenc e renerens 1,110,471 | 1,026,109 941,167 939, 787 882,141
(b) Rail (Net entries)
JANUATY vt ctmreeceeeenrsenntese s e s e s samnesness snenasnesesnen 33,243 31,147 27,908 26,417 26,733
February ... 33,918 29, 675 21,476 25,124 25,150
MATCH e cececr st rceresreereeeecers serereesasessepenasssaranas 28,074 27,445 24,748 22,776 23,508
ADILL ettt eee s e 30,008 29,052 27,534 26, 672 25,001
MAY eieveveeecererrereeeareresasesssuntrssesiesesessassesasessestnersnesasasresanaes 42,190 32,781 31,519 31, 353 217,060
JUIIE coeveeeerierieerrerreecaressenressseenseesessenssassaseassosnoseesssmsenaserssse 53,444 50,177 43,571 46, 301 45, 293
JULY evievieeeenrereeereccnesnneersneeesneessnnreseesessasssesstesssansesssansennes 65,635 61,627 62,719 65, 841 57,610
AUBUSL cevvreeiereeerieceeerreensnenes s ereereersaresssesesssasseassesnasesnne 66,999 59,695 59,654 61,430 53,428
SEPLEMDET ..oonrreererererereeceesceeraerrersressesseessseesenseesorerseere 37,780 40, 399 39,854 36,127 35,724
OCLODET ..ot ceereree s e sseeesnerieessanssssneesaeesaresearaeas 33,926 31,1780 29, 200 38,187 27,329
November 26,839 23,674 24,910 34,674 23,701
December . 39,160 33,121 33,114 32,526 31,835
TOtAL ...ttt se e s sereas 491,216 450,573 432,207 447,428 402,372
(c) Boat
1,133 1,240 1,381 1,151 1,395
1,802 1,264 1,539 1,133 1,446
1,774 1,843 1, 541 1, 650 1,793
2,321 2,631 3,174 2,953 3,021
10,963 14, 494 16,116 17,648 16, 500
JUNE .veieeecveecrrnrecereeesencreseneessneessstessssnessssatsssmssasesnssssessan 36,955 46,349 45,290 51, 100 56,347
JULY ccrererrecnrrneenaressaeeesseressnnesessasirnssessssstssssessesnnsssersanne 97,446 102, 434 113,749 121, 281 122,785
AUBUSE i etteer e ete et ssanecsssnae e s e senan sesanane 108, 608 94, 583 108,175 115,902 131,623
30,819 39, 340 42,783 42,050 48, 666
5,245 11,158 8,103 9,224 9,861
2,326 6,501 2,865 3,038 3,062
3,442 3,567 2,161 2,465 2,977
TOLAI ..ottt ce st e e e ae e vne e s rane 325,404 346,877 369,595 399,476

302, 834
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TABLE 16. Number of Foreign Travellers Entering Canada from the United States,
by Month of Entry, 1952-1956 — Concluded

Month 1952 1953 1954 1955 1956
(d) Bus!:?

JANUATY  eiieerrerrrenemciecsssisinreeiiiesssereeesestosinasssssrasnsanssssass ses 12,481 11, 649 12,380 12,898 9,492
FIEDIUATY ccivvvnieiniecieiiensecsruesreissseenecenisnsssininensssessassssass sase 15,855 11,112 12,157 10,813 12,061
MAICH Looiirireierieessesmessaccirssaescses cosreseesaeessssenssesssasassnnsanesss 12,730 11,178 11,215 13,597 12,050
F-N o) o RO OO OPRY 20,710 15,377 15,189 17,481 18,357
MAY ceeereiieeierenrerrerercetssrittissieissnsssssnsnan s ieisssasssrssnnnrerasnsesens 34, 251 27,131 29,923 27,100 29,398
JUNE cetiiieieieccrrerrrectert s s isreesisssrrasersaressssssanasas s astasainanss 45,3179 39,599 39,034 39,108 39,169
JULY ittt st e bt s e s st ave s s 82,768 73,007 175,506 75,419 65,222
AUBUSL oottt e e s sae s ssnnen 76, 268 71,453 62,807 64,503 66,337
SEPLEMDET ettt 26, 392 36, 780 31,893 30,947 32,691
(0743 40 ¢ = TP oS 20, 930 23,577 19,361 20, 162 25,122
NOVEMDET ..ccccverirererecerertiiiticrres it eneicessstansanrssssstssanenenes 14,509 15,040 12,611 14,981 15,180
DECEMDET ....cveveererrinereceeenrecermeee e smesisisssssessssrsaseasesenssssese 12,778 16, 302 13,120 12,988 13,845

