382.

Clba,
D CATALOGUE No.

jase O

75§
c.l-

TRAVEL BETWEEN CANADA
AND

OTHER COUNTRIES
1958

DOMINION BUREAU OF STATISTICS
Intermational Trade Division

Balance of Payments Section



j
|
4
A

Lo

e DS T W 3T

grp 3€ 1839

L
pramay




Cmc«_b DOMINION BUREAU OF STATISTICS
International Trade Division

Balance of Payments Section

TRAVEL BETWEEN CANADA
AND

OTHER COUNTRIES
1958

Published by Authority of
The Honourable Gordon Churchill, Minister of Trade and Commerce

September,1959
7503-505 Price $1.00

The Queen’s Printer and Controller of Stationery, Ottawa, 1959



Publications Available on International Travel

Catalogue
number . . Title _ Price
66-001 Travel Between Canada and the United States (MONthly) .....ooovveevvviniranne per year $2.00

66-002 Volume of Highway Traffic Entering Canada on Travellers’ Vehicle
Permits (Monthly)

Subscription orders should be sent to the Information Services
Division, Dominion Bureau of Statistics, Ottawa, Canada, with

enclosed remittances made payable to the Receiver General of
. Canada.



FOREWORD

This publication is a statistical report on travellers between Canada and
other countries. No attempt has been made to isolate any group or ‘‘tourist
traffic’’. The report provides estimates of international travel expenditures
arising from all types of movements across the frontiers. Many of the movements
are short-term and local in character arising from close inter-relationships of
communities lying near the border. Commuting, temporary migration for employ-
/ment, business travel, and shopping visits, comprise parts of the movements as
well as summer residents and vacation travellers usually associated with the
‘‘tourist’’ business.

The data, therefore, do not coincide with the movements and expenditures
which for some purposes might be defined more specifically as relevant for the
“‘tourist’’ industry. While the latter industry would comprise only part of the inter-
national business shown in this report, that industry does on the other hand also
include the large and growing domestic sector of tourism not covered in this
publication.

In using statistical data in this report it should be noted that some of the
averages are derived from data covering many ofthe groups of transactions noted
above. For example, figures of average expenditures applying to certain cate-
gories of international traffic must, for the purpose of this report, reflect the
spending of all groups of travellers who cross the border. They are, therefore,
not necessarily representative of groups generally regarded as tourists travelling
for recreation.

WALTER E. DUFFETT,

Dominion Statistician.
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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 hours.

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 beyond the jurisdiction of the port of entry.
(Thus a motorist who intends to leave the countryat a point other than that of entry
must apply for a traveller’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 Customs and Immigration officials
across Canada.
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TRAVEL BETWEEN CANADA AND OTHER COUNTRIES, 1958

Leading Developments in Travel Between Canada and Other Countries

The most significant change in travel between
Canada and other countries during 1958 was the
decline in receipts from residents of the United
States, the first decline in a period of seven years.
During the period from 1952 to 1957 inclusive,
there had been continued expansion in our receipts
from this segment of travel from $257 million in
1952 to the record of $325 million in 1957, Receipts
from residents of the United States amounted to
$309 million in 1958, a decrease of $16 million or
about 5 per cent below the record of 1957, but about
the same level as in 1956. The decline was due,
mainly, to the non-automobile traffic where shorter
visits and lower expenditures per visit were re-
ported. The decrease in expenditures of the auto-
mobile traffic, on the other hand, was less pro-
nounced and may be traced to the non-permit classi-
fication. Expenditures by motorists entering on
travellers’ vehicle permits were slightly above the
amount recorded in 1957. Receipts from residents
of overseas countries advanced $2 million to a new
record of $40 million for this portion of travel.
Total receipts for all countries are estimated at
$349 million, a decline of $14 million or 4 per cent
when compared with the record established in 1957.

There was little change from the previous year
in the total number of entries into-Canada by resi-
dents of other countries. When compared with 1957
there was a gain of about 3,000 entries direct from
overseas countries, while entries from the United
States declined about 88,700, leaving the aggregate
for all countries about 85,700 less than the record
established in 1957.

The volume of travel to other countries by
Canadians continued to expand during the past

year, but again at a very moderate rate. Re-entries
by residents of Canada were less than 1 per cent
higher than the previous sear, or a gain of approxi-
mately 224,500 visits. Re-entries from the United
States were approximately 212,300 above the pre-
vious year which amounts to a gain of less than 1
per cent. In addition, the expansion in travel to
overseas countries continued but levelled-off when
compared to the previous years. In 1958 an ad-
ditional 12,200 entries direct from overseas were
recorded amounting to a gain of about 10 per cent
as compared with a gain of 13 per cent in 1957.

New records were set in payments made by
Canadians on travel in other countries in 1958.
Disbursements reached $542 million an increase of
$17 million or approximately 3 per cent over the
previous record of $525 million established in 1957.
Payments to the United States .advanced $10 million
or 2.5 per cent due to higher expenditures per visit
in most categories, as the rise in volume of traffic
was less than 1 per cent. On the other hand, pay-
ments to overseas countries advanced $7 million
or. neatly 6 per cent, although the number of re-
entries was about 10 per cent above 1957 indicating
lower averages per visit for overseas travel.

The debit balance on travel account with the
United States advanced from $78 million in 1957 to
$104 million in 1958, an increase of $26 million;
and the debit balance with overseas countries
reached $89 million, an increase of $5 million over
1957. The total debit balance on account with all
countries ‘amounted to $193 million in 1958, an in-
crease of 19 per cent or $31 million more than the
previous record of $162 million in 1957.

STATEMENT 1. Number and Expenditures of United States Travellers in Canada, 1955 - 1958

Number of persons Expenditures
Type of transportation
1955 I 1956 l 1957 l 1958. 1955 l 1956 I 1957 I 1958!
thousands millions of dollars
Automobile:
Non-permit or local traffic .........ccceeecunae 10,923 | 11,939 | 12,300 | 11,542 28.5 35.4 34.8 31.0
Customs permits ..........ccoeeercecmnenrennnnnne 7,315 7.241 7.405 7.476 | 136.9 | 137.2 | 138.7 | 140.8
Repeat trips of permit holders ... 2,594 3,210 3,211 3,644 - - - -
Total ..........oieeeiveiricccnneer e erenssaine 20,832 | 22,390 | 22,916 | 22,662 { 163.4 | 172.6 | 173.5 | 171.8
Non-Automobile:
373 1 OO TP 940 882 720 651 41.5 43.17 44.6 34.1
Boat ......ccerverineerneriise st senes 3170 399 309 332 13.0 15.7 18.9 15.1
Through bus 340 339 315 370 22.3 22.0 27.5 26.3
PlANe ...coveeriereineiccnnenesccserercemnanntsesunee - 288 315 353 368 37.3 36.6 40.6 41.4
Other ... . . 5,513 3,342 3,946 | 4,148 23.4 18.7 20.2 20.1
Total .....oveeeeeicvcineie s cnnsencenes e 7.451 5,277 5,703 5,869 | 137.5 | 136.7 | 151.8 | 137.6
Grand total ..............c.covemneiiccnninnn. 28,283 | 27,667 { 28,619 | 28,531 | 302.9 | 309.3 | 325.3 | 309.4

! Subject to revision.
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United States Travel Expenditwres in Canada by Types of Transportation

The upward trend in receipts from residents of
the United States travelling in Canada was reversed
in 1958, when a net decrease of $16 million or
roughly 5 per cent was recorded. The most pro-
nounced changes occurred in the non-automobile
classifications where the amount spent by visitors
was $137.6 million, as against $151.8 million in
1957, being a decrease of slightly more than 9 per
cent. At the same time, expenditures by persons
using automobiles were down $1.7 million or 1 per
cent. The decrease in the grand total of expendi-
tures, however, can be traced to lower expenditures
per visit, rather than the decline in the number of
visitors arriving. The aggregate of non-resident
automobile entries in 1958 amounted to 8.5 million,
a decrease of 82,600 entries or about 1 per cent.

The non-permit or local entries fell back one and
one-half per cent, while the decrease in entries on
travellers’ vehicle permits was only slight, a drop
of less than half of one percent.

Statement 1 shows some falling-off in receipts
from automobile traffic when compared with 1957.
Expenditures by the non-permit or local classifica-
tion declined by $3.8 million. This was off-set in
part by an increase in expenditure by travellers’
vehicle permit entries amounting to $2.1 million,
which was largely due to the increase in the aver-
age per visit in the third quarter, when the volume
of traffic is heaviest. The total receipts from auto-
mobile entries were $171.8 million, compared to
$173.5 million in 1957. This was a net decrease of
$1.7 million or 1 per cent.

STATEMENT 2. Average Declared Expenditures Per Car of Non-Resident Motorists Travellmg
in Canada on Customs Permits, by Class of Permit, 1954 - 1958

Class of permit 1954 1 1955 1956 [ 1957 1958
dollars
COBMULET .......irievrerererereriresresaesisenessessessassnssssasssrassassses 302. 60 294.10 273.95 337.69 250. 36
Summer resident. 368.29 417.05 419.03 370.43 257.48
LiOCAl ..ucivricrrenn s e 56.15 49.10 52.96 48.178 46.83
Other (See statement 3 for detail) .........coceeverivinerennnes 52.16 54.79 56.74 56.87 57.86
! Subject to revision.
Statement 2 shows average expenditures for ellers’ vehicle permits in 1958 and, furthermore,

the various classes of customs permit travel. The
downward trend in average commuter expenditure
per vehicle, broken in 1957 was resumed in 1958.
There was little change in the number of commuting
permits issued in 1958. On the other hand, an in-
crease of about 8 per cent in the number of summer
residents was recorded in 1958, and receipts from
this group advanced from $2.6 million to $2.9 mil-
lion. However, the average expenditure per vehicle
continues to decline, moreover, the figure for 1958
shows a decrease of $112.95 or about 30 per cent
as compared with 1957. Perhaps the discount on
the American dollar is partly responsible for the
downward trend in the average amount spent by
summer residents, commuters and others noted
below. A noticeable increase was recorded in the
number of motorists in the local category of trav-

receipts from this category also advanced. The
‘‘other class’’ of -motorists shown in Statement 2
normally contributes about 97 per cent of the
receipts from travellers using customs permits and,
therefore, a comparison with previous years of the
average declared expenditures for this class by
province of exit appears in Statement 3. Although
there was little change in the average expenditure
for Canada, on the other hand, several provinces
showed sharp changes. For instance, in the Atlantic
provinces the average dropped almost 9 per cent,
probably on account of the change of administrative
procedures for issuing travellers’ vehicle permits
in the province of New Brunswick, Saskatchewan
showed an increase of 13 per cent, while other
provinces showing slight increases were British
Columbia, Alberta and Ontario.

STATEMENT 3. Average Declared Expenditure Per Car of Non-Resident Motorists Travelling in
Canada on Customs Permits!, by Province of Exit, 1954 - 1958

Province of exit 1954 l 1955 1956 1957 I 19582
dollars

Atlantic Provinces .......ccccoevveevvieeiieieeieisecnesceeeenenes 80.53 83.52 88.39 85.29 77.178
QUEDEC ....eeeciieiiecrcecnresseeeneerereritneessssrasssas s srssasenesssnen 52. 25 55.12 54.09 54.61 53.76
0] 117:1 3 1o T O ORI U 38.08 42.66 43. 26 43.09 44.42
ManItoba .....coceiieeciieerrerrirrirreerseescsvesreesseravanerssneeeseneens 67.44 68.31 73.48 77.26 71.717
Saskatchewan .. 89.77 99. 45 97.49 93.178 106.72
ALDerIta ........ccvvvvvernverrerierererienrnreeesesensrenns 109. 34 109.43 100.75 101. 36 101.80
British Columbia and Yukon Territory .......... 89.62 86.22 87.08 87.171 88.34

Canada (See table 1 for 1958 analysis) ................ 52.16 54.79 56.74 56. 87 57.86

! Exclusive of commuters, summer residents and locals.

2 Subject to revision.
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As shown in Statement 1, most of the decline
in receipts from foreign travel in Canada occurred
in the non-automobile categories. The increases
experienced in 1957 were not maintained and, with
the exception of plane traffic, receipts showed
decreases ranging from $0.1 million for passengers
arriving via ‘‘other’’ transportation, to $9.9 million
for rail passengers. For the most part, receipts from
visitors entering from the United States by rail
have been steadily declining since the peak of $67
million in 1944, and have now reached the low level
of $34.7 million. This represents a decrease of 22
per cent as compared with 1957, and resulted,
partly, from a decline of 9.5 per cent in the number
of travellers, but, chiefly, from a drop in the aver-
age expenditure per person. Moreover, in rail traffic
each quarter showed a decrease both in the number
of visits and in receipts when compared with the
corresponding quarter of 1957. For example, receipts
in the third quarter showed a substantial drop
which amounted to 28 per cent, attributed to a de-
cline of 21 per cent in the average per visit and a
drop of 9 per cent in the number of visitors.

Receipts from boat passengers declined some
$3.8 million or approximately 20 per cent when com-
pared with 1957. No doubt, the strike on the Pacific
coast during the summer months of 1958 contri-

buted, in some degree, to the noticeable decline in
revenue from boat traffic

Visitors to Canada using long distance bus
transportation declined slightly in numbers, and
as the average expenditure per passenger also de-
clined, a decrease of 4 per cent in the total re-
ceipts was recorded. The first quarter of the year
showed an increase in the average expenditure of
arrivals by bus, but the remaining three, including
the third quarter with its usually heavy volume,
showed decreases. In addition, the third quarter
was the only one to show a decrease in the total
number of visitors. Again, more persons arrived
in Canada by plane in 1958, and their numbers more
than off-set a decline in the average expenditure
per visit, Total plane traffic increased by 4 per
cent, while receipts rose 2 per cent. Each quarter
showed an increase over the previous year in terms
of numbers, while, on the other hand, decreases in
the average expenditure per trip were shown in all
except the third quarter of the year.

The number of persons in the residual classi-
fication referred to as ‘‘Other Travellers'' in-
creased from 3.9 million to 4.1 million in 1958, or
about 5 per cent. However, a decline in the average
per visit left the expenditures for this group prac-
tically unchanged from the previous year.

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

The analysis of automobile traffic entering
Canada from the United States is simplified by
grouping the states in regions, as shown in Table
6. The importance of each group is fairly constant
from year to year, as can be seen by the relative
stability from 1954 to 1958. Practically all of the
non-permit cars and roughly 75 per cent of the auto-
mobiles entering Canada from other countries on
travellers’ vehicle permits originate in the states
adjoining Canada, supplemented by Ohio, Penn-
sylvania and Wisconsin and, again, in 1958 this has
proven to be the case. Furthermore, the states al-
ready mentioned, with the addition of Oregon and
California on the Pacific Coast, Massachusetts,
Rhode Island, Connecticut and New Jersey on the
Atlantic Seaboard, contributed approximately 88
per cent of the cars entering Canada on customs
permits., In 1958 automobile registrations in the
United States totalled 56,644,561, an increase of
over 900,000 from 1957. At the same time, the
number of crossings into Canada on customs per-
mits of vehicles registered in the United States
amounted to 2,517,040, an increase of only 19,400
by this tourist potential.

The North-Eastern States covering the area
from Maine to Pennsylvania remained the most
important group in 1958 and contributed over 47
per cent, almost one-half of the number of cars
entering Canada on customs permits. During the
past four years this area has become increasingly
important as a source of automobile visitors, and
as a source of revenue slightly less important,
contributing 46 per cent of the receipts in 1958, or
1 per cent more than in 1957. In contrast, during

the past five years there has been.a downward trend
in the proportion of vehicles originating in the
Great Lakes area, from 31.8 per cent in 1954 to
29.0 per cent in 1958. This area is also less im-
portant in terms of receipts from automobiles using
customs permits. In 1958 the receipts were only
25.7 per cent of the total. Meanwhile, states ad-
joining Canada along the North-Western part of the
border are becoming more important, and the volume
of traffic from that region has risen from 3.9 per
cent in 1954 to 4.4 per cent in 1958. Their im-
portance as a source of revenue is slightly greater
than their contribution to volume, and in 1958 stood
at 5 per cent. The percentage of vehicles from the
Pacific States has been practically unchanged for
the past five years. However, cars originating from
this area usually spend more per visit, and con-
sequently contribute a higher proportion to the
revenue. For example, in 1958 11.4 per cent of the
volume originated in this region and, at the same
time, accounted for 15 per cent of the totalreceipts.
As in the previous year, the remaining states and
countries not specified in Table 6 constituted a
fairly stable proportion of the volume, namely 7.9
per cent in 1958; whereas receipts from this group
fell from 12 per cent in 1957 to 8 per cent in 1958.

Once again in 1958, the year to year uniformity
in average expenditure per car per visit was main-
tained. When compared with 1957 the largest change
recorded was for the state of Minnesota with an in-
crease of $12.82, followed by New Hampshire with
$9.07. Apart from these, the variation was seldom
more than one or two dollars. At the same time,
the average expenditure per car varied considerably
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for the different states. Comparable to former years,
Table 7 shows the state with the minimum average
expenditure per car is Vermont with $16.73, and
again, California heads the list with an average
expenditure of $110.12. Furthermore, the uniformity
reflected by each state over a long period indicates
stability in travel behaviour by residents of each
of the states, and the reliability of the reported
sample used in estimating receipts from residents
of other countries travelling in Canada.

The average length of stay for cars (including
commuters, locals, and summer residents) originat-
ing in the North-Eastern States was 6.5 days; no
change from the previous year. The average ex-
penditure per car per day amounted to $8.35, an
increase of 2.5 per cent from the year 1957. As in
previous years, cars registered in Vermont recorded
the shortest length of stay, an average of 3.6 days,
while cars with New York registrations reported the
longest visits averaging 7.4 days. Following the
trend of former years, the average expenditure per
car per day ranged from $3.06 for cars originating
in Maine to $17.31 for cars from New Jersey. As in
the preceding two years, the North-Eastern States
as a goup (with the exception of the residual
group referred to as ‘‘Other’’) recorded the lowest
average expenditure per car per day, while the
average length of stay was the longest.

Cars originating in the Great Liakes area stayed
an average of 5.2 days, and spent approximately
$9.50 per car per day. The length of stay varied
from 4.7 days forcars registered in Michigan to 6.3
days for cars originating in Ohio. Average expendi-
ture per car per day was highest for cars from
Wisconsin at $16.00, and lowest for cars originating
in Michigan at $6.53.

During 1958 cars from the North-Western States
recorded the shortest visits, averaging 5.3 days,
with little spread between the states. Average ex-
penditure per car per day for the group was $12.50,
and varied from $9.27 for cars from North Dakota to
$14.00 for cars originating in Minnesota.

Again cars from the group designated as the
Pacific Coast States had the highest average ex-
penditure per car per day, namely $13.88, an in-
crease of $0.57 over the 1957 average. In addition,
expenditures for each state in the group varied
little. The average length of visit was 5.1 days,
varying from 4.0 days for Washington to 7.8 days
for cars from California.

Cars originating in the states not specified in
Table 6 averaged 8.7 days stay in Canada, shorter
than the 9.3 days in 1957, but still the longest:
stay of any of the groups. The average stay varied
from 15.5 days for cars originating in Mississippi
to 5.9 days for cars from Maryland and South
Dakota. Expenditures per car per day were $10.77,
as compared with $9.32 for 1957, and varied widely,
from $17.54 for South Dakota, the highest average
of any state, to $6.89 for Georgia.

Data for cars originating in countries other
than the United States includes Alaska which ac-
counted for nearly 83 per cent of this group during
1958, In the 1959 report data for Alaska will be
transferred from other countries and shown with the
other States. Average expenditures per visit for
the group amounted to $143.46; per diem $18.16;
and the length of stay in Canada averaged 7.9 days.
A detailed account on length of visit and average
expenditure per car per day by individual states
can be seen in Table 3.

Table 4 classifies all automobiles travelling
on customs permits in Canada by province of entry
and state or country of registration. Similar informa-
tion appears in Table 5, but is limited to visits
lasting over 48 hours and excludes the special
classes of commuters, locals and summer residents.
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 5 amount to 43 per cent of the total, while
the remaining 57 per cent of the cars entering on
travellers’ vehicle permits were in Canada less
than 48 hours. When compared with 1957, decreases
in the proportion of long-term visits were recorded
in New Brunswick, Manitoba, Alberta and the
Yukon Territory, but with the exception of New
Brunswick, which dropped 7 per cent, no significant
changes occurred. Again consideration should be
given to the change in administrative procedures at
certain New Brunswick ports and the resulting dif-
ferences for this province in comparisons with 1957.
Saskatchewan alone reported an increase which
amounted to only 1 per cent, while the remaining
provinces were unchanged from last year.

The relationship between short-term visits and
visits lasting over 48 hours did not remain constant
according to state of origin. Eleven states showed
a higher percentage of long-term visits in 1958,
while 24 recorded a lower proportion and 14 re-
mained unchanged. As in previous years, Vermont
had the lowest proportion of visits over 48 hours,
amounting to 15 percent, followed by Maine with
24 per cent and Michigan with 29 per cent. In the
past year, over 50 per cent of the cars from 28
states were in the long-term classification, while
in 21 states over 50 per cent of the cars returned
within 48 hours. Included in the latter group are
New York, Michigan and Washington which con-
tributed nearly 50 per cent of the vehicles entering
Canada on travellers’ vehicle permits. The per-
centage of long-term traffic from these three states
was as follows: New York 38 per cent, Michigan
29 per cent and Washington 43 per cent. As in 1957,
Oregon had- the highest percentage of long-term
visits, namely 68 per cent; and Vermont with 15
per cent, again had the lowest. Other states with
high percentages of long-term visits were Nevada
with 65 per cent, and California, District of Co-
lumbia, Iowa and Massachusetts each with 63
per cent. In the aggregate, the percentage of auto-
mobiles staying in Canada over 48 hours is in-
fluenced by the heavy volume of traffic from New
York, Michigan-and Washington states, each with a
relatively low percentage of long-term traffic.
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Map 1 shows the number of cars travelling on
customs permits in Canada as a percentage of the
number of automobiles registered in the state.
Because of their proximity states close to the
border, accordingly, have a higher proportion of
entries to registrations than states a long distance
from the border. Again, the border states with the
lowest proportion of entries to registrations were
Wisconsin, Idaho and Pennsylvania. Normally the
border states with a lower percentage of registra-

tions travelling in Canada have a.higher proportion
of long-term traffic than the states with a higher
percentage of entries to registrations. In 1958 the
proportion of entries to registrations was 4.5 per
cent, which represents no change from 1957. Simi-
larly to the previous year, the state with the high-
est proportion of entries was Vermont, with 74 per
cent, and the lowest was Mississippi with only
0.3 per cent.

~ Analysis of United States Motor Traffic by Ports of Entry and Exit

A comparatively large number of American
motorists prefer to leave Canada at a port other
than the port of entry. From the travellers’ vehicle
permits which are issued non-resident motorists at
port of entry and which must be surrendered at the
port of exit, a detailed.study of this traffic can be
undertaken by tabulating all vehicles according to
port of entry and port of exit. There exist well-
defined preferences as to the routes which such
motor tours follow within Canada. However, since
such an investigation only includes traffic at border
points, its results are not representative of all
inter-provincial or inter-regional travel. For, besides
this type of traffic, there are a certain number of
motorists who leave Canada by the same port at
which they entered after having travelled to several
other provinces, and there are those who visit

diverse regions within their province of entry and
exit. This analysis, therefore, yields the minimum
data on inter-provincial and inter-regional (i.e.,
within a province) travel behaviour of non-resident
motorists. Prior to 1956, this study was confined
to the four months of June to September, but in sub-
sequent years it was extended to cover the com-
plete year. Statements 6 and 8, however, including
data on years prior to 1956, show only the cor-
responding four-months periods for the past three
years in order to make proper comparisons possible.
The exact length of stay in each province is not
available, but the length of stay in Canada may be
determined from the date stamps on the surrendered
travellers’ vehicle permits, and data are recorded
in terms of 1-day, 2-day and 3-days-plus dura-
tions of stay.

_ STATEMENT 4. Percentage Distribution of Vehicles by Province of Exit for Non-Resident
Automobiles Travelling in Canada on Customs Permits?!, Three Days or Over, 1958

Province Province of exit
of
entry cps s . Saskat- Yukon
Maritimes | Quebec | Ontario | Manitoba chewan Alberta B.C. Territory
per cent '

Maritimes .......ccovvvcvnivenrvcercenieeccnveenns 91.85 4.81 3.32 0.02
Quebec ...... 3.41 82.79 13.77 0.03
19151319 1o O O 0.82 6.80 91.46 0.63 0.29
Manitoba .......... 0.09 14.68 73.88 3.37 3.56 3.48 0.94
Saskatchewan .........ccccviveiviveenenninn, 0.05 2.38 7.05 72.62 8.62 5.81 3.47
Alberta ................. 0.04 3.27 4.30 4.19 41.55 33.98 12. 617
British Columbia ... 0.40 0.51 0.42 5.67 90.03 2.97
Yukon Territory ..... 1.26 3.63 6. 15 40.39 44.44 4.13

1 Exclusive of commuters, summer residents and locals.

In 1958 some 5,300 automobiles entered ports
in the Maritime Provinces and returned to the
United States via ports in the province of Quebec.
In the opposite direction, 7,589 cars entered
Canada through ports in the province of Quebec and
returned to the United States through ports in the
Maritime Provinces. Some 78 per cent of the cars
entering the Maritimes and travelling to Quebec had
remained in Canada 3 days or longer. On the other
hand, almost 84 per cent of the cars entering Quebec
ports and proceeding to the United States via the
Maritimes had spent 3 days or more in Canada.
Close to 3 per cent of all automobiles travelling on
vehicle permits and entering Canada through ports

in - the Maritimes returned to the United States by
ports in the province of Quebec. The traffic in the
opposite direction was stronger in volume, but the
proportion of all automobiles entering Quebec ports
and returning to the United States through the Mari-
times amounted to less than 2 per cent. The most
popular route of travel between the Maritimes and
Quebec again was between St. Stephen, New
Brunswick, and Blackpool, Quebec. In the long-
term class, some 14 per cent of the motorists enter-
ing through ports in the Maritimes and returning to
the United States via ports in Quebec had travelled
this route; this proportion is unchanged from the
previous two years, Entries at St. Stephen and
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exits at Rock Island, Quebec, accounted for 9 per
cent of the traffic from the Maritimes to Quebec;
entries at St. Stephen and exits at Phillipsburg
amounted to over 4 per cent; and those at St.Stephen
with exits at Armstrong to a little less than 4 per
cent. Entries at Yarmough with.departures at Black-
pool made up almost 5 per cent of the traffic between
the Maritimes and Quebec.

On the other hand, there were slight dif-
ferences in the patterns of traffic in the opposite
direction. Travel from Blackpool to St. Stephen
amounted to over 8 per cent of the ‘‘long-term’’
automobiles entering Quebec and proceeding to the
Maritimes; over 7 per cent travelled from Blackpool
to St. Leonard; almost 6 per cent from Armstrong
to St. Leonard; 7 per cent from Rock Island to
St. Stephen; and the same proportion from Rock
Island to St. Leonard. In 1958 traffic entering
Canada through Yarmouth, Edmundston, St. Leonard
and St. Stephen and leaving through the ports of
Armstrong, Blackpool, Phillipsburg, Rock Island
and -Stanhope amounted to 69 per cent of the long-
term traffic from the Maritimes to Quebec. In the
opposite direction, travel between these ports
amounted to 63 per cent of the long-term traffic
from Quebec to the Maritime Provinces,

A great many American motorists travelled
between Quebec and Ontario, and again certain
preferred routes of travel were followed. This inter-
change of traffic between the two provinces ac-
counted. for a larger share of all visitors than did
the interchange between Quebec and the Maritimes.
.In all, some 31,696 foreign vehicles on customs
permits entered Canada through ports in the prov-
ince of Quebec and returned to the United States
through ports in the province of Ontario; this rep-
resents almost 8 per cent of the total entries via
ports in the province of Quebec. Close to 81 per
cent of these motorists had remained in Canada 3
days or more. Traffic in the opposite direction was
heavier with 47,382 automobiles entering Canada
through ports in Ontario and leaving through ports
in Quebec; this corresponds to over 3 per cent of all

entries into Ontario on travellers’ vehicle permits.
Out of this number 85 per cent (or 40,241) had re-
mained in Canada for 3 days or longer. Most of the
visitors in the 3 day and over classification had en-
tered Ontario through ports west of Kingston, with
98,607 reported entries, while 11,556 had entered
through the St. Lawrence River ports and returned to
the United States through Quebec ports. Compared
with 1957 there was a decrease in this long-term
traffic of more than 1,852 cars entering Ontario,
notably west of Kingston, and leaving via Quebec.
As was the case with the interchange of travel be-
tween the Maritimes and Quebec, the ports of
Armstrong, Blackpool and Rock Island also recorded
most exits in Quebec of motorists who had entered
in Ontario. The ports in Ontario appearing most fre-
quently in the exchange of traffic between Quebec
and Ontario were Niagara Falls, Lansdowne and
Windsor. Furthermore, these six ports accounted
for about 43 per cent of all combinations of travel
between the two provinces in the 3 day and over
classification. Entries through the three ports in
Quebec who returned to the United States via the
three Ontario ports amounted to 9,922 during 1958,
as compared with 10,915 during the previous year;
travel in the opposite direction amounted to 18,328
which is a small decrease from the corresponding
19,443 entries in 1957. A further examination of the
traffic between these selected ports indicates that
5,356 cars (or 54 per cent) entered through the three
ports in Quebec and returned to the United States
through Niagara Falls, On the other hand, 9,299
cars (or 51 per cent) of the entries through the
three ports in Ontario returned to the United States
through Blackpool. This shows that the volume of
traffic between Blackpool and Niagara Falls was
heavier than on any other route between Ontaric and
Quebec. In 1958, 2,991 automobiles entering Black-
pool returned to the United States through Niagara
Falls, and 5,071 entering Niagara Falls left Canada
through Blackpool; after having remained 3 days or
longer. Of the cars in the 3 day and over classi-
fication which entered Lansdowne, 2,561 returned
to the United States via Blackpool, and 1,674 cars
travelled in the opposite direction.

STATEMENT 5. Number of Non-Resident One and Two-Day Automobiles Travelling on Customs
Permits?! in Transit Between Selected Border Points in Ontario, 1954 - 1958

Border points 1954 1955 1956 1957 1958

Fort Erie — WindSor ......ccvveveiecineneimininnininennseennese 125,932 137,551 111,370 109, 298 102,500

Niagara Falls — Windsor ...........cccceeeecrnmnnneisinincnnennns 112, 065 106, 723 95,470 94,014 91,074

Fort Erie —Sarnia .........cccovevveiienennnenecnscciiinnnnennnneens 43,230 48,125 46,893 44,663 46, 496

Niagara Falls —Sarnia ..........ccccevveevnminnnciniciiieeanenne 100, 867 102, 758 93, 864 83, 745 86,372

Total of ADOVE ..............coverieciircccririirnernrnarn e 382, 094 395,157 347,397 331, 720 326,442
Total number of cars' leaving Ontario irrespec-

tive of length of visit ...............cccevmnennininininnnn. 1,446,732 | 1,500,851 | 1,443,950 | 1,471,148 | 1,459,044

In transit traffic as percentage of total traffic ........ 26.4 26.3 24.1 22.5 22.4

! Exclusive of commuters, summer residents and locals.
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In 1958, the province of Ontario attracted 59
per cent of all visitors entering Canada on customs
vehicle permits. Due to the large proportion that
this traffic represents a more detailed study on
travel within the province was undertaken; the
results of this study appear in Section I of Table 2.
There are several well-defined routes of travel
within the province that are particularly popular
with American motorists. The survey reveals that
the highways between Fort Erie —Niagara Falls on
the east, and the St. Clait —Detroit River ports on
the west of Southern Ontario carry the heaviest
volume of traffic. A total of 680,482 vehicles, or
some 12,467 less than in 1957, entered Canada in
1958 at Fort Erie —Niagara Falls. Of this number
457,292, or 67 per cent, returned to the United
States through the same two ports, while 176,270
(or 26 per cent) returned through the St. Clair—
Detroit River ports. Of the cars travelling from Fort
Erie — Niagara Falls to the St. Clair —Detroit River
ports some 56 per cent made the trip in one day,
which points to a high percentage of in transit
traffic across Southern Ontario to reach destinations
in the United States in order to save time and mile-
age.-The number of cars in the one-day classifica-

tion leaving through all ports including Fort Erie — -

Niagara Falls amounted to 42 per cent of the total.

Of all motorists entering Ontario on travellers’
vehicle permits 46 per cent used the ports of Fort
Erie —Niagara Falls, while only 35 per cent (some
519,361) crossed into Ontario at the St. Clair—
Detroit River ports. But the traffic at this latter
group of ports was still quite heavy when compared
to the border traffic of other provinces. In fact, the
group of ports along the St. Clair—Detroit River
handled more traffic than any other province in
Canada or any other group of ports in Ontario, ex-
cepting the Niagara Falls —Fort Erie combination.
Table 2 shows that out of all entries through the
St. Clair- Detroit River ports 59 per cent or 306,867
vehicles returned to the United States through the
same group of ports, while 188,600 (some 36 per
cent) traversed Southern Ontario to return to the
United States through Fort Erie or Niagara Falls.
Over 56 per cent of the cars travelling from the
St. Clair —Detroit River ports east to Fort Erie —
Niagara Falls made the trip in one day; a high per-
centage of this one-day traffic appears to be in
transit travel., The number of automobiles in the
one-day classification which left through all ports,
including those along the St. Clair — Detroit Rivers,
amounted to 248,452, or 48 per cent of the total.
Statement 6 illustrates in greater detail the im-
portance of the volume of in transit travel across
Southern Ontario.

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, 1955 - 1958

Percentage of entries via
Number of Cars all ports in Ontario
Route -
1955 1956 1957 1958 1955 1956 1957 1958
. per cent '
Between:
St. Clair, Detroit River Ports
and :
Fort Erie, Niagara Falls ......cccccveeuvens ereserenns 296,912 | 260, 556 | 249,964 | 244,111 28.0 25.3 23.7 23.5
Fort Erie, Nig.gara Falls
an
St. Lawrence River Ports in Ontario.......... 35,704 | 33,529 35,586 | 31,280 3.4 3.3 3.4 3.0
St. Lawrence River Ports in Ontario
and
Province of QuUebec .....c.coeevevevrnccrienennnncne. 25,630 | 25,763 | 26,026 24,830 2.4 2.5 2.5 2.4
St. Clair, Detroit River Ports
and
St. Lawrence River Ports in Ontario .......... 10, 679 9, 621 9, 662 8,672 1.0 0.9 0.9 0.8
Sault Ste. Marie
and .
St. Clair, Detroit River Ports ......cccecvvvveeenee 11,940 10, 912 11,154 13,092 1.1 1.1 1.1 1.3
Sault Ste. Marie
and

Fort Erie, Niagara Falls ......ccoocovrneeirerinnnene 9, 255 8,336 9,014 10,871 0.9 0.8 0.8 1.1

Total of aDOVEe ....coccrvcrveeevecriirenereiniseenees 390,120 | 348,717 | 341,406 | 332,836 36.8 33.9 32.4 32.1

! Exclusive of commuters, summer residents and locals.
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The third highest volume of fraffic along a
certain route was found between Fort Erie — Niagara
Falls and the St. Lawrence River ports. In 1958 a
total of 35,746 automobiles (or 4,191 less than in

1957) made the trip north of L.ake Ontario travelling -

in either direction between these two groups of
ports of entry and exit. Unlike the traffic crossing
Southern Ontario, 66 per cent of this traffic was
of long-term nature. Due to the fact that relatively
more motorists travelling on this route remained in
Canada 3 days or longer, this traffic is of greater
importance as a source of travel receipts to the
province than the volume would indicate.

The period from June to September is the
principal touring season during which most of the
pleasure travel to Canada is concentrated., A study
of the regular permit traffic during that period, not
counting commuters, summer residents or locals,
over the six most popular routes within Ontario
was found to be valuable. In Statement 6 the results
of this study are compared to the results of the
previous three surveys. The aggregate volume of
cars travelling over these routes has steadily de-
clined since 1955, due to an over-all drop in traffic
at the Eastern and Southern Ontario ports, and
notably between St. Clair —Detroit River and Fort
Erie — Niagara Falls. The share of traffic, however,
received by each route has changed little over the
previous year.

Throughout the year 1958 some 4,989 auto-
mobiles entering through Ontario ports returned to
the United States through Manitoba ports. Table 2,
Section II, shows that the majority of these cars,
namely 4,892, had entered through the Western
Ontario ports of Fort Frances, Pigeon River and
Rainy River. More than 74 per cent of these motor-
ists had remained in Canada 3 days or more., Almost
98 per cent of the long-term traffic travelling
between Ontario and Manitoba entered or departed
from Ontario through the three Western Ontario
ports mentioned above. Of the 3,620 long-term auto-
mobiles entering through Western Ontario ports and
leaving through ports in Manitoba more than 76 per
cent ‘entered at Fort Frances. The most popular
route of travel was between Fort Frances and
Emerson with 62 per cent of the long-term traffic
from Ontario to Manitoba using this route.

The total travel in the opposite direction was
a little heavier and amounted to 5,047 automobiles.
Out of this number, 3,835 vehicles or some 76 per
cent had remained in Canada 3 days or longer. The
proportion of long-term automobiles departing
through ports in Western Ontario amounted to 98
per cent of all entries travelling from Manitoba to
Ontario. The favourite route of long-term travel,
as was the case in the opposite direction, was
between Emerson and Fort Frances, and was used
by 69 per cent of all automobiles in this classi-
fication. Some 3,143 cars entered Emerson and left
through Western Ontario ports; this number rep-
resents 82 per cent of all long-term traffic between
Manitoba and Ontario.

The interchange of traffic between Manitoba
and Saskatchewan was almost the same as in 1957.
Of all foreign automobiles entering the province in
1958 a total of 1,056 returned to the United States
via ports in Saskatchewan. About 83 per cent of
this traffic was of long-term nature, as compared
with 84 per cent long-term traffic in 1957. The
most popular route was between Emerson,Manitoba
and North Portal, Saskatchewan, when 21 per cent
of the long-term automobiles travelled in this
direction. Another 20 per cent of this traffic en--
tered at Boissevain and left at North Portal, while
18 per cent travelled between Emerson and Regway.
The number of long-term automobiles entering at the
two ports of Emerson and Boissevain in Manitoba and
leaving through the ports of North Portal and Regway
in Saskatchewan accounted for 65 per cent of the
long-term traffic fr9m Manitoba to Saskatchewan.

The inter-provincial travel between Manitoba
and Alberta amounted to 960 automobiles in 1958,
and over 97 per cent of this number were on trips
lasting 3 days or longer. This proportion is also
unchanged from the previous year. The busiest
routes lay between Boissevain and Emerson,
Manitoba and the three Alberta ports of Carway,
Chief Mountain and Coutts, altogether handling 92
per cent of all long-term entries in Manitoba leaving
through Alberta ports. Of those entering Canada at
Emerson, 32 per cent left via Carway, 29 per cent
through Chief Mountain, and 18 per- cent through
Coutts. Some 13 per cent of the entries in the long-
term classification at Boissevain left through the
three Alberta ports just described.

STATEMENT 7. Non-Resident Automobiles Travelling on Customs Permits?, Percentage of Volume,
Classified According to Length of Stay in Canada by Province of Entry, 1938

Length of stay in Canada
Province of entry
1 day 2 days 3 days and over
per cent

Maritimes 42.8 13.8 43.4
Quebec 32.1 21.9 46.0
Ontario ... 38.8 21.2 40.0
Manitoba 31.2 18.17 50.1
Saskatchewan 21.4 14.5 64.1
ALDEIA .oonrereeccietrentnereir e senerseesesaneeaneses 18.3 13.0 68.17
British Columbia and Yukon Territory .... 25.3 23.5 51.2
Canada 35.7| 20.7 43.6

1 Exclusive of commuters, summer residents and locals.
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An analysis of the traffic between Saskat-
chewan and Manitoba shows that 1,177 automobiles,
or 5 per cent of all entries through ports in Saskat-
chewan -returned to the United States through ports
in Manitoba. About 88 per cent of this traffic was
of long-term nature. Furthermore the traffic on the
routes between North Portal and Regway, tu Bois-
sevain and Emerson amounted to 67 per cent of
all automobiles of this classification travelling
from Saskatchewan to Manitoba, and this amount
was slightly higher than the corresponding traffic
in the opposite direction. This was due mainly to
the fact that almost twice as many automobiles
travelled east between North Portal and Emerson
as travelled west between these two ports. Out of
the entries through North Portal 35 per cent returned
to the United States through Emerson and 18 per
cent through Boissevain. Some 10 per cent of the
long-term traffic between Saskatchewan and Mani-
toba entered at Regway and left through Emerson.
Moreover, 6 per cent of all automobiles entering
ports in Saskatchewan returned to the United States
through ports in Alberta, and 93 per cent of the
1,352 cars travelling in this direction remained .in
Canada for 3 days or more. As was the case with
the exchange of traffic between Saskatchewan and
Manitoba, the most popular ports of entry for auto-
mobiles travelling west were North Portal and
Regway, and 67 per cent of these automobiles left
Canada via the three Alberta ports of Carway,
Chief Mountain and Coutts. More specifically, of
the long-term automobiles entering North Portal 20
per cent left through Carway, 16 per cent through
Coutts and 15 per cent through Chief Mountain; 12
per cent of the entries at Regway returned to the
United States by the three ports just mentioned.
Some 880 automobiles left -Canada through British
Columbia ports after- having entered via Saskat-
chewan, and 97 per cent of this traffic had taken 3

days or longer to complete the trip. The traffic
entering Saskatchewan-and leaving at Yukon Terri-
tory ports amounted to 508 automobiles, and all
took 3 days or more for their travel through Canada.

Some 1,421 cars entering Alberta on travellers’
vehicle permits returned to the United States through
ports in Manitoba, and 1,366 or 96 per cent of this
number were cars that had remained in Canada 3
days or more. The pattern of travel routes was
quite similar to that in the opposite direction, with
Carway, Chief Mountain and Coutts on the one hand
and Emerson or Boissevain on the other handling
95 per cent of all long-term traffic in this direction.
Of the cars leaving through Emerson, 31 per cent
had entered Canada through the port of Carway,
29 per cent through Chief Mountain and 17 per cent
through Coutts. Traffic between these three ports
of entry and the port of Boissevain amounted to 19
per -cent of the total long-term traffic from Alberta
to Manitoba. Vehicles entering Canada through
ports in Alberta and leaving via ports in Saskat-
chewan followed a similar pattern as the traffic to
Manitoba. Some 1,446 or 3 per cent of all entries
into Alberta travelled to the United States via ports
in Saskatchewan, and. out of this. number 1,333 or
92 per cent had remained in Canada 3 days or
longer. The most popular routes lay between the.
ports of Carway, Coutts and Chief Mountain on the
one hand and North Portal and Regway on the other.
In fact, the traffic moving through these two groups
of ports accounted for 75 per cent of the long-term
permit travel from Alberta to Saskatchewan. Out of
the automobiles leaving Canada through North
Portal, Saskatchewan, 23 per cent had entered
through Carway, 19 per cent through Coutts and 15
per cent through Chief Mountain; 17 per cent having
entered through these three ports returned to the
United States through Regway.

STATEMENT 8. Minimum Inter-Provincial Travel by Non-Resident Automobiles
Travelling on Custom Permitst Which Departed from Canada During the Four Months
June to September, 1955 - 1958

American cars leaving Canada Percentage of all cars
other tt){"lai %ﬁ%‘élgf ?antr leaving province
Province of entry y
1955 1956 1957 1958 1955 1956 1957 1958
per cent

" Atlantic PTOVINCES ......ccooeoeeveeveveeereseesnessens 7,580 7,127 7,435 7,078 7.2 6.4 6.8 5.8
QUEDEC ......vvvirirmecrnereereerernierersorenesissseescsessessasens 36,483 | 35,624 | 34,692 | 32,639 13.9 13.0 13.5 13.1
(07117: 3 1o 2R USURRRUURRRII 56,867 | 54,569 | 54,069 | 50,954 5.5 5.4 5.1 4.9
Manitoba .......cccieviriereeeie e 6,685 6,706 7,079 7.211 21.9 21.9 22.6 21.2
Saskatchewan ..........ccccovcveenvnneeeriiniscssrnenns 2,736 2,971 3,176 3.417 22.8 22.6 22.8 23.3
ALDETER .o...veeenrercee ettt s esees st s e ssess 16,191 | 17,803 | 17,520 | 19,449 48.17 52.1" 44.4 52.0
British Columbia and }{ukon Territory ..... 11,739 12,645 12,833 18,480 6.5 6.8 7.1 10.1
CANAGR .......ceievoees ettt 138,281 | 137,445 | 136, 804 | 139, 228 8.3 8.3 8.1| 8.3

! Exclusive of commuters, summer residents and locals.
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The exchange of foreign traffic between Alberta
and British Columbia accounted for about 27 per
cent of all entries into Alberta. This percentage
corresponds to a number of 12,275 automobiles
travelling on permits, and a total of 10,806 were on
trips of long-term nature. The number of automo-
biles in this classification travelling from Alberta
to British Columbia represents almost 34 per cent
of all long-term travel entering Alberta. The most
important route lay between Carway and Kingsgate
with 28 per cent of the vehicles using this route.
About 25 per cent of the traffic entered at Chief
Mountain and returned to the United States via
Kingsgate, but this represents a five month period
only, as Chief Mountain is closed for seven months
of the year. Some 8 per cent of the automobiles
entered at Coutts and left via Kingsgate, while out
of those entering Carway 4 per cent returned via
Pacific Highway and 3 per cent via Roosville,
British Columbia. During 1958 some 4,027 auto-
mobiles entering Canada through ports in Alberta
proceeded to Alaska via ports in the Yukon Terri-
tory. About 74 per cent of this group used the route
between Coutts, Alberta, and Snag Creek, Yukon
Territory. Some 21 per cent of the automobiles
entered at Carway and proceeded via Snag Creek
to Alaska.

During 1958, 9,015 automobiles or 3 per cent
of all entries through ports in British Columbia
returned to the United States via porte in Alberta;
91 per cent of this traffic was of long-term nature.
As in the opposite direction, the most popular
routes were between Kingsgate and the three Alberta
ports of Carway, Chief Mountain and Coutts, with
5,260 automobiles, or 64 per cent of all traffic
using these routes. More specifically, of the entries
at Kingsgate 31 per cent left through Carway, 25
per cent through Chief Mountain and 8 per cent
through Coutts; out of the other cars which returned
to the United States through these three ports in
Alberta, 8 per cent had entered at Pacific Highway,
7 per cent at Paterson and 5 per cent at Roosville.
In addition to the cars travelling from British
Columbia to Alberta, 4,764 proceeded to Alaska
via the Yukon Territory after having entered Canada
through ports in British Columbia. Some 90 per cent
of this traffic was in the 3 day and over classifica-
tion; cars staying less than 3 days in Canada rep-
resent traffic entering Canada at Pleasant Camp in
Northern British Columbia and proceeding to Snag
Creek, Yukon Territory. Of long-term automobiles

which left Canada through Snag Creek, 19 per cent
had entered at Aldergrove, 35 per cent at ‘Hunting-
don, 16 per cent at Osoyoos and 15 per cent at
Pacific Highway; this represents a number of 3,519
automobiles, or 82 per cent of all entries travelling
on the routes between these four British Columbia
ports and the port of Snag Creek.

Most of the automobiles entering Canada
through the Yukon Territory and returning to the
United States via ports in other provinces were on
their return trip from Alaska to other States of the
Union. In 1958 some 3,507 automobiles entered at
ports in the Yukon Territory and proceeded on to the
United States via ports in Alberta. The most popular
routes were between Snag Creek, where 97 per cent
of the traffic in this direction entered, and Coutts
and Carway with 71 per cent and 24 per cent of
all exits recorded at these ports. Traffic entering
through the Yukon Territory and proceeding to the
United States via ports in British Columbia amount-

.ed to 4,405 automohiles, out of which 88 per cent

had remained in Canada 3 days or longer. The
short-term traffic in this direction was made up
mainly of automobiles crossing .from Snag Creek,
Yukon Territory, to Pleasant Camp, British
Columbia. The majority of automobiles in the long-
term classification entered Snag Creek and pro-
ceeded to the United States via British Columbia
ports, particularly through the port of Huntingdon,
where 40 per cent of the entries from Snag Creek
crossed over to the United States. Other important
routes for this class of traffic were between Snag
Creek and the following ports: Osoyocos handling
16 per cent of this traffic; Pacific Highway 13 per
cent; and Aldergrove 11 per cent.

To sum up, the interchange of foreign auto-
mobile traffic in the long-term classification was
heaviest between the provinces of Quebec and
Ontario. In 1958, of the 777,932 long-term entries
into both provinces, 65,885 or some 8 per cent had
entered one of these two provinces and left through
the other. In Western Canada the proportion of long-
term automobiles entering through Alberta or British
Columbia and returning to the United States through
the alternate of the two provinces amounted to
some 11 per cent of all entries through ports in
both provinces; this represents 19,024 automobiles
out of a total of 176,774 entries into Alberta or
British Columbia.

Receipts from United States Travellers by Province of Entry

Although it is impossible to give an accurate
breakdown of receipts from American travellers
according to the provinces in which the expendi-
tures are made, estimates based on the province of
entry are presented in Statement 9. Data appearing
in this statement are not intended to be an accurate
portrayal of expenditures within the province con-
cerned, inasmuch as no allowance is made for
Americans travelling from one province to another
after they have entered Canada. Information avail-

able on customs permits makes it possible to as-
certain the number of motorists who leave Canada
by a province other than the one of entry, but there
is no way of determining what part of the expendi-
ture was made in the province of entry, the province
of exit, or in any interveuing province. The informa-
tion regarding province of destination, collected in
the special survey described elsewhere in this
report, seems to indicate that the net effects of
inter-provincial crossings are not too great in most
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provinces. When inter-provincial crossings are in-
terpreted in terms of vehicles rather than percent-
ages, any gain or loss for the various regions
would be considered negligible on the balance of
traffic. Less information is available on the pro-

vincial

distribution of non-automobile types of

transportation although it is evident that most
persons destined to Alberta by rail actually enter
Canada through other provinces but are recorded in

Alberta. :

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

1954 - 1958
Percentage of total
Province of entry
1954 1955 1956 19517 1958
per cent

7.9 7.7 7.9 7.5 8.7

18.1 17.4 18.3 18.3 18.1

50.5 53.6 51.5 50.4 50.7

2.6 2.7 3.0 3.0 2.9

1.9 1.5 1.6 1.3 1.6

2.8 3.0 2.8 3.7 3.0

16.2 14.1 14.9 15.8 15.0

CANAAA ..o crreeeerceriesesernesene s sen s ssneseeesenrassrnens 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0

! Subject to revision.
? Entering mainly through ports in New Brunswick.

Data appearing in Statement 9 are presented in
the form of percentages to facilitate an annual com-
parison. The provinces have remained in much the
same order of importance during the past five years.
On the basis of province of entry, Ontario has re-
ceived over 50 per cent of the receipts each year.
This year the Atlantic provinces reported a sub-
stantial increase in receipts, namely 8.7 per cent
or an increase of 1.2 per cent over 1957. In addi-

tion, Ontario and Saskatchewan also had small in-
creases. Meanwhile the other provinces showed
small decreases, particularly ~Alberta, British
Columbia and the Yukon Territory. A comparison of
the average length of stay for automobile traffic
covered by customs permits, and the average ex-
penditure per car, appears in Statement 13 and may
be of interest when examining the estimate of pro-
vincial receipts. ’

Receipts from United States Travellers in Canada During 1958 Classified
by Length of Stay in Canada ‘

In 1958 the total number of entries into Canada
by residents of the United States amounted to 28.5
million, an insignificant decrease of less than one
half of one per cent when compared with the figure
for 1957. This figure includes the travellers who
stay for weeks or months, as well as many resi-
dents of border communities who may enter Canada
frequently during the year for short visits. These
short-term visits are particularly numerous in the
Windsor-Detroit and the St. Stephen-Calais areas,
where close social and economic relationships
exist. The short-term visits continue to account for
just over 84 per cent of the total volume of traffic
entering Canada. However, low average expendi-
tures diminish their importance as a source of

travel receipts. In 1958 they c¢ontributed 23 per cent
of the total receipts from foreign travellers in
Canada, approximately the same proportion as
in 1957.

In Statement 10, visits of two days or less are
grouped under one section as ‘‘Short-term Traffic’’
and visits of longer duration are shown as ‘‘Long-
term Traffic’’. In 1958 there were 4.5 million visits
over 48 hours in duration, or percentagewise 15.6
per cent of the total visits, and was practically the
the same as the previous year. At the same time,
expenditures by this group dropped by 5 per cent
but, nevertheless, accounted for 76.8 per cent of
the total receipts for the year.
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STATEMENT 10. Expenditures of United States Travellers in Canada by Length of Stay, 1958

. Number of Per cent < Per cent
Mode of travel persons of grand total | Expenditures | ¢ 0pgng total
% $ %
Short-term traffic:
Automobile:
Non-permit or local traffic .. rresssestesaesinsanssaransaas 11,541,400 40.45 30, 952, 500 10. 00
Customs permit holders:
COMIMULETS ...ceervereecrsnncossnessssssnrsossisssussosessssssssasssassasaes 10, 800 0.04 998, 600 0.32 .
Locals .....cccoeeee 32,400 0.11 7178, 100 0.25
Repeat triPs ..o 3,644,400 12.177 - -
Other:
1 day's stay 2, 832,000 9.93 8,082, 900 2.61
2 days’ stay 1,501,200 5.26 10, 724, 700 3.417
Rail, in transit .......... 308, 100 1.08 - -
BUS, in transit ........cccceeiinnseniininnneenies 52,700 0.19 158, 200 0.05
Aeroplane, in transit ........ceccecervcevcnrecnennmsnmsssssssisnnses . 9, 400 0.03 28,100 0.01
Other travellers (pedestrians, local bus etc.) .....ccceenn. 4,147,900 14.54 20,070, 300 6.49
TOtAL......c.eeeerreeereneesernineressssnnissesesssanenssesssssosssasossronss 24, 080, 300 84.40 1, 793,400 23.20
Long-term traffic:
Automobile:
Customs permit holders:
Summer reSIdents ...iciirveereneeressisisiniosnsionaseesssenie 19, 600 0.07 2,922, 800 0.95
Other:
More than 2 days’ stay 3,080,100 10.80 { 117,315,900 37.92
Rail.. 342, 9500 1.20 34,1715, 400 11.22
BUS ....cccrinne 317,200 1.11 26,124,100 8. 44
Aeroplane.. reeersestnrearestesssataesbteses s isaaesesrar st aenbsabntaas 358, 700 1.26 41,409, 700 13.38
BOAL ..vivveireenressserisssnsuseisnemssssssssesesrsssssssssrssssssssssssssesssn 331, 900 1.16 15,114,200 4.89
Total.......cccocrnvrernee rererenersssessssentaeses 4,450,400 15.60 | 237,602,100 76. 80
Grand total ....... “ 28,530, 700 100.00 | 309,395,500 100. 00

Tables 1 and 1A for the year 1958 show the
pattern of American automobile traffic in Canada for
vehicles that require travellers’ vehicle permits. The
method of tabulation makes it possible to examine in
considerable detail this type of traffic according to
length of visit. In 1958 motorists entering Canada on
travellers’ vehicle permits contributed 46 per cent
of the receipts from residents of the United States
travelling in Canada. When compared with similar
tables for previous years, data appearing in Tables 1
and 1A show little change in general behaviour.
Again, as in former years, there was a marked de-
crease in the number of permits and travellers as
the length of stay increased. However, the eight-day,
fifteen-day and one-month levels, although down
slightly from 1957, are still popular periods of stay.

Statement 11 groups the entrants on travellers’
vehicle permits according to length of stay in
Canada. The average length of stay for automobiles
in the group 3-7 days continues to be the same as
in the preceding two years. On the other hand, the
average of the group staying 8-14 days was 9.9
days in 1958, the same as in the years prior to
1957. Meanwhile, there was a decided change in
the average length of stay for the groups staying
15 days and over, namely 47.3 days, down 3.4 days
from the two previous years. This, no doubt, ex-
plains the decrease in the over-all average
where the length of stay declined from 5.30 days
in 1957 to 5.01 days in 1958.

STATEMENT 11. Average Visit of Non-Resident Motorists Travelling in Canada on
Customs Permits® Classified as a Per Cent of Total Entries, 1956-1938

Length of stay Average length of stay Per cent of total entries
(Days) 1956 1957 1958 1956 1957 1958
per cent

1 1.0 1.0 1.0 35.3 35.4. 35.7
2 2.0 2.0 2.0 20.9 20.7 20.7
3- 1.. 4.3 4.3 4.3 30.1 30.0 30.2
8-14 9.9 9.8 9.9 9.3 9.3 9.1
15 and over ... 50.7 50.7 47.3 4.4 4.6 4.3
TOLR] ...oeeeeericreenereerionisosessssnasessarsssansanses 5.22 5.30 5.01 100.0° 100.0 100.0

1 gxclusive of commuters, summer residents and locals,



20 DOMINION BUREAU OF STATISTICS

. Au examination of the average length of visit
during the past 12 years (excluding special groups
such as summer residents, commuters, etc.) reveals
the following:

Year Average length of

- A comparison of the distribution of entries ac-
cording to length of stay is also shown in Statement
11, There was little change in the distribution in
1958, with slight increases in the one-day and 3-7
days traffic, while, on the other hand, the groups
staying 8-14 days and 15 days and over registered
comparable decreases.

Statement 12 indicates the relative importance
of each group from an expenditure standpoint. As in
the two previous years, the group staying 3-7 days
accounted for roughly 41 per cent of the expendi-
tures from residents of other countries travelling
on customs permits. Next in order of importance was

visit in days the group who spent 8-1;4 days e}nd contributed
26.7 per cent of the receipts, an increase of 1.2

per cent as compared with 1957. The group staying

5.39 15 days and over was far more important in terms
5.28 of receipts than in volume. In volume they con-
4.99 stituted approximately 4 per cent, while they con-
4.80 tributed just over 18 per cent of the total receipts,
4.51 although both percentages are lower than in 1957.
4.62 On the other hand, the group staying only one day
4.58 made up 35.4 per cent of the volume but contributed
4.69 just about 5 per cent of the receipts and, further-
5.08 more, the two-day group was recorded as nearly 21
9.22 per cent of the volume, yet only accounted for close
55)3(1) to 8 per cent of the receipts. In addition, these

percentages compare very closely to the figures for
1957, Statement 12 also records the average ex-
penditure per car per day according to the length
of stay. In 1958, all groups showed an increase
in average expenditure per car per day, ranging
from 0.3 per cent in the two-day group to 9.6 per
cent in the 8-14 day group. As a result, the over-
all average expenditure per car per day was raised
from $10.21 in 1957 to $10.95 in 1958, an increase
of 7.2 per cent.

STATEMENT 12. Average Expenditures of Non-Resident Motorists Travelling in Canada
on Customs Permits! Classified by Length of Visit, 1956~ 1958

- . Per cent
: Average expenditure change .in
Per cent of total expenditures per car per day average
Length of stay exp.
(Days) per car
1956 19517 1958 1956 19517 1958 per day
in 1957
per cent - dollars %
) ST 5.3 5.6 5.8 8.10 8.55 8.98 +5.0
2 i, 7.9 7.7 7.1 10. 24 10. 16 10.19 4+0.3
3- 1. v . 41.4 41.3 41.4 17.40 17.26 17.51 +1.4
8-14 .. 25.6 25.5 26.17 15.12 14.94 16.37 +9.6
15 8nd OVEr ..ccovcrverrnrareerens . 19.8 19.9 18.4 4.76 4.65 4.94 +6.2
Total ................. 100.0 100.0 100.0 10. 37 10. 21 10. 95 +7.2

! Exclusive of commuters, summer residents and locals.

Statement 13 shows a comparison of the length
of stay and average expenditure per car per day by
province of exit for the past three years. As in the
preceding two years, again cars leaving Canada
through ports in Saskatchewan had spent more time
in Canada than cars leaving through the other prov-
inces and, furthermore, their average expenditure
per car per day increased from $9.57 in 1957 to
$11.14 in 1958. Although cars leaving Canada

through ports in the province of Quebec once more
averaged the shortest visits in 1958, on the other
hand, it was the only province to record an in-
crease, as decreases in the length of stay occurred
in all other provinces. British Columbia, with an
increase over 1957, continued to have the highest
average expenditure per car per day, and the At-
lantic provinces still had the lowest.
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STATEMENT 13. Average Expenditures of Non-Resident Motorists Travelling in Canada
on Customs Permits? Classified by Province of Exit, 1956 - 1958

Length of stay Average expenditure
(Days) per ear per day
Province of exit
1956 1957 1958 1956 1957 1958
dollars
Atlantic Provinees ..., 10.3 9.7 8.5 8.173 8.39 8.36
QUEDEC cevvvererniiecrirnenreerersniessraes seeersasesssnenesesans . 4.5 4.4 4.5 12.15 12.33 12.30
[07117:1 5 1 TR, rereresreraeesrreaae s e anesaen 4.8 4.9 4.7 9.00 8.82 9.61
MANILODA .veirrieirirerererensrneinresssstesesessaneesessennans 6.9 7.3 6.4 10.56 10.47 11.23
SASKALCHEWAN .covveeeerirneiccrersctescssiennessnstenecsens 10.8 9.9 9.5 9.02 9. 517 11.14
ALDEIER .everererrereersrsseriesssnsnsneansessensaasanassnsssssans 8.2 7.6 7.3 12.98 14.12 14.00
British Columbia and Yukon Territory .. 5.0 5.1 4.8 15. 60 14.99 15.617
(0771 7:7 £ ST RN 5.2 5.3 5.0 10.37 10.21 10.93

1 Exclusive of commuters, summer residents and locals.

Special Survey of Non-Resident Travel Behaviowr in Canada

This survey was introduced in 1955 on an ex-
perimental basis to discover some of the patterns
of behaviour of non-resident travellers in Canada,
The valuable results gained from it warranted a
further expansion of its objectives, and in sub-
sequent years data on geographical distribution and
seasonal patterns were included as well.

Actually, non-resident motorists are questioned
about their irips to Canada in two ways. First, on
leaving Canada, they must surrender triplicate
copies of travellers’ vehicle permits issued origi-
nally by the Canadian customs officials at ports of
entry. These permits indicate the length of stay,
recorded directly by the ports of entry and exit,
and they also contain the replies to questions on
expenditures in Canada.

Secondly, information is gathered through
special mail questionnaires sent to non-resident
motorists who have visited Canada during the year.
The names of persons to be questioned are care-
fully selected to attain a representative sample;
of course, the information gained from such a method
is far more detailed, and produces data on purpose
of visit, accommodation used in Canada, a break-
down of expenditures for various purposes and total
expenditures in Canada, the length of visit at
destination and en route to Canada, and the approxi-
mate mileage in Canada. Since 1956 it has also
asked for comments on favourable and unfavourable
impressions and whether it was a first trip to
Canada.

The general data on expenditure and length of
stay gathered by the first method, i.e., from permits
surrendered by non-resident motorists, are duplicat-
ed by the sampling method, and thus provide some
check as to the validity of the sampling results in

these respects. But the importance of the latter
method lies in the fact that it provides particular
details and breakdowns on purpose of trip, accom-
modation, mileage, destination, etc. rather than a
basis for estimates on expenditure in Canada, or
length of stay. The length of stay, of course, ap-
pears as the correct figure on the travellers’ vehicle
permits because of the date stamps at the ports of
entry and exit whereas on the questionnaires this
information, at times, could be mis-stated.

As in the previous year, in 1958 again some

128,000 special sampling questionnaires were sent
out. The names were selected from the returned
vehicle permits by maintaining a proportion to the
pattern of the geographical and seasonal frequency
in which these permits accumulated at the various
ports in all provinces across Canada. The selection
was restricted to motorists travelling on permit
since they represent the most important group as to
outlay per type of transportation used. They con-
tributed almost 46 per cent of the receipts from
residents of the United States during 1958, and
over 85 per cent of this proportion came forth from
those staying three days and over. This fact was
taken into proportionate account as well when the
samples were chosen.

Response

About 30 per cent of the persons questioned
in this survey responded by completing and return-
ing the questionnaires, which represents an amount
of almost 39,000, The largest percentage of answers
was received from April to September, while during
the first and fourth quarters the proportion of the
replies was below the yearly average. Of the mail
questionnaires sent out in the third quarter, 32 per
cent were completed and returned, whereas out of
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those mailed from January to March the response
only amounted to 22 per cent. Again, a great many
of those who did respond (88.5 per cent) had re-
mained in Canada three days and over, but it should
be kept in mind that the results of the sampling
survey did not quite coincide with the pattern of
length of stay determined by the travellers’ vehicle
permits. In this respect, the results obtained by
this special survey are not representative of all
traffic entering Canada on travellers’ vehicle
permits,

Proportion of Adults

The survey on the breakdown between children
and adults revealed a higher proportion of adults.
Similar to the previous survey, again in 1958 some
77 per cent of the persons covered by the question-
naires were adults. On a provincial basis, exclud-
ing the Yukon Territory, the largest percentage of
children was observed in Ontario. Questionnaires
indicating Nova Scotia as the province of entry had
the highest percentage of adults, followed by
Quebec and New Brunswick. When this breakdown
was tabulated according to purpose of travel,
questionnaires reporting business had the lowest
percentage of children. The fact that children were
listed on questionnaires reporting business seems
to suggest that the purpose of trip was bhusiness for
the head of the household and the other members of
the family merely accompanied the husband or
father for the trip.

When the total number of adults and the total
number of children were analyzed by purpose of
trip, the tabulations indicated that 72 per cent of
all adults listed recreation, 21 per cent listed visits
to friends or relatives, and about 6 per cent listed
business as purpose of trip. Similarly, out of all
children 75 per cent travelled for recreation, almost
22 per cent travelled to visit friends or relatives,
and the remaining 3 per cent listed all other reasons.
On a quarterly basis, the percentage of children in
the third quarter was much higher than that of any
other season of the year. Of all persons listed on

the questionnaires in the third quarter over 28 per
cent were children; this would indicate an emphasis
on family vacations during that period. In the first
quarter the ratio was 157 children to 843 adults out
of every 1,000 persons, as compared with 112 to
888 in the second and 125 to 875 in the fourth
quarter.

First Trip

Nearly 14 per cent of the respondents visited
Canada for the first time in 1958, while this figure
was 15 per cent in 1957, and 17 per cent in 1956.
The largest percentage of ‘‘newcomers’’ had en-
tered through ports in Alberta and the Yukon Ter-
ritory, where 24 and 27 per cent respectively in- -
dicated a ‘‘first trip’’. ‘Some 17 per cent of the re-
spondents entering through Quebec ports had arrived
for the first time, while this proportion was 14 per
cent for Manitoba and 12 per cent for Ontario. The
smallest percentage of ‘‘first visits’’ was reported
by motorists entering New Brunswick, where only
eight visitors out of every hundred had not visited
Canada before. Close to 11 per cent of the visitors
to Nova Scotia arrived there for the first time. On a
seasonal basis these proportions showed slight
variations. From July to September, 16 per cent of
all respondents were new visitors, and in the sec-
ond quarter the proportion was 11 per cent. During
the first and fourth quarters 7 and 9 per cent re-
spectively were on ‘‘first visits’’.

When first and repeat visits were tabulated
according to purpose of trip, about 18 per cent of
the respondents giving recreation as the purpose
also reported their first visit to Canada. The
smallest proportion of ‘‘first visits'’ was specified
by persons shopping with only 3 per cent being
recorded in this category. ‘‘First visits’’ to Canada
were reported by 7 per cent of those who visited
friends ar relatives, 8 per cent of the respondents
on business, 12 per cent by persons listing educa-
tion as purpose of trip, and 24 per cent in the resi-
dual category of ‘‘other’’ purposes.

STATEMENT 14, Purpose of Visit! Reported by American Motorists Visiting Canada,
Compiled Quarterly, Special Survey 1958

Percentage of questionnaires reporting main purpose of trip
Visiting
Business | Education | Shopping | Recreation f:éf:&‘s, egr Other
per cent
First qUAarter .......cocvceeerveiensnineee e ceceeeeenne 20.8 0.2 0.2 37.17 38.17 ’ 2.4
Second QUATLET ......ccccveviiiiiionieieiesaerenessrennens 16.4 0.3 0.2 48.8 32.0 2.3
Third quarter .......ccccevevveeenennes everertereeinraneeeenanes 2.3 0.1 0.1 81.0 15.1 0.8
Fourth QUATLET .......ccocvrntrecuennreneineereeessressenenes 13.3 0.1 0.2 44.6 31.8 4.0
Year ; 7.6 0.2 0.1 67.6 22.9 1.8

1 All questionnaires reporting purpose of trip and 3 days or more in Canada.
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Puwrpose of Visit

An arrangement of the data according to pur-
pose of visit to Canada showed that over ‘81 per
cent of the questionnaires reported one purpose of
trip, and the remainder reported two or more pur-
poses. When the data on the questionnaires reporting
more than one purpose are weighted according to
purpose of trip and added to the compilations of the
one-purpose questionnaires, it is found that almost
68 per cent of the respondents who had visited
Canada for three days or more had undertaken their
trips for the purpose of recreation. The comparable
figure for 1957 was between 63 and 64 per cent,
as compared with nearly 82 per cent in 1956. How-
ever, it must be kept in mind that the 1956 mailing
list was assembled from permits surrendered during
the months of July and August when a high per-
centage of persons were on annual vacations.
Furthermore, the 1956 survey did not provide for
seasonal patterns, while in 1957 and 1958 a sea-
sonal distribution was attempted and, as Statement
14 .illustrates, the reasons for travelling varied
considerably with the time of year. During the third
quarter of 1958, 81 per cent of all respondents
travelling in Canada were on recreation, as com-
pared with between 74 and 75 per cent in the third
quarter of 1957. Recreation was a lesser attraction

in the first quarter when only about 38 per cent
listed it as a reason, and in the fourth quarter it
was given by only 45 per cent.

On an annual basis, the next important reason
for travelling was visiting friends or relatives, but
again there appeared seasonal deviations from the
annual mean. During the calendar year, some 23 per
cent of the visitors to Canada came for this reason,
while the proportion was 39 per cent in the first
quarter, the highest percentage given for any purpose
in that period. Moreover, 378 out of every 1,000 per-
sons visited friends or relatives during the fourth
quarter, 320 during the second and 157 during the
third. Travel for the purpose of business accounted
for almost 8 per cent of all purposes listed during
1958, but again there existed seasonal variance. [n
the first quarter about 21 per cent of the visits were
reported for this reason, which is a 6 per cent in-
crease over the comparable proportion in 1957. The
percentages of business trips reported during the other
quarters resemble those of 1957; they accounted for
roughly, 16 per cent in the second quarter, 2 per cent
in the third, and 13 per cent in the last three months
of 1958. Shopping, education and ‘‘other’’ purposes
not specified were responsible for less than 2 per
cent of the visits to Canada, and seem to be of
little importance in attracting foreign visitors.

STATEMENT 15. Purpose of Visit* Reported by American Motorists Visiting Canada,
by Province of Entry, Special Survey 1958

Percentage of questionnaires reporting main purpose of trip
Province of entry Visiting
Business | Education | Shopping | Recreation| friends or Other
relatives
per cent

NOVE SCOLIB..cceirriccieiricriiiiieecessrsisrsavnrnneneeserones 2.7 - - 8.9 18.2 0.2
New BrunswicK.......ccvveeercrennneniecceens eeeerrereererens 3.0 0.3 0.1 65.0 31.3 0.3
QUEDEC . ccerieernreirirerererorrarersstesssnnmasssssossanessssnssenes 1.9 0.3 0.1 61.1 29.1 0.9
[07117: 1 3 U J USRS 6.2 0.1 0.1 72.0 21.2 0.4
MANILODA .ociireirirreeririneneirersenerresasssenacssennennes 19.9 0.2 0.5 42.6 36.1 0.7
SASKALCHE WA ..ceveieririiiernieiinneerosccseaserssireneecne 13.17 0.3 - 43.3 37.6 5.1
ALDEITB.oeveereeeiictireerirereeeeienscsannssersssuossssassasennes 9.2 0.1 - 69.9 11.9 8.9
British Columbia ....ccceeverirrirecincannensninsnnnercseeene 12.9 0.2 0.3 64.3 20.1 2.2
YUKON TEITItOTY vrrceerivereneriinnssesensessssnsaneesascnnne 1.3 - - 3.2 0.7 94.8
CARAAR weeveoveeerrrnrerrenentersseeescmmsenesssctesssesassseses 7.6 0.2 0.1 67.6 22.9 1.6

t All questionnaires reporting purpose of trip and 3 days or more in Canada.