TOtAl ..ot e e s e 375,051 352, 205 335,196 339,997 338,924

(e) Aeroplane

JANUATY  ceveeerrienccrirsteenissisnrtiesesssessssnanissssssssresssssanssssssass 9,817 10, 598 11,806 14,823 16, 946
D 301 0) 0171 U OO UUOTPRP 9, 500 11,148 12,238 13,951 16,493
MATCH oot es e smssss s as e e b e s e s e s 11, 209 12, 554 13,538 16,964 18,285
¥+ ¢ § USROS OO U USRI UEOUSOOPPTPPRY 12,449 13,775 15,404 18,239 20, 553
MAY .oeeeerriecreneirrensenieranncsiesesesssssssarass s sesnsnsaesnsrarananarsssosses 14, 248 18,163 20,481 24,733 27,621
JUIME cceeieieieeieiecrrserecreesnsscesssiessnssreseassssssnsnsssnsrssssssassnsans 19,432 24,981 26,803 31,161 38,948
JULY eeeeceeerierreresteeresresesa st seesessesnntssense st sarsaensebesasnsasasene 23,099 26,447 30,836 36,453 37,078
AUGUSL ceveeeriecrreeerieiereniseseessectesnsisnesresesnrvsssnasessssssesssanses 24,619 26,917 28,407 38,695 38,078
7550341111 ¢ 1= PRSPPIV OPRTU 20, 148 22,826 25,359 30,013 31,740
OCLODET ereueveceeetineerereeeee st erscrstts e ssssnesasse sassasnsassnsnssnns 15,974 18, 256 20, 868 26,420 27,624
NOVEIMDET ...oovivceitinrerecectrecorsenessncsresnssissssssnensssassassnss sone 12,129 13, 507 16,308 18,016 21,204
DECEMDET ..ccreiiiriceeineeccneetttesrrree e ae s e ssressss e ssssn e s ssennee 12,505 14, 243 16,420 19,030 20, 148

TOLAL ..ovrveneerreececreerrianssesenesee s s csemerssesssnsanasasssnsanases 185,129 213,415 238,468 288,498 314,718

1. Exclusive of local bus traffic between border communities.

2. Includes a small percentage of intransit passengers across Southern Ontario.
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TABLE 17. Numher of Canadian Automobiles and Other Vehicles Travelling in

the United States by Provirce of Re-Entry into Canada, 1952-1956

Province of re-entry 1952 1853 1954 1955 1956
Length of stay — 24 hours or less
Atlantic Provinces .....cccocvvrevveveeeseneeceercereesse e e 1,071,888 1,128,197 | 1,210,512 | 1,367,434 1,615,748
QUEDEBC ..t cerccrrereeec et esb et e sars bt s n e eeeenn 589, 205 704, 508 688, 549 952, 817 1,086,593
(07 117: 1 4 1o OO U RO TP UOUTRITON 1,368,502 1,488,384 1,946,264 | 2,367,938 | 2,759,531
115,966 125,330 136,014 14‘4.013 136, 752
55,101 57,265 62, 604 65,055 75,043
28, 146 28,036 29,399 58, 2417 64, 567
465, 460 513,797 503,077 534,473 569, 786
212 405 1,332 1, 069 1,495
CANAAA! ... e 3,694,480 | 4,045,922 | 4,577,751 | 5,491,046 | 6,309,515
Length of stay — Over 24 hours
Atlantic ProvINCES ....vueeevinirerevneenenieeeneeeeetseeseeeese e 31,698 44,816 41,832 97,943 127,366
QUEDEC ..vviiiriieircerrentrereeeste e rrre s s tesn s esresseeesosasssenae 141,396 160, 510 156,955 310, 199 373,757
L03117: 1 5 Lo BSOSO PO UUUVUUSUUURRRTO 263, 158 281, 225 390, 280 480, 086 478,872
44,498 51,059 51,086 67, 869 65,979
31,011 35,461 30,613 32,040 31,486
32, 260 34,529 32,961 65, 534 65,050
British Columbia .......ccccocvmrecrmennersseeesesreeeeeeseenns 141, 238 153, 443 149,618 186, 150 203,723
YUKOI .ttt et ennes st e s sbe s s sress st semeroneane 167 212 200 381 387
CaNAdal ...t 685,426 761, 255 853,545 | 1,240,202 | 1,346,620
Commercial vehicles
Atlantic Provinces ......ccovvenreeeversscneeiesceesinnsessesenenns 91, 690 93,575 89,1703 124, 443 137,853
TQUEDEC ..ottt e b s e nees 68, 751 90, 117 99,731 135, 755 183, 390
(0] 112:3 5 (o 2SSO OU PSSO 136,040 112, 547 164,208 223, 384 232,944
Manitoba 16,975 20, 222 25,646 25, 081 28,125
Saskatchewan 13,731 14,702 13,819 10, 217 12,156
AIDEIA ...t anene 8,418 7,172 7,364 12,272 13,138
British Columbia ......ccccocvrvererierrreeceeeeee e 28,471 32,910 31,171 31,653 31,297
YURON ottt s sretrare e e en s s nanen 95 121 152 289 355
CaNAA ...t e 364,171 371,366 431, 7194 563, 094 639, 258

1. Includes 11,109 motorcycles, 54,493 bicycles and 221,737 taxis in 1956.
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TABLE 18. Number of Canadian Automobiles and Other Vehicles Travelling in the
United States, by Month of Re-Entry into Canada, 1952-1956
slonth 1952 1953 1954 1955 1956
Length of stay — 24 hours or less

JANUBLY ..oieeeieneeeecenieeserersrerenseensmsrevoresemsssnsmaresasnsans 198, 559 242,225 225, 882 301,042 383,268
F'@DIUATY .riceereiniieecrenesmmonirsseessssssssssisnaseisinmneasarens 216,513 230,639 236,210 273,870 354, 860
MATCH ...ceevrerecrerteececesessreeeresrenesesssnssasenesasssansenss 250,171 279,485 271, 830 300, 795 4217, 869
APt srererrereceeserssrsssssesaesnenssasssassssserans 289,605 322,646 3175, 683 444,174 481, 004
MY ceieeiicirirreeecemerereacecnonecncsoscaretarsrnssassasesesesnsessasrane 319,283 383,474 4417, 667 527,307 559, 558
JUNE ..eeiereiereeirenrnanseeceeaeeseresssssnnsansrenrssssosssesacsannensns 349,662 3176, 517 430, 040 526, 692 594,178
July eeeeeeenneenee 413,466 440,589 534, 972 676,355 737,228
AUBUSE ...oereecnnrennereenens 428,392 468, 052 526, 342 603,177 689,141
September 336,714 356, 604 428, 687 520, 679 576,327
October ....... 322,878 353,314 414,771 509,508 556, 788
NOVEIMDET ....ceeceecirnrecsssraneisimatoeriosssaransssesssssrssesnrsene 297,551 305, 716 354, 205 399, 258 467,583
DeCember.....ucrveeereieiceerecnnneersacsescsssen 271,580 286,661 331,456 408,189 481,111

TOAL Lot 3,694,480 4,045,922 4,571, 151 5,491,046 6,309,513

Length of stay — Over 24 howrs

January 13,971 20, 340 20,454 29,901 44,702
FEDIUATY .euveerreaeecrrcrersrscersessssscssasmsssesnsonssssosaseenssssns 18,489 20,652 21, 826 28,139 40,440
March ....... 26,052 31,751 30, 760 35,197 56,831
April...... 50,195 57,171 68, 875 91, 539 95,988
May . 46, 560 56,357 70, 665 103,763 97, 891
June 61,189 60, 903 66,326 95,473 102,719
JULY e 112,876 122,580 139,502 229,098 230. 627
AUGUSY ceoeeiiiriscorcrenecenietisrss s tesesesssnannsesesesenn 134,654 148,325 154, 530 212,498 233,583
September 81,390 89,395 917, 042 146,566 152,261
[076170] 1 1-) SRR 69,816 76, 062 80, 968 129, 708 130,197
NOVEMDET coeereerarersscseenecosissneesssssssssssecsssenssrsns 40,635 43,146 54, 067 73, 940 83,674
December .................. 29,599 33,973 48,530 64,380 77,707