While Statement 14 shows the seasonal varia-
tions in motivation to travel, the same data were
arranged in Statement 15 to demonstrate the geo-
graphical distribution by province. On this basis,
almost 79 per cent of the visits to Nova Scotia
were for the purpose of recreation, with Ontario
reporting 72 per cent for this purpose, Alberta
nearly 70 per cent and New Brunswick 65 per cent.
These percentages, when compared to 1957, showed

an increase over the previous survey; while, on the
other hand, fewer persons in 1958 were inclined
to travel for the purpose of visiting friends or
relatives. In fact, Saskatchewan, though still re-
porting the highest percentage of this category for
all provinces, dropped from 43 per cent in 1957 to
38 per cent in this survey. In addition, noticeable
decreases are shown for all provinces, and it is
notable that respondents who had entered througd
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Alberta were concerned with visiting friends or
relatives only to the extent of 12 per cent. Mani-
toba, with almost 20 per cent had the highest rate
of business visits; more than double the proportion
received in 1957. The other provinces showed only
slight variations in the pattern observed in the
previous survey; such as Saskatchewan with nearly
14 per cent who reported business trips and British
Columbia with about 13 per cent. On the whole, a
considerably larger proportion of the visits to the
Western Provinces were for business reasons than
in Eastern Canada.

Destinations

One section of this survey dealt with the study
of regional patterns of destinations in Canada re-
ported by noa-resident motorists according to their
province of entry. Only data from the three-day and
over group were used in the compilations since it
was assumed that the short-term traffic was to the
greatest extent of local nature. Data showing des-
tinations bevond the province of entry do not neces-
sarily bear a close relation to the expenditures or
‘duration of visit, because of the great diversity of
routes and varying circumstances involved. Origi-
nally, only a geographical survey of this material
was done, but in 1957 a breakdown of the volume of
traffic was initiated on a seasonal basis, and in
1958 this distribution was examined again. Seasonal
tabulations by province indicate that data on des-
tination taken in any one of the quarters should not
be considered as representative of the year, and
provision for seasonal trends must be made in sur-
veys to determine provincial destinations by prov-
ince of entry. Accordingly, the results of the 1956
survey, derived from material gathered in July and
August, are suitable for comparisons for that quarter
only. Furthermore, when comparing previous surveys
on a geographical basis it must be kept in mind
that the ferry service from Bar Harbour, Maine, to
Yarmouth, Nova Scotia, which started in 1956, made
it possible for automobiles to enter Nova Scotia
direct from the United States, and thus did affect
the provincial distribution in the Maritimes.

For the most part, the tabulation of destina-
tions revealed that the annual geographical dis-
tribution for the aggregate of all provinces had
changed somewhat compared with 1957. It was
found that 21 motorists out of every 100 responding
had travelled beyond the province of their entry
into Canada, while in 1957 this was the case with
only 18. An examination on a seasonal basis,
showed that in the aggregate for all provinces some
14 per cent of the respondents gave destinations
beyond the province of entry during the first quarter,
the same ratio as in 1957. In the second quarter of
1958, 15 per cent did not remain, whereas in the
same period of 1957 only 7 per cent were destined
to areas outside their province of entry. The pro-
portion of persons leaving the province of entry
for other destinations in Canada was the highest
during the third quarter with 24 per cent, as com-
pared to 21 per cent for the same quarter in 1957.
In the fourth quarter out of every 100 entering a
province 17 travelled to areas beyond.

More specific tabulations on an annual basis
by province of entry and destination are shown in
Statement 16. Similar to the previous two surveys,
the province of destination as indicated by the
majority of the questionnaires, with the exception
of New Brunswick, was also the province of entry.
Over 35 per cent of the respondents crossing at
ports in New Brunswick listed destinations within
that province, compared with 40 per cent in 1957.
The largest proportion of respondents entering New
Brunswick ports went on to Nova Scotia, when the
ratio of this group increased from 32 per cent in
1957 to almost 37 per cent in 1958. Some 10 per
cent continued on to Prince Edward Island, 13 per
cent to Quebec, and nearly 2 per cent to Ontario.
Moreover, there were considerable seasonal changes
in this pattern. Of the motorists who proceeded to
other destinations in Canada 15 per cent went on
to Nova Scotia in the first quarter, 23 per cent in

‘the second, 41 per cent in the third, and 30 per

cent in the fourth quarter.

Of all motorists entering Nova Scotia via the
ferry service at Yarmouth, some 75 per cent listed
destinations in the province, between 3 and 4 per
cent continued on to Prince Edward Island, almost
5 per cent to New Brunswick, -3 per cent to Quebec
and more than 13 per cent indicated no particular
destination but merely ‘‘touring’’. A substantial
number of persons reporting to this survey during
the previous two years did not specify any partic-
ular destination, and so it was decided to tabulate
them separately in the 1958 survey under the head-
ing of ‘“touring’’. In the first quarter most question-
naires showing Yarmouth as the port of entry gave
destinations in Nova Scotia, in the second quarter
everyone reported destinations in the province, in
the last quarter some 90 per cent, while in the
summer months only 69 per cent remained within
the province. During this period between 4 and 5
per cent of the respondents entering Canada via
Yarmouth continued on to Prince Edward Island, 5
per cent went to New Brunswick, 4 per cent to
Quebec, 1 per cent to Ontario and 17 per cent did
not list any specific destination, indicating
““‘touring’’.

Some 83 per cent of all American motorists
entering Canada through Quebec ports gave des-
tinations within that province, slightly more than
8 per cent continued on to Ontario, and 7 per cent
did not specify their destinations. On a seasonal
basis, the proportion of visitors indicating to have
travelled to areas within the province was lower
during the summer than at any other time of the
year. In the first quarter almost 97 per cent did not
travel beyond the province; likewise, in the fourth
quarter between 90 and 91 per cent of the entries
reported destinations within Quebec. The propor-
tion of visitors proceeding to Ontario was highest
during the second and third quarters of the year;
similarly, touring without any particular destination
was reported by the largest percentage of respond-
ents during the summer months. The results of this
tabulation confirm the seasonal trends detected
during the previous survey.



TRAVEL BETWEEN CANADA AND OTHER COUNTRIES - 25

STATEMENT 16. Destination Reported by Motorists from the United States After Remaining Three
Days or Over in Canada, Special Survey 1958

Province of entry into Canada
Province of degtination
o Nt | Brusewiox| Quebee | Ontario | YaNT | Sekal | Awerta | BRISE | XIESY
per cent
Newfoundland .......ccceeneennen 0.19 0.87 0.06 0.03 - - - - -
Prince Edward Island........ 3.53. 9. 66 0.13 0.04 - - - - -
Nova Scotia .....ccmemeicseneneens 74.72 36.57 0.61 0.33 - - - 0.02 -
New Brunswick .... 4.65 35.01 0.52 0.18 - - - - -
Quebec 2.97 12.72 82.72 11.52 0.27 - 0.09 0.06 -
Ontario ..... 0.74 1.97 8.36 84.43 7.43 1.11 0.36 0.22 -
Manitoba - - 0.02 0.178 71.89 4.88 0.72 0.28 -
Saskatchewan .......c..eeeine - - 0.02 0.08 6.62 66. 30 2.33 0.73 0.61
Alberta .......cocoveeriinreissnnesanes - - 0.06 0.29 6.89 18.18 63.41 10.31 0.61
British Columbia................ - 0.04 0.15 0.11 3.38 2.22 10.94 82.15 0.61
Yukon Territory ....ccvemeenes - - - 0.01 - - 0.27 0.14 1.83
Northwest Territories ........ - - - - - - - 0.06 -
Touring (no destination
specified) 13.20 3.18 7.31 1.91 1.176 0.88 7.26 2.217 -
In transit! ....... - - 0.02 0. 05 1.76 6.43 14.26 3.62 -
In transit? .......cceneceencsnnnnas - - 0.02 0.24 - - 0.36 0.14 96. 34
Total 100. 00 100.00 | 100.00 | 100.00| 100.00 | 100.00 | 100.00 | 100.00 100.00

! In transit to Alaska.
2 In transit to United States.

In 1958 some 84 per cent of the visitors enter-
ing through ports in Ontario reported destinations
within the province, as compared with 86 per cent
in 1957; nearly 12 per cent proceeded to Quehec, 2
per cent reported touring without listing any specific
area, and the remaining small percentage travelled
on to either the other Canadian provinces, Alaska,
or destinations in the United States. The seasonal
proportions follow closely the annual pattern for
Ontario; only in the fourth quarter, a period of
relatively light travel, does the proportion of those
travelling beyond the province fall to almost 10 per
cent as compared with 16 per cent for the year. The
percentage of persons touring without listing any
specific destination was between 2 and 3 per cent
in the summer months. Statement 16 indicates on a
proportional basis that the province of Quebec re-
ceived more visitors who had entered through
Ontario and New Brunswick than enter Quebec
ports and leave for these two provinces. It should
be noted again, however, that this part of the sur-
vey dealt only with motorists who had indicated
trips of three-day duration or longer, and is not
representative for the.aggregate automobile permit
traffic.

Approximately 72 per cent of the respondents
entering through ports in the province of Manitoba
listed destinations within the province; over 7 per
cent proceeded to Ontario, as compared with 9 per

cent in 1957. The proportion of visitors continuing
on to Saskatchewan was also slightly lower in 1958
with only 7 per cent as compared with 9 per cent
in the previous year, but, on the other hand, almost
2 per cent more travelled on to Alberta, namely 7.
per cent of all enfries into Manitoba. Over 3 per
cent went on to British Columbia, and the same
proportion reported ‘‘touring’”’ and ‘‘in transit’’
travel combined. In the third quarter, a substantially
higher percentage of those entering through Mani-
toba left for other destinations, notably for Ontario
and Alberta when each received over 10 per cent of
the visitors crossing at Manitoba ports. While dur-
ing the summer period only 61 per cent stayed in
Manitoba, the percentages for the other three
quarters of the year were well above the annual
figure. From Statement 16 it is interesting to note
that the percentage of visitors entering through
Ontario and proceeding to Manitoba is much smaller
than the traffic in the opposite direction. However,
an examination of the actual volume of travel be-
tween the two provinces, indicates that three times
as many motorists leave Ontario for Manitoba than
leave Manitoba for Ontario.

Of the entries through Saskatchewan over 66
per cent gave destinations in that province, as
compared with 75 per cent in 1957; 18 per cent
continued on to Alberta; 5 per cent to Manitoba;
and 6 per cent indicated travel through to Alaska.
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On a quarterly basis the results of this survey
underline the seasonal trends discovered in the
previous survey.

In 1958 nearly 63 per cent of the visitors
entering through Alberta reported destination in the
province. On a seasonal comparison this proportion
was almost unchanged for all four quarters of 1958,
although the annual proportio. was some 10 per
cent less than in the previous year. This change
can be explained by the separate recording of re-
ports indicating ‘‘touring”’.

The proportions of entrants remaining in
British Columbia and those reporting destinations
in other provinces were practically unchanged when
compared to 1957, Some 82 per cent gave destina-
tions within the province, more than 10 per cent
proceeded to Alberta, and almost 4 per cent were
in transit to Alaska from the United States. In the
first quarter between 90 and 91 per cent of the
American motorists entering through ports in British
Columbia reported destinations in the province,
some 89 per cent remained there during the second
quarter, 77 per cent in the third, and 88 per cent
in the fourth quarter.

Over 96 per cent of the visitors entering
Canada at ports in the Yukon Territory weré in
transit from Alaska to the United States, but they
used different provinces of exit; out of this pro-
portion, 8 per cent returned to the United Staies
via Manitoba ports, 11 per cent through Saskat-
chewan, 37 per cent through Alberta and 43 per
cent crossed from Canada to the United States
at ports in British Columbia. Similarly, visitors
‘travelling through Canada from the United States
to Alaska entered Canada at different ports. Almost
all proceeded through the Yukon Territory, but
about 44 per cent had entered Canada at British
Columbia ports, 41 per cent at Alberta ports, 8
per cent in Saskatchewan, and the remainder in
Manitoba, ‘Ontario and Quebec before continuing on
to Alaska through the Yukon Territory.
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Types of Accommodation

In tabulating the data obtained from the ques-
tionnaires according to type of accommodation used
in Canada, it must be kept in mind that this survey
is concerned only with automobile traffic entering
Canada on travellers’ vehicle permits; non-automo-
bile fraffic is not included. Also, accommodation
used will be affected to some extent by the type
available in certain areas. For instance, the motel
and motor court facilities have expanded more
rapidly in some provinces than in others and, being
more readily available, may have attracted a greater
proportion of travellers.

The results of these tabulations indicate that
motor courts or motels again were the best liked
type of accommodation for motorists, which under-
lines the pattern established in the previous sur-
veys from 1955 to 1957. Out of every 1,000 motor-
ists in 1958, 293 were accommodated by motels or
motor courts, as compared with 298 in 1957 and
304 in 1956. It was also shown that almost 24 per
cent stated to have stayed with friends or relatives,
which is almost the same proportion as 1957, It
may be noted that although only 23 per cent of the
respondents checked visiting friends or relatives
as purpose of trip, on the other hand, almost 24 per
cent stated to have stayed with them during their
trip. Accordingly, some having been accommodated
by friends or relatives listed other purposes of trip
than primarily such visits. Hotels or resorts fol-
lowed in importance and were chosen by a little
over 20 per cent of allrespondents, a figure virtually
unchanged when compared with 1957. Tourist homes
attracted only 34 out of every 1,000 motorists as
compared with 41 in the previous year. Vacation
cottages, continuing in popularity, again received
almost 14 per cent of all motorists in this survey.
During the last three years the proportion of persons
camping out has changed little, and in 1958 it
represented 6.3 per cent of the total; trailer coaches
and other types of accommodation were used by
about 3.5 per cent.

STATEMENT 1%7. Accommodation Used by Motorists from the United States While Travelling
in Canada® Compiled Quarterly, Special Survey 1958

M e
H%trel couggoér Tourist | Vacation | Camp Trailer eré::itSm or Other
resort motel home cottage out coach | "elatives
per cent
First quarter ......cccceveuvvneeenne 38.9 20.5 2.5 0.5 2 0.1 34.1 ‘3.4
Second quarter ...........cccevevens 23.3 27.2 2.0 11.3 4.4 0.6 28.3 2.9
Third quarter .....covvveirennenns 17.5 31.8 4.2 16.3 7.8 1.4 19.4 1.6
Fourth quarter ...........ccccn...... 20.8 22.17 2.3 8.7 3.6 0.7 35.8 5.4
b (- T 20.1 29.3 3.4 13.7 6.3 1.1 23.7 2.4

! Automobile visits of 3 days or over in Canada.
2 Less than 0.1 per cent.
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Statement 17 illustrates how the type of ac-
commodation used varied with the time of the year

in which the trip was undertaken. During the winter -

months the highest proportion of our visitors stayed
in hotels or resorts. In the first quarter of 1958, 39
per cent of all persons stayed in hotels, while 34
per cent were accommodated by friends or relatives,
and between 20 and 21 per cent used motels. The
preference for the hotel declined somewhat during
the second quarter reaching a minimum in the third
quarter, but during the fourth quarter a partial re-
covery was observed. The popularity of the motor
courts or motels followed almost the opposite pat-
tern according to the season of the year. Motels
provided accommodation for our visitors to the
greatest extent during the summer months, whereas
they were at their minimum of importance during the
first and fourth quarters of 1958. Friends or rel-
atives provided for a comparatively high ratio of
our visitors at all seasons of the year, except dur-
ing the third quarter when other types like fourist
homes, trailer coaches, vacation cottages and
camping out attracted their peak proportions for the
year. Use of vacation cottages during the third
quarter gained somewhat in popularity when com-
pared with 1957, and it is evident that the season
of the year had direct influence on the number of
persons using this type of lodging. In general, the
seasonal patterns for 1958 followed quite closely
the trend observed in the 1957 survey.

Types of Accommodation by Purpose of Trip

The purpose for which the trip was undertaken
represents another factor influencing the type of
lodging used. For instance, persons travelling for
business reasons preferred hotels to all other types
combined, and out of every 1,000 persons giving
business as the purpose of trip in this survey 528
had stayed in hotels, 313 had used motels or motor
courts, 71 had depended on friends or relatives and
the remainder used other accommodation. Moreover,
hotels were used more frequently during the first
qudrter of 1958 by persons travelling for this pur-
pose in Canada than during the other three quarters
of the year and, besides, the seasonal trend for
the use of hotels described in the previous para-
graph is evident also with persons on business.
Persons on recreation, who represent the largest
group of visitors to Canada, were more diversified
in their choice of lodging. On an annual basis
about 35 per cent stayed in motor courts or motels,
22 per cent hotels or resorts, and 21 per cent in
vacation cottages. Over 9 per cent of this group
camped out, between 4 and 5 per cent used tourist
homes, and the remainder stayed with friends or
relatives, lived in trailer coaches or used other
types of accommodation. On a seasonal basis,
almost two-thirds of this group used hotels or resorts
in the first quarter, while 24 per cent stayed in
motels. During the remainder of the year, vacation
cottages provided lodging for more than 20 per cent
of this group, while the share of visitors in hotels
dropped to 22 per cent in the second, 21 per cent in
the third and 23 percent in the fourth quarter. Motels
attracted as high as 37 per cent of the volume of

persons on recreation in the third quarter. Of the
visitors to Canada who had indicated visiting
friends or relatives as the purpose of trip, 76 per
cent obtained accommodation in their homes, about
13 per cent stayed in motels, 7 per cent in hotels,
and the remaining 4 per cent used all other types
of lodging. Obviously persons in this group listed
accommodation en route, and possibly there were
instances when friends or relatives would not be in
a position to provide for their visitors at destina-
tion. Persons who had indicated shopping, educa-
tion and other reasons for travelling in Canada
represented less than 2 per cent of the total volume
of visitors, and the lodgings used by these groups
were hotels to an extent of 47 per cent by shoppers,
motels by 49 per cent of ‘‘other’ travellers, and
miscelaneous types of accommodation like apart-
ments, rooming houses, etc., by visitors who had
come for education. Visitors of the three day and
over category who had combined several purposes
for the trip lived mostly with friends or relatives.

Types of Accommodation by Province of Entry

Not all provinces showed the same patterns in
providing the various types of lodging for their
visitors. But since this survey was concemed with
automobile permit travel alone, the most popular
type of accommodation for all provmces as in
1957, were motels or motor courts._It is likely,
however, that a survey including non-automoblle
traffic would indicate a much lower proportlon of
persons using this sort of lodging. In 1958 the
provincial proportions of the volume _of travellers
using motels ranged from almost 61 pe,,z%gent for the
Yukon Territory to close to 41 per cent for Nova
Scotia, the same for Alberta, 36 per cent for British
Columbia, 32 per cent for Quebec, 30"-'per cent for
New Brunswick, and about 25 per centx-.'for each of
Ontario, Manitoba and Saskatchewan. “The average
proportion of respondents using hotels in all prov-
inces was 20 per cent, but in Quebec close to 28
per cent of the volume of visitors specified this
type of lodging, which is a higher percentage than
that of any of the other provinces; this proportion
was higher than in 1857, but the increase during
1958 was relatively slight when compared with the
growth from 24 per cent in 1956 to 27 per cent in
1957. In most provinces the largest proportion of
their visitors stayed in hotels or resorts during the
first six months of the year, and for Quebec this
figure amounted to 53 per cent during the first
quarter, probably due to the popularity of the
Laurentian winter resorts. A smaller proportion of
the visitors to New Brunswick reported hotel ac-
commodation than in any of the other provinces,
and this proportion was as low as 11 and 10 per
cent respectively in the third and fourth quarters
of the year. Tourist homes were used by close to
10 per cent of the visitors to Nova Scotia, by 8
per cent in New Brunswick, and by 6 per cent in
Quebec. During the third quarter, the season of
heaviest travel, Nova Scotia tourist homes accom-
modated over 11 per cent of the visitors, while the
average for this kind of lodging in all provinces
during the third quarter was-only 4 per cent. Further-
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STATEMENT 18. Accommodation Used by Motorists from the United States While Travelling in Canada!
by Province of Entry, Special Survey 1938

- . : isitin
Province of entry H?)trel cl(\)dl?rtto;r Tl?g:nlgt \(I:ggta:glgn C:lftlp E)B:égr fr‘i,end_s ogr Other
resort motel relatives
per cent
Nova Scotia .......ccuureeee. 19.2 40.7 9.7 5.3 4.7 - 18.3 2.1
New Brunswick .... 12.0 30.2 7.7 7.2 8.0 0.9 30.2 3.8
QUeEbEC .....ivcevreieirieinreaes 27.8 32.0 6.1 .0 2.1 0.5 26.4 2.1
Ontario .....cceeecievecinraernens 17.9 25.5 3.0 21.1 5.4 0.6 23.5 2.4
Manitoba ........ccccovmicrerennnen. 23.17 25.1 0.5 6.9 6.7 1.6 33.0 2.5
Saskatchewan .......c.cccecen.. 18.8 25.0 0.7 9.4 7.1 1.6 34.6 2.8
AlLberta ......ccoveiiireerereneene 17.9 40.5 2.8 2.5 14.6 5.2 15.3 1.2
British Columbia ................ 24.17 36.3 0.9 2.9 10. 2 2.8 20.1 2.1
Yukon Territory .................. 17.3 60.7 - - 17.3 0.5 2.3 1.9
Canada ...........cocecvvueeennnen 20.1 29.3 3.4 13.7 6.3 1.1 23.7 2.4

! visits of 3 days or over in Canada.

more, this type of accommodation enjoyed little
popularity among the visitors to the Western Prov-
inces and, except for Alberta, the percentages were
negligible. Vacation cottages continued to be more
popular in Ontario than in dny of the other prov-
inces with almost 22 per cent of the respondents
using this type of lodging. During the third quarter
of 1958, 255 out of every 1,000 visitors covered by
this survey had stayed in Ontario vacation cottages.
The lowest proportions for this lodging were re-
ported by visitors entering Canada through Alberta,
British Columbia and Quebec during all quarters of
the year. Camping out was chosen more frequently
in Alberta and British Columbia than in any of the
other provinces except the Yukon Territory. In all
provinces east of Alberta less than 10 per cent of
the respondents camped out, while 17 per cent in
the Yukon Territory, 15 per cent in Alberta and 10
per cent in British Columbia made use of this type
of lodging. The trailer coach was used in similar
patterns, being preferred more in Alberta and British
Columbia than in the other provinces. As Statement
18 indicates there are considerable variations
between the different provinces in the proportion
of respondents staying with friends or relatives.
In Saskatchewan this kind of lodging was used by
almost 35 per cent of all persons, while those
entering through Alberta used it to the extent of
only 15 per cent, confirming the pattern observed
in the 1956 and 1957 surveys. However, there were
only minor changes per province in the percentage
of persons who stayed with friends or relatives
compared with the previous year; in fact, only the
Maritimes showed a slight fall in this category,
while the other provinces retained the same propor-
tions as in 1957.

Mileage

The mail questionnaires sent out for this
special survey also contained questions on the
approximate mileage travelled in Canada, tabula-

tions of which illustrated the change in the mileage
per length of stay. Respondents who had remained
in Canada for one day or less stated to have trav-
elled, on the average, some 153 miles per trip. The
distances reported varied with the time of the year,
and the longest ‘trips in this category were under-
taken in the third quarter, when the distances
amounted to 169 miles per trip.In the other quarters,
when the total one-day volume of permit travel was
relatively lower than in the third quarter, the mileage
reported per trip ranged from 118 in the fourth to
136 in the first and 149 miles in the second quarter.

Persons who had remained in Canada for two
days averaged 232 miles per trip in 1958, compared
with 237 miles in 1957. This decrease was notice-
able mainly during the third quarter when the aver-
age distance per report decreased from 283 miles
in 1957 to 266 in 1958. Shorter distances were
travelled during the other seasons, and motorists
in the first quarter indicated to have done merely
188 miles during their two-day trips in Canada.

The mileages reported by motorists who had
stayed in Canada three days or more followed a
similar seasonal pattern when compared to the one
and two-day groups. The peak mileage was reached
during the third quarter, when respondents aver-
aged 768 miles per trip, about 10 miles less than
the 1957 survey had revealed, The tabulations
showed that the figure for this group .during the
first quarter was about 466 miles, 535 for the sec-
ond and 638 for the fourth. Properly weighted by
season, the annual average per trip travelled in
Canada by motorists responding to this survey was
688 miles, slightly less than the 697 mile average
for 1957. Comparisons with the results of the 1956
survey can just be made for the third quarter since
then the questionnaires were only sent out during
July and August. During that time the average mile-
ages per trip were about 2 per cent higher than
in 1958.
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STATEMENT 19. Average Mileage in Canada! as Reported by Motorists from the United States,
by Destination and Province of Entry, Special Survey 1958
Province of Province of First Second Third Fourth Year -
destination entry quarter quarter quarter quarter

Newfoundland ........cccecneees Newfoundland...........cccceerunnn - - - - -
Other Provinces... 2,000.0 3,000.0 2,341.3 1,386.0 2,195.3
(-1 1:: [- X IUPUSOI 2,000.0 3,000.0 2,341.3 1,386.0 2,195.3

Prince Edward Island.......... Prince Edward Island .......... - - - - -
. Other Provinces....... 676.0 1,125.5 1, 154. 1,151.9 1,143.1
Canada ....cccveieieeiinniiinin 676.0 1,125.5 1,154.7 1,151.9 1,143.1
Nova Scotis ....ccoeernievnnnnnnnns Nova Scotia ...... 1,155.0 628. 2 1,031.5 765. 6 938. 2
Other Provinces 1,419.6 1,385.1 1,495.0 1,361.4 1,467.2
[07:1,1:7 |- N URORR ORI 1,341.8 1,059.0 1,362. 3 1, 149.5 1,303.5
New Brunswick .......cccceenneee New Brunswick 329.9 468.4 537.1 359. 4 476. 7
Other Provinces... 1,160.0 1,407.17 1,508.8 975.0 1,444.6
(01111 {- TR 527.6 564.9 663.0 372.7 576.3
QUEDEC ..o QUEDEC ..ovvvrriceiceeieiiiinneneees 288. 7 318.2 522.5 358.0 418.3
Other Provinces... 874.1 914.8 1,081.6 885.0 1,020.6
CANAAR ..ocvvererreeeeneeecereararenane 421.0 520. 4 784.0 485. 3 652. 4
(03114:1 5 1+ TR ORPPRO ONtario ....coovevieivennincninnens 439.8 486.9 541.0 522.6 523.5
Other Provinces... 648.5 779.0 992.9 1,003. 1 921.0
Canada .....cocecvereinnenniienenniran, 444.5 499.1 553. 8 535.9 535.8
Manitoba......ccccorvecnernnencnnene MANItobA ..oceecveeveeereeereecnane 216.6 362.8 509. 1 363. 1 428.6
Other Provinces... 880. 3 1,107.1 916. 2 1, 080. 7 948.5
CANAAR ..o 360. 1 464. 1 653. 8 453. 7 566. 4
Saskatchewan ............cccuue Saskatchewan.......c.ccoeviniunnens 1,128.8 627.9 1,023.3 913.3 | ° 878.8
Other Provinces... 650.0 1,445.7 1, 546.8 1,181.3 1,486.1
[0]:1 1 1:7s [ S OO P 1,009.1 817.17 1,220.5 949. 6 1,059.17
AIDEIA ..ooceereerrrerencrcneeniees Alberta ......ccocee. 618.17 785. 1 1,032.2 855.5 980.-2
Other Provinces.. 1,275.1 1,242.9 1,494.1 1,544.5 1,457.8
Canada........cceceeerine 1,004.0 1,052.3 1, 266. 2 1,139.5 1,223.17
British Columbia..........ccceee. British Columbia .................. 209. 2 272. 5 418.6 346. 2 353.6
Other Provinces 4,1705. 8 3,366.7 1,630.5 | 2,494.4 1,849.5
CANBAR ..ooveeererrerereeeenrneens 272.0 298.9 499.9 382.8 416. 1
Alaska (in transit to or from) ......coenincin 2,446.7 2,349. 1 3,714.8 2, 545. 8 3,092. 4
Touring (no destination specified)........ccomevvcinnnnnninn, - 1,082.5 1,576.8 1,768.0 1,574.6
In transit to United States ..., - 656.8 990. 8 918.3 901.6
CANAAA? ......ooocveirrereecreieccreecrreess s sss e eesr e sar e e sara e sesnseanann 465. 8 535.3 768. 4 6837. 7 688. 4

! Questionnaires reporting 3 days or more in Canada.

2 Includes vehicles destined to Yukon Territory and Northwest Territories. -~

The distance travelled varied considerably
with the purpose of trip. By arranging the informa-
tion collected from the samples according to pur-
pose of trip, it was discovered that respondents
who had remained in Canada for three days or more
and who had come to shop, covered approximately
270 miles, as compared with 318 miles in 1957.
Those indicating ‘‘other’’ reasons for travel in
Canada did about 2,000 miles per trip, but it must
be noted that a substantial number of these people
were in transit to or from the United States and
Alaska., Americans coming to visit friends or rela-
tives travelled some 497 miles, while those on
business averaged 602 and those on recreation 686
miles. Generally, the distances reported by most
of these groups were shorter than those of 1957.

Statement 19 shows the mileage travelled in
Canada according to destination by province of
entty. Respondents of the three-day and over
group who reported destination within the province
of entry had travelled 501 miles compared with 537
miles in 1957, while respondents- entering one prov-
ince but proceeding to destinations in other prov-
inces had travelled 1,396 miles, which also shows
a slight drop from the 1957 figure of 1,442 miles,
Motorists destined to British Columbia reported the
shortest trips of all provinces again in 1958, namely
some 416 miles. Those entering British Columbia
at ports within the province averaged some 354
miles, but motorists entering through other prov-
inces travelled some 1,850 miles to reach their
destination. The longest trips were reported by
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travellers to or from Alaska; these trips covered a
distance of about 3,092 miles, compared with trips
to Newfoundland averaging some 2,995 miles.
American motorists who indicated to have toured
Canada with no particular destination averaged
some 1,595 miles per trip, and those in transit to
the United States travelled 902 miles. Visitors to
Prince Edward Island averaged 1,143 miles, and
those to the provinée of Nova Scotia travelled
1,303 miles; but entering Nova Scotia via the ferry
at Yarmouth, their average was only 938 miles
while, on the other hand, entering through other
provinces, travel to Nova _Scotia destinations
amounted to 1,467 miles per trip. For all of Ontario,
trips averaged 536 miles, but persons entering
through ports in the province covered 524 miles,
whereas entrants from other provinces with destina-
tions in Ontario averaged 921 miles per trip.
Americans giving destinations in Alberta reported
trips averaging 1,224 miles; again, when entering
at ports within the province they covered about 980
miles, and those travelling to destinations in Alberta

when the port of entry was in other provinces re-

ported to have travelled 1,458 miles. Returns from
the other provinces showed similar patterns in the
mileages indicated by visitors whose destinations
were in one province when entering at ports within
that province or through other provinces. Further-
more, respondents giving destinations in Quebec
reported 652 miles per trip being the only province
reasonably close to the average for Canada.

The time of year had some bearing on the num-
ber of miles travelled per visit. In the first quarter
an average of 466 miles per trip was reported.
Respondents entering Canada through ports in one
province and proceeding to.another covered some
1,239 miles, while trips within the province con-
sisted of 416 miles. During the second quarter of
1958, Americans visiting Canada averaged about
535 miles per trip. Persons who reported destina-
tions within the province of entry travelled 424
miles, whereas visitors entering via ports in other
provinces travelled 1,155 miles, Normally, visits
during the third quarter involve more travelling in
Canada. The average trip in the period from July
to September inclusive covered 768 miles -in Canada,
but motorists en route to destinations in provinces
other than that of entry travelled 1,448 miles, sub-
stantially more than the average for the year (1,396
miles); visitors proceeding to places within the
province of entry drove an average of 551 miles.
The comparable distances covered in the fourth
quarter of 1958, although slightly shorter than those
in the third, were considerably greater than during
the first half of the year. Persuns indicating des-
tinations within the province of entry reported 471
mile trips, and those entering through other prov-
inces travelled 1,464 miles to reach their destina-
tions. The average length of trip during the fourth
quarter, regardless of port of entry, was 638 miles.

Length of Stay

The two sources of information on length of
stay provided patterns which did not coincide at all
points. A direct comparison of the travellers’ ve-

hicle permits surrendered during the months in
which the questionnaires were mailed for the survey
shows an under-coverage in some classifications
and excessive coverage in others. For example, 25
per cent of the long-term travellers’ vehicle permits
had been surrendered three days after they had
been issued, and 16 per cent had been returned
after four days. A similar breakdown of the ques-
tionnaires from the survey showed that in the long-
term classification almost 17 per cent of the re-
spondents stated they had remained in Canada for
three days, and almost 14 per cent for four days.
On the other hand, a larger percentage of re-
spondents on the questionnaires indicated stays of
five, six and seven days than the percentage of
permits tabulated for these classifications. This
would mean that, since according to Table 1 the
average expenditures per car per day were higher
for the five, six and seven-day, than for the three

- and four-day classifications, and because there

was an excessive coverage for the five to seven-
day groups in the mail survey, the data from the
survey or data from any other survey that would be
biased in this manner, should not be used as a
basis for estimates on receipts from foreign travel
in Canada. But it must be pointed out that the main
purpose of this special survey was not to determine
the length of stay or expenditures of Americans in
Canada as these two items are determined directly
from the travellers’ vehicle permits. Rather, this
survey is primarily to study the travel behaviour of
our visitors while they are in Canada, and informa-
tion on purpose of trip, accommodation used, mile-
age, destination, etc. is gained more readily by
such a method.

Usually the length of time American visitors
spend at their destinations in Canada represents
only a portion of the over-all length of their vaca-
tion trips. A portion of their travel time is allotted
to en route travel to destination, and in many cases
the time spent in Canada is only part of a vacation
which extended to several countries. The question-
naires, therefore, gathered information on the days
spent in Canada.(a) at destination and (b) en route,
as well as data on whether or not this trip was part
of a longer vacation and how long it lasted all in
all. Tabulations revealed -that while the whole vaca-
tion per respondent had lasted on the average about
seventeen days, a little over ten days of this time
were spent in Canada. (The tabulations of the long-
term permit data in Table 1, after deducting the one
and two-day groups, show that the average trip in
Canada had lasted about ten days as determined by
the original date stamps at the ports of ‘entry and
exit), Furthermore, 29 per cent of their ten days
in Canada was time spent en route, and 71 per cent
was vacation at destination.

Showing length of stay as a proportion of-the
whole vacation trip, 61 per cent of the respondents’
travel time had been allotted to Canadian travel,
and, more specifically, 43 per cent to vacation at
Canadian destinations and 18 per cent to en route
travel in Canada. These proportions varied some-
what with the time of the year. During the second
and fourth quarters only 59 per cent of the total
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travel time was reported for vacation in Canada,
i.e., 15 per cent of it was spent en route and 43
per cent at the destination, for both quarters.
During the summer months respondents indicated to
have allotted over 63 per cent of their total vaca-
tion time to travel in Canada, or 44 per cent at
destination and 19 per cent en route. Although the
over-all duration of the vacation trips reported
during the first quarter was about three days shorter
than during the third, the proportions of time spent
en route and at destmatlons in Canada were about
the same for both quarters.

While in Canada, persons on business trips
spent 77 per cent of their time at destination and
13 per cent travelling en route. This is the shortest
en route travel reported for any purpose of frip,
except education. Respondents indicating shqpping
trips spent 61 per cent of their time at destination,
and those on recreation allotted 68 per cent of their
stay in Canada at place of visit. Persons visiting
friends or relatives spent 76 per -zent of their time
at place of visit while, as already mentioned, the
aggregate for all purposes amounted to 71 per cent
at destination and 29 per cent en route travel,

On a provincial basis the differences in length
of stay in-Canada varies with the relative proximity
of the areas visited. Some 56 per cent of all motor-
ists in this survey visited Ontario, and their stay
at destination was the longest for all provinces
with only 25 per cent of their time allotted to en
route travel, Visitors to Manitoba and Saskatchewan
spent 28 and 29 per cent of their travel time en
route, and persons visiting Quebec and New Bruns-
wick used 33 per cent of their time travelling to the
place of visit. The largest proportion for en route
travel was reported by visitors to Alberta and
British Columbia; they spent 41 per cent of their
time en route before arriving at their destination.