Total L e es e e eseeeeemse s seras e 685,426 761,255, 833, 543 1,240,202 1,346, 620

Commercial vehicles

January ......... 30,312 34,113 34, 780 40,328 58,587
February ........ 32,021 36,414 31,8117 36,718 61,397
March 31,961 31,373 35,195 317,379 52,016
April...riiennns 25,370 27,199 33,401 40, 980 42, 682
May 30,344 29,102 36,129 49,3217 49, 300
June 31,055 29,614 317,702 51,448 50, 890
JULY  ceveecvincrnenns 32,331 29,888 317,563 49, 445 52,550
August ...... 32,739 29, 824 38,066 ‘51,345 54,034
September 30,467 30,739 4,871 51,113 51,334
October. 32,246 32,8630 36,652 52, 097 57,800
November.. 27,552 30,432 34,417 47,245 52,5917
December............... 27,7173 30,038 35,195 55, 669 56, 071

Total 364,171 37,366 431, 191 563, 04 639,258

1. Includes 11,109 motarcycles, 54,493 bicycles and 221,737 taxis in 1956.
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TA3LE 19, Number of Canadians Returning from the United States by
into Canada, 1952-1956

Province of Re-Entry

Province of re-entry 1952 1953 1954 1955 1955
(a) Rail
Atlantic ProvinCes.......ucieininriornssisnessesrensrnen 16,038 15,558 14,014 13,407 14,201
Quebec 159, 981 150, 098 155,912 153,252 155,634
Ontario ....... 245,330 238, 923 218, 789 216, 000 222,747
Manitoba ....ceeeecrcrecerrnrervennn. 25,094 23, 8917 24, 905 22,533 22,085
SaSKALCHEWAN .c.iccveeeeeceeerrenreceircrrerrescaenne s sreasene 6,217 6, 141 5,467 4, 888 4,069
ALDEIA ..uereeeeeerreecerrecieecee e ceemaaeeacr e serecsneseane s 222 38 16 2 -
British Columbia 90, 091 75, 869 71,682 70,210 65, 745
YUKON coiieirericrcrnntennenenssesesnnsneereserssssasseesonseane 1,600 999 1,239 792 1,356
Canada ..ot e 554,373 512,523 492, 024 481, 084 485, 837
(b) Boat
Atlantic PrOVINCES ..ccvicccvcecveecvereeennccnenssessensnennne 48, 000 56, 798 42,191 34,140 21,701
QUEDEC ciicecrveesrnerreeenrecsraenenerseranse 3,872 2,032 1, 683 2,892 1,865
(07 117: 1 5 ¥« TN OO URUU N 19,380 39,522 39,934 45,047 45,995
Manitoba - - - - -
Saskatchewan - - - - -
AIDEIEA oeceeeieeceneercenrensneessenesaessmnsesssessarseeneessssanes - - - - -
British Columbia 24,363 28, 763 29,320 28,202 32,563
Yukon....... 41 29 - 4 23
Canada .....cooeiivrtririeeerece e er e e rens 93, 656 127,144 113,128 110,28 102,147
(c) Bus!
Atlantic Provinces 18,815 17,840 16,453 13,971 12,663
Quebec 87,071 82,359 74,678 76,014 78,064
(9)117:1 5 1o T OO OO SRS USSR 364,492 333,135 304, 653 263,159 225, 803
Manitoba 23,186 21, 823 21,1729 25,323 28,599
Saskatchewan..........ueeeerrrcveeeeeecnnnne 756 580 596 8178 877
Alberta 5,767 5,300 5, 065 5,130 5,268
British Columbia 87, 801 17,065 76,405 80,822 84,223
YUKON coiiiiiiteerierieccerrneeeerarenaionersessnnessnsnersssesnessens 110 120 35 56 126
CaANAA ..coooivrineriinrnerrecse e s s raeaens 587,998 538,222 499, 614 465,353 433, 623
(d) Aeroplane-
Atlantic Provinees ......cveeveconnieicseereesnereesssenes 5,297 6,452 6, 732 7,987 8,913
Quebec 49,468 60, 560 66, 104 78,140 91, 544
ONLATIO ..occrrviriecinreiicciccsrenssaasaseeseneersssrssevorssssanene 79,436 96,369 98, 984 121, 855 147,902
Manitoba .. 3,868 5,151 5,436 6,239 6,698
Saskatchewan ........cccveeveeceeeeivecennene 311 469 506 414 565
Alberta 5,138 5, 903 5,188 5,482 5,248
British Columbia 21,493 24,721 28, 851 33,189 38,774
Yukon .. 551 831 656 608 648
CaAnAGA ...t reneee 163,562 200,456 212,457 253, 914 300,292