Pwrpose of Expenditures

Besides being asked to state the expenditure
per trip, persons included in this survey were asked
to show on what items they spent their money while

in Canada. To simplify the procedure, the ques--

tionnaires listed the following groups of items:
transportation, food and beverages, lodging, handi-
crafts and souvenirs, other merchandise, and a
sixth group to include expenditures on items not
specified already. The arrangement of total ex-
penditures by groups of items purchased showed
hardly any change over the results of the tabula-
tions made in 1957, or even 1956. Out of every
dollar spent between 31 and 32 cents again were
used to purchase food and beverages; over 22 cents
were used for lodging; 16 cents for transportation;
close to 12 cents for other merchandise; 11 cents
for items not further specified; and close to 7 cents
were used to purchase souvenirs or handicrafts.
The outlay for lodging in camps, however, in some
cases included the cost of a guide as well as the
cost of boats and outboard motors. 1t is interesting
to note that the breakdown of the travel dollar has
shown practically no change for the past four years.

However, the breakdown varied somewhat for
persons listing different purposes of trip. Motorists
in Canada on recreation made up over 60 per cent
of all persons covered by this survey, and on trips
lasting three days and over they spent slightly more
on lodging, food and beverages but less on trans-
portation than the-average for all purposes. Persons
on business spent more on lodging and food than
any other group, but the least proportion of their
travel dollar went to the purchase of handicrafts,
souvenirs and other merchandise. Shoppers, how-
ever, allocated about 50 per cent of their outlay for
merchandise and 9 per cent for souvenirs and handi-
crafts, which is considerably higher than the
average; but, on the other hand, only 5 per cent for
lodging and 16 per cent for food and beverages
which is well below the general mean. Those
visiting friends or relatives paid a greater share of
their travel expenditures for transportation than any
other category while, at the same time, their lodging
costs consumed the smallest proportion. Persons
remaining in Canada less than three days spent
slightly more of their travel dollar on merchandise,
souvenirs and handicrafts, but somewhat less on
transportation and lodging. The percentage of out:
lay on food and beverages was about the same forg;_.
all respondents, regardless of length of stay. The"“

terly variations.

A tabulation of the expenditures on a geo-
graphical basis reveals that respondents allocated
their money in differing proportions by provmce..»
The highest proportion for transportation was al
located by respondents travelling in Alberta, Sask-“
atchewan and the Yukon Territory, while the lowest~
for this item was reported by visitors to Quebec.”
On the other hand, those visiting Quebec spent a
larger percentage of their money on food, beverages
and lodging than visitors to any other province in
Canada. Visitors to Saskatchewan and the Yukon
Territory reported a lower percentage of outlay on
accommodation than those visiting any other prov-
ince. The province of Ontario received over 56 per
cent of all money spent by non-resident motorists
who were in Canada for three days and more and
who had responded to this survey which is reason-
ably close to the estimate from other sources for
all travel in the province as shown in Statement 9.
The pattern of expenditures on the various items in
this province showed only minor divergences from
the annual pattern set across Canada. The per-
centages of outlay on transportation and souvenirs
was a little smaller, but the portion of the travel
dollar allocated for food, beverages and accom-
modation was slightly greater than the general
average. In the province of British Columbia, which
according to the survey is next in importance as to
receipts from this group of visitors, the breakdown
of expenditures indicates that visitors spent 21
per cent of their outlay on transportation as com-
pared with 16" per cent for the aggregate, but the
percentages they spent on food, beverages and
lodging were a little below the over-all averages.
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Comments by Visitors

Finally, a tabulation of comments or impres-
sions, both favourable and unfavourable, was under-
taken for travellers in the two-day and three-day
and over groups. Of all respondents, more than 52
per cent commented favourably on impressions
formed in Canada, 23 per cent had both positive and
negative remarks, 21 per cent refrained from saying
anything and 4 per cent had nothing but criticism,
The smallest proportion, namely 3 per cent, made
solely negative remarks during the third quarter,
while this proportion was 5 per cent during the
winter months. The percentage of favourable re-
marks was highest in the second quarter and lowest
in the first. Indifference to this question was
strongest during the third quarter when 24 per cent
made no comments of any kind. To investigate the
nature of the remarks made, first all favourable and
then all unfavourable comments were compiled hy
specific kind on a provincial and seasonal basis.

In 1958, 78 per cent of all comments made were
positive. Scenery, hospitality and roads were laud-
ed most often. Of all positive remarks 30 per cent
dealt with scenery, 26 per cent with the Canadian
people, hospitality and courtesy, 12 per cent with
good road conditions, 7 per cent with fishing, just
to mention the most prevalent. Of course, a great
variety of other items-were enjoyed, like our cities
and towns, our food, accommodations, churches,
historical sites, camping facilities, stores, reason-
able prices, highway markings, tourist information,
the absence of billboards, the climate, national
parks, beaches, golf clubs, the politeness of cus-
toms and police officers, the progress in building,
the picnic areas and many others. On a seasonal
basis, the scenery was praised most often during
the third quarter of 1958, while during the first,
second and fourth quarters more comments were
made on hospitality and courtesy than on any other
single item. Other favourable impressions were

noted to a greater or lesser degree according to
the season of the year for which certain activities
were best suited, like fishing in the spring or
shopping at Christmas. Furthermore, the favourable
expressions differed greatly according to province
but are too numerous for a detailed analysis in this
report.

On the other hand, 22 per cent of all comments
made by respondents were of negative nature. Most
complaints dealt with poor road conditions, the
discount on the United States dollar, and high
prices. In fact, 30 per cent of all unfavourable
criticism was about the poor conditions of the
roads, the lack of road signs, careless drivers, and
about speed laws, Some 18 per cent were annoyed
to lose money when changing United States cur-
rency, and coupled with this complaint high prices
in Canada were mentioned. Other things criticized
were almost as numerous as ones which received
praise, and included poor restaurant service and
lodging facilities, Canadian liquor laws, early
closing hours of stores, lack of highway restaurants,
lack of camping grounds; and, indeed, several per-
sons aired their disappointment not to have seen
any R.C.M.P. officers! During spring and fall the
unfavourable comments on road and driving condi-
tions were highest, which is to be expected. A
greater proportion of persons complained about the
discount rate during the second quarter when this
rate was 3 per cent, than during the third quarter
when it was 4 per cent. The severity of these com-
plaints has obviously no particularly close connec-
tion with the size of the discount rate itself. On a
provincial basis of distribution, the nature of the
complaints varied considerably although high prices
were criticized to the same extent by visitors to all
provinces. Again it should be pointed out that the
remarks of dissatisfaction made up only about 22
per cent of all comments made, both favourable and
unfavourable.

Distribution of Travel Expenditures by Residents of the United States in Foreign Countries

Expenditures for travel to foreign countries by
residents of the United States reached a new record
in 1958, according to the United States Department
of Commerce. The amount spent on foreign travel
amounted to $2,140 million, an increase of $190
million or approximately 10 per cent higher than
the previous record of $1,950 million established
in 1957, The increase was more pronounced in the
first and fourth quarters of the year, while the third
quarter showed a slight drop from the 1957 level.
The new record developed chiefly through an in-
crease in transportation costs which were about
three times higher than the previous year. This
was due to the substantial increase in travel to
more distant countries with corresponding higher
transportation costs and particularly to the heavy
increase in air travel where fares constitute a
greater proportion of the total travel expenditures.
There was also an expansion in cruise travel where
some: 75 per cent of the outlay goes for fares and
other expenditures aboard ship.

Actual payments to foreign countries in 1958
comprise $1,460 million spent abroad plus $320
million paid to foreign carriers, or an aggregate of
$1,780 million. The balance of $360 million rep-
resents payments to carriers registered in the
United States for transportation to foreign areas.
The breakdown on transportation costs. amounted to
47 per cent paid to foreign carriers and 53 per cent
to carriers registered in the United States. Pay-
ments to foreign ships and planes for fares ad-
vanced by one-fifth over 1957, while fares paid to
United States carriers increased by only half as
much; which suggests a greater proportion of the
passengers were carried by foreign airlines, and
the popularity of cruise travel which is principally
on foreign vessels.

The volume of travel to overseas countries by
residents of the United States involved some
1,398,000 trips during 1958, an increase of 2 per
cent over 1957. Most of the increase in volume ap-
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peared in travel to Europe and countries in the Far
East. The sharp drop in travel to countries with
political unrest more than offset the increase to
other countries in the Western Hemisphere.

Travel to the West Indies, Central and South
America is chiefly by air and the greatest number
of travellers to this area originate in the Middle
Atlantic States. About 75 per cent of the travel to
Bermuda comes from the states of New York, Con-
necticut, New Jersey and Massachusetts, while
nearly one-third of the travel to Cuba is from
Florida. During the Florida season, however, about
66 per cent of American travellers to the Caribbean
actually reside in New England, the middle Atlantic
or Central States, but during the summer months
fewer residents of the Northern States are in F'lorida
and travel to the West Indies is mainly confined to
persons living in Florida or nearby states.

Travel to Mexico is principally from neigh-
bouring California and Texas, and New York which
is easily accessible by air. Since 1952 there has
been a steady increase in travel to Europe from
California, Illinois and Michigan; more especially
now that these states have direct air transportation
to Europe. In fact, available data indicate that
direct air transportation to a country or area at-
tracts many visitors.

The increase in expenditures for travel in
foreign countries during 1958 was more pronounced
than in the previous year despite the business re-
cession and, besides, was more appatent in travel
to Europe and the Far East. Expenditures within
foreign countries were $88 million higher than in
1957, of which some $77 million went to European
countries and $11 million to countries in the Far
East. Travel to Canada and the Caribbean area,
on the other hand, appears to have been more
directly affected by the recession which was more
severe in cities close to the Canadian border pop-
ulated by a large proportion of potential American
visitors and, no doubt, the political unrest in Cuba
was detrimental to travel in the Caribbean area.

Data released by the United States Department
of Commerce showed that in terms of United States
dollars Canada received about 5 per cent less than
in 1957 while Mexico received an additional $15
million; percentagewise the increase for Mexico
amounted to between 4 and 5 per cent. American
expenditures in Canada have already been dis-
cussed in this report and need not be repeated,
except to mention that most of the decrease was in
the non-automobile traffic where the length of stay
declined from 6.1 days in 1957 to 5.5 days in 1958;
and, also, the average expenditure per visit was
lower. At the same time, the average length of stay
for persons entering by automobile on travellers’
vehicle permits also declined in 1958. Compared
with other foreign countries, Canada’s share of the
expenditures made by residents of the United States

on travel to foreign countries has gradually dimin-
ished in the post war years from 48 per cent of the
total in 1945 to 22 per cent in 1958, Percentage-
wise Canada and Mexico received almost the same
proportion of the total, although the comparison in
dollars revealed that Canada received about $4
million more than Mexico.

Travel expenditures in Mexico rose to a new
peak of $320 million, of which about two-thirds was
spent in Mexican border towns. The new record
represents a gain of 5 per cent over 1957 and re-
flects a greater number of crossings along with the
increased cost of living in Mexico which caused the
average expenditures of travellers, especially to
the interior, to rise.

After a minor reversal during 1957 in the trend
towards greater proportions of the total expendi-
tures going to Europe and the Mediterranean area,
a new record in this respect was again established
in 1958. Chart 1 shows that European countries
have improved their position from 21 per cent of
American expenditures on foreign travel in 1948 to
37 per cent in 1955 and 1956. Howevery in 1957
this area received only 35 per cent of the total,
due to the inauguration of short-stay excursions at
reduced fares which lowered the outlay for travel
in this area. In 1958 the European countries re-
ceived 38 per cent of the total amount spent abroad
or, in other words, some $560 million. This rep-
resents 16 per cent more than in 1957 and also, is
the highest annual increase since 1955. The gain
over 1957 was due principally to an increase in the
number of travellers as the average expenditure per
visit to European countries was about the same as
in 1957, namely $1,531 per person. Expenditures in
Europe amounting to $1,048 with an additional
$664 for transatlantic fares or a total of $1,712
were reported by persons travelling by ship as com-
pared with $1,436 for plane passengers. Moreover,
expenditures of air travellers comprised $786 spent
in Europe and $650 for fares. Air travellers re-
ported 41 days stay as compared to 68 days for sea
travellers which explains the higher expenditure
of the latter group. The average length of stay in
Europe declined from 52 days in 1957 to 50 days in
1958, reflecting a greater proportion of air travellers
in the total. Expenditures per trip of foreign-born
travellers are about 37 per cent below those of
travellers born in the United States, due to the
tendency of the foreign-born to visit the family or
friends and, in addition, to limit the extent of their
travel within Europe. In 1958, travellers born in the
United States averaged $1,000 in Europe as com-
pared with $632 reported by foreign-born travellers.

About 45 per cent of the American visitors to
overseas areas went to Europe and two-thirds of
these travelled by air. The airlines offered a new
and more economical type of accommodation during
the second quarter of 1958, named the economy
class., From the time of inauguration it became the
most fully utilized of any type of air transportation



34 DOMINION BUREAU OF STATISTICS

CHART—|
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Monthly Statement of Foreign Vehicles (Non-permit, Local Traffic) Entering Canada.
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To be mailed to Balance of Payments Section, International Trade Division, Dominion Bureau of Statistics, OTTAWA,

7503-48: 15-3-55
D.B.S. T.-B.

in special envelope at the close of each month.
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Monthly Statement of Canadian Vehicles Returning to Canada
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Customs and Excise Officer

To be mailed to Balance of Payments Section, Intemationcl Trade Division, Dominion Bureau of Statistics, OTTAWA,

7503-49: 15-3-55
D.BS.T.-C.

in special envelope at the close of each month,
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The automobile plays a very important part as
a means of transportation between Canade and the
United States and, therefore, {s examined in detail
and treated separately from the balance of the
residual highway group. In 1958 nearly 80 per cent
of the 28.5 million non-immigrant entries from the
United States and close to 81 per cent of the 27.4
million re-entries into Canada by Canadians were
in automobiles, while the remainder of all crossings
used non-automobile transportation, Customs
officials at all ports of entry report the number of
foreign vehicles entering Canada and the number
of Canadian vehicles returning each month. Forms
for tabulating these reports are supplied by the
Dominion Bureau of Statistics and designated as
T-A (yellow paper); T-B (white paper); T-C (pink
paper). Form T-A is used to record the number of
foreign vehicles entering Canada on travellers’
vehicle permits; form T-B is used to record the
number of forelgn vehicles entering Canada as
non-permit traffic; and form T-C is used to record
the number of Canadian vehicles retuming to
Canada. Every month all ports complete these
forms showing a record of the highway traffic and

TRIPLICATE

E-50 (1,000 00o.a.555 CANADA CUSTOMS

DATING STAMP OF PORT OF ENTRY

TRAVELLER'S
VEHICLE

PERMIT
M§ 295768

(PRINT HERE NAME OF OWNER OF CAR)

l,

permanently residing at

(FULL ADDRESS OF OWNER)

being a temporary visitor in Canada

at

{VISITING ADDRESS IN CANADA)

hereby apply for o permit to use in Canada the Vehicle and Outfit
described hereunder, conditional that the Vehicle ond Outfit will not
be used for hire or primarily for the carriage of articles and that
same_will be exported within months from date hereof

{MAKE OF CAR) CYEAR) (SERIAL NO.)

(STATE) (LICENSE NO.} (NO. OF PERSONS IN VEHICLE)}

DESCRIPTION OF OTHER ARTICLES IMPORTED VALUE

Extra Auto Equipment
HEATER
RADIO SIGNATURE OF OWNER
SPOTLIGHT APPROVED
i SEAT COVERS
CUSTOMS EXCISE OFFICER
COMMUTER SUMMER RESIDENT LOCAL

(8EE OvER)

forward a copy to the Bureau of Statistics. This
data is then used in compiling statistics on inter-
national travel. For the convenience of our readers
samples of the varlous forms in use at the present
time appear in this report.

Existing customs regulations require the use of
a traveller’s vehicle permit for all foreign vehicles
which remain in Canada longer than 48 hours or
which travel beyond the jurisdiction of the port of
entry, This document i{s completed in triplicate when
the foreign vehicle enters Canada, the original copy
being held at the port of entry, while the duplicate
and triplicate copies are retained by the motorist
during the length of stay in Canada. The date and
port of entry appear on all three coples and, when
the duplicate and triplicate coples are surrendered
by the motorist at the point of departure from
Canada, the date and port of exit are stamped on
both coples., The duplicate copy is then matched
with the original at the port of entry as evidence
that the vehicle has been exported, while the tripli-
cate copy is mailed to the Dominion Bureau of
Statistics for statistical purposes. The triplicate

DATING STAMP OF FRONTIER
PORT OF EXIT

(FOR STATISTICAL PURPOSES ONLY)

GUEST OF CANADA:
PLEASE ASSIST US BY ANSWERING THIS QUESTION:

I. Approximate total amount spent in Canada on this visit by you
and those in your vehicle for all purposes, [examples: gas, oil,
repairs, lodging, food, beverages, merchandise, amusements, etc.}

Total $ Indicete whether Canadian [] or
United States [7] dollars.

This information will be used only for the purpose of estimating
total travel expenditures and will be treated as stricily confidential.

PLEASE SURRENDER THIS FORM TO
CANADIAN CUSTOMS. BEFORE LEAVING CANADA
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CONFIDENTIAL QUESTIONNAIRE TO RESIDENTS OF THE UNITED STATES RETURNING FROM TRIPS TO CANADA

TRAVEL STATISTICS UNIT
DOMINION BUREAU OF STATISTICS
OTTAWA, CANADA

(Please report on one trip only)
(Do not include that portion of your trip en route through the United States)
1. Was your recent visit your first visit to Canada? [ Yes 1 No

2. What was your destination in Canada?

3. Where did you enter Canada from the United States?

4. Where did you re-enter the United States from Canada?

5. What was the main purpose of your urip?

"] Business [J Recreation (include vacation and other pleasure)
[T} Education [] Visiting Friends or Relatives
() Shopping ] Other (please specify)

6. Number of days spent IN CANADA on this wip: (a) At destination e ees e e s st s e rra e e e vaaeseaenerasannren

(b) Travelling or en route ........oceeeevvvnverernrinnene

7. If this was part of a longer vacation trip how long was your vacation? .................... eereereer e et aas s sabeaspn e et saseserranan

8. Approximately how far did you travel IN CANADA? (Number of MILES) e ccreeee et e e eseuee et es e aesaesaeensae st erreeneenanes

9. How many persons are covered in the expenditures on this trip?

(8) AdUILS ettt s eeseesnes

(b) Children

10. Approximately what amount did you spend IN CANADA for all purposes? e
(Transportation, living expenses, merchandise, amusement etc.) (omit cents)
11. What type of lodging did you use at your destination 12. While in Canada what were yow expeases
in Canada? for the following items?
[] Hotel or Resort [ ] Camp Out Transportation ...... O |
[] Motor Court or [] Trailer Coach Food and Beverages ..........vicccverecrnsnennis $
Motel Lodging .......... . $
[ Towrist Home "] Friends or Relatives Handicrafts and Souvenirs . 8
[ Vacation Cottage [] Other Other Merchandise ...... $
Other [

13. What was there about your trip to Canada that you particularly liked?

14. Did you form any unfavourable impressions on your trip?

We invite you to use the self-addressed envelope to return this questionnaire.

7503-33: 61-59 Thank you for co-operating with us,
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copy contains a question asking for a report of
expenditures in Canada for all purposes; this
answer being voluntary, is given as the motorist
leaves Canada when the information requested is
still fresh in the mind. This document is a very
beneficial source of statistical information as it is
used by the most important of all types of traffic
and, in turn, 1s subjected to a very thorough examin-
atlion by means of mechancial tabulations. In addi-
tion to the information on expenditures of foreign
motorists in Canada, it provides data on the state
or country of origin of the vehicle, the length of stay
in Canada, number of persons using this type of
transportation, special categories such as com-
muters, summer residents, etc., and the ports of
entry and exit which on examination are useful in
determining possible routes through Canada. Without
this document, a sample of which is reproduced in
this report, it would be impossible to supply most
of the information that is requested from year to
year.

Mechanical tabulatfon cards make it possible
to separate heavy spending groups such as summer
residents from lower spending groups and, in this
way, the appropriate rates of expenditure can be
applied to each group according to the volume.
Statement 2 shows the wide variation in average
expenditure rates for the varlous types of automo-
bile traffic travelling on customs permits and the
necessity of treating each group separately. Permits
designated as ‘‘Other’’ {n Statement 2 form a high
percentage of the total volume and, consequently,
are subjected to a further breakdown by which the
large number of cars staying one or two days are
handled apart from the smaller number which stay
for longer periods, Well over half of the foreign auto-
mobiles travelling on customs permits come within
the one and two-day class and their average expend-
itures are of such a nature to necessitate treating
each of the one-day and two-day groups separately
from the group staying three days and over, in view
of the volume involved. Average expenditure rates
are compiled from the large number of forms declar-
ing expenditures in Canada and are tabulated on a
provincial basis {n order to estimate a figure as
accurately as possible, Statement 3 reveals the
necessity of treating each province individually. In
1958 the question on expenditures in Canada was
answered on 1.4 million permits covering well over
4 million persons.

To supplement the information collected from
the triplicate coples of travellers’ vehicle permits
a special survey is conducted by means of ‘‘mail
questionnaires’’. Special forms are mailed to resi-
dents of the United States who have visited Canada
during the year, requesting further detall such as
destination in Canada, purpose of trip, number of
days spent at destination and en route, what part
of the vacation was spent in Canada, breakdown
between adults and children, mileage in Canada,
type of accommodation used, breakdown of the travel
dollar, and whether their impressions were favour-
ableor unfavourable. Although the special survey is
restricted to persons entering Canada in automobiles
on travellers’ vehicle permits, nevertheless, it does

E 49

GUEST OF CANADA
VOLUNTARY STATISTICAL RETURN
NO SIGNATURE REQUIRED. For the use of the
Dominion Bureau of Statistics for the purpose of
estimating total tourist and travel expenditures.

Please assist by answering the following questions:

1. Number of persons in your vehicle (including
Yourself) oo

2. Approximate total amount spent in Canada on
this visit by you AND THOSE IN YOUR
VEHICLE for ALL purposes:

Total & .o

If no expenditure has been made state nil here:.......

THANK YOU!
YOUR COURTESY IS APPRECIATED

Motor Car [ Commercial vehicle []
Motorcycle [ Taxi O
Bicycle -
7501-31: 4-9-53

Horse-drawn vehicle [

apply to that segment of travel which contributes
nearly half of our receipts from residents of the
United States travelling in Canada, Even though the
‘“*mall questionnaires’’' add information which is
very useful to individuals or organizations inter-
ested in travel, they should not be considered as a
substitution for the travellers’ vehicle permits. With
the mail questionnaire there is difficulty in obtain-
ing a proper weighting according to length of stay
in Canada, whereas there is no reason to question
the length of stay compiled from the travellers’
vehicle permits where the date of entry and date of
departure are clearly recorded by Customs officials
as the vehicle crosses the border.

The remainder of the non-resident automobiles
entering Canada referred to as the non-permit class
are made up chiefly of local traffic. They do not
require a customs permit, but are restricted to travel .
within the jurisdiction of the port of entry and may
not remain longer than 48 hours in Canada. The vol-
ume of this type of traffic is heavy accounting for
some 6.2 million vehicles and 15.2 million persons in
1958, The rate of spending is low due to the short
visit and local nature of the traffic and, therefore,
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data on expenditures are compiled separately from
the permit type. The number of non-permit vehicles
is recorded each day by the Customs officets at all
points of entry .into Canada and reported to the
Dominion .Bureau of Statistics at the end of each
month on form T-B, Perlodically throughout the
year a sampling procedure is applied in order to
obtain the average expenditure and number of per-
sons per vehicle, During the sampling periods the
expenditures and persons in all vehicles are re-
corded on Form E49 (shown elsewhere in this report).
The rates obtained from this sampling procedure are
applied to the volume of non-permit automobile
traffic recorded each day, Data collected in this
manner form the basis for estimates prepared on
expenditures by residents of other countres travel-
ling in Canada within this category.
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Some of the adfustments which are necessary
to the data on volume are as follows: nearly half
of the non-residents entering Canada by rail are
travelling in transit on American railroads following
the short route between Detroit and Buffalo through
south-western Ontario. In 1958 some 308, 100 persons
were within this category but their expenditures can
be considered negligible as they have little or no

Visitors from other countries using carriers
other than automobiles are classified by the type
of transportation used to enter Canada. The United
States Department of Commerce collects data on
travel expenditures in Canada by residents of the
United States on Form 536 reproduced (through the
courtesy of the United States Department of Com-
merce). Summaries from the compilation of these
questionnaires are made available to the Dominfon
Bureau of Statistics. Declared expenditures are
averaged according to type of transportation and
province of re-entry from Canada to the United
States. After the necessary adjustments are made
to the figures on volume, the rates obtalned are ap-
plied to the appropriate number of residents of the
United States travelling in Canada via rail, through
bus, boat and plane.
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opportunity to leave the train and spend money in
Canada. Ferry traffic across rivers or other short
distances of water between Canada and the United
States is excluded from entries by boat. Data on the
number of arrivals by boat consist principally of
passengers carried by the ships operating between
Vancouver-Victoria and Seattle on the Pacific Coast,
entries to the Atlantic provinces, and certain points
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in Ontario but the latter are more seasonal in nature.
Appropriate rates are used for each region according
to the type of traffic with further refinements at
ports admitting special traffic. Bus traffic is exclu-
sive of local bus traffic between border communities
such as the tunnel busses operating between Windsor
and Detroft. Bus passengers travelling across
southern Ontarlo have more opportunity to spend
money than in transit rail passengers and are
credited with spending a nominal rate much lower
than the regular averages for bus traffic. A moderate
number of persons entering in the Windsor-Fort Erie
areas are considered as in transit between Detroit
and Buffalo, With regard to plane traffic a -small
deduction is made for passengers flylng in transit
between the United States and Alaska. In transit
plane passengers are given a rate comparable to
that used for in transit bus passengers but much
lower than the rate used for regular plane traffic,
The remalinder of the United States residents travel-
ling in Canada are grouped into a residual class
called “‘Other Travellers’’ and include persons
proceeding on foot or by ferry, taxi, motorcycle,
bicycle or local bus, This group also is treated
separately and a special rate used as the average
rate of expenditure per visit is much lower than for
other types of travel, with the possible exception
of the in transit classifications.

The number of persons visiting Canada from
overseas countries is small compared to the volume
of traffic from the United States. However, the
average duration of stay is much longer than visits
from the United States and the cost of ocean trans-
portation involves substantial expenditures. Usually,
between 35 and 45 per cent of the visitors from over-
seas countries arrive on Canadian carriers and inter-
national transportation costs paid to Canadian
companies are included in the receipts of visitors
from overseas countries. On the other hand, inter-
national transportation costs paid to forelgn carriers
are, of course, not included in the estimates of
receipts from residents of overseas countries.
Average expenditures of the visitors from overseas
countries vary from a few hundred dollars for resi-
dents of the West Indies to more substantial amounts
for residents of distant countries like Australia and
New Zealand.

In attempting to estimate recelpts from travel
in Canada recognition must be given.to the fact that
the visits may vary considerably; such as the casual
trip of a resident of the United States who may walk
across the border for an hour or less or cross from
a border community for a short-time. Again, perhaps
the visit. of a family spending two or three weeks
vacation or persons who may stay several months
in Canada. From observation over a period of years,
it has been established that expenditures follow a
definite pattern from year to year and vary according
to the type of transportation used, type of visitors,
length of stay, etc. Consequently each type must
be treated separately, as explained above, otherwise
a sample average applied to such a heterogeneous
mass of travellers would give a figure on travel
that would be of little value. Each of the various

classifications form a different proportion of the
aggregate, therefore, it is important that an average
expenditure that is representative for the type of
visitor be applied to the number of visits within
each category. A simple average could be used only
if the various classifications were homogeneous in
their nature but this is.not true of travel in Canada
by residents of other countries. The more typical
‘‘tourists’’ spending summer vacations in Canada
are merely a part of these movements and average
expenditures representative of their visits cannot
be applied to the many other groups crossing the
border.

E 60A

PLEASE HELP BY ANSWERING
THESE QUESTIONS
For use of Dominion Btireau of Statistics in

estimating total tourist and travel ex-
penditures.

1. Number of persons in your car including
driver.
2. Length of stay in the United States

3. Approximate total amount spent in the
United States on this visit by you and

those in your car for all purposes (examples:
gas, oil, repairs, lodging, food, beverages,
merchandise, amusements, etc.)

Total $.... .. : Indicate whethef

Canadian [] or United States [] Dollars.

FOR STATISTICAL PURPOSES ONLY
No signature necessary

Motor Car [ Commercial vehicle 3
Motorcycle | Taxi (]
Bicycle 3 Horse drawn vehicle ]

7503-30 : 21-10-53

In estimating expenditures on travel outside
Canada by Canadians the principles involved are
much the same as those described for estimating
expenditures on travel {in Canada by residents of
other countries, As already mentioned, records of
all residents of Canada.returning from vfsits to the
United States are maintained separately from the
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numbers returning directly from visits to overseas
countries. These records are broken down showing
the number returning by the various types of trans-
portation, and in the case of persons returning from
visits to the United States the volume of traffic is
heavy and of great diversity. The volume of automo-
bile traffic is recorded daily by the Customs officers
at all ports of entry according to length of stay and
reported to the Dominion Bureau of Statistics at the
end of each month on form T-C. Periodically a
sampling procedure is applied in order to obtain the
average expenditure and number of persons per
vehicle, During the sample period a form ES0A (as
shown) is completed for each vehicle re-entering
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Additional information on the characteristics of
Canadian travel in the United States is compiled
from questionnaires mailed to a selected group of
Canadians returning from the United States. The
questionnaire used for this segment of travel is
printed on both sides with page 1requesting informa-
tion on visits to the United States, while page 2 is
similar to the overseas questionnaire used for per-
sons returning from abroad. Thus, the respondent is
given an opportunity to report visits to countries
other than the United States, as well as the time

Canada. Around 77 per cent of the residents of
Canada returning from visits to the United States
use automobiles for transportation.

A selection of Canadians returning by non-
automobile transportation is sampled by means of
a post card questionnaire distributed at the border
by Immigration officials. This form (shown in the
report) requests data on length of stay, port of entry
into the United States and re-entry into Canada,
number of persons, total expenditure outside Canada,
and also the type of transportation used to ensure
that the information compiled may be applied to the
proper classification,
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spent in the United States en route to thelr destina-
tion. A copy of the questionnaire appears in this
report.

In addition to other items of interest, persons
selected for this survey are asked for the purpose of
trip, destination in the United States, whether the
trip was in transit through the United States to
another province in Canada, cost of transportation
apart from other expenses, point in Canada from
which the trip originated and the total of all ex-
penditures outside Canada.
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CONFIDENTIAL QUESTIONNAIRE TO CANADIAN TRAVELLERS RETURNING FROM TRIPS OUTSIDE CANADA

TRAVEL UNIT Trips to the United States, report on Page 1.
DOMINION BUREAU OF STATISTICS ) Trips Overseas via the United States, report on Pages 1ond 2
OTTAWA Trips Directly Overseas, report on Page 2,

PLEASE REPORT ON ONE TRIP ONLY

1. Number of days spent in the United States on your most recent trip outside CANAAB oeovievieiiiiirereeeireereeeeeesssis s ssarnnsrsssarbrtnasseseartnscestsans

2. How many persons are covered in the expenditures on this trip (2) 8dUIES .ottt s

(5) ChIldICN L..cviiiereeiei e cceeniceress e strenae st s n -

3. Where did you enter the United States from Canada?

4, Where did you re-enter Canada? 8. Whit was the main purpose of your trip?
S. Type of transportation used in returning to Canada BUSINESS .cucocievicreevce it ssirneesrrscesecsracsn s et
[ Automobile (] Bus Fotmal STUuAY .....cccceivvrerermcnecrnsivinerinserensnsssansensnsssess
(O Train ] Aeroplane
Health ..iivieerieiecieeirseree st enrsrnesinsnscssnsseneec st msnansens 5
[} Boat [ Other (please specify) "

Rectreation (include vacation and other pleasure)

Petsons using aeroplane transportation: please complete ShOPPINg...cvervitinirinrenrnireserereseesmt it sa s s es

Name of air line:

Visiting friends or relatives .........cccovvnniiniininans

6. What was your chief destination in the

O 0O o 0o o o o

Other (please specify)....ccvciniiiiiiinniiiniens

United States?

7. If your trip was in transit through the Usited States, please state your
destination in (a) or (b).

9. Approximate amount spent in the United States
(include living expenses, merchandise, automobile
operation, local transportation, amusements, etc,) o 5
(b) Other Countries omit cents
(See page 2 also)

(a) in Canada (province)

10. Transportation (other than automobile): Include through transportation purchased in Canada to points in the United States also
fares purchased in the United States. ... eeveereeseseesatesantaarrenessaessetessehaanesanesnn

(omit cents)

11, State city or town where your transportation started:

7503—44, L 7-559 Please mail in the enclosed envelope — No postage is required.

-1~
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CONFIDENTIAL QUESTIONNAIRE TO CANADIAN TRAVELLERS RETURNING FROM TRIPS OVERSEAS

(Including Mexico, other Latin America, Bermuda, West Indles, etc.)
PLEASE REPORT ON ONE TRIP ONLY

1. Approximate cost of fares for international tean sportation to and from North America (including taxes on transpostation),
aboard ship. (Please do not include cost of transportation within Canada.)

and incideatal expenses

Outbound

Inbound

(a) Direct air line service with Canada: Nrme of air line:

Can}:dlm Dollars (omlt cents)

2. Please state in Canadian dollars your tota! expenditures abroad for meals, lodging, amusements, purchases and lgcal
travelling expenses, excluding those covered in qUeSLion L. ..ooooooooeereeooeooooosooeoooooos oo

(omit cents)
3. Areax visited Number of ) e:pfx:gixtl:;:tien
: days stay in Specify countries visited 1n each area Canﬁdian dollars
each area

in each area

" United Kingdom

Other European

Other British

Latin America

Elsewhere,
outside Canada

Please answer the following questions if they are not covered on Page 1.

4. Point of departure from Canada?

S. Where did you ro-oﬁhv Canada?

€. What was the main purpose of your teip? (Check)

B Business [[] Recreation (include vacation and other pleasure)
[J Fotmsal study C (] Visiting frieads or relatives
[[] Health [] Other (please specify)

7. How many persons are covered in the expenditures on this teip?

Adults and _____~~ _  Childten

Please mall in the enclosed envelope - No postage Is required. Thank you for co-‘oporuflng with us.

-2
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CONFIDENTIAL QUESTIONNAIRE TO CANADIAN TRAVELLERS RETURNING FROM TRIPS ABROAD

Travel Statistics Unit
Dominion Bureau of Statistics
Ottawa, Canada

1. Approximate cost of fares for international transportation to and from North America (including taxes on transportation), and incidental
expenses aboard ship: (Please do not include cost of transportation within Canada). .

Outward Inward

Canadian Dollars (omit cents)

(a) Direct air line service with Canada .o

Name of air line:

(b) Air line Service via UNICEd STALES ..coorrirronriserinis et e e s

Name of air line:

(c) Steamship via Canadian ocean ports

Name of steamship company or vessel:

o e

(d) Steamship via United StAteS 0CEAN POTES wrrrimrimeiirisiireris ettt ars e s

A

)
Name of steamship company or vessel: '
2. Where did you re-enter Canada? b
3. What was the main purpose of your trip? (Check)
] Business [] Recreation (include vacation and other pleasure)
(J Education [ visiting friends or relatives »
[J Health [] Other (please specify) -
4. Please state in Canadian dollars your total expenditures abroad for meals, lodging, amusements, purchases 4
and local travelling expenses, excluding those covered in question 1. (omit cents) .. . .
5. Areas Visited Approximate Approximate_
d:;’ns)bsettasfin Specify countries visited in each area C::ged?::g?ll::s
each area, in each area
United Kingdom
Other European
Other British
Latin America
Elsewhere,
outside Canada
6. How many persons ate covered in the expenditures on this trip? ————— Adules and —— Children

7. Please give any explanation which you may consider advisable and any other observations which may help in analysis of tourist travel:

Please mail in the enclosed envelope — No postage is required. Thank you for co-operating with us.
7503 -34: 5-11-57
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Although the number of persons returning from
visits to overseas countries amounts to a very small
percentage of the total, this segment of traffic has
become iIncreasingly important during the past few
years. The amount of money involved in Canadian
travel to overseas countries is of greater importance
than indicated by the number of visits. The average
duration of stay is much longer than trips to the
United States and the cost of ocean transportation
involves substantial amounts. Travel to overseas
countries via Canadian carriers, however, does not
entall a payment for non-resident services and
ocean transportation paid to such lines is not in-
cluded in the estimates of Canadian expenditures in
overseas countries, Transportation pald to foreign
carriers, on the other hand, i{s included in the esti-
mates of Canadian expenditures in overseas coun-
tries. Between 50 and 60 per cent of ocean trans-
portation goes to foreign carrlers and is included
in- the estimates. The questionnaire asks the
respondents to state whether they travelled overseas
by air or steamship and the name of the company
supplying the transportation to and from North
America. Persons selected for the samples are also
asked to give the name of the countries visited and

the approximate length of stay and expenditures in
each of the following areas: United Kingdom, Other
European Countries, Other Commonwealth Countries,
Latin America and elsewhere outside Canada.
Questions on point of departure; place of re-entry
into Canada; number of persons covered in reply and
if adults or children; purpose of visit; and expendi-
tures other than ocean transportation are also in-
cluded. For convenience this questionnaire also
appears in the report. Furthermore, questionnaires
sent to residents of Canada by the Dominion Bureau
of Statistics are available in a bilingual form when
required. Expenditures reported vary considerably
according to the area visited and, therefore, the
appropriate averages are applied to estimates of the
number of persons visiting each area as compiled
from the sample. Similar to the traffic from other
countries to Canada, Canadian visits to other coun-
tries show a wide variation and estimates basedon
a simple average for all visits would yield data
that could be highly unsatisfactory. All types of
travel do not account for the same proportion of the
total, consequently the different categories must be
examined closely and appropriate methods applied
to yield a proper estimate.