1. Exclusive of local bus traffic between border communities .
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TABLE 20. Number of Canadians Returning from the United States
by Month of Re-Entry into Canada, 19352-1956
Month 1952 1953 1954 1955 1956
(a) Rail (Gross entries)
43, 879 41, 410 38, 944 317, 832 38, 793
35, 942 32, 041 28, 613 29, 352 31, 848
39, 940 34, 669 35, 652 34, 274 35, 580
59, 039 49, 992 48, 263 49, 399 52, 322
41, 871 39, 200 39, 484 36, 960 34, 951
41,418 35, 919 32,928 34, 150 32, 758
55, 763 54, 922 51, 869 51, 285 49, 722
AUGUSE ..vrrereeerreeeeriiniisessrnicsccssesiessanssssnesssssssastassans 63, 980 61, 106 58, 560 50, 972 55, 947
SEPLEMDBET .....cveereeerrrcssarniisirensssusassessnssasanammersasaeenan 47, 391 41, 824 41, 960 40, 170 42, 045
October 46, 155 46, 920 42, 861 46, 452 42, 718
36, 297 34, 504 + 35,095 32, 557 30, 896
43, 098 40, 016 317,795 31, 681 38, 257
554,573 512, 523 492, 024 481, 084 485,87
(b) Rail (Net entries)
JANUALY .ooceirvivrrnsnrareosissnsnresnan 43, 227 40, 810 38,434 31, 403 38, 365
B =100 V=1 o PO P UL PPPPRPPPIIN 35, 533 31, 562 28, 146 28, 952 31,513
39,531 34, 197 35,189 33, 816 35,139
58, 288 49, 206 417, 540 48, 684 51, 909
41, 298 38,.495 38, 883 36, 491 34, 463
40, 802 35, 301 32,4175 33, 707 32, 318
54, 980 54, 167 51, 207 50, 721 49, 252
AUBUSY coececerrverrereeeriimrcnsarnreenesessessssssnsens 63,115 60, 408 57, 947 50, 269 55, 360
SEPLEMDEL ..cuceveiirirrmnrmsannssisrcessmsireeresssamasssassssssissonns 46, 796 41, 263 41, 505 39, 692 41, 638
OCLODEE .uvvereieirrenrnercerasrrmrsessssessnssesesssssnssusssssarsnsnnns 45, 603 46, 245 42, 360 45, 912 42, 254
November .....crcinrennnan 35, 634 33,927 34, 483 32, 041 30, 362
December . 42, 321 39, 252 37,088 37, 009 37,721
547,128 504, 831 485,257 474, 697 480,29
(c) Boat
JANUATY .oeeevvrrieiriessssssarestosissssassncssssasasens 3,010 5, 067 4,123 3,774 2, 652
February .......ceeneememnnececnns 3,.439 4, 354 2,932 2, 660 3,176
March...c.cccvnvnenne 3,310 4, 647 2, 821 2, 864 3, 360
P11 ¢ | RN 4, 283 5, 793 5,182 4, 497 3,970
MAY  cverererersunereesrssmsasssassssessosasanssssssssasensasssnsassasnssssss 6, 255 8,135 6, 484 6, 312 5, 258
JUNE creveeerirsrremenraressessarssassssissssassssnsassssssnsenssssanssasass 9,070 11, 773 13, 4217 10, 233 9,175
July ... 18, 246 20, 505 23, 811 25, 386 21, 433
19, 572 25, 473 22, 443 23, 121 26, 994
10, 461 14, 840 13, 239 13, 755 11, 236
6, 435 11, 716 8,139 6, 766 6, 814
NOVEMDET ...vvevnreeeiiieiccesssensensessssnsesensissssnssronsssssns 6, 066 7, 724 4, 853 5, 6203‘ 3,552
December 5, 509 7,117 5, 674 4, 697 4,527
Total ........... 95, 656 127,144 113,128 110,28 102, 147
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TABLE 20. Number of Canadians Returning from the United States

by Month of Re-Entry into Canada, 1952-1956 — Concluded

Month 1952 1953 1954 1955 1956
(d) Bus!