Canadian Travel in the United States

During 1958 Immigration officials reported 27.4
million Canadians re-entering Canada from the
United States; the largest figure ever reported for
this group. Although in previous years the over-all
volume of travellers re-entering Canada had in-
creased significantly, the rate of growth in volume
showed a downward trend in 1957. Now this trend
has reversed its direction again, and the rate of
increase in the total volume is up by 212,300 visi-
tors over the previous year, or 1 per cent. The per
cent increase from 1956 to 1957 had only been 0.5
per cent or 132,700 more crossings.

This rate of growth, in fact, still kept declining
during the first and second quarters of 1958. From
January to March, for example, there was a 4.8 per
cent drop, and from April to June the down-trend
tapered off to 0.5 per cent less than the same period
in 1957. It was only in the third and fourth quarters
that the growth in volume began its upward move-
ment; from June to December inclusive, about
440,000 more Canadians re-entered than during the
corresponding months in 1957 and this, mainly, ac-
counted for the over-all increase in 1958.

STATEMENT 20. Expenditures of Canadian Travellers in the United States by Length of Stay, 1958

Number of Per cent Per cent
Mode of travel persons of grand total | Expenditures’ | o0 oponstotal
% $ %
Short-term traffic:
Motorists:
24 hours or less 18, 043, 700 85. 80 32,088, 100 7.78
Over 24 hours and under 48 hOUIS .......ccereversronens 87, 200 3.33 10, 255, 200 2.48
Rall in transit 5,600 0.02 - -
Other travellers (pedestrians, local bus etc.) ...... 3,919, 200 14. 29 14,272, 300 3.45
Total 22,933, 700 83.64 56,393, 600 13.69
Long-term traffic: -
Motorists — 48 hours and over 3,173,500 11, 57 178,322,600 41.94
Rail 399, 800 1.48 58, 548, 100 13.68
Through bus 435, 100 1. 59 42, 285, 800 10. 23
Aeroplane 361, 100 1.32 78,084, 900 18. 89
Boat 116, 500 0.42 6, 490, 100 1.587
Total 4, 486, 000 16.36 356, 7131, 500 86.31
Grand total 27,421, 100 100. 00 413,327,100 100.00

! Subject to revision.
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Changes also occurred in the mode of trav-
elling. Over one million more Canadians re-entered
by automobile, which is a gain of almost 5 per cent
over the corresponding figure in 1957. Furthermore,
it is interesting to note that more use was made
of travel by plane, when for instance, in 1958 some
27,400 more people re-entered Canada by this
means than in 1957. The net rail traffic, on the
other hand, dropped by 8.9 per cent, or 39,100
crossings, and re-entries by bus decreased in 1958
by about 18,600. Seemingly, in the case of bus
travel the longer distance through buses were used
to a greater extent,as the average expenditure per
person re-entering by bus increased by $8.75, or
11.1 per cent.

Returning Canadians are also recorded ac-
cording to length of stay in the United States. The
over-all change in the volume is notably due to
persons crossing by automobile, however, within
this category the length of stay may vary from year
to year, In 1956, for example, most of the increase
appeared in the short-term category, i.e., more
Canadians remained one day or less. In 1957,
almost 600,000 more Canadian motorists returned
after a stay of only one day or less as compared to
1956, while in 1958 the increase amounted to 1.1
million visits, or 6.6 per cent over 1957. The
number in the two-day category declined by 45,400
or 4.5 per cent less than the figure for 1957. There
was no significant change in the long-term automo-
bile traffic, with an increase of merely 2,500 visitors
over 1957 who remained abroad more than two days.
In fact, when compared to 1957 the long-term traffic,
considering all conveyances, showed a very slight
decline of 5,500 Canadians returning from the United
States. However, the crossings in the short-term
traffic, counting persons in all conveyances, shows
an increase of 217,800 which contributed to the net
over-all growth of 0.8 per cent over 1957.

The record expenditures of the previous year
were also surpassed in 1958. Canadians travelling
in the United States spent almost $10.3 million
more than in 1957, This shows an increase of 2.5
per cent and is attributable to the long-term trav-
ellers. This group was responsible, in fact, for an

increase of $11.7 million or 3.4 per cent, which
was somewhat offset by the decreased rate of
spending in the short-term group. While in 1957 the
latter -group-spending had increased by $4 million
or 7 per cent over the previous. year, the amount in
1958 dropped by almost $1.4 million in spite of the
increased number of visits in this .category.

The average expenditure in the short-term
group was $2.46 per visit, which is an 8 cent drop
from the previous year. This is mainly due to the
increased ‘‘one day or less’' automobile traffic.
However, the long-term expenditures per visit
climbed to $80.57 from the previous year’s $77.84.
On a per capita basis, every resident of Canada
has spent $23.84 in the United States, which is
1.5 per cent less than 1957. This average expendi-
ture is smaller since, besides the effect of the
number of commuters included in the short-term
category, more ‘‘24 hour or less’ visits were
recorded.

To sum up, although the number of short-term
visitors has increased by about 1 per cent, due to
more automobile travel, the spending of that group
diminished by 2.4 per cent. The number of long-
term travellers remained substantially unchanged
in 1958, yet the expenditures advanced by 3.4 per
cent, as a result, in part, of preferred boat and
plane travel.

Not all the money spent by Canadians visiting
the United States is spent on travel. In addition,
the value of merchandise bought and declared under
the $100 exemption privilege is reported to the
customs officials. In 1958 there has been no change
in this amount, which remained at $74 million, or
$55.53 per declaration. During 1957 an increase of
about 1 per cent over the previous year was record-
ed. It is observed that, although the total value of
merchandise bought increases slightly over the
years, this amount represents an increasingly
smaller proportion of the total money spent. During
1958, only 17.9 per cent of the total expenditures
were used to acquire merchandise, while this rate
had been 18 per cent in 1957, compared with 19
per cent in 1956 and 1955, 21 per cent in 1954 and
23 per cent in 1953,

Canadian Travel in the United States by Type of Transportation

In 1958 the automobile further increased its
edge over all other conveyances as the favourite
mode of travel. Almost 81 per cent of all Canadians
travelling in the United States re-entered by motor-
car. In comparison, during 1957 only 77 per cent
crossed by automobile leaving 23 per cent to the
other means of transportation. Furthermore, in
tracing this trend over the past eight years, it is
noted that in 1950 less than one-half of the Cana-
dians re-entering Canada from the United States
were in automobiles. There is a close relationship
between the over-all growth in the number of auto-
mobile registrations and the advancement in the
number of re-entries made in automobiles. In 1950
passenger car tegistrations amounted to 1,906,927
which, at that time, was the equivalent of one auto-

mobile per every 7.3 persons resident in Canada.
In subsequent years the number of registrations has
grown more rapidly than the increase in population;
in 1957 the number of registered automobiles amount-
ed to a total of 3,375,397 or one car for every 4.9
persons, and in 1958 there was one car for every
4.8 persons as registrations of passenger cars ad-
vanced 5.6 per cent to a total of 3,572,963. How-
ever, during the period of 1950-1958 the rate of in-
crease in the number of Canadians returning from
visits to the United States in cars had a greater
momentum than the rate of growth in registrations.

At present, returning Canadian automobiles
are recorded according to length of stay, in one of
three divisions; one day or less, over one day but
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less than two days, and three days and longer.
Since returning vehicles of the first two groups are
listed under short-term traffic, all merchandise
purchases declared under the $100 customs exemp-
tion privilege are assumed to have been acquired
by travellers in the long-term.category.

Re-entries of Canadian registered cars from
the United States amounted to 7.9 million in 1958,
which is an increase of 120,600 cars over 1957, or
1.6 per cent. This growth is, in its entirety, due to
the stronger short-term traffic. In fact, the latter
group advanced by 171,500 vehicles, which is an
increase of 2.7 per cent over the comparable figure
of 1957, while the drop in the two-day and three-day
categories somewhat offset this increase. Seven
per cent or 24,100 fewer Canadian automobiles re-
entered in the two-day group and, besides, there
were also 50,800 less re-entries from the long-term
category than in 1957, which equals a drop of 3.6
per cent. The greatest advance in short-term traffic
was experienced in the second and third quarters of
1958, when 46,200 and 142,000 more Canadian
vehicles re-entered from the United States. This is
comparable to an increase of about 3 per cent in the
second and 7 per cent in the third quarter, over the
Spring and Summer periods of 1957. The most in-
tense growth in the rate of long-term travel took
place in the first quarter of 1958, when almost
3,500 more Canadian automobiles returned, or over
2 per cent more than during the first part of 1957.
Florida is the preferred destination during the
January to March period and during these ‘months
the rate of growth in the number of Canadians re-
entering has been more rapid than the advancement
in the over-all gain. From October to December
1958 fewer Canadians returned from visits in the
United States both in the short-term and long-term
groups, and the rates of decrease compared with
1957 were one-half of one per cent in the short-
term, and over 6 per cent in the long-term traffic,
or the equivalent to a general decrease in the fourth
quarter of 1.5 per cent for both short and long-
term traffic.

Unlike 1957, when the outlay for travel by
Canadians in the United States using automobiles
advanced at a greater rate than the increase in the
number of persons, in 1958 the trend was reversed.
Although the total volume of persons travelling by
car was enlarged by 5.5 per cent, the over-all
spending merely advanced by 1.6 per cent over the
previous year. This is the result of lower average
spending by the short-term travellers; while Cana-
dians staying 24 hours or less in the United States
spent about $0.6 million more than in 1957, this
increase was offset by a much steeper rise in
volume of re-entries, which reduced the average
outlay per car from $4.98 in 1957 to $4.94 during
1958. The greatest drop occurred in the fourth
quarter, when 12 per cent less was spent. Cana-
dian. motorists visiting the United States longer
than 24 hours spent 5 per cent more per automobile
than during the previous year, The sharpest up-
- swing was noted in the second and fourth quarters,
when the rate of spending advanced by 7 per cent
and 13 per cent respectively. This was accentuated

by the fact that in both the second and the fourth
quarters relatively fewer visitors spent consider-
ably more.

During 1958, nearly 83 per cent of all cars
visiting the United States returned within 24 hours,
as compared with 82 per cent in the previous year.
As Table 8 indicates, the length of stay of Cana-
dian automobiles in the United States was prac-
tically unchanged on the over-all from 1957, al-
though the volume of cars had increased. The equi-
valent figures for the number of foreign cars in
Canada shown in Table 1 remained relatively un-
changed, whereas the average length of stay was
down. A more specific study of automobile travel
according to length of stay is made in Tables 1 and
1A for foreign cars in Canada, and in Tables 8 and
8A for Canadian automobiles in the United States.
The data on foreign cars include only the number
of permits issued, excluding visits by American
commuters, summer residents, locals and non-permit
vehicles. Comparable to 1956 and 1957, again in
1958 Canadian motorists in the United States spent
most per day and per car during a 3 day visit while,
at the same time, foreigners reached their daily
peak spending per car on a 5 day stay in Canada.
Furthermore, the amount involved for Canadians
at $34.30 was considerably higher than the $18.38
Americans spent .per car per day during their op-
timum outlay period.

While the number of American motorists in
Canada continued to decline as the length of stay
was extended, on the other hand, there are definite
patterns of length of visit in the 1 week, 2 week,
3 week and 4 week duration for Canadians. Table
9 represents a survey by province of re-entering
Canadian automobiles according to their length of
stay outside of Canada.

During 1957 the outlay by returning Canadian
motorists had grown by $15 million, while all non-
automobile spending had been curtailed by about
$3 million. In the corresponding categories for 1958,
the non-automobile spending rose sharply by about
$7 million, compared with the moderate addition of
$3 million to Canadian motorists’ expenditures in
the United States. The number of Canadians re-
turning in all conveyances other than automobile
declined sharply from 6.1 million to 5.3 million.
Since this decline took place in the short-term local
border traffic of pedestrians, local buses, etc., it
had the effect of raising considerably the average
amount of outlay in the United States per returning
Canadian resident (in the non-automobile group)
from $31.05 in 1957 to $37.25 in 1958 or hy 20
per cent.

However, the curtailed local traffic is not the
only reason for the higher average spending in the
non-automobile group. In 1958 some 28,000 more
than the 333,000 Canadians in 1957 found it con-
venient to travel by aeroplane to the United States,
with the result that their expenditures advanced
$7.8 million, particularly during the first half of
the year. This figure shows an advance in outlay
of almost 12 per cent over the comparable figure
of 1957,
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STATEMENT 21. Expenditures of Canadian Travellers in the United States by Types of
Transportation Used to Re-Enter Canada, 1934 -1958
Type of transportation 1954 1965 ‘1956 1957 '1958*
millions of dollars
Automobile 147.4 178.2 197.4 212.3 215.6
Train 65.4 66.3 64.3 60.8 56.5
Boat . 5.7 5.1 4.9 5.2 8.5
Bus (exclusive of local bus) 44.1 46.1 41.9 40. 1 42.3
Aeroplane 39.9 52.7 66.4 70.3 78.1 _
Other (pedestrians, local bus etCs) ...cuiccecorsinsicinnsnnns 17.5 14. 4 16.1 14. 6 14.3
Total .. 320.0 362.8 391.0 403.1 413.3

1 Bubject to revision.

The next highest increase in expenditure oc-
curred in the outlay by Canadians returning by long-
distance buses. Although the volume of persons fell
from 454,000 in 1957 to 435,000 in 1958, the total
outlay of this smaller group rose by $2.2 million to
$42.3 million in 1958. The increased average sug-
gests that more use was made of the longer distance
through buses, and that the average time spent in
the Uniced States per person, and with it the aver-
age expenditure, had increased. In this group, the
sharpest rise occurred in the period from October
to December 1958.

The significant up-surge in expenditures by
Canadians returning from the United States by boat
in the second quarter of 1958 was the main cause
of the $1.3 million growth in total outlay for the
year in this group. While 21,000 more persons
crossed by boat, or 22 per cent more than 1957, the
outlay during the year rose by 25 per cent. Local
border crossings listed under *‘‘Other Travellers’’

fell by roughly 800,000 to a little below 4 million,
while the expenditures of this group dropped ap-
proximately $300,000.

For several years the railroad traffic has been
steadily on the decline. Canadian travellers re-
turning from the United -States by train in 1956
numbered approximately 480,000. In 1957 this
figure was reduced by 41,000 or 9 per cent-and
still further decreased in 1958 by 39,000 or almost
another 9 per cent. The rate of decline in. corre-
sponding expenditures, however, was not as steep
as the loss in passenger volume. In 1956 this group
had spent a total of $64.3 million, but in 1957 the
outiay was $60.6 million which is a decrease of 6
per cent, while the decrease in 1958 amountedito
$4.1 million or 7 per cent. Since the fall m’the-
number of passengers was more pronounced than
in the over-all outlay, the average per person was

5y

slightly higher than in the previous year. g

Special Survey of Canadian Travel Behaviounr in the United States

Again in 1958 the ‘‘mail questionnaire’’ was
used for a sample survey of Canadian travellers in
the United States to detect patterns of behaviour.
From this special ‘‘mail questionnaire’’ information
was assembled on length of stay in the United
States: type of transportation used; the amount of
money spent; the main purpose of the trip; the port
of entry into the United States, and the port of re-
entry into Canada, as well as the state of destina-
tion in the United States. While this survey has
provided some very useful information on Canadian
travel to the United States, it is, however, more
representative of the lomg-term category and, there-
fore, the patterns of behaviour described herewith
should not be used to generalize data on the over-
all flow of Canadian travel to the United States
which includes a large volume of short-term travel.

Purpose of Visit

Three different ways were used to determine
the purpose or purposes of the trip. Questionnaires
were tabulated according to the aggregate of all

questionnaires showing purpose of visit; those re-
porting one reason only; those indicating two or

- more purposes for the trip. Each of the three ways

will in turn be briefly discussed, although for data
on the average length of stay and average expendi-
ture per person by purpose of trip only question-
naires reporting one reason were used and, there-
fore, can be subjected to more detailed comparisons.

For the first time, in 1958 the statements on
purpose of visit show the reason of health sep-
arately. A substantial number of the persons ques-
tioned checked off this item and, moreover, listing
it under a separate heading revealed that more
Canadians visited the United States for their health
than to get an education.

When all questionnaires were compiled ac-
cording to purpose of visit, a summary of the data
showed that recreation appeared as the main reason
in 41 out of every 100 cases. This figure indicated
only a slight increase over 1957. Visiting friends
or relatives was given in 32 per cent of all cases
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as the primary concern of the trip, compared with
33 per cent in 1957, More people were attracted to
shop in 1958, but trips for business reasons were
of less importance. There was little change in the
already low number reporting education as the
purpose of visit.

If the information is compiled according to one
purpose of visit only, the figures differ consider-
ably from the data compiled by using multiple pur-
poses of visit, Statements 22-24 are arranged in
this manner to arrive at some of the following com-
parisons. Of the travellers who indicated only one
purpose of trip, 43.4 per cent visited the United
States for recreation, which is an increase of rough-
ly 2 per cent over 1957. The number of persons who
indicated visiting friends or relatives as the sole
purpose dropped by almost 3 per cent in 1958 to a
total of 33.3 per cent. Shopping in the United States
appealed to 9.4 per cent of all Canadians travelling
there for a single reason only; this represents a 1.6
per cent increase over the equivalent 1957 figure.
Nevertheless, when used in conjunction with other
reasons shopping appeared more frequently as a
reason for the trip. Business trips were given as the
single purpose as often in 1958 as in 1957, namely
8.8 per cent, and only 0.6 per cent of those ques-
tioned stayed in the United States solely for educa-
tion, which is less than one-third of the comparable
1957 figure. However, as education can be taken as
formal study or considered in the broad sense of

the word, compilations were expected to differ
somewhat from the previous year, Prior to 1958
health was included with ‘‘other’’ as a purpose of
trip but, as already mentioned, is now listed sep-
arately. Accordingly, figures for ‘‘other’’ reasons
are not subject to comparison with other years.

In arranging the data reported by respondents
giving more than one reason per visit, again dif-
ferent patterns appear. Travellers giving two or
more purposes listed recreation in 34 per cent of
all cases, while shopping was next in importance

‘with 28.7 per cent, followed by visits to friends or

relatives with 27.5 per cent. In this arrangement of
data, the high percentage for shopping as a reason
of travel is due to the fact that many Canadians
travelling for recreation or to visit friends or rela-
tives combined these trips with shopping. Business
in conjunction with other purposes of visit was
checked off in 5.6 per cent of all cases, health 3.2
per cent, and ‘‘other’’ 0.6 per cent. Except for ed-
ucation which was listed as a reason for travel in
only 0.4 per cent of all cases, as compared with
3.4 per cent in 1957, the breakdown by multiple
purposes of visit was similar to that of the 1957
survey.

Data from questionnaires giving one purpose

. of trip only are discussed in the following para-

graphs of this section from four different aspects,
accompanied by corresponding statements.

STATEMENT 22. Purpose of Visit* Reported by Canadians Returning from the United States,

Compiled Quarterly, Special Survey, 1958

Visiting
Business | Education | Shopping | Recreation|{ friends or Health Other
relatives
per cent

First quarter .....c.ccececvenesierenenes 7.4 0.7 5. 4 41.6 41. 1 3.0 0. 8
Second quarter ..........oiniennns 12.5 1.0 11. 8 39.1 29. 4 5.1 1.1
Third quarter 5. 4 0.6 6.6 50. 8 32.4 0.6 3.6
Fourth quarter.........cccceevvuierecnnncnns 1.7 0.3 15. 0 37. 4 31. 8 1.3 2.5
Year 8.8 0.6 9.4 43.4 33.3 2.2 2.3

! Questionnaires reporting one purpose only.

Definite patterns of reasons for travel can
readily be detected when analyzing reports accord-
ing to the time of the year. As expected, there are
pronounced trends of activities suitable to certain
seasons, like increased recreational travel in the
summer, more visiting and shopping in the holiday
seasons, fewer business trips in the middle of the
summer, etc. In 1958 business as the redason of
travel was heaviest in the second and fourth quar-
ters of the year, with 12.5 per cent and 11.7 per
cent respectively, as compared with only 5.4 per

cent during the summer holiday season. Education
was by far the least important of all reasons during
all quarters of 1958, and reached its lowest point
during the period from October to December when
only 0.3 per cent of the respondents reported ed-
ucation as the purpose of visit. On a seasonal
basis, shopping again reached a maximum during
the fourth quarter of the year when 15 per cent of
all responses listed it as the reason for their trip.
While more persons stated recreation as the pur-
pose of trip during all quarters of the year, the
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period from July to September inclusive was partic-
ularly high when almost 51 out of every 100 Cana-
dian travellers to the United States had recreation
in mind. Visiting friends or relatives remains a
popular reason for the trip and varied according to
the season of the year.Comparable to 1957 the per-
centages were highest in the first and third quar-
ters while, on the other hand, the lowest percentage
appeared in the second quarter, However, during

journeys for health when a maximum of slightly
over 5 per cent was reached although the average
for all quarters combined amounted to only 2.2 per
cent. Thus it is deduced that of the persons re-
turning to Canada in the spring of the year, after
spending a winter in the south, many have made the
trip for reasons of health. A detailed breakdown is
shown in Statement 22, where questionnaires re-
porting one purpose only are tabulated according

the second quarter of 1958 more respondents took to season and purpose of visit.

STATEMENT 23. Purpose of Visit* Reported by Canadians Returning from the United States,
by Province of Re-Entry, Special Survey, 1938

Province of re-entry Business | Education | Shopping | Recreation fxglgngr Health COther
relatives
per cent
Maritimes 6. 2 0.3 3.8 33.4 48.3 3.3 4.7
Quebec.. 9.9 0.6 3.6 55.1 26. 8 3.1 0.9
Ontario . 9.6 0.6 8.6 41.0 36.9 1.9 1.4
Manitoba ... 7.2 0.8 14.5 39.4 28. 7 2.0 1.4
Saskatchewan ...... 7.0 .1 10. 2 34.0 34.0 2.5 11. 2
Alberta ........ 12.1 1.1 8.0 43. 1 25. 8 5 8 4.1
British Columbia and Yukon Territory 5.9 0.8 18. 2 39.6 29.9 " L8 3.8
Canada 8.8 0.8 9.4 43.4 33.3 2.2 2.3

! Questionnaires reporting one purpose only.

In Statement 23, on the other hand, information
on the purpose of visit is arranged according to
province of re-entry. It has been assumed, for all
practical purposes, that the province of re-entry
might well be considered the province of residence.
Residents of Alberta reported the highest per-
centage of business trips per province, while
British Columbia and the Yukon Territory listed
relatively fewer business trips than all the other
provinces. But as far as shopping is concerned,
British Columbia visitors head the list; over 18
per cent of all British Columbians visiting the
United States were induced by shopping. Directly
opposed to this are Quebec and the Maritimes,
where only 3.6 per cent and 3.8 per cent respec-
tively, reported shopping as a reason. At the same
time, persons from Quebec listed recreation most
frequently, while Maritimers, more than anybody
else, travelled in the United States to visit friends
or relatives, at a rate of 48 out of every 100: where-
as the lowest percentage of visits in this category
was reported by residents of Alberta. However,
residents of that province indicated that almost 6
per cent of all their visits to the United States
were for the sake of health, which is well above
the average of 2.2 per cent for all provinces com-
bined. .

Analyzing the purpose of Canadian visits to
the United States is complicated by the number
who gave their main destination as another prov-
ince in Canada while, at the same time, they had
passed through the United States en route. Many
questionnaires also checked recreation or visits
to friends or relatives as the purpose of trip al-
though it was evident this applied to the part of
the journey spent in Canada and the trip through
the United States was mainly in transit. In addi-
tion to the examples already given a high propor-
tion of the questionnaires checking ‘‘other’’ reasons
for the trip to the United States were in transit.
Altogether, it is estimated that less than 5 per
cent of the respondents were in transit through the
United States to other parts of Canada, although
this proportion may well be higher in some areas.
This cannot be assumed to represent the total ex-
tent of the in transit movement, however, as data in
the survey are restricted to the long-term traffic.
Many journeys could be made via the United States
between different provinces in Canada and be re-
corded in the short-term traffic. Segregation of the
questionnaires indicating in transit traffic show
that the automobile was used in almost all cases
for this purpose.
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STATEMENT 24. Purpose of Visit! Reported by Canadians Returning from the United States
by Type of Transportation, Special Survey, 19358

Percentage of persons reporting main purpose of trip
Type of transportation . ‘ Visiting
Business | Education | Shopping | Recreation| friends or Health Other
. relatives
per cent

RALL.c.ooeicrcrenrrertnnrienrtreesisnsesesnsaeenans 9.0 0.9 12.0 32,2 42. 4 2.8 0.7
Bus ... 2.4 0.7 16. 3 41.3 36. 8 2.0 0.5
Aeroplane........ 25. 6 0.9 2.2 42,2 24.3 3.7 1.1
Boat ..iciirerinnnniens 6.9 2.2 18.6 47.1 22. 17 1.3 0.6
Total non-automobile .........cccccenerene 15. 8 0.9 8.2 38.5 32.17 3.0 0.9
Automobile .... 4.2 0.4 10. 2 46.6 33.7 1.7 3.2
Grand total .......ccocoeeeennnneeene. 8.8 0.6 9.4 43.4 33.3 2.2 2.3

1 Aggregate of questionnaires reporting ore purpose 6n1y.

The ratio in which the various types of trans-
portation were used for each purpose of trip is shown
in Statement 24. For example, of all people in-
dicating to have used automobiles in travel to the
United States, 46.6 per cent went for recreation
and 33.7 per ce;nt visited friends or relatives, the
latter figures having slightly decreused when com-
pared with 1957. The least important reason for
which car travel was used in 1958 was education;
trips for education accounted for only 0.4 per cent
of all trips undertaken by motorists. For all types
of transportation, recreation and visiting were the
most frequently checked reasons, with the possible
exception of air fravel where business trips were
next in importance to recreation. Approximately
42.4 per cent of all train passengers reported visits
to friends or relatives, another 32.2 per cent trav-
elled for recreation, and 12 per cenc for shopping.
Whereas in 1957 some 4.5 per cent more train
passengers visited friends or relatives than in
1958, the percentage reporting recreation and shop-
ping showed an advancement of about 3 per cent.
On the whole, as in 1957, recreation was reported
most frequently for all types of transportation, with
the exception of rail. Education, in comparison
with 1957, was listed as a reason of travel for all
~ modes of transportation by less than one-quarter as
many persons during 1958.

Length of Stay

The ‘‘mail questionnaires’’ used for the special
survey . also query the respondents on length of
stay in the United States, and this information is’
compiled according to purpose of trip by type of
transportution used. To simplify matters, the length
of stay discussed in the following paragraph is, in
each case, the over-all average for all types of
transportation by the purpose of. visit.

As had been the case in former years, again
the shortest average length of stay was reported by
persons who travelled for shopping. Thus it appears
that many Canadians who visit the United States

mainly for shopping return shortly after the 48 hour
minimum stay required for customs exemption. Simi-
lar to the previous survey, on a provincial basis
there was very little variation in the length of stay
reported by shoppers. Persons on business trips
in the United States averaged practically the same
length of stay as in 1957, slightly below 8 days.
With the exception of the Maritimes this average
does not vary greatly on a provincial basis. Follow-
ing the trend of the previous two surveys, trips
made for recreation and visits to friends or rela-
tives were of nearly the same duration, namely 10.4
and 10.1 days respectively. Comparable figures for
1957 show recreation 11.8 days and visits to friends
or relatives 11.2 days, indicating, on the whole, a
shorter trip by roughly one day. When recreation
trips were examined on a provincial basis there
was some noticeable variation in the length of stay,
as persons from Alberta averaged trips of 13 days,
while respondents from Saskatchewan reported an
average stay much shorter, only 6.2 days. On the
other hand, it was noted that respondents from
Saskatchewan on visits to friends or relatives
stayed 15.3 days. Altogether visits to friends or
relatives were of longer duration for the Western
Provinces, whereas they spent less time on trips
for recreation. The season of the year continues to
have a bearing on the length of stay for persons on
recreation and visits to friends or relatives. During
the first six months of 1958 trips of longer duration
were reported for both recreation and visits to
friends or relatives which compares favourably with
1957 and again points to longer visits in the south-
ern states during the winter and early spring. Health
as a purpose of trip is shown separately for 1958,
with a length of stay averaging 42.6 days, and is
likely responsible for lowering the length of stay
for ‘‘other’’ reasons to 6.6 days from 22 days in
1957. As may be expected, Canadians in the United
States for purposes of education had the longest
length of stay, 90.8 days; a considerable change
from the 1957 average of 38 days but, no doubt,
meaning that in 1958 education was considered as
formal study.
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CHART-2
AVERAGE LENGTH OF STAY AND AVERAGE EXPENDITURE PER PERSON PER DAY
ACCORDING TO PURPOSE OF TRIP
1958
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Expenditures
CHART—3 In addition to the length of stay, respondents
were questioned on their expenditures in the United
AVERAGE EXPENDITURE PER PERSON States and, in order that comparisons of interest
BY PURPOSE OF TRIP might be made, this information was compiled by
1958 A purpose of trip and type of transportation used, as
560 — e - well as by purpose of trip according to province
of re-entry. Again -in- 1958 the most per trip was
480 — N spent by persons travelling for the purpose of ed-
ko] ucation, with an average of $557 per person per
RS 3 trip. This amounts to an increase in average ex-
400 — B o — penditure of over $250 per person per trip compared
:E:E E:i:f with the previous year. Rising costs in education
22! 3 and the respondents considering education more on
320 — E:E: 2 ] the basis of formal study was possibly instrumental
oox host in the increase. Although the $557 per trip was the
040 ot b B highest average expenditure for any purpose, on a
;::5: ;EE: per person per day basis. it only amounted to $6.13,
:E::: :::E: lowest of any purpose owing to the high average
160 —gZ i & —] length of stay. Persons travelling for health spent
B e K $443 per trip, furthermore, in this category the only
:E:' .5:5 o 5 regional variation was ‘in re-entries -into Saskat-
80 —f&d K 5 A chewan, where an average expenditure of $835 per
K £ b b person per trip was reported. Nevertheless, again
B - B because of the great length of stay, the daily ex-

[0} X o< N A
| EDUCATION | RECREATION | HEALTH | pen91ture was only $10..41 per person. On a regional
BUSINESS SHOPPING VISITING OTHER basis, spending on business trips. was more or less

- . : uniforin, and there was no significant change in

SPECIAL SURVEY OF CANADIAN TRAVEL IN THE UNITED STATES,1958 the average expenditures when. compared with the
previous year. There were, however, differences
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in this mean according to type of transportation.
The totalrange extended from $86 for boat travellers
on business to $251 for those using bus transporta-
tion. The average for all types of conveyance was
an expenditure of $174 per business trip, or $22.28
on a per diem basis, which ranks second only to the
$25.36 spent by shoppers. The lowest average out-
lay per trip was reported by persons visiting friends
or relatives; when transportation was by automobile
the mean was $45, while persons using plane aver-
aged $135 per trip, compared with the $68 average
for all types of transportation. However, persons
re-entering the Western Provinces had spent about
25 per cent more per visit to friends or relatives
than the average for all provinces. Chart 2 is ar-
ranged by average length of stay and average outlay
per person per day according to purpose of trip,
while Chart 3 gives comparative data on average
expenditure by purpose of trip.

Destination

At the same time, this special survey also
gathered information on the destination of Canadian
travellers to the United States, and these data were
examined in three ways: by state of destination
according to the season of the year; by state of
destination and province of re-entry; and by area
of destination regardless of season or type of trans-
portation. Tables 13 and 14 respectively, and Map
2, illustrate this discussion. In questionnaires
listing more than one destination, the state farthest
from the International border was taken. Data for
states lying close to the border should be taken as
minimal since Canadians had to pass through those
States on their way farther south.

The state of New York again was visited by
the largest percentage of Canadians, roughly 26
per cent. As in 1957 these visits were decidedly
heavier in the fourth quarter when the average was
29 per cent, which suggests either Christmas shop-
ping or visits over the Christmas season. Almost
12 per cent had checked Washington state as their
destination in 1958, replacing Florida which in 1957
had been the next important state of destination on
a yearly basis., The percentages reported for the
state of Washington show little variation according
to the season. On the other hand, Florida with ap-
proximately 11 per cent was visited almost ex-
clusively during the first half of 1958, and only to
the extent of 3.5 and 5 per cent during the July to
December period, as compared with the 24 and 19
per cent of the first two quarters. The equivalent
percentages for 1957 from January to June al-
though comparable were in the reverse order, viz.
20 and 23 per cent respectively. As already ex-
plained, the questionnaires for this survey are sent
out to Canadians on their return from visits to the
United States and, therefore, some of the figures
for the first quarter are possibly from respondents
who went to Florida towards the end of the previous
year. Almost 10 per cent, a slightly higher figure
than that of 1957, declared Michigan as their des-
tination and, as had happened during the preceding
year, the seasonal peak occurred in the last quarter.

Again California attracted slightly over 5 per cent
and, similar to the pattern of Florida, more visits
were reported for the first half of the year.

This information was also compiled according
to province of re-entry. At ports of re-entry in the
Maritimes, 34 out of every 100 Canadians ques-
tioned in this sample declared Massachusetts as
their United States destination; 26 per cent of this
group did not travel any farther than Maine, and
New York had attracted approximately 16 per cent.
The number of persons re-entering the Maritimes
and returning from visits to other states was rela-
tively insignificant, and there were no notable
changes in this pattern when compared with 1957.
Almost 39 per cent of the re-entries through Quebec
ports had not travelled beyond the state of New
York; this represents almost the same proportion
as 1957. Another 13 per cent had visited Massachu-
setts, notably the city of Boston, and 12 per cent
reported Florida as their destination. The pattern
of states immediately south of the border atfracting
the greater proportion of persons from bordering
provinces is clearly shown by Table 14. New York
and Michigan were again the most preferred destina-
tions for those returning through Ontario and,
though Florida had attracted about 1 per cent fewer
persons of this group than in 1957, it was still a
strong third with 15 per cent. Almost 60 out of
every 100 persons re-entering through British
Columbia had not travelled beyond Washington, 10
per cent visited Oregon and 18 per cent had gone
as far as California. Minnesota had attracted about
40 per cent of the persons returning via Manitoba,
while only 16 per cent, as compared with 22 per
cent in 1957, gave North Dakota as their destina-
tion. On the other hand, the trend was different for
Saskatchewan, where over 37 per cent, as compared
with 24 per cent in 1957, had declared North Dakota
as their destination of travel. There was a similar
relationship in travel patterns for the province of
Alberta as most persons did not travel beyond the
border state of Montana.