JANUALY ovcviiirniienininesseissesseiesassas st sessnssesaessesaesns 30, 737 27,936 27, 346 25, 367 20, 279
FEDIUALY .coiveicviicniiicietrn e arcsernssneesassssessesanas 35, 986 26, 550 24, 584 22, 897 19, 023
MArCh veiveinseiiisitiisciccsnnenriesnneeseenens 39, 907 32, 963 29, 442 26, 504 23; 722
April ereresesisssasrnesanesessssnannas 43, 524 41, 321 38, 299 36, 533 34, 923
MAY cocurtirssssssisnsossomsissesssosssessssssssssssssassassessssssansanaes 46, 544 49, 451 45, 094 43, 420 40, 637
JUNE ccvecriirearseensesranenes 66, 828 57, 921 53, 934 48, 872 51, 987
JULY e T4, 342 70, 292 68, 293 68, 664 61, 656
August... 82,538 71, 126 70, 7176 62, 790 68, 496
September 55, 535 50, 840 46, 844 48, 347 41, 2717
OCLODLE ...ttt rsts s e seseessesesensenes 43, 950 43, 599 38, 520 34,189 217, 824
NOVEMDET ...ceriiiieineissinisiressisssnnsssanscsansssesassnsnesans 35,130 33,724 29, 936 24, 646 23, 591
December 32,977 31, 899 26, 546 23,124 22, 208

TOAL ..t srees 587, 998 538,222 499, 614 465,353 435, 623

(e) Aeroplane

B £:31 LU E: 1 TN 11, 240 14, 841 16, 506 20, 159 23, 884
February e e 11,173 14, 304 14, 851 17, 001 22, 245
March .....c.oceeene 14,175 18, 223 19, 928 22, 854 21, 857
ADF] ittt s s raae e saranenneses 15, 785 20, 938 22, 060 25, 976 32,125
MAY it ssnisssins st es e ees 12, 294 16, 978 18, 7127 21, 741 26, 588
June 14, 091 15, 357 15, 893 19, 417 25, 165
JULY wevniupurasnessssasasstsssssasessssissasssssnnsssssassonssssonsssoses 13, 202 15, 513 16, 137 18,932 20, 864
August 14, 752 17, 356 17, 074 20, 657 24, 653
September 15,910 117, 657 19, 960 23, 100 25, 446
October 17, 291 20, 245 19, 736 25, 226 28, 543
November 13, 427 14,718 16, 520 19, 833 23, 213
December 12, 222 14, 326 15, 065 19,018 19, 709

Total 163,562 200,456 212,457 253, 914 300, 292

1. Exclusive of local bus traffic between border communities.
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Classification Definitions used in this Report

1. ‘‘Commercial Vehicles’’ are trucks used for commercial purposes.

2. Highway Traffic not classified as commercial vehicles consists of automobiles, taxis,
motorcycles and bicycles.

3. Foreign Vehicles Inward

(a) Non-Permit Class consists of local vehicles which do not require Customs permits.
They are restricted to travel within the jurisdiction of the port and may not remain
in Canada more than 48 howrs.

Also included are the repeat trips of commuters and others who cross the border
frequently on commuting permits. (See below)..

(b) Travellers’ vehicle permits are issued to foreign vehicles which remain in Canada
longer than 48 hours or which travel b&yond the jurisdiction of the port of entry.
(Thus a motorist who intends to leave the country at a point other than that of entry
must apply for ajtraveller’s vehicle permit). :

These permits are usually valid for periods of 60 days or 6 months, but more than
50 per cent of all permits issued each year are used for visits of less than 48
" hours. :

Also included in this class are commuting permits which entitle the holders to
cross the border frequently during the tenure of their permits. Repeat trips after
the first, however, are included in the non-permit class, as mentioned above.

4., Canadian Vehicles Inward

Canadian vehicles returning to Canada are classified by length.of stay depending
upon whether they are abroad for more or less than 24 hours. .

Publication is made possible through the co-operation of Cﬁstoms and Immigration officials
across Canada.
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