Map 2 shows to which areas of the United -
States most Canadians travelled in 1958; type of
transportation is not considered in this tabulation,
and the ratios represent the annual figure rather
than the seasonal. The Middle Atlantic States of
New York, New Jersey and Pennsylvania, again at-
tracted almost 30 per cent of all respondents, and
this rate is only 0.7 per cent lower than in 1957.
Whereas in 1957 the South Atlantic States of Florida,
Mississippi, Alabama, Georgia, North and South
Carolina, the Virginias, Maryland, Delaware and the
District of Columbia, had seen almost 3 per cent
more Canadians than in 1956, during 1958 only 13.5
per cent listed these states as their destination,
which is a decline of a little more than one per cert
compared with 1957. The Pacific States of Washing-
ton, Oregon and California, remained as the area
second in importance by receiving 19 per cent of
Canadian travel, or almost 1 per cent more than
was determined in this special survey during the
previous two years. The East North Central Area
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also saw an increase of Canadian travel. During
1958 more than 16 per cent had indicated this area
as their destination, which is an increase of roughly
2 per cent over the previous year. Furthermore, al-
most two-thirds of this figure are visits to the state
of Michigan. On the other hand, travel to the New
England States declined in 1958 when only 11.5
per cent of those responding to this survey declared

these. states as their destination, compared with
12.6 per cent in 1957 and 12.2 per cent in 1956.
Only 5.5 per cent travelled to the West North Central
Area, out of which percentage about three-fifths did
not go beyond the state of Minnesota. All other
areas not mentioned elsewhere in this text, ac-
counted for approximately 4 per cent of Canadian
travel,

Travel Between Canada and Overseas Countries

Volume of Travel and Expenditure

Travel between Canada and overseas countries
continued to show an upward trend during 1958, but
the rate of expansion was not so pronounced as in
the previous year. The total number of entries by
residents of overseas countries and Canadians re-
turning direct from visits to overseas countries ad-
vanced about 10 per cent as compared with a gain
of 15 per cent in the previous year. At the same
time, the breakdown shows visits to Canada by
residents of overseas countries advanced some 8
per cent as compared with a gain of 17 per cent in
the preceding year; and, furthermore, re-entries by
residents of Canada returning from visits to over-
seas countries advanced about 10 per cent as com-
pared with a gain of 14 per cent in the year 1957.

Expenditures involved in overseas travel also
continued to show a definite expansion over .the
previous year. Receipts from overseas visitors ad-
vanced $2 million to a total of $40 million for the
year; approximately 5 per cent higher than the
previous record of $38 million in 1957. Payments
by Canadians advanced 6 per cent in 1958 to a
total of $129 million. As a result, the balance
between receipts and payments stood at a debit
balance of $89 million, the highest on record. More-
over, this constitutes an increase of $5 million in
the debit balance when compared with 1957. It
should be noted, in addition, that the debit balance
in the overseas account amounted to about 46 per
cent of Canada’s total deficit on travel account
in 1958.

STATEMENT 25. Balance of Payments on Travel Account Between Canada

and Overseas Countries, 1957 -1958*
Net Credits (+) Net Debits (~)

All United Other Other All
overseas Kingdom sterling O.E.E.C. other
counfries area countries countries

1957 1958 1957 1958 1957 1958 1957 1958 1957 1958

millions of dollars
Receipts .couvvcvriinniinnninisnninns 38 40 18 18 5 6 10 11 5 5
Payments ... 122 129 41 52 11 11 48 52 16 14
Net balance - 84 ~ 89 -29 -34 - 6 -5 -38 ~-41 -11 -9

1 subject to revision,

Overseas Visitors to Canada

“In 1958 the non-resident visitors (other than
immigrants) arriving in Canada direct from over-
seas countries through Canadian ports of entry
numbered 39,600, an increase of about 8 per cent
or approximately 3,000 more visits than in 1957.
As well as the number of visitors entering direct
from overseas countries an estimated 26,000 ar-
rived via the United States, an increase of 1,000
or 4 per cent more than in 1957. Altogether, the
number of entries _direct and by way of the United
States amounted to 65,600, an iricrease of 4,000
visits or a total between 6 and 7 per cent higher
than the previous record established in 1957.

The aeroplane continued to advance in pop-
ularity as a means of oceanic transportation in
bringing visitors to Canada direct from overseas

countries. In 1958 the breakdown in type of trans-
portation amounted to some-54 .per cent arriving via
plane and 46 per cent via ship. In 1957 the corre-
sponding breakdown amounted to 52 per cent via
plane and 48 per cent arrived via ship. For a three
year period prior to 1957 about 54 per cent of the
visitors from overseas countries arrived via ship
and ‘the remainder, representing approximately 46 per
cent of the total, used planes for oceanic trans-
portation. The inauguration of economy flights and
the improved service by plane, no doubt, have been
factors influencing a greater diversion to air travel.

Canadian air and. steamship lines carried a
smaller percentage of our visitors during 1958 as
compared with the previous year. In 1958 some #1
per cent of the visitors to Canada from overseas
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STATEMENT 26. Number of Non-Immigrant Visitors Entering Canada Direct from Overseas
Countries, by Type of Transportation, Principal Countries, 1957 -1958
Arrivals by aeroplane Arrivals by vessel Total
Country of residence
1957 1958 1957 1958 1957 1958
United Kingdom .......c.cccevmveiiieecinerneeeeernnerenns 8,820 10,311 10, 892 11,790 19,712 22,101
England ....coiviicerimenceinineineen et sasans 7,016 8,175 8,179 8,726 15,195 16, 901
Scotland ................... 1,543 1,706 2,052 2,222 3,595 3,928
Northern Ireland .. 133 249 413 465 546 714
Wales .vvrrvcerecerennenn. 109 154 211 326 320 480
- Lesser British IS1es ....cccccvviveveririccneneseinans 19 27 317 51 56 78
% Of Total .....cccoovvviinuinrnrnnnriniresereesee s 46.3 48.1 61.8 64.6 53.8 55.7
Commonwealth Countries (n.e.s8.) ......cco...... 3,079 3,380 1,440 1,473 4,519 4,853
AUSEIalia .covicceevereinecinniecer s aee e 534 566 781 728 1,315 1,294
West Indies Federation ..........ccccccveviirecerens 850! 901 128t 160 978!| . 1,061
HONE KONE wucccvcreerevennnenes 422 543 41 28 463 571
New Zealand .....c.cceivimnrinrrvsreinereseesesonesans 203 257 237 232 440 489
Bermuda .....cenivenniinienennenenrenssinner e 435 466 14 6 449 472
INAIR oot e enes 171 189 28 52 199 241
Union of South Africa ................... 168 146 84 91 252 237
Other Commonwealth Countries .................. 296 312 127 176 423 488
%0 Of Total .....ceevivviiieinerenreiecvreere e seacsans 16.2 15.8 8.2 8.1 12.3 12.3
EUrope (Ne€.8.) wcvviererrnervneererersvnisirseeroressesessnne 4,748 5,309 4,948 4,646 9, 696 9,955
GEIMANY .o.oviiireiisnerrnrenseersranssarsisarcossecsrssasseane 1,004 1,115 1,409 1,373 2,413 2,488
Netherlands ......cccveeveeeeininineneninisseseersessenses 824 936 1,220 1,333 2, 044 2,269
FIANCE .eoviiiiiininiieniiinecnarannrensieriissnesinneesioseesenes 1,253 1,316 911 754 2,164 2,070
Switzerland ....ccoveerniinnreiiiiieee e 236 312 142 115 378 427
Italy ............. 190 214 172 157 362 371
Belgium ....cviiiviininieeecriienisieenneeareeeaeenees 138 226 157 111 295 337
Austria....cccenrereerreenene 64 132 147 113 211 245
Ireland (Republic) .. 100 105 100 112 200 217
Denmark .....ccccvevueniens 95 109 76 93 171 202
Norway ...... 81 122 164 5 245 197
Sweden...... 68 106 37 29 105 135
Spain ... 54 95 16 31 70 126
Yugoslavia .....ueceevvinnnene 32 53 60 60 92 113
Other European Countries .........ceveereueevennne.. 609 468 337 290 946 158
%o Of TOtal ....cccevvvivirernrcreenirenrereeerissnies 25.0 24.8 28.1 25.5 26.53 25.1
OtRErS ...c.coviiiiriciierrereeeecnrecsrnenressrassessesssesnens 2,378 2,413 326 328 2,701 2,743
Mexico ...ccvccrerverrennrennne 624 771 24 32 648 803
South America (n 494 358 37 72 531 430
Japan ........ 165 243 63 40 228 283
Asia (n.e.s.) ... 123 172 28 23 151 195
Africa (D.e.S.).ucerernenns 97 123 62 45 159 168
Middle East (n.e.s.).... 182 132 17 10 199 142
Israel .....ceeiiiiinieeees 114 98 45 27 159 125
Argentina................. 90 114 ki 10 97 124
Other COUNLIIES .icccvvveeiivircrirecreseeernerseeeenns 486 404 43 69 529 473
%o Of TOtAL .....cocrnieneninincinrnreraesrnrssaisrensanns 12.5 11.3 1.9 1.8 7.4 6.9
TOtAL .covnriiiirintnerncrerneerrerecerareesesenarane 19, 022 21,413 17,606 18,237 36,628 39,632

* British West Indies.

n.e.s.—not elsewhere specified.
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countries arrived via Canadian carriers, whereas
in 1957 between 42 and 43 per cent used this means
of transportation. On the other hand, it should be
noted that only 36 per cent used Canadian carriers
in 1956 and 33 per cent during 1955. Comparable
data on transportation expenditures of overseas
visitors entering via the United States have not
been compiled but, no doubt, most of the expendi-
ture for oceanic transportation would go to foreign
carriers.

Residents of the United Kingdom have ac-
counted for more than half of the visitors from over-
seas countries for several years, but the percent-
age of the total has gradually declined from 57
per cent in 1955 to 54 per cent in 1957. Now, how-
ever, during 1958 the trend towards a decreasing
percentage of the total originating in the United
Kingdom appears to be checked and nearly 56 per
cent of the visitors arriving direct from overseas
countries gave the United Kingdom as the country
of last permanent residence. The proportion origi-
nating in other Commonwealth countries has re-

mained fairly constant during the past four years,
namely about 12 per cent. The percentage of the
total originating in other European countries de-
clined from 27 per cent to a basis comparable with
1956 when 25 per cent arrived from this region.
Meanwhile the number originating in other areas
not already specified remained unchanged at 7
per cent.

Receipts from residents of overseas countries
travelling in Canada again reached new records in
1958 although the increase was appreciably smaller
than the year before, Estimates showed that $40
million was received from residents of overseas
countries as compared with $38 million in 1957,
an increase of $2 million or approximately 5 per
cent. In 1957 the corresponding rate of expansion
in our receipts from overseas was nearly 36 per
cent. Included in the receipts are transportation
costs paid Canadian carriers covering fares between
Canada and overseas countries. Transportation
earnings amounted to more than 50 per cent of the
total receipts in this category.

Canadian Travellers Overseas (Returning Direct)

Volume and Expenditures

" Once again, new records were established in
the number of visits to overseas countries by resi-
dents of Canada. In 1958 Canadians returning direct
from overseas countries numbered 132,000, an in-
crease of 12,200 re-entries or approximately 10 per
cent more than the previous year. The rapid ex-
pansion, formerly experienced in travel to overseas
countries by Canadians during the period of 1954
to 1956 inclusive, has tapered to a more moderate
rate in the past two years. Whereas in 1958 the in-
crease amounted to approximately 10 per cent as
compared with 13 per cent in 1957, the rate of gain
in each of the previous three years was about 20
per cent. Re-entries direct to Canada were sup-
plemented by an estimated 42,000 who returned via
the United States, thus making a total of 174,100, a
gain of 15,200 visits in the aggregate or roughly 10
per cent over the 1957 figure.

Expenditures of Canadians inoverseas countries
reached a new record of $129 million in 1958, some
$7 million higher than the previous record of $122
million established in 1957. Although the new
record is nearly 6 per cent higher than the preceding
year, the rate of expansion is noticeably more
moderate than in previous years. It should be noted,
in addition, that the rate of gain is gradually de-
creasing each year. In 1957 the rate of gain over
the previous year amounted to 14 per cent while in
1956 there was an increase of 24 per cent as com-
pared with 1955. In 1958 payments for travel in
overseas countries advanced in about the same pro-
portion as our receipts from overseas visitors.

Estimates for 1958 indicate that -the United
Kingdom received some $52 million from the Cana-
dian travel account, comparable to the amount re-
ceived by all other European countries, When com-
pared with the previous year the United Kingdom
received an additional $5 million which represents

an increase of bhetween 10 and 11 per cent, while
the other European countries received an extra $4
million or an increase of around 8 per cent. There

~was no change in payments to countries in other

sterling areas, and, furthermore, the group referred
to in Statement 25 as ‘‘other countries’’ received
between 12 and 13 per cent less or approximately
$2 million under the previous year.

With the exception of payments to United States
carriers, oceanic transportation costs paid to non-
Canadian carriers are included with the estimates
of travel expenditures in overseas countries. How-
ever, payments for overseas transportation paid to
carriers of United States origin are debited to the
travel account with the United States. On the other
hand, receipts by Canadian carriers do not rep-
resent a movement of funds out of Canada, con-
sequently they are not included with expenditures
of Canadians in overseas countries. In 1958 trans-
portation costs to and from North America amounted
to approximately 47 per cent of the expenditures
reported by Canadians returning direct from over-
seas countries; practically the same proportion as
in the previous year. Transportation costs incor-
porated in the overseas account include incidental
expenses en route but do not include transportation
within Canada. The proportion of oceanic trans-
portation costs received by Canadian carriers
was approximately the same as 1957, namely some
40 per cent which is slightly lower than in 1956
and 1955. Comparable data released by the United
States Department of Commerce show that in 1958
United States carriers received 53 per cent of the
overseas transportation costs paid by Americans
as against 47 per cent paid to foreign carriers. The
corresponding breakdown for 1957 shows a slightly
different trend when 45 per cent of the overseas
transportation costs went to foreign planes and
ships while 55 per cent went to United States
carriers.
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TRAVEL BETWEEN CANADA AND OTHER. COUNTRIES
STATEMENT 27. Residents of Canada Returning Direct from Overseas Countries,
Principal Ports of Re-Entry, 1954 - 1958
Port of re-entry 1954 1955 1956 1957 1958
Gander, NEIA. .....cooceeiivcinrieeeiieercencccrereens s eresecesenas 8,529 9,729 1,925 3,254 2,665
DOrval, QUE. ..uveeeieeieeiiriiinnrersnseserreraeesatesmrrensiesassasnens 17,937 19,507 33,415 37,927 49, 383
Malton, Ont. .....ccoivivniiineierereereriescseesessasrarereesseeeeses 7,036 7,823 13,592 15,962 21,067
Vancouver, B.C. (Aeroplane) .........occoceeeecevineniinns 3.183 4,523 7,472 9,369 9, 897
St. John's, NI, ..ccovviceniieerceirecierreneeneeiereeeneseressesseens 944 608 720 ' 710 573
Halifax, N.S. ....vciiiiiiiiiensiivenieneeesteessnesmassnsssserseevane 4,017 6,713 5,892 7,557 4,138
Saint John, N.B. ....ceriiveerieeeereicceverrermesesvnrmeasecnes 1,164 1,034 1,089 1,373 1,281
QUEDECY, QUE. .ccreeeicicerireeerereermeeensrresnereressnessrmrasessnse 27,673 33,408 317,182 38,877 38,453
Vancouver, B.C. (VeSSel) cociriiiviinieinisnnniieseionens 568 1,039 1,182 1,332 1,258
Other DPOIES .cuvevrreierriirereiteensnernninesseesesunsnseses sersnnes 2,507 3,635 3,625 3,541 3,404
Total all POrtS ........ccoeivivvrireiiirencraeveiersecrecsaenns 73, 558 88,019 106, 094 119, 902 132,119

! Many returning residents cleared at Quebec disembark at Montreal.

In order to obtain information on the overseas
travel of Canadians, questionnaires have been sent
to selected groups of travellers returning directly
from overseas in recent years. In addition to infor-
mation on expenditures, questions are asked re-
garding such items as type of transportation, des-

tination, points of departure and re-entry, purpose
of visit, etc. Results from these questionnaires
have appeared to be reasonably consistent from
year to year and, as the coverage has been extend-
ed, more information has been yielded from this
source even though the basis is only a sample.

STATEMENT 28. Residents of Canada Returning Direct from Overseas Countries,
Principal Ports of Re-Entry, Compiled Quarterly, 1958

_ First Second Third Fourth
Port of re-entry quarter quarter quarter quarter Year

Gander, NfId. .....c.cvereererinnnerieecimneerinccsnnmseceeresnns 131 485 1,394 655 2,665
DOIval, QUE. .....ccovvevverernrecrieesrmrececsnnasmssstasssnessosessssnes 8,042 10,590 21,091 9,660 49, 383
Malton, Ont. ......cccccervveerinnnereresennernreesesrsenscosesamnes 5,681 4,893 7.310 3,183 21,067
Vancouver, B.C. (Aeroplane) .........ccccevereerereraesecinne 3,541 2,159 2,488 1,709 9,897
St. John's, NEI. .....ccieiiivirneeicrnirecsensnsemsevesossassesees 64 117 254 138 573
Halifax, N.S. ...coiiiviiivecrenrccniinreresecsessereesesserssesseessessress 2,118 1,140 545 335 4,138
Saint John, N.B. ...cccveierverereeenriecensenneesecneresreesesnans 1, 008 3 1 269 1,281
QUEDEC!, QUE. ... eve e s tece s rse e e esrsnene - 8,509 22,196 7,748 38,453
Vancouver, B.C. (VeSSel) .....cccccerrrmrvrcenveerersecrnasnns 294 433 285 246 1, 258
Other POIS ....eeireereeereerenrecnieeeerinanseracssanmmesenanessesorsnons 78 529 2,129 668 3,404

Total all pOrtS ...........ccocrviririverercccreerrcceeeens 20, 957 28, 838 57,693 24,611 132,119

! Many returning residents cleared at Quebec disembark at Montreal.
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Type of Transportation

The breakdown according to type of trans-
portation, as compiled from questionnaires to
overseas travellers, shows that about 39 per cent
of the overseas transportation costs of persons re-
turning direct went to the steamship lines and 61
per cent covered fares to the air lines. Air travel
to overseas countries has expanded rapidly during
the past few years. In 1955 receipts for overseas
transportation were fairly evenly distributed be-
tween air and vessel routes, then in 1956 an upward
surge began when air routes received 56 per cent
of the total, 59 per cent in 1957 and 61 per cent in
1958. At the same time, the amount received by
vessel routes declined in the same proportion as
the advances shown by air routes. The trend to a
higher proportion of air travel is reflected in State-
ment 27 which shows the extent to which the two
types of transportation have been used by Cana-
dians returning direct from overseas during the past
five years. It is noted that most Canadians return-
ing from overseas by aeroplane re-enter Canada
through the ports of Gander, Dorval, Malton and
Vancouver, whereas re-entries by vessel are mainly
through St. John’s, Newfoundland; Halifax, Nova
Scotia; Saint John, New Brunswick; Quebec,
Montreal, and Vancouver. With the exception of
Gander, Newfoundland, the main airports have
shown a steady increase over the five year period.
In 1958 the ports reporting air traffic accounted for
between 62 and 63 per cent of the re-entries as com-
pared with 56 per cent in 1957 and 53 per cent in
1956. Ports showing re-entries by vessel accounted
for some 35 per cent of the re-entries in 1958 as
compared with 41 per cent in 1957 and 44 per cent
in 1956. Ports not specified in the statement ac-
counted for between 2 and 3 per cent of the total
in 1958 as compared with 3 per cent in 1957 and 4
per cent in 1956. Canadians returning through ports
recording air traffic numbered 83,012 in 1958 com-
pared with 66,512 in 1957, a gain of 16,500 visits
or nearly 25 per cent. Residents of :Canada return-
ing via ports comprising traffic by vessel numbered
45,703 in 1958 as compared with 49,849 in 1957,
a decrease of 4,146 or approximately 8 per cent.
Ports not specifically named in Statement 27 ac-
counted for 3,404 re-entries in 1958 as compared
with 3,541 in 1957, a decline of 137 or nearly 4
per cent. The aggregate for all ports was about 10
per cent higher than the previous year. The seasonal
pattern of data for the year 1958 appears in State-
ment 28 which shows a diversion of traffic by
vessel to Halifax, N.S. and Saint John, N.B. during
the part of the year when navigationto Quebec -and
Montreal is closed.

Destination

Canadians selected for the survey of overseas
travel were also asked to report their destinations
on the questionnaires. As many respondents (partic-
ularly persons returning from visits to Europe) re-
ported visits to several countries on one trip
abroad, it was necessary to record the information
on the basis of the area visited rather than attempt

to show the detail for each country separately.
Data reported on destinations by Canadians return-
ing direct from overseas countries reveal a change
of trend in some areas as compared with 1957. In
1958 some 26 per cent of the respondents reported
visits to the United Kingdom only, as compared
with 36 per cent in the previous year. The propor-
tion reporting visits to the United Kingdom and
other European countries was relatively unchanged
at 31 per cent. Visits to European countries other
than the United Kingdom advanced to 19 per cent
of the total, as-compared with 15 per cent in 1957
and 12 per cent in 1956. Visits to the West Indies
Federation accounted for nearly 6 per cent of the
total in 1958, whereas in 1957 about 4 per cent of
the respondents reported visits to the British West
Indies. This is not a valid comparison, however,
as all countries formerly compiled as British West
Indies are not included in the West Indies Federa-
tion. Visits to Bermuda represented between 4 and
5 per cent of the total in 1958 as compared with 3
per cent in 1957, while visits to Mexico were
unchanged at 4 per cent of the total. Visits to
Hawaii accounted for nearly 4 per cent of the total,
and between 2 and 3 per cent reported visits to a
combination of several areas. Some 1 per cent of
the total reported visits to Central America and
the non-British West Indies, while less than 1 per
cent visited each of the following areas: South
America, Australia and New Zealand, Other Com-
monwealth, and other countries not already speci-
fied. The information presented in this paragraph
does not include Canadians who travelled to over-
seas countries and returned via the United States.

It is also notable that, as in the preceding
year, the destinations reported by respondents re-
turning direct from overseas countries varied con-
siderably according to the period of the year.
Visits to the United Kingdom only were below the
yearly average (26 per cent) in the first and second
quarters, but reached a maximum of 32 per cent of
all visits in the third quarter, then dropped again in
the fourth quarter to 29 per cent. Visits to the
United Kingdom and other European countries ad-
vanced consistently throughout each quarter of the
year to a maximum of 39 per cent in the fourth
quarter. Visits to other European countries ac-
counted for 16 per cent of the total in the first
quarter, 21 per cent in the second quarter, and 19
per cent in the third and fourth quarters of the year.
Once again, travel to the West Indies Federation
and Mexico was heaviest in the first quarter of the
year when 16 per cent of the respondents reported
visits to the West Indies Federation and 12 per cent
visits to Mexico. Comparable data for the second
quarter show 7 per cent to the West Indies Federa-
tion and 5 per cent to Mexico, whereas visits to
these areas were at a minimum during the third
quarter of the year. Visits to Bermuda reached a
peak of 9 per cent during the second quarter, while
Hawaii accounted for about 7 per cent of the total
during the first and second quarters of the year.
Apparently the temperate climate of these areas
attracts many persons on vacation during the first
half of the year.
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From the sample an analysis of data on des-
tination according to port of re-entry shows that
31 per cent of the respondents who re-entered
Canada at Gander and Dorval reported visits to the
United Kingdom, while 33 per cent had visited the
United Kingdom and Continental Europe. Approxi-
mately 22 per cent visited European countries other
than the United Kingdom, some 4 per cent had been
to Bermuda, and between 3 and 4 per cent had been
to. the West Indies Federation. Nearly 2 per cent
reported visits to Mexico, while a similar percent-
age reported destinations in two or more areas.

Overseas travellers re-entering Canada at
Malton reported fewer visits to Europe with between
13 and 14 per cent who had visited the United
Kingdom, 12 per cent with visits to the United
Kingdom and other European countries, and 11 per
cent with destinations in Continental Europe only.
On the other hand, nearly 25 per cent of the trav-
ellers re-entering Canada at Malton reported des-
tinations in the West Indies Federation, 18 per cent
had been to Bermuda, and 16 per cent visited
Mexico. Of the remainder the majority had been-to
Central or South America, while some had been to
more than.one area.

Some 38 per cent of the respondents who re-
entered Canada by air and ship at Vancouver re-
ported visits to Hawaii. Next in importance were
visits to Europe which accounted for nearly 35
per cent of the total and comprised 16 per cent
with visits to the United Kingdom and other European
countries, 13 per cent to Continental Europe, and
6 per cent to the United Kingdom only. Mexico was
the destination of 10 per cent, while 7 per cent had
visited more than one area. Some 2 per cent re-
ported visits to Australia and New Zealand and 1
per cent had heen to South America; the remaining
7 per cent reported visits to countries not already
specified.

Comparable to 1957 about 41 per cent of the
respondents re-entering Canada by ship at the
Atlantic and St. Lawrence River ports had visited
the United Kingdom and Continental Europe, while
33 per cent had visited the United Kingdom only.
Roughly 21 per cent had visited European countries
other than the United Kingdom, and the remainder
reported visits to other areas overseas,

Length of Stay

An analysis of the questionnaires from Cana-
dians returning direct from overseas countries
shows that the length of stay varied somewhat ac-
cording to the destination. In 1958 the over-all
average length of stay reported by respondents re-
turning direct from the United Kingdom declined to
55 days as compared with 59 in 1957 and 63 in
1956. Persons returning by -ship spent 74 days as
compared with 82 days in 1957 while, on the other
hand, persons returning by plane stayed about 38 days,
an increase of around 2 days over the 1957 figure,

The respondents visiting both the United
Kingdom and other European countries reported
visits of 66 days abroad in comparison with 77
days in 1957 and, furthermore, the time spent abroad

was divided as follows: 32 days in the United
Kingdom and 34 days in other European countries.
For 1957 the breakdown revealed 38 days in the
United Kingdom and 39 days in Continental Europe.
Comparable to the pattern for visits in the United
Kingdom only, persons using ships for oceanic
transportation reported longer visits than persons
who travelled by plane, although both reported
shorter visits than in 1957. Persons travelling by
ship were abroad for 84 days which was divided
as follows: United Kingdom 44 days and 40 days in
other European countries. Persons returning by
plane reported 47 days abroad, some 19 of which

-were spent in the United Kingdom and 28 were in

Continental Europe.

The length of stay reported by persons who
had visited Continental Europe only, declined from
70 days in 1957 to 58 days in 1958, Plane trav-
ellers reported 43 days abroad, while persons re-
turning by ship averaged nearly 80 days in Europe.
It is possible that some persons may have included
the number of days en route to and from North
America, although they were asked to report only
the length of stay in each country. This would have
more effect on traffic by ship on account of the
length of time required to make the trip by vessel.,

Visits to the other Commonwealth countries
are chiefly by aeroplane and vary considerably in
duration. When compared with 1957 there was little
change in the length of stay reported by visitors to
Bermuda, namely 17 days. Visits to the West Indies
Federation averaged between 21 and 22 days but
this figure is not comparable with 1957 which
covered the British West Indies. However, in some
of the other Commonwealth countries visits were
noticeably shorter.

Other countries frequently visited were Mexico
where the length of stay remained unchanged at 21
days; Central America and West Indies not British
where the length of stay dropped from 25 days in
1957 to 14 days in 1958; South America where the
average stay was extended from 29 days in 1957
to 41 days in 1958; and Hawaii where the average
length of visit advanced from 22 days in 1957 to
29 days in 1958.

Purpose of Visit

Once again, the purpose of visit was compiled
and, comparable to the 1957 survey, questionnaires
reporting more than one purpose of trip were weight-
ed and combined with the forms which reported one
purpose only. Approximately 44 per cent of the trav-
ellers to overseas countries made the trip to visit
friends or relatives as compared with 42 per cent
in 1957 and 37 per cent in 1956. Questionnaires
showing recreation as the purpose of visit also
advanced in importance during 1958 when 42 per
cent of the respondents reported recreation the
purpose of their overseas visit. In 1958 nearly 10
per cent of the overseas trips were for business
reasons compared to 11 per cent in 1957. Between
1 and 2 per cent of the overseas travel in 1958 was
for education and 3 per cent reported health as the
purpose of trip. ’
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STATEMENT 29. Purpose of Visit Reported by Canadians, Returning Direct from Overseas
Countries, Compiled Quarterly by Type of Transportation, 1958

Visiting
Type of transportation by quarter Business Education Health Recreation friends or
relatives
per cent
Aeroplane:
FESt QUATEET ... et v e aseens 11.2 0.3 4.7 46.8 317.0
Second quarter .. 14.9 0.5 4.9 49.5 30.2
Third quarter ... . 8.7 1.0 0.9 39.6 49.8
FOourth QUATer ........eeoeeveiciveiiieieiieesee s eeesene 18.2 1.3 1.9 37.1 41. 5
YOAL ..ottt crerverm e sereserstnasssessnsssssessasnens 12.2 0.7 3.1 43.6 40.4
Vessel:
First QUATTET ....cvvvvercecnrer s st sneas 6.2 2.6 1.6 28.1 61.5
Seqond quarter 7.0 1.6 4.2 41.4 45.8
Third quarter ............... 5.9 3.8 2.9 41.9 45.5
Fourth quarter 5.1 1.7 2.0 37.0 54.2
Year ................ . 5.9 2.1 2.7 39.2 49.53
Aeroplane and vessel:
FIrst QUALLET .....vuciveeecerrinimeneene e siaesvssassesne s erssees 10.4 0.7 4.2 43.17 41.0
Second quarter .. 12.5 0.9 4.1 47.0 34.9
Third quarter .... 7.5 2.2 1.8 40.6 47.9
Fourth quarter 11.0 1.5 2.0 37.0 48.5
YA ...t cierersraeirresensreses eanessunssaseessmenssann 9.9 1.5 2.9 41.9 43.8

In addition to the seasonal pattern on purpose
of trip Statement 29 also gives the breakdown by
type of transportation. Business trips were re-
ported by 12 per cent of the air passengers as com-
pared with 6 per cent of the persons returning by
ship. Journeys for recreation were reported by 44
per cent of the air passengers as compared with 39
per cent of the re-entries by ship, while there was
little difference in the proportion reporting trips for
their health between the two types of transporta-
tion. Visits to friends or relatives, on the other
hand, were reported by nearly 50 per cent of the
boat passengers as compared with 40 per cent of
the persons using planes for transportation. Al-
though education is of minor importance as a pur-
pose of visit to overseas countries, Statement 29
shows that nearly 3 per cent of the respondents
who returned by ship indicated they had been over-
seas for their education, whereas less than 1 per
cent of the re-entries by air were recorded in this
category. Interesting comparisons between the two
types of transportation on a quarterly basis can be
arrived at by examining Statement 29 in detail.

Some seasonal variation appeared in the pur-
pose of visit reported during 1958. Business trips
were reported by a higher proportion of the respond-
ents in the second quarter, whereas they represent-
ed a smaller percentage of the total in the third
quarter than at any other period of the year. Health
was reported more frequently during the first half
of the year and comparable to business was a

smaller percentage of the total in the third quarter
than at any other period. Some 44 per cent of the
respondents recorded recreation as the purpose of
their visit in the first quarter, which advanced to
47 per cent in the second quarter, declining to 41
per cent in the third quarter, and 37 per cent in the
last quarter of the year. On a seasonal basis, more
people visited friends or relatives in the fourth
quarter than at any other period of the year, where-
as visits of this nature were lowest in the second
quarter as shown in Statement 29.

Moreover, a further analysis shows the purpose
of visit to overseas countries also varies according
to the area visited. Comparable to 1957, between
73 and 74 per cent of the visits to the United
Kingdom were for the purpose of visiting friends or
relatives. Some 60 per cent of the visits to other
European countries were for the same purpose which
also compared closely to the previous year. How-
ever, comparisons with 1956 figures show that 66
per cent of the visits to the United Kingdom and
54 per cent of the visits to other European countries
were to visit friends or relatives. The tendency to
visit the United Kingdom and other European
countries for this purpose has been steadily in-
creasing over the past few years. Recreation ac-
counts for about 17 per cent and business for nearly
7 per cent of the visits to the United Kingdom,
whereas, on the other hand, recreation accounts for
26 per cent and business for 9 per cent of the visits
to other European countries.
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STATEMENT 30. Purpose of Visit Reported by Canadians Returning Direct from Overseas
Countries, Compiled by Destination, 1958

Destination reported

Business

United Kingdom ODLY ........cceueveerermimiceecvenimnsenesesmereee e
U.K. and other European countries .......

Other European countries only ...........

Other Commonwealth countries .........cooeeveevvnnns
All other COUNtries .........ccmceicevcevnrenreeenseenerenes e

Grand total ............ccoiiiviviiini e

Visiting

Education Health Recreation | friends or

relatives

per cent

.9 0.8 2.0 16.6 3.7
.1 2.6 1.1 51.9 29.7
.0 1.9 2.9 26.3 59.9
.0 - 7.3 72.9 14.8
.9 0.3 6.9 75.6 8.3
.9 1.5 2.9 41.9 43.8

Canadians returning from combined trips to the
United Kingdom and other European countries re-
ported a much higher percentage of visits for re-
creation than persons visiting each area separately,
The proportion reporting recreation advanced from
46 per cent of the total in 1957 to 52 per cent in
1958, and visits to friends or relatives advanced
from 27 per cent in 1957 to 30 per cent in 1958.
Business ftrips, however, declined about 3 per cent
in 1958 and trips for educational reasons also de-
creased in importance,

Comparable to the previous year some 73 per
cent of the visits to other Commonwealth countries
(mainly Bermuda and the West Indies Federation),
were for recreation, whereas visits to friends or
relatives accounted for 15 per cent of the total in
1958 as compared with 13 per cent in 1957. Visits

to otHer Commonwealth countries for purposes of
health also advanced in 1958 while business trips,
on the other hand, were of less importance.

The residue of countries in areas not already
specified are grouped for convenience and listed
as ‘‘other countries’’. Some changes appear in the
purpose of visit for this group as follows: recrea-
tion accounted for 76 per cent in 1958 as compared
with 74 per cent in 1957; business trips advanced
from 8 per cent to9 per cent; and purposes of health
advanced from 4 per cent in 1957 to 7 per cent in
1958. Visits to friends or reldtives, on the other
hand, accounted for 8 per cent of the visits to
‘‘other countries’’ in 1958 as compared with 11
per cent in 1957. The most important countries
included in this residual classification are Mexico,
Hawaii, Cuba, Puerto Rico, and the countries of
South America.

Canadian Travellers Overseas (Returning Via the United States)

Additional information was collected in 1958
from Canadians returning via the United States
from visits in overseas countries. The question-
naire used for Canadians returning from visits to
the United States was revised to include questions
on both sides, with page 1 requesting information
on visits to the United States, while page 2 is
similar to the overseas questionnaire. The new
form was devised so that persons visiting other
countries in conjunction with a trip to the United
States would be able to give full particulars of such
a trip. The respondent is thus given an opportunity
to report on visits to other countries in addition to
that part of the trip en route through the United
States. Data presented below were compiled from
questionnaires completed in 1958 but comparable
information for previous years is not available.

Travel between Canada and overseas countries
by way of the United States is estimated at 42,000
visits. An analysis of this travel shows a pattern
which is different in many respects from travel
direct with overseas countries. For example, these

respondents gave a much higher percentage of
destinations in countries such as Bermuda, West
Indies, Mexico, Central America and Hawaii, which
are closer to the United States and, furthermore,
indicates that possibly stop-overs were made en
route. Some 22 per cent of the respondents returning
from abroad via the United States visited Mexico
compared to 4 per cent of the persons returning
direct. Similarly, 12 per cent of the persons re-
turning from overseas via the United States had
visited the West Indies Federation, while only 6
per cent of the persons returning direct reported
the same destination. Data for other areas showing
corresponding trends are as follows: Central America
and West Indies not British 12 per cent vs. 1 per
cent; Bermuda 10 per cent vs. 5 per cent; South
America 5 per cent vs. 1 per cent; and Hawaii 7
per cent vs. 1 per cent. A comparison of travel to
European countries shows the opposite trend as 6
per cent of the re-entries via the United States had
visited the United Kingdom compared with 26 per
cent of the re-entries direct. In addition, visits to
the United Kingdom and other European countries
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were reported by 11 per cent of the re-entries via
the United States compared with 31 per cent direct,
and visits to European countries other than the
United Kingdom were 10 per cent vs. 19 per cent.

Canadians returning via the United States from
visits to overseas countries averaged about 5 days
stay in the United States en route in addition to the
length of visit abroad. Visitors to the United
Kingdom reported 36 days overseas and 4 days in
the United States as compared with 55 days reported
by persons returning direct. Persons visiting both
the United Kingdom and other European countries
spent 64 days abroad and 6 days in the United
States, a total of 70 days in comparison with 66
days reported by persons returning direct. On the
other hand, visits to European countries other than
the United Kingdom lasted 60 days as well as the

4 days spent in the United States and together are
somewhat longer than the visits of persons trav-
elling direct. For visits to Bermuda and the West
Indies Federation the time spent in the United
States when added to the time spent abroad was
comparable to the length of visit reported by persons
returning direct. It was also noted that visitors to
Bermuda spent 3 days in the United States en route
while visitors to the West Indies Federation 4 days
en route. Exclusive of the time spent en route the
length of stay in Mexico or Central America was
about the same whether the respondent returned
direct or via the United States. When the time spent
en route through the United States, approximately 3
days, was added to the length of stay in South
America or Hawaii there was little difference from
the length of stay reported by persons returning
direct from these two countries.

STATEMENT 31. Purpose of Visit Reported by Canadians Returning from Overseas Countries
via the United States, Compiled by Destination, 1958

Visiting
Destination reported Business | Education Health Recreation | friends or Other
relatives
per cent

United Kingdom only 14.6 - 1.6 30.9 49.6 3.3
U.K. and other European countries ............. 15.7 1.8 1.8 45.2 32.0 3.5
Other European countries only ...... pevssssansoasnsons i1.3 - 6.9 33.0 47.3 1.5
Other Commonwealth countries......c.cccrnrirerone 6.7 - 7.4 68.0 15.9 2.0
All other countries 8.5 0.5 8.7 69.5 11.3 1.5
Grand total 10.3 0.5 6.7 58.5 21.9 1.9

The purpose of visit reported by persons re-
turning from overseas countries via the United
States varies somewhat from that reported by
persons returning direct. Although an extra category
described as ‘‘other’’ is shown for purpose of visit
for Canadians returning from overseas countries
via the United States it constitutes less than 2
per cent of the total. Even though most respondents
checking ‘‘other’’ reasons for the trip specified
shopping, it is possible the shopping may have
occurred en route through the United States. Be-
tween 58 and 59 per cent of the persons returning
via the United States reported recreation as the
purpose of visit, which is substantially higher than
the 42 per cent on recreation who returned direct.
The percentage visiting friends or relatives is
much lower in travel via the United States and
comparable to 1957 some 22 per cent checked
visiting as the purpose of trip, whereas 44 per cent
of the persons returning direct had gone to visit
friends or relatives. Between 10 and 11 per cent of
the ‘‘via United States travellers’’ checked business
reasons for the trip as compared with 12 per cent

in 1957. Nearly 7 per cent of the respondents had
visited overseas countries for reasons of health,
but this may include a group of persons who con-
sider vacations in warmer climates as being bene-
ficial to their health.

A study of Statement 31 on the basis of area
visited also reveals different patterns. Visits to
friends or relatives are most popular with tourists
to the United Kingdom, while journeys to other
Commonwealth countries and the residue of ‘‘other
countries’’ are predominately for recreation. A high
percentage of the visits to other Commonwealth
countries via the United States are to Bermuda and
the West Indies Federation, while the numerous
trips to Hawaii are included in the residual cate-
gory. Health was recorded more frequently for
areas including countries with a warmer climate
and especially during the first and second quarters
of the year which, as already mentioned, is an
indication the resnondents may be thinking in
terms of persona. comfort



TRAVEL BETWEEN CANADA AND OTHER COUNTRIES 67

STATEMENT 32. Purpose of Visit Reported by Canadians Returning from Overseas Countries via
the Uniied Staies, Compiled Quarterly, 1938

Visiting
Business | Education Health |Recreation | friends or Other
relatives
per cent

First quarter 6.5 - 11.9 71.6 10.0 -
Second quarter ; 7.5 0.3 10.6 60.0 20.2 1.4
Third quarter 11.8 1.0 3.5 52.0 29.2 2.5
Fourtu quarter 15.0 0.4 2.5 53.8 24.17 3.6
Year 10. 5 0.5 6.7 58. 5 21.9 1.9

On a quarterly basis the maximum proportion
of visits for recreation (71.6 per cent) was in the
first quarter, declining in the second quarter to 60
per cent, and a minimum of 52 per cent was reached
in the third quarter. Trips for reasons of health
were also at their maximum of importance in the
first quarter of the year when 12 per cent of the
returns were checked as health, Statement 32 shows
that this proportion declined retrogressively through-
out the year, and reached a minimum of between 2
and 3 per cent in the fourth quarter. Visits to
friends or relatives, on the other hand, were highest
in the third quarter and at a minimum in the first
quarter of the year. Between 6 and 7 per cent of the

returns in the first quarter checked business as the
purpose of trip, but the percentage on business.ad-
vanced progressively throughout the year until the
fourth quarter when 15 per cent of the overseas
visits via the United States were on business.

About 58 per cent of the respondents returning
via the United States reported they had been trav-
elling in groups of two or more, but this proportion
varied according to the type of transportation and
period of the year. During the first three quarters
more persons travelled in groups than singly, but
tabulations for the fourth quarter indicated more
persons travelling alone than in groups. '

Supplementary Analysis of International Travel

It is apparent that American travel expendi-
tures in Canada have the same effect on the bal-
ance of payments as exports to the United States,
Accordingly, in 1958 receipts from residents of the
United States travelling in Canada were second
‘only to the exports of newsprint paper to that coun-
_try valued at $590,167,000; a position that travel
has occupied for several years. The relationship
between travel and newsprint amounted to a spread
of $281 million in 1958 as compared with $285. mil-
lion in 1957 and $307 million in 1956. If the com-
parison is restricted to the third quarter of the year
which accounts for more than 50 per cent of the
annual receipts from travel, the order of importance
remains unchanged but the difference between the
newsprint and trave]l income is narrowed substan-
tially. During the third quarter of 1958, trave] re-
ceipts from residents of the United States were be-
tween $172 and $173 million as compared with ex-
ports of newsprint valued at $178 million. On the
other hand, from some points of view exports of
wood pulp valued at $74 million, which also repre-
sent exports of the pulp and paper industry, should
be added to this figure. Uranium ores and concen-
trates occupied second positionin the value of com-
modity exports to the United States during 1958,
some $46 million below the value of travel ‘‘expor-
ted’’ to the United States during the same period.
In 1957 wood pulp (considered separately) had
ranked second in value of commodity exports, but
was some $90 million below the receipts from travel
by Americans,

When travel receipts as a whole are compared
with exports to all countries, travel ranks in third
place. Although total travel receipts of $349 mil-
lion are considerably less than exports to all coun-
tries of newsprint valued at $690 million and wheat
valued at $446 million, on the other hand, planks
and boards valued at $292 million (which rank third
in domestic exports)are some $57 million below the
value of travel ‘‘exported’’ to all countries in 1958.
Similar data for the year 1957 show that travel re-
ceipts of $363 million were close to second place
when compared with the value of domestic exports.’
Newsprint paper ranked first with a value of $715
million, wheat was second with $380 million, only
$17 million above the value of travel ‘‘exported’’,
while wood pulp at $292 million ranked third in
value, and was some $71 million below the value
of trave] receipts.

In the same manner that travel receipts are
comparable to domestic exports in the effect on the
balance of payments, so the amount spent by Cana-
dians on travel in the United States and other coun-
tries can be likened to the imports of commodities.
In 1958 Canada imported from the United States ma-
chinery (non-farm) and parts valued at $453 million,
which is just $40 million higher than the $413 mil-
lion (including merchandise valued at $74 million
declared under the $100 customs exemption) Cana-
dians spent on travel] in the United States. Imports
of automobile parts (except engines) at $234 million
rank second in value of commodity imports in 1958
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and are nearly $180 million under the payments for
travel. In 1957 the commodity items already referred
to had the same rank in order of importance, but the
payments for travel in the United States were $149
million less than the value of machinery. (non-farm)
and parts and,coincidently, were $149 million above
the imports of automobile parts.

In comparing total payments for travel with im-
ports from all countries, disbursements for travel
in foreign countries ranked first in comparison with
any commodity imported. Although machinery (non-
farm) and parts valued at $533 million ranked first
in the list of commodities imported, the amount
spent by Canadians on foreign travel exceeded the
value of this commodity by approximately $9 million.
Petroleum, crude and partly refined, valued at $279
million ranked second in commodity imports, some
$263 million under the ‘‘imports’' of travel during
1958. Comparable data for 1957 show payments for
foreign travel of $525 million, as compared with
$632 million for non-farm machinery and $306 mil-
lion for crude and partly refined petroleum, again
the first and second ranking commodities imported.

From this it can be seen that travel is an im-
portant source of foreign funds, and one that di-
rectly and indirectly affects many sections of the
business and economic life of Canada. Expenditures
on travel, at the same time, appear vulnerable to
changes in prosperity, as evidenced by the drop of
5 per cent during the 1958 recession in the United
States.

When analyzing international travel between
Canada and the United States the high percentage
of short-term travel should constantly be kept in
mind. Normally, over 84 per cent of the border cros-
sings into Canada by non-immigrants from the United
States are for a duration of less than 48 hours, and
a large proportion of this number remain less than
one day, often only a few hours. In 1958 the number
of crossings recorded in this category amounted to
24.1 million, while the number of persons staying
longer than 48 hours amounted to 4.4 million or
together an aggregate of 28.5 million,

Although Canadian travel to the United States
follows much the same pattern there is the tendency
towards a slightly higher proportion of long-term
visits. In 1958 Canadian long-term visits to the
United States exceeded American long-term visits
to Canada by approximately 35,600 although the
aggregate number of all crossings was about 1
million lower than U.S. visits to Canada. Short-
term visits by Canadians totalled 22.9 million as
compared with 24.1 millionby Americans in Canada.

Inasmuch as the average expenditure per person
for short-term visits to Canada amounted to only
$3.00 per person, consequently the expenditures of
this group are relatively unimportant as a source of
receipts from foreign travellers. At the same time,
the United States received an average of almost
$2.50 per person from all short-term Canadian visits,
Comparable to the short-term traffic of Americans
in Canada, a large proportion of the Canadian
visits in the United States are for less than one
day, and may be for a few hours only.

Although the interchange of persons between
the two countries was almost equal in the long-
term category, on the other hand, Canadians spent
more money in the United States than their coun-
terparts did in Canada. As a result, the balance of
receipts from long-term travellers was in favour of
the United States by almost $120 million, In 1958
Americans in the long-term category, who had se-
lected Canada for a visit, remained about 8 days.
The non-automobile component of this group in-
cludes some visits of one or two days which can-
not be isolated under present procedures. American
visits in the long-term group numbered 4.4 million
and their expenditures are estimated at $238 million
which amounts to about $53 per visit or nearly $7
per person per day, with variations for persons
using different types of transportation. Averages in
the non-automobile group are higher since a travel
fare is required for each person, whereas motorists
share the cost of transportation,

On the other hand, Canadian travellers staying
over 48 hours in the United States spent consider-
ably more than their counterparts spent in Canada.
Long-term visits by Canadians numbered 4.5 mil-
lion and their expenditures are estimated at $357
million which amounts to about $79 per trip or near-
ly $10 per person per day. The average length of
stay for all long-term Canadians amounted to ap-
proximately 8 days, although there was a wide
variance in the non-automobile traffic. Comparable
to American visits in Canada, the non-automobile
component of the long-term classification includes
some visits of one or two days but the average stay
for this group is about double that of the American
counterpart in Canada.

On a per capita basis the total of all American
visits to Canada in 1958 represented between 16
and 17 per cent of the population or about 1 person
in every 6. On the other hand, Canadian visits to
the United States totalled some 27.4 million or an
average of approximately 1.6 visits during the year
for every person residing in Canada. The relation-
ship of travel expenditures between the two coun-
tries follows much the same pattern. On a per capita
basis Canadians spend an average of about $25.00
per person on travel in the United States while
Americans averaged around $1.86 per person on
trave] in Canada.

Travel to overseas countries shows a much
closer relationship for the two countries. Excluding
trips to Canada and Mexico during 1958, visits to
other countries by residents of the United States
amounted to about 0.8 per cent of the population.
In the same manner, if Canadian visits to the United
States are excluded and trips to Mexico are deducted
from overseas travel on the basis of the survey,
visits to all other countries amounted to about 0.9
per cent of the population of Canada.

Several factors contribute to the spread be-
tween American spending in Canada and Canadian
spending in the United States and it is difficult to
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establish the degree of importance or list them in
that order. A comparatively high percentage of
Canadians report destinations in the distant resort
states of Florida and California particularly during
the first part of the year, This requires very long
journeys to reach the destination, whereas there is
not the tendency for Americans to penetrate Canada
in the same proportion as most developed areas in
Canada are relatively close to the border. Much
wider ranges of destinations and facilities in the
United States are open to the Canadian traveller.
Many of these require a much longer trip in that
country and they are available at all times of the
year, It is significant that the Canadian travel
deficit with the United States all occurs in the
winter, early spring and late autumn months of the
year. Many large metropolitan centers in the United
States are also much farther from the border than is
the case in Canada and likewise provide luxury
facilities at all seasons and are widely patronized
by Canadians, as do the distant major resort .areas
of Florida and California, already referred to. Fur-
thermore, most of the Canadian population lives
close to the border with easy access to the United
States. In the United States large parts of the po-
pulation live close to the Mexican border, or have
other convenient travel facilities open to them either
for visits overseas or in the United States.

There is also the much more important role of -

shopping in Canadian expenditures in the United
States. Purchases of merchandise there by Cana-

Quarterly Distribution of Receipts and

Data on the quarterly distribution of the bal-
ance of payments on travel account for the period
of 1950-1958 inclusive, appear in Statement 32.
Receipts continue to be concentrated in the third
quarter of the year, although this concentration has
been less pronounced during 1957 and 1958. Per-
haps the main development during the past year has
been the debit balance which appeared in the third
quarter for the first time, In 1950 there had been a
credit balance of $73 million in the third quarter
but this gradually diminished each year until in
1857 when it stood at $19 million, During the past
year the customary credit balance in this quarter
was replaced with a debit balance of $4 million.
Nevertheless, the third quarter continued to account
for more than half of the yearly receipts from resi-
dents of other countries travelling in Canada. The
first quarter is of least importance although it in-
creased slightly in proportion during the past two
years from 7.7 per cent of the total in 1956 to 8.9
per cent in 1958. Much the same trend developed
for the second quarter which also climbed to greater
significance during the past two years from 19.3
per cent of the yearly receipts in 1956 to 21.5 per
cent in 1958, Meanwhile, as the first half of the
year developed to greater proportions of the yearly
revenue the latter half declined by the same degree.

Payments continue to be more evenly distri-
buted throughout the year, although there was a
minor upswing in the third quarter of 1958 which

dian travellers amount to some 20 per cent of the
long-term expenditures. The purchases of merchan-
dise by United States visitors to Canada are be-
lieved to be relatively much less. This assumption
is substantiated by the returns from special surveys
which show that 9 per cent of all Canadian long-
term visits to the United States were mainly for
shopping, whereas 0.1 per cent of the American
visits to Canada by motorists were for shopping.

The fact also remains that the United States
is the primary choice, and often the only opportu-
nity for many Canadians to travel outside Canada,
which also serves to explain the higher average
expenditures and thus the unfavourable *‘trade’
balance with the United States for travel services.
There is also a greater tendency on the part of
Americans to own their own summer cottages in
Canada or to camp out which generally reduces
the expenditures per person per day. Seemingly
American travellers are much more diversified in
their choice of travel destinations. In the first
place there is the diversity of facilities available
in the United States as well as in the two neigh-
bouring countries, Canada and Mexico, all competing
for tourist trade. Then many Americans choose
countries in Europe, the Mediterranean, West Indies,
Central America, etc, Meanwhile the great bulk of
Canadian travel is yet with the United States be- -
cause of the many tourist attractions which are:
available; diversities which also encourage Ameri-
cans to travel at home,

Payments for International Travel

may have been sufficient to change the discrepancy -
between receipts. and payments from a credit to a
debit balance for the quarter, Contrary to the trend
which developed in receipts, payments declined in
importance during the first half of the year while the
last half accounted for a proportionally higher per-
centage of the yearly total. The change in relative
importance was more pronounced in the third quarter
as it accounted for 35.4 per cent of the yearly pay-
ments as compared with 33.9 per cent in 1957. The
change which was second in importance appeared in
the second quarter which accounted for 25.8 per
cent of the yearly payments as compared with 27.0
per cent in 1957. Minor decreases and. increases
appeared in the first and fourth quarters respec-
tively. '

The balance between debits and credits was
maintained at a debit of $69 million during the
first quarter of the year, but for the second quarter
there was a decline from $66 million in 1957 to $65
million in 1958. The increase in the ‘debit balance
for the year can be traced to the last six months as
the balance for the third quarter was changed from
a credit of $19 million in 1957 to a debit of $4
million in 1958, while the debit of the fourth quar-
ter was extended from $46 million in 1957 to $55
million in 1958. The difference between receipts
and payments for travel amounted to a debit bal-
ance of $193 million in 1958, the highest on record.



70 DOMINION BUREAU OF STATISTICS

STATEMENT 33. Quarterly Estimates -of the Balance of Payments on Travel Account

Between Canada and Other Countries, 1950-1958!

Pirst Second Third Fourth Year
quarter quarter quarter quarter
millions of dollars
Quarterly receipts:
1950 23 51 152 49 275
1951 23 51 157 43 274
1952 24 53 156 42 2175
1953. 26 57 172 47 302
1954 civiiienrnnicnnenesrsnsnsssssensessasesseissssssnsesessassssesssecsssorsorsassssosss 24 59 172 50 305
1955 26 66 182 54 328
1956 26 65 191 55 3317
1957 auviiircieersrnenrneecesneresscensanseesananessas 31 76 197 59 363
1958L.. 31 75 188 55 349
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 8.1 19.3 56. 17 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
1956. 7.1 19.3 56.7 16.3 100.0
1957. 8.5 20.9 54.3 16.3 100.0
1958 8.9 21.5 53.9 15.17 100.0
Quarterly payments:
1950 36 58 79 53 226
1951 54 74 96 56 280
1952 63 97 110 71 341
1953 68 95 | 124 8 365
1954 65 102 134 88 389
1955 78 119 156 96 449
1956 93 133 169 103 498
1957 100 142 178 105 525
1958 .. 100 140 192 110 542
Per cent of year:
i950 15.9 25.7 35.0 23.4 100.0
1951....... 19.3 26.4 34.3 20.0 100.0
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 34.17 21.4° 100.0
1956 18.17 26.17 33.9 20.17 100.0
1957 19.1 27.0 33.9 20.0 100.0
1958 18.5 25.8 35.4 20.3 100.0
Quarterly Balance (Net Credits + Net Debits -):
1950. - 13 - 1 + 173 - 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
1956 - 67 - 68 + 22 - 48 - 161
1957 - 69 - 66 + 19 - 46 ~ 162
1958t - 69 - 65 - 4 - 55 ~ 193

1 Subject to revision.
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TABLE 1. Number of and Expenditures by Non-Resident Motorists Travelling on Customs Permits®

DOMINION BUREAIj OF STATISTICS

Who Departed from Canada in 1958, Classified by Length of Visit

o % of Average
Days stay P! o exﬁ‘éﬁﬁiﬁie eii‘;g‘i’tﬁg s ex;%t:éi_ Number exggl%i;;lre
permits permits per car tures car days per day
$ $ $
892, 224 35.69 8.98 8,012,172 5.84 892,224 8.98
517,937 20.72 20,39 | 10,560,735 7.70 | 1,035,874 10.19
288,508 11,54 48.62 | 14,027,259 10.23 865, 524 16.21
187, 225 7.50 69.77 | 13,062,688 9.52 748,900 17.44
122,565 4.90 61.90 | 11,263,724 8.21 612,825 18.38
84,796 3.39 109.36 9,273,291 6.76 508, 716 18.23
71, 521 2.86 126.39 9,039,539 6.59 500, 647 18.06
77,149 3.09 146.35 | 11,290,756 8.23 617, 192 18.29
47,526 1.90 145,11 6, 896, 498 5.03 427,734 16.12
30, 826 1.23 151,42 4,667,673 3.40 308, 260 15,14
22,313 0.89 159,57 3,560,485 2.60 245, 443 14.51
17,609 0.70 181.77 3,200,788 2,33 211,308 15.15
15,617 0.62 209.70 3, 274, 885 2.39 203,021 16.13
16,101 0.64 232.75 3,747,508 2,73 225,414 16.63
16, 863 0.67 188.170 3,182,048 2.32 252, 945 12,58
10, 217 0.41 177.80 1,816, 583 1.32 163,472 11.11
6,620 0.26 177,35 1,174, 057 0.87 112, 540 10.43
4,685 0.19 195,71 917,182 0.69 84, 330 10.88
3,865 0.15 199.53 771,183 0. 56 73,435 10.50
3,215 0.13 202.52 651, 102 0.47 64, 300 10,13
3,293 0.13 204,02 671,838 0.49 69,153 9.72
3,192 0.13 206,22 658, 254 0.48 170, 224 9.37
2,448 0.10 - 209.27 512, 293 0.37 56, 304 9.10
1,986 0.08 216.12 429,214 0,31 47,664 9.00
1,730 0.07 206.19 356, 709 0.26 43, 250 8.25
1,617 0.06 207.69 335,835 0.24 42,042 7.99
1,578 0.06 230.24 363,319 0.26 42,606 8.53
1,678 0.07 211.55 354,981 0.26 46,984 7.56
1,995 0.08 166.27 331, 709 0.24 57,855 5.73
30- 11, 398 0.46 154.49 1,760,877 1.28 381,517 4,62
40 - 4,667 0.19 228.66 1,067, 156 0.78 205,974 5.18
50 - 3,853 0.15 259,51 999, 892 0.73 210,115 4,76
60 - 3,765 0.15 237.32 893, 510 0.65 240, 928 3.7
70 - 2,399 0.10 307. 54 737,788 0.54 178, 244 4,14
80 - 1, 960 0.08 335.43 657, 443 0.48 165, 438 3.97
90- 1, 704 0.07 317.27 540, 628 0.39 160, 249 3.37
100-119 ..o 2, 156 0.29 399.89 862, 163 0.63 234,938 3.87
120-139 ... 1,808 0.07 481.55 870, 642 0.63 233, 075 3.74
140-169 ......covervevrrrrrierernens 2,436 0.10 487.06 1,186,478 0.87 376,191
170-199 ..veccreereciennieernes 3,184 0.13 423.79 1,349, 347 0.98 583, 830 2
200 -0Ver ....creinereneecnenes 3,866 0.15 474.45 1,834, 224 1.34 921, 153
Total.........cccovveeevevenreinns 2,500,095 100.00 54.86 |137,164,456° 100.00 | 12,321, 898 10.95
Average length of stay........ per car 5.01

! Exclusive of commuters, summer résidents and locals.
? Expenditures per day are not shown as many longer term permit holders are employed in Canada.

3 Expenditure data in this table are calculated on & Dominion basis, hence do not agree with similar data in State-

ment 3 which are-calculated on a provincial basis.
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TABLE 1A. Number of and Average Expenditure Per Day by Non-Resident Motorists Travelling
on Customs Permits* Who Departed from Canada in 1958, Classified by Length of Visit

Average
Days stay 3;%’0"‘,5: N“g‘fb er Nugxtp er exé)enditure
per car persons person-days p l;ef%':;n
$
1 3.17 2,831,970 2,831,970 2.83
2 2.90 1,501,250 3,002,500 3.52
3 2.86 824,784 2,474,352 5.67
4 2.81 525,715 2,103,100 6.21
5 2.78 340,131 1,700,655 6.62
6 2. 80 237,653 1,425,918 6.50
7 2.90 207,347 1,451,429 6.23
8 3.07 237,228 1,897,824 5.95
9 2.95 140,078 1,260,702 5.47
10 2.84 - 87,604 876, 040 5.33
11 2.76 61,671 678,381 5.25
12 2.7 48,718 584,616 5.48
13 2.81 43, 842 569, 946 5.75
14 2.93 47,147 660, 058 5.68
15 3.01 50,804 762, 060 4.18
16 2.85 29,136 466,176 3.90
17 2.7 17,935 304,895 3.85
18 2.60 12,177 219,186 4.18
19 2.58 9,979 189,601 4.07
20 2.417 7,950 159, 000 - 4.09
21 2.61 8,587 180,327 3.13
22 2.58 8,246 181,412 3.63
23 e 2.5¢ 6,220 143, 060 3.58
24 2.44 4,841 116,184 3.69
25 2.37 4, 096 102,400 © 3.48
26 2.29 3,709 96.434 3.48
27 2.35 3,707 100, 089 3.63
28 2.34 3,919 109,732 3.23
29 et e see s e s s saar e sae e sat s e 2.45 4,878 141,462 2.34
30- 39 2.34 26,727 894, 553 1.97
40- 49 2.34 10,915 481,679 2.22
50- 59 2.31 8,898 485,208 2.06
60- 69 2.32 8,733 361,544 2.47
70- 79 2.36 5,650 419,795 1.76
80- 89 2.28 4,461 376,553 1.75
90- 99 2.30 3,919 368,543 1.47
100-119 2.33 5,013 546,267 1.58
120-139 2.31 4,174 538, 070 1.62
140-169 2.32 5,654 873,147
170-199 2.32 7,394 1,355, 764 2
200-over 2.68 10,358 2,468,001
Total 2.97 71,413,278 33,958,633 4.4

Average length of stay

per person 4.58

! Exclusive of commuters, summer residents and locals.

2 Expenditures per day are not shown as many longer term permit holders are employed in Canada.
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TABLE 2. Number of Non-Resident Automobiles Travelling on Customs Permits! Which Departed
from Canada During the Calendar Year 1958, Grouped by Ports of Entry with
Corresponding Ports of Exit, by Selected Length of Visit

Number of permits by
length of stay
Ports of entry Ports of exit Total
) 1 day 2 days agddgt:r
Section 1. Traffic within Ontario:
(a) St. Lawrence River Ports ............ Fort Erie and Niagara Falls ............ 624 3,180 8,823 12,627
' Lake Erie Ports - - 6 6
St. Clair and Detroit River Ports .... 593 2,339 2,327 5,259
Sault Ste. Marie 237 959 1,248 2,444
Western Ontario Ports ........cecceeeanne - 4 h 75
St. Lawrence River Ports .......ceeeees 20,719 14,497 68,706 | 103,922
All Ports in Canada 23,966 24,498 94,089 | 142,553
(b) Fort Erie and Niagara Falls ........ St. Lawrence River Ports ... 1,092 7,107 14,920 23,119
Lake Erie Ports 7 34 46 87
St. Clair and Detroit River Ports ..., 99, 007 62,069 15,194 | 176,270
Sault Ste. Marie 49 1,088 3,514 4,651
Western Ontario Ports .......cccceceeivecnns - 11 249 260
Fort Erie and Niagara Falls 184, 865 85,553 | 186,874 | 457.292
All Ports in Canada ... 285,046 | 156,643 | 238,793 | 680,482
(c) Lake Erie Ports .......ccoeeuee creennsnnes St. Lawrence River Ports ..o - 1 14 15
Fort Erie and Niagara Falls ......... - 30 70 100
St. Clair and Detroit River Ports ... mn 41 74 186
Sault Ste. Marie - - 14 14
Western Ontario Ports ............. sanacane - - - -
Lake Erie Ports 4 6 313 323
All Ports in Canada .......cmeeeneeineiens 5 8 494 647
(d) st. Clair and Detroit River Ports |St. Lawrence River Ports 707 2,243 3,309 6,259
Fort Erie and Niagara Falls ....... 106,151 60,772 21,677 | 188,600
Lake Erie Ports 35 32 47 114
Sault Ste. Marie ; i 457 6,491 6,955
Western Ontario Ports ............. rererees - - 184 184
St. Clair and Detroit River Ports ... | 141,516 47,274 | 118,077 | 306,867
All Ports in Canada ... 248,452 | 111,106 | 159.803 { 519,361
(e) Sault Ste. Marie ........ccivennneennns . | St. Lawrence River Ports ........... 137 1,186 1,727 3,050
Fort Erie and Niagara Falls ... 114 1,967 5,219 7,300
Lake Erie Ports - - 3 3
St. Clair and Detroit River Ports .... 1 T4 6,821 7,536
Western Ontario Ports ..... esreisssnessane - 317 355 - 392
Sault Ste. Marie 5,740 4,471 27,463 37,674
All Ports in Canada ........... cesesesassanes 6,013 9,165 45,935 61,113
(f) Western Ontario Ports ......... ceorerens St. Lawrence River Ports ... . - 10 1 81
Fort Erie and Niagara Falls ............ - 10 296 306
Lake Erie Ports - - - -
St. Clair and Detroit River Ports .... - - 201 201
Sault Ste. Marie - .29 458 487
Western Ontario POrts ........c.ccceenenne 8,687 9,630 46,285 64.602
All Ports in Canada ....... ereesesenasnaranss . 8,814 | 10,852 52,548 | 72,214

1 mxclusive of commuters, summer residents and locals.
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TABLE 2. Number of Non-Resident Automobiles Travelling on Customs Permits! Which Departed
from Canada During the Calendar Year 1958, Grouped by Ports of Entry with
Corresponding Ports of Exit, by Selected Length of Visit — Continued

Number of permits by
length of stay

! Exclusive of commuters, summer residents and locals.

Ports of entry Ports of exit Total
1 day 2 days agddg\zgt
Section II. Traffic from Ontario to
Other Provinces:
St. Lawrence River Ports .................. Al} Ports in Quebec .........ceeveueeeene. 1,785 3.472 11,556 16,813
.All Portsin Ontario West of Kingston
and East of Port Arthur .................. All Ports in Quebec ............cccu.en... 76 1,808 28, 607 30,491
All Ports in Ontario ............cceveeennnen. All Ports in Quebec ........cccecereennnenns 1,861 5,280 40, 241 47,382
All.Ports in the Maritime Provinces 15 141 4,875 5,031 3
All Ports in Manitoba .............cenne.e 127 1,151 3,711 4,989
All Ports in Western Ontario.............. All Ports in Manitoba ........................ 127 1,145 3,620 4, 892
All Ports in Ontario .............cccrueeueneee All Ports in Ontario ...........cccneeee.. 570,363 | 305,751 | 541,147 | 1,417,261
All Ports in Canada .......................... 572,366 | 312,345 | 591,662 | 1,476,373
Section IIL. Traffic from the Maritime
Provinces to Other Provinces:
All Ports in the Maritime Provinces | All Ports in Quebec ........occevvuvuenene. 619 555 4,127 5,301
AllL Ports in ODArio ............oo.c..... 25 150 2,849 3,024
All Ports in the Maritime Provinces 83,923 26,622 78.768 189,313
All Ports in Canada .......................... 84,567 27,327 85,759 197, 653
Section IV. Traffic from Quebec to .
Other Provinces: :
All Ports in Quebec ..........cuceveeenene. All Ports in Ontario on the St.
Lawrence River .......cccccccevvverennns 1,554 3,217 9,024 13,795
All Ports in Ontario West of Kingston
and East of Port Arthur ................ 1 79 1,202 16,574 17, 855
All Ports in Ontario ...........ccceceneeeee. 1,633 4,419 25,644 31,696
All Ports in the Maritime Provinces 713 522 6,354 - 1,589
All Ports in Quebec .......cccceevveennnen 127,368 83,719 | 154,218 365,303
All Ports in Canada .............coen...... 129,714 88,660 186,270 404, 644
Section V. Traffic from Manitoba to
Other Provinces:
All Ports in Manitoba.......................... All Ports in Ontario ............ccveeu.ene. 150 1,062 3,835 5,047
All Ports in Western Ontario ........ 150 1,062 3,710 4,982
All Ports in Saskatchewan.............. 14 102 880 - 1,056
All Ports in:Alberta .............ccocueee. 1 30 929 960
All Ports in British Columbia .......... - 9 908 917
All Ports in Yukon Territory ............ - - 246 246
All Ports in Manitoba ........................ 16,097 8,544 19,303 43,944
All'Ports in Cané.da .......................... 16,262 9,746 26,129 52,137
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TABLE 2. Number of Non-Resident Automobiles Travelling on Customs Permits! Which Departed
from Canada During the Calendar Year 1958, Grouped by Ports of Entry with
Corresponding Ports of Exit, by Selected Length of Visit — Concluded

Number of permits by
length of stay
Ports of entry Ports of exit Total

3 days
1 day 2 days and over

Section VI. Traffic from Saskatche-
wan to Other Provinces:

" All Ports in Saskatchewan................ All Ports in Manitoba ........cccoceeenens 70 74 1,033 1,177
All Ports in Alberta .......ccevvvvninenne. 8 81 1,263 1,352
All Ports in British Columbia .......... 1 217 852 880
All Ports in Yukon Territory ............ - - 508 "508
All Ports in Saskatchewan................ 4, 807 3,126 10, 644 18,577
All Ports in Canada .........ccccecveninnne 4,886 ‘ 3,324 14,658 22, 868

Section VII. Traffic from Alberta to
Other Provinces:

All Ports in Alberta .........cccovveeeeeneee All Ports in Manitoba ........ccceeeeeeees 5 50 1,366 1,421
All Ports in Saskatchewan................ 13 100 1,333 1,446
All Ports in British Columbia .......... 252 1,217 10,806 12,275
All Ports in Yukon Territory ............ - - 4,029 4, 029
All Ports in Alberta .......ccccvervinennes 8,171 4,626 » 13,212 26, 009
All Ports in Canada ........cccevevieneen. 8, 441 6,009 31,800 46, 250

Section VIII. Traffic from British
Columbia to Other Provinces:

All Ports in British Columbia .......... All Ports in Manitoba ..........ccceeeeeees - 7 744 751
All Ports in Saskatchewan................ 3 16 604 623
All Ports in Alberta ......ccoccciniinnns 126 671 8,218 9,015
All Ports in Yukon Territory ............ 1122 3432 4,309 4,764
All Ports in British Columbia .......... 175,510 68,890 | 130,521 | 274,921
All Ports in Canada ........cccecceeeeennes 75,751 69,928 | 144,974 | 290,653

Section IX. Traffic from Yukon Terri-
tory to Other Provinces:

- All Ports in Yukon Territory ............ All Ports in Manitoba ...t - - 315 315
All Ports in Saskatchewan................ - - 534 - 534
All Ports in Alberta .........ccceueeen. evens . - - 3,507 3,507
All Ports in British Columbia .......... 1412 406* 3,858 4,405
All Ports in Yukon Territory ............ 96 192 359 . 647
All Ports in Canada ........cvvveeeeneiinns 2317 598 8,682 9,517

1 pxclusive of commuters, summer residents and locals.
1 Refers to traffic between Pleasant Camp, B.C., and Snag Creek, Y.T.
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TABLE 3., Average Declared Expenditure Per Car, Total Expenditures in Canada of Non-Resident
Permit-Holding Motorists! Who Departed in 1958, Average Length of Visit and Average Expenditure
Per Car Per Day, Classified by U.S. Federal States of Registration

Entrti:s on A
customs verage Average
. permits declared Total Average expenditure
State of origin as % of expenditure | expenditure lfenlgbpt per car
automobile per car ot vist per day
registrations
% $ $ days $
P E1ET, T O 0.5 62. 38 263,826 8.92 6.99
Arizons ....... 0.8 121.04 388, 673 11.08 10.92
A:kansa§ 0.4 79.10 133, 211 9.94 7.96
California... 1.2 110.12 7, 660, 742 7.82 14.08
COLOTRAOD reveeeerrrrereerernrermrssreeeeesaeseeeseseensaseastmsesrssees 0.9 89.94 575, 983 7.60 11.83
ConNECiCUL .cooevneeireie it 5.5 69.177 3,483, 549 5. 27 13.24
Delaware ........... 2.6 94. 40 320, 880 6. 32 14.94
Dist. of Columbia 2.2 113.89 435, 959 7.09 16.06
Florida .cccocvevevnees . 1.3 100. 67 2,393,026 13. 85 7.27
GROT BB ieerreerrreerernerrenneresestessesnisnnsnesnssnsseseansnans 0.4 76.80 291, 617 11.15 6. 89
3.2 67.178 531,952 8.42 8.05
2.1 94. 34 6,309, 682 6.18 15.27
1.9 75.30 2,252, 857 5.52 13.64
1.8 111.58 1,984, 143 6. 43 17.35
0.9 81.46 632,128 7.52 10. 83
KentucKy .ceeeeeereeriincrmreemnunneenens 0.6 67.18 374, 462 5.99 11.22
Louisiana...... . 0.4 100. 34 372,957 10.04 9.99
MEITIE eoeeeeieireeeeineesaresseireernersersesasessnossnsensssesseseensn 52.7 23.48 3,494,699 7. 67 3.06
Maryland............ 1.6 88.171 1,247,926 5.86 15. 14
MASSACRUSELES covrerreerrereererrerienree e sessreeen 7.3 82.84 9,017,714 6.01 13.18
MIChIBAN e veerir ittt raresssane e e 16.9 30.80 14,108,111 4.72 6. 53
Minnesota 4.8 81.175 4,720, 433 5.84 14.00
Mississippi 0.3 109. 76 150, 700 15. 45 7.10
Missouri ... 0.9 124. 44 1, 442, 868 7.36 16.91
Montana ..... 9.1 59. 80 1, 338, 908 4.85 12. 33
NEDIBSKA -ecvveeirrieerreeeereressnrsaereresssnersnenssssnerisessnes 1.1 107.56 636, 628 6.91 15. 57
NEVAAR cerreenreeieeiieissrressrestessecsrerssessessasasessessontossses 0.9 119.68 128,774 9.98 11.99
New HamPShiIre .oceceincnecienieee e 17.1 51.95 1,722, 663 4.06 12. 80
NEW JEISEY cvrevrererieecerriesasarvessssasraisssesassasersssasenas 3.3 95.173 6,166,401 5.53 17.31
NEW MEXICO iuuirirvererirerercirireneiseesssersamsicissssnsenseen 0.1 94. 16 181,815 9.29 10. 14
NEW YOTK coeererererrrrererememmeresieremseemeissmronsasresesnsensase 12.9 51.98 29, 388,534 7.42 7.01
NOTth CAroliNg...ceeuveenrerererereecrseremsssissesinssrersansesens 0.4 76.70 421, 404 9.51 8.07
NOTth DAKOLA ccoovvereriererereenisicseinesinineareannesnaenseerane 14.4 43.92 1, 396,783 4.74 9.27
ORIO ceeeirereiiieieieiteereressinsererassasanmsesnessssresssssssssssnanen 4.3 74.98 10,923, 207 6.26 11.98
OR1ANOMA vevvrereieieererrececrerenssresssaissrsosesaisessrasaansen 0.6 125.40 565,051 10. 79 11.62
OTCEON wovververrvereresetessesmseritsssssnssstsasoresasasarasnsssess 4.0 99. 19 2, 669, 438 6.30 15.74
Pennsyl VBNI& et 3.6 75. 46 9,358,867 | 5.31 14.21
Rhode Island ....... 5.0 70. 58 1,018,578 5.64 12.51
South Carolina..... 0.4 79.10 208, 589 10. 88 .27
(70101410 DT:1 (o] 2- NPT UURY 1.7 104.01 440, 257 5.93 17. 54
TEMNESSEE .ucvererrveerasmeessarssesorarsassnsssvesessasassasassnes 0.5 58.117 307,932 6.7 8.59
TIEXAS veeeverererererereresararsrsnsrnmensesesesmsineronssrasasssssnassans 0.4 102.95 1, 465, 009 10.09 10.20
Utah .. 1.5 817.52 389, 646 7.178 11.25
Vermont 74.0 16.73 1,448, 623 3.56 4.70
VIirgInia cocvemeenieiiimiririritne s ceees et senaneaees 1.1 80.39 981, 851 9.18 8.176
WasShINgton ...cccvrinreintiinent e 18.5 52.73 10,115, 987 3.96 13.32
West Virginia... 1.1 178.06 421, 381 6. 89 11.33
Wisconsin..... 2.5 84.65 2,683,974 5.29 16. 00
WYOMENE .evvevrerreereocsreneerssernisnenersssesssnsressssssssesnns 1.3 95. 37 158,119 7.32

1 Including commuters, summer residents and locals.
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TABLE 4. Number of Non-Resident Automobiles Which Entered Canada on Customs Permits! Through
Provinces Indicated and Which Departed in 1958, Classified by United States Federal States or
Countries of Registration

Nfld.

State Pﬁ%lx' N.B. Que: Ont. Man. Sask. | Alta. B.C. Y.T. Total
Alabama ....coceevveennne 67 438 596 2,563 63 40 147 281 34 4, 229
Arizona....... 7 62 129 1, 286 101 60 469 1,029 68 3,211
Arkansas 14 204 140 913 51 33 109 195 19 1,684
California... 130 993 1,888 13, 650 1,320 798 5, 744 44,283 761 69, 567
Colorado.... 21 185 321 2,190 251 345 1, 342 1,641 108 6,404

700 9, 646 22, 969 16,133 45 15 174 222 25 49,929

38 353 866 2,052 15 5 41 25 4 3,399

80 348 1,009 2, 245 22 4 41 68 5 3, 828

2317 2,199 4, 250 15,137 262 128 532 933 94 23,1772

64 499 534 2,289 50 18 112 204 27 3,797

8 121 116 433 50 92 1,240 5,702 86 7,848

190 1,299 3,107 55, 654 2,038 622 1,974 1,836 165 66, 885

kil 518 1,119 26, 409 397 171 534 624 69 29,918

33 2817 498 12,947 1, 540 733 852 805 88 17,1783

Kansas ....... 42 646 4286 3,899 708 259 683 1,029 68 7,760
Kentucky ... 217 230 353 4,584 39 28 106 182 25 5,574
Louisiana... 33 349 422 2,125 95 53 238 349 53 3,11
Maine ......... 628 | 120, 833 23,872 3,394 10 6 29 29 6 148, 807
Maryland.....ccccceueene.t 253 1,192 3,161 9,020 81 29 139 191 16 14,068
Massachusetts....... | 3,801 { 24,960 | 48, 427 30, 870 84 40 250 390 36 108, 858
Michigan...ccccoueneees 172 1,483 3,075 449,070 1,148 464 1,164 1,230 171 457,983
Minnesota ..... . 31 263 676 36,278 {15,185 | 1,759 | 2,118 1,301 128 57,739
Mississippi .. 21 119 152 726 38 132 21 1,373
Missouri ........ 48 330 562 8,252 611 161 638 930 63 11, 595
Montana .... 5 41 46 1 289 5,581 |12, 632 2,951 132 22, 388
Nebraska ...... 22 179 218 3,044 755 374 596 688 43 5,919
Nevada ..ccccceeeienees 3 15 56 2317 24 14 127 572 28 1,076
New Hampshire ...... 255 2,988 25, 955 3,852 9 13 34 41 12 33,157
New Jersey .. 9147 5, 001 20,148 37,179 136 55 4117 524 38 64,412
New Mexico .... 12 90 186 7170 43 67 281 440 42 1,931
New York ......... 2,157 9,465 | 122, 829 428,427 337 153 789 1,079 94 565, 330
North Carolina. 6 476 1,084 3. 48 17 116 184 27 5,494
North Dakota ... 1 63 59 1,676 | 21,472 7,641 541 304 48 31,805
Ohio cevrvveicienenes 343 2, 269 4, 863 135, 588 393 179 920 985 133 145, 673
Oklahoma ... 26 130 190 . 294 229 621 6317 45 4, 506
Oregon .......ee.. 16 128 210 1,102 173 185 988 23,1788 232 26,912
Pennsylvania.......... 859 4,975 | 13,505 102,948 210 20 607 729 105 124,028
Rhode Island .......... 203 1,973 7.893 4, 260 8 - 26 682 6 14, 431
South Carolina........ 45 312 518 1, 536 21 21 68 98 18 2, 637
South Dakota .......... 4 T 68 1,551 | 1,093 673 452 277 44 4,233
Tennessee ....... 61 352 540 3,810 83 32 128 264 24 5,294
Texas 114 9017 1,168 7,089 498 353 | 1,657 2, 200 244 14,230
Utah ....... 8 28 87 734 63 65| 1,705 1,117 45 4,452
Vermont ... 101 765 | 82,598 3,006 7 17 37 61 2 86, 584
Virginia ........ 241 1,232 2,431 7,583 94 33 156 415 28 12,213
Washington....... 12 133 264 2,326 338 332 2,292 | 185, 804 343 191, 844
West Virginia... 23 226 315 4, 659 12 12 41 105 5 5, 398
Wisconsin . 53 381 909 26, 680 1,389 572 909 715 99 31,707
Wyoming.. 1 38 33 327 65 198 605 355 36 1, 658
Total U.S...cceeerernne 12,267 | 199,793 | 404,841 | 1,487,114 | 52,079 | 22,797 | 45,524 | 288,606 | 4,019 (2,517,040
Other Countries? 24 69 523 1,049 95 114 47 2,413 | 5,499 10, 533
Grand Total........ 12,291 | 199,862 | 405,364 | 1,488,163 | 52, 174 | 22,911 | 46, 271 291,019 | 9,518 | 2, 527,573

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 couritries and excludes vehicles which proceed to these provinces
after entering Canada through other provinces. A heavy volume of wraffic proceeds to Nova Scotia after entering Canada
through ports on the border between New Brunswick and the United States. .

2 Other Countries comprise: Alaska 8,698, Argentina 2, Australia 5, Bahamas 24, Belgium 11, Bermuda 8, Bolivia 1,
Brazil 6, British Malaya 1, China 1, Costa Rica 4, Cuba 129, Denmark 16, England 267, France 113, French Morocco 1,
French West Africa 1, Germany 315, Greece 2, Guam-8, Guatemala 8, Haiti 5, Hawaiian Islands 438, Hong Kong 1, Indo-
China 1, Indonesia 1,Iraq 1,Ireland 1, Italy 20, Japan 48, Java 2, Mexico .130, Morocco 3, Netherlands 54, Netherlands An-
tilles 24, New Zealand 10, Nicaraqua 1, Nigeria 1, Norway 12, Panama Canal Zone 73, Peru 1, Philippines 2, Puerto Rico
8, St. Pierreand Miquelon 5, Scotland 2, South Africa 7, Southern Rhodesia 1, Spain 2, Sweden 8, Switzerland 32, Turkey 3,
Venezuela 5, Virgin Islands 3, West Indies Federation 9.
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TABLE 5. Number of Non-Resident Automobiles Which Entered Canada on Customs-Permits' Through
Provinces Indicated, and Which Departed in 1958 After Remaining Three Days
or Over, Classified by U.S. Federal States or Countries of Registration

Nfld.? Long-

State P.EJI.| N.B. Que. Ont. Man. Sask.| Alta.| B.C. Y.T. Total term
N.S. visits®

%

Alabama ........cceeeeervurernnne 67 132 247 640 41 33 128 121 34 1,443 34
Arizona........ 7 34 76 4817 80 48 359 603 63 1,757 55
Arkansas .... 14 7 58 283 37 24 84 103 19 659 39
California.... 129 501| 1,331 5,212| 1,090 722] 4,442] 29,735 713 43, 875 63
Colorado...... 21 59 149 676 165 265 1,034 893 100 3,362 52
Connecticut 684} 5,492 15, 447 6,303 33 13 136 134 22 28, 264 57
Delaware ........... 36 211 536 910 11 5 34 17 4 1,764 52
Dist, of Col. ..... 76 238 87| 1,207 17 3 42 46 5 2,421 63
Florida ............... 229 1,135| 2,723 17,175 214 114 444 580 90 12,704 53
Georgia........ 62 17 276 873 39 17 90 96 24 1,654 44
Idaho............ 8 42 47 140 30 73 810 2,904 76 4,130 53
Illinois ........ 188 677 2,176| 31,314( 1,656 563 | 1,535| 1,015 152 39, 276 59
Indiana ........ 73 293 698 | 13,185 318 154 415 2817 63 15, 486 52
Iowa ......... 32 139 314} 8,044 1,023 63€ 616 369 86 11, 259 63
Kansas ........ 41 111 185} 1,651 495 182 480 384 63 3,592 46
Kentucky .... 27 79 195] 1,942 30 24 90 58 24 2,469 44
Louisiana.... 33 87 231 753 62 41 199 178 50 1,634 44
Maine .......... 598 /21,857 | 11,685 848 10 6 19 24 6 35,053 24
Maryland............. 247 762 | 2,100| 4,672 59 28 108 124 15 8,115 58
Massachusetts... 3,738(20,483 | 32,932 10, 298 74 34 214 242 32 68,.047 63
Michigan............. 17 861 | 2,211}126,296} 1,001 432 | 1,010 731 167| 132,880 29
Minnesota........ 31 123 420 17,891} 6,951 1,523 | 1,490 726 120 29,275 51
Mississippi 21 44 73 259 39 25 74 54 21 610 44
Missouri ... 46 160 361| 3,621 427 139 489 371 61 5,681 49
Montana ... 5 16 19 165 194} 2,673 | 6,012 1,603 113 10, 800 48
Nebraska . 21 37 112 1,500 549 323 397 303 40 3,282 55
Nevada ...........ce... 3 7 32 121/ 16 11 90 391 24 695 65
New Hampshire .... 247 2,032( 11,761 1, 005 9 13 30 28 11 15,136 46
New Jersey .......... 902 3,477 13,8401} 19,086 117 46 365 315 35 38,183 59
New Mexico .... 12 36 90 221 25 48 206 216 35 889 46
New York .............. 2,119 6,920 | 51,766 |151, 520 296 113 692 . 638 85| 214,149 88
North Carolina...... 66 234 579 1,532 34 14 93 98 26 2,676 49
North Dakota ........ 1 5 28 868 7,390 | 3,739 393 166 34 12,624 40
Ohio ..ocveerreennene. 338( 1,115 3,195 84,401 335 166 748 498 123 90,919 62
Oklahoma 26 50 118( 1,000 202 175 470 285 43 2,369 53
Oregon ............... 16 52 109 424 119 154 718 | 16, 447 217 18, 256 68
Pennsylvania........ 833| 2,698 | 8,594 | 56,772 179 86 508 435 101 70, 206 57
Rhode Island ........ 197 1,371 | 5,763 1,465 6 - 19 35 6 8,862 61
South Carolina...... 44 135 267 496 13 12 60 59 17 1,103 42
South Dakota ........ 4 16 48 701 759 576 335 145 39 2.623 62
Tennessee ......... 61 107 266 1,126 64 30 98 109 24 1,885 36
TEeXaS wcreveernnn 113 238 547 | 2,255 337 2711 1,270 1,025 236 6, 292 44
Utah ............ 7 12 52 179 41 451 1,211 827 39 2,413 54
Vermont ...... 100 455 | 11,064 895 6 5 21 28 2 12,576 15
Virginia ...... 239 616 | 1,474 | 3,503 i 28 140 207 27 6, 311 52
Washington......... 12 66 158 703 244 272 | 1,654 | 78,942 325 82,376 43
West Virginia..... 21 69 172 2,648 11 9 34 34 5 3,003 56
Wisconsin.............. 51 171 624 | 13,781} 1,075 513 714 381 87 17,397 55
Wyoming ...... 1 9 15 112 43 123 460 201 34 998 60
Total US. .......cceceeee. 12,018 (13,678 (183,951 391,159 (26,043 14,549 31,080 143,217 | 3,738 [1,081,433 43
Other Countries* ........ 22 41 319 503 86 109 720 1,787 4,944 8,501 81
Grand Total ............ 12,040 113, 719 [186,270 (91, 662 26,129 [14,658 B1,800 144,974 | 8, 682 |1, 089, 934 43
Long-term visits® ..... % 98 37 46 40 50 64 69 50 91 43 -

! Exclusive of commuters, summer residents and locals.
? Traffic entering Canada through Newfoundland, Prince Edward Island and Nova Scotia is restricted to vehicles
which travel to these provinces by water direct from other countries and excludes vehicles which proceed to these prov-
.inces 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 Long-term visits as percentage of long-and short-term visits.

4 Other Countries comprise: Alaska 7,415, Argentina 2, Australia:- 5, Bahamas 23, Belgium 6, Bermuda 7, Brazil4,
Bolivia 1, British-Malaya 1, China 1, Costa Rica 4 Cuba 99, Denmark 11, Engla.nd 160, France 44, French West Africal,
Germany 139, Greece 2, Guam 4, Guatemala 5, Haitl 4, Hawaiian Islands 236, Hong Kong 1, Indo-China 1, Indonesia 1.
Iraq ], Italy 14, Japan 31, Java 2, Mexico 106, Morocco 2, Netherlands 33, Netherlands Antilles 20, New Zealand 10,
Nicaragua 1, Nigeria 1, Norway 2, Panama Canal Zone 49, Philippines 1, Peru 1, Puerto Rico 2, St. Plerre and Miquelon
4, Scotland 1, South Africa 4, Southern Rhodesia 1, Spain 1, Sweden 7, Switzerland 15, Turkey 3, Venezuela 5, Virgin
Islands 2, West Indies Federation 5.

e

e
b
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TABLE 6. Number of Non-Resident Automobiles Travelling in Canada on Customs Permits
Which Departed in the Years 1954-1958 (Classified by Selected U.S. Federal States of Registration)

State of origin 1954 1955 1956 1957 1958
North EaStern ...........coccocvviivieviiiiiiesi e caveressnnens 1,097,044 | 1,132,735 | 1,149,815 | 1,182,090 | 1,195,336
ConNecCtiCUL .........oovviiieiieierrcr e 46, 860 47,196 49, 450 51, 160 49,929
Maine ..o reeeererenieeeentens 111,796 114,649 121, 187 122, 579 148,307
MassSaChUSEttS ......cocvviiiiirrieiienccee e 104,806 107,760 109, 665 110, 349 108, 858
New Hampshire .....c.ccovviiiveiiiieeeceeeer e ne 28,865 30, 150 32,414 32,820 33,157
NEW JEISEY ..ccvrviiieiiirrietriernrereecseeereesenrnisssenssssnsasss 60, 342 62, 828 63, 369 65, 855 64,412
NEeW YOTK (oot nere e sevare s s e snesrnsnrarens 517,998 543, 086 548,690 565, 949 565, 330
Pennsylvania........cciiiiinniiineneennnnesnneenne 121,739 122, 597 117, 496 128,194 124,028
Rhode Island ..........cccciiviiivirnninneiee e s e 15,136 15, 637 15,351 15, 024 14,431
VEIMONt ... iiieeccrietete st cecatr s sn e aneanesarens 89,502 88,832 92,193 90, 160 86, 584
% of Total ...........cccviirin i 45.2 45.3 46.6 47.1 41.3
Great LaKesS ..........c..ceeienmnnieierneiniensieceesseesseesers onene 172,012 791, 1585 749,710 743,926 732,166
HHNOIS o eeernrereann. 78, 549 717, 559 71,665 69,333 66,885
D4 To i B ¥ o - TN 34,443 34,376 32,392 31,112 29,918
MiIChIgaN.....iiiiiiririrrcvcrrc e esa erereree 477,874 494, 204 468, 587 460, 830 457,983
150, 088 153, 239 145,713 | 152, 107 145,673
31,058 32, 377 31,413 30, 544 31,707
31.8 31.7 30.4 29.7 29.0
North Western ..................... e teerenteeerrerreee e iaanaerare e ntans * 94,702 97,346 98,114 103, 524 111,932
49,658 52,711 ° 52,170 54, 328 57,739
19,100 19, 486 21,271 21,330 22, 388
25, 944 25, 149 24,673 27, 866 31.803
3.9 3.9 4.0 4.1 4.4
WeSt COmBL.........cceeverriiereeiiiiee e crerensaeretressaenrenane 270,463 275,628 278,076 281, 619 288,323
69,434 67,470 67,730 70, 898 69, 567
26,295 28, 153 28,506 28,122 26,912
174,734 180, 005 181, 840 182, 599 191, 844
11.2 11.0 11.2 11.2 11.4
Other (Remaining States and Foreign Countries)...... 193,619 200, 924 193,856 198,461 199, 616
% Of TOtAl ........ccoocviveeerriecenrrreeecererrcstse e ess cereeene 1.9 8.0 1.8 7.9 7.9

Total......ooviiviiiiiie s 2,426,840 | 2,498,388 | 2,469,631 | 2,509,620 | 2,527,373
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TABLE 7. Average Expenditure Per Car Declared by Non-Resident Permit-Holding Motorists?
by Selected U.S. Federal States of Registration, 1954 - 1958
Average declared expenditure per car
State of registration
1954 1955 1956 1957 1958
North Eastern: .
CONNECLICUL .....ccveereeerrerreecreriteresiarenrerenessessssaensaens 67. 74 68. 86 72. 58 71. 26 69. 77
MBINE coeeieiei ettt r e s e s st re 23. 21 24. 85 26. 18 25,175 23.48
MAaSSAChUSELLS .....cccccvvvmreiieeicerccecreie e eeerieerereereesns 80. 90 81. 34 85. 38 82.64 82. 84
NeWw HAMPSHIre ......ccecieerininneeecsereereseesnssnessesesnesnns 43. 83 44. 07 45. 170 42,88 51.95
NEW JEISCY .ueurcerirrriacrrnnnserressisessaasssasasusnsnssnsasasssnases 91. 22 91.08 97. 30 93. 35 95. 173
NEW YOTK .uovireriiireieriniereieeeiesecssseenerseeessassenssesssessarasnanes 51. 76 52. 62 52. 718 53. 62 51. 98
Pennsylvania .........cceeerminenecrerenereeseersssssssneesnes 77. 84 78. 49 78. 83 75. 23 75. 46
Rhode IS1and .......cccceevieeeeirenreernrrenirenieeecseaesseessenesnns 67. 63 70. 91 T1. 52 72.83 70. 58
VEIMONT ...coeveeeereeiieereeircreeece e cree e ceeeetesesescsesseesenseenes 13.175 15. 45 15. 69 15. 29 16. 73
Great Lakes:
HLINOIS ....cceerieeeeireneitieeecrecesnereeeseseesssnasssessessssssnnnes 69. 32 84. 76 90. 74 89.13 94. 34
INAIANA ...cevieeeecirieeeieeeiiseeasesesesceessaenneesssresensersessoss 61. 65 70. 39 72. 84 70. 43 75. 30
MICHIBAIN ..oovvivivviirieeeiiinrerennrensereeeseesseerensassossnnesssrennns 30. 87 28. 44 31. 85 31.91 30. 80
OO ceirieiirreiieecrterreenrenecerrrarsrssesssasesseassesesseessnnessnens 79. 40 80. 45 80. 47 76. 33 74. 98
WISCONSIN ..oiirreiericeirccrcerrnere e srerseennssssannerens 67. 57 1. 41 79. 92 82.01 84.65
North Western:
MINNESOLA ...coveeiriieivccrreceeriee e reereeterecrarnraseesescennenes 59. 07 64. 78 68.13 68.93 81.75
MONEANA ....cooevrreriinreecetrreeenrerseeerersaerresssssasesessssarasons 61. 20 60. 84 58. 71 58. 70 59. 80
NOTth DBEOLA ...coeeeeireriiiiirererecrcrneenneseeecrrensenrasesecesssens 42. 54 42.81 44. 31 42. 59 43. 92
West Coast:
[0 351 (o] 15 - SO 103. 41 107. 41 108. 68 107. 16 110. 12
OFBBOIL .....ivenricrirernrisrserseerosssssensessesssnessssassassasessessnsnnes 97. 22 95. 56 97. 47 97.10 99. 19
Washington creeresete et ben e enes 52.93 51. 87 52. 95 53. 22 52.73
Other:
Remaining States and Foreign Countries .............. 85. 45 89. 36 92. 27 95. 38 99. 48

! Including commuters, summer residents and locals.
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TABLE 8. Number and Expenditures of Canadian Automobiles Returning to Canada in 1938,
Classified by Length of Visit

. % of Average
Days stay Nu';nfber t%’tgf exg::dr?é?'e eg&'gﬁfgs e;gt:r'lld- Nug’? o exgg?g?re
cars cars per car itures car days per day
$ $ $
6, 500, 198 82.55 4.78 | 31,088,759 14. 48 6, 500, 198 4. 78
323,994 4.11 31.65 | 10,255,220 4.178 647, 998 15.83
520, 100 6. 60 102.90 [ 53,519,858 24. 93 1, 560, 300 34. 30
122,979 1. 56 131.30 | 16,147,117 7. 52 491,916 32. 82
66, 504 0. 84 134. 37 8,936,009 4. 16 332, 520 26. 87
37,1738 0. 48 167. 81 6,332, 772 2.95 226, 428 27. 97
107, 4714 1. 37 189.51 | 20, 367,465 9. 49 752, 318 27.07
17, 310 0.22 207. 28 3, 588,062 1. 67 138, 480 25.91
8, 881 0.11 218. 35 1,939,201 0. 90 79,929 24. 26
26, 895 0. 34 215. 36 5, 792, 049 2. 70 268, 950 21. 54
5, 109 0.06 "248. 92 1,271,715 0. 59 56, 199 22.63
10, 057 0.13 242. 55 2, 439, 329 1. 14 120, 684 20. 21
2,773 0.04 256. 13 710, 257 0. 33 36,049 19. 70
49, 722 0.63 278. 20 13, 846, 499 6. 45 696, 108 19. 89
4, 248 0.05 326. 46 1, 386,812 0.65 63, 720 21. 76
2,719 0.04 319.06 867, 523 0. 41 43, 504 19. 94
1, 698 0.02 317.05 538, 353 0.25 28, 866 18. 65
2, 896 0.04 340. 75 986, 835 0. 46 52,128 18.93
752 0.01 456. 41 340, 210 0.16 14, 288 23. 81
1,873 0.02 355. 29 665, 458 0.31 37, 460 17.76
22, 422 0. 28 398. 80 8, 941,995 4 17 470, 862 18. 99
434 0.01 453. 82 196, 960 0.09 9, 548 20. 63
446 0.01 499. 15 222, 621 0.09 10, 258 21.70
671 0.01 395. 36 265, 287 0.12 16, 104 16. 47
- 656 0.01 475, 32 311,810 0.15 16, 400 19. 01
297 - 413.03 122, 670 0.06 7,722 15. 89
120 - 402. 28 48, 274 0.02 3, 240 14. 90
3,659 0. 05 484. 29 1,772,021 0.83 102, 452 17. 30
99 - 417. 34 41, 317 0.02 2,871 14. 39
11,829 0.15 510. 58 6, 039, 664 2.81 365, 230 16. 54
4,612 0.06 580. 74 2, 678,382 1. 25 203, 165 13. 1»
720 0.01 786.10 565, 989 0. 26 39,910 14. 18
5. 746 0.07 667. 14 3, 833,395 1. 179 346, 386 11.07
1.098 0.01 763. 82 838, 675 0. 39 80. 803 10. 38
104 - 1,021. 36 106, 221 0.05 8,696 12. 21
. 3, 500 0.05 864. 98 3,027, 445 1. 41 316, 297 9. 57
100 - 119 ovrirereerrereesennecenesns 432 0.01 905. 78 391, 297 0.18 45, 864 8. 53
120 139 worreerereiererereneacnenes 1,620 0.02 938. 18 1,519, 853 0.71 197, 464 7. 70
140- 169 weecenvuiririsrnrsnnrionassans 766 | 0.01 | 1,160.50 888, 942 0.41 115, 449 7. 70
170- 199 ... 745 0.01 | 1,379.02 1,027, 368 0. 48 134, 100 7. 66
200- over 557 0.01 | 1,448.59 806, 862 0. 38 164, 167 4.91
Total oo 7, 874, 453 100. 60 27. 26 | 214, 666, 551 100. 00 | 14, 805,031 14. 50
Average length of stay ...... per car 1.88

! Includes vehicles staying more than 24 hours and less than 48 hours.
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TABLE 8A. Number of and Average Expenditure Per Day by Canadian Motorists
Returning to Canada in 1958, Classified by Length of Visit
Average
Days stay ‘ersons o e expenditure
per car persons person-days per day
$

2,78 18,043,655 18,043,655 1.72

2.99 967,154 1,934,308 5.30

3.04 1,582,946 4,748,838 11. 27

2.87 353,557 1, 414,228 11.41

3.11 206,581 1,032,905 8.65

3.09 116,755 700, 530 9.04

3.10 332,987 2,330,909 8.74

3.11 53,843 430, 744 8.33

3.18 28, 236 254,124 7.63

2.93 78,797 787,970 7.35

2.99 15,251 167,761 7.58

3.00 30,157 361,884 6.74

3.13 8,670 112,710 6.30

3.06 151,980 2,127,720 6.51

3.27 13,870 208,050 6. 67

2.90 7,874 125,984 6.89

2,94 4,988 84,796 6.35

2.90 8,410 151,380 6.52

3.22 2,419 45,961 '7.49

3.14 5,879 117,580 5.66

2.97 66,653 1,399,713 6.39

2.70 1,172 25,784 7.64

2.91 1,299 29,871 7.45

2.84 1,907 45,768 5. 80

2,75 1,807 45,175 6.90

2.39 709 18,434 6. 65

2.40 288 7,716 6.21

3.05 11,1583 312,284 5.67

2.43 241 6,989 5.91

30 - 39 i 2.74 32,414 1,000,944 6.03
G0 = 49 oeeeeererrereerereaeeesaeetcnenneserassenanasesssosssasases 2.72 12,525 551,726 4.85
50 = 59 coovvrrreiirrierceeereeresarreesesenanenenes 3.18 2,291 126,990 4,48
B0 = 69 coeiricrieccereree e ecee s st ere s bt s sanns 2.7 15,934 960, 502 3.99
T0= T e 2.65 2,915 214,515 3.91
80- 89 2.60 270 22,57 4.70
90~ 99 .ot 2.52 8,827 797,696 3.80
100 = 119 eeiiiecccereermrneneseresssssssesssssessesssessnnnsesanease 2.31 996 105,745 3.70
120 <139 ..ot 2.32 3,759 458,185 3.32
140 =169 oneeeeeeeeer et ane st ress b se s aes 2.40 1,841 277,476 3.2
170 =199 ..o recrcnmsess sessssarents e s ae s senrasesae o 2,50 1,865 335,700 3.06
200 = OVET .creeveeerereceeecnanennnrersseressssstersessessenserssssnes on 2.54 1,416 417,338 1.93

Total -cococeveeeraenenienens 2.82 22,184,291 42,343,231

Average length of stay ..ccoovceericiiiiiininieens

per person 1,91

3.07

1 Includes vehicles staying more than 24 hours and less than 48 hours.
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TABLE 9. Number of Canadian Automobiles Returning to Canada in 1958, Classified by Length of

Visit, by Province of Re-Entry into Canada

Days stay P[:gl‘%‘ltégs Quebec Ontario |Manitoba igzl:v‘;«t; Alberta EnE
1 1,511,881 | 1,074,435 | 2,951,955 137,819 82,370 44,168 | 697,570
P 67,193 95,734 91,580 13, 005 5,299 4,675 46, 508
3 31,1759 111,027 203,179 32,841 14,817 19, 167 107,310
4 12,072 35,319 42,770 7,091 2,736 5,042 17,949
5 8,659 21,484 18,084 3,610 1,811 2,661 10, 195
6 4,732 10, 221 11,078 2,091 1,059 1,895 6,662
7 10,737 40, 207 34,536 4,716 976 2,720 13,582
8 2,147 4,710 5,630 676 601 1,005 2,541
9 1,158 2,060 2,889 428 390 478 1,478
10 2,802 7,934 9,165 1,217 512 1,107 4,158
11 530 1,317 1,389 260 253 317 1,043
12 1,430 2,043 4,177 347 296 271 1,493
13 462 789 372 141 157 162 690
14 2,209 14,482 18, 696 2,596 711 1,621 9,407
15 270 2,308 619 108 131 179 633
16 308 521 986 186 64 204 450
17 229 436 459 117 82 60 315
18 133 738 846 93 83 210 793
19 61 166_ 207 35 47 36 200
20 125 433 543 48 69 194 461
21 693 6,402 9,063 1,542 416 747 3,559
22 13 100 206 10 26 37 42
23 17 79 87 44 35 49 135
24 11 121 260 69 13 71 126
25 30 128 280 - 21 48 149
26 52 45 108 - 18 - 74
27 13 14 31 10 8 13 31
28 242 1,208 1,601 106 39 57 406
29 17 14 40 - 18 - 10
30- 39 581 2,874 4,877 695 353 455 1,994
40- 49 140 1,493 1,753 228 97 179 722
50- 59 - 318 246 25 21 13 97
60- 69 190 1,859 2,031 356 170 347 793
70- 79 13 170 379 111 69 150 206
80- 89 - 66 20 10 8 - -
90- 99 153 630 1,390 350 175 271 531
100-119 13 38 207 21 33 48 72
.120-139 62 209 683 4 i35 96 361
140-169 - 59 261 53 106 59 228
170-199 9 73 362 21 - 38 242
200 -over - 112 234 56 56 36 63
Total 1,661,146 |1,442,376 | 3,423,279 | 211,206 114, 281 88,886 | 933,279

! Includes vehicles staying more than 24 hours and less than 48 hours.



TRAVEL BETWEEN CANADA AND OTHER COUNTRIES 85

TABLE 10. Number and Expenditures of Canadian Travellers Returning to Canada via Rail in 1958,
Classified by Length of Visit

% of Average
Days stay Nugl}) o t%t:{ exgzg:l?gfre ef;é;md?gfgs e;ggld- Nu(r:}ber ;};pre‘r’lgig;e

persons persons | per person itures |Person-days per day

$ $ $

1 coriccirireescrnenceeane 8, 406 2.07 40.95 344, 257 0.61 8, 406 40. 95
2 sttt oenneens 45,088 11. 12 66. 98 3,020,079 5. 36 90, 176 .33.49
F: J ORI 72, 695 17.93 76. 34 5, 503, 383 9.176 218, 085 25. 24
G ittt 45, 665 11. 26 94. 16 4, 299, 772 7. 63 182, 660 23. 54
33,519 8. 27 108. 09 3,623, 066 6. 43 161, 595 21. 62
19, 842 4. 89 115. 82 2 298, 166 4.08 119, 052 19. 30
26, 384 6. 51 112. 10 2,951, 531 5. 25 184, 688 16. 01
16, 276 4.02 116. 96 1, 903, 564 3. 38 130, 208 14. 62
8, 161 2.01 120. 27 981, 560 1.74 73, 449 13. 36
10 e renerne 21, 653 5. 34 120. 67 2 612,813 4. 64 216, 530 12. 07
3,672 0.91 148. 59 545, 640 0.97 40, 392 13.51
9, 863 2. 43 155. 67 1, 535, 362 2.72 118, 356 12. 97
3,413 0. 84 167. 44 571, 473 1.01 44, 369 12. 88
14 irreireciierseneceenecerane 17, 827 4.40 190. 55 3, 396, 931 6.03 249, 578 13. 61
15 et 5, 502 1. 36 183. 81 1,011, 320 .79 82, 530 12. 25
16 e 4, 685 1. 16 224. 37 1,051, 195 1. 86 74, 960 14. 02
3, 295 0.81 229. 06 754, 739 1. 34 56, 015 13. 47
3,834 0. 94 200. 74 769, 622 1. 37 69,012 = 11.15
2, 057 0. 51 201. 10 413,671 0.173 39,083 10. 58
3, 964 0. 98 223. 79 887, 091 1. 57 79, 280 11. 19
21 v Beeteseeennes 7,612 1. 88 206. 68 1, 573, 230 2.79 159, 852 9. 84
2,033 0. 50 257. 33 523, 160 0.93 44, 726 11.70
1,524 0. 38 276. 417 421, 347 0.75 35, 052 12. 02
1, 449 0. 36 270. 83 392, 439 0. 70 34, 776 11. 28
1, 279 0.32 281.86 360, 498 0..64 31,975 11. 27
967 0. 24 383.93 371, 256 0. 66 25, 142 14. 77
1, 063 0. 26 272. 32 289, 476 0. 51 28, 701 10. 09
2, 652 0. 65 259. 78 688, 925 1. 22 74, 256 9. 28
582 0. 14 287. 40 167, 264 0. 30 16, 878 9.91
30- 39 cociiiiiiinrenrenser e 11. 496 2. 84 283. 44 3, 258, 411 5.78 368, 273 8.85
40- 49 oot 4, 851 1. 20 397. 22 1, 926, 925 3. 42 211, 609 9. 11
1, 774 0. 44 404. 10 716, 882 1. 27 95, 004 7. 55
3, 243 0. 80 358. 51 1, 162, 663 2. 06 201,054 5.178
1, 193 0.29 460. 04 548, 833 0. 97 89, 140 6. 16
980 0. 24 508. 85 498, 669 0. 88 81, 684 6. 10
90~ 99 .oiiririerrececenreereaes ‘2, 067 0.51 664. 24 1 372,992 2 44 189, 446 7.25
100-119 covoimienirerecceeereeneierenens 891 0. 22 609. 98 543, 489 0. 96 95, 279 5. 70
120- 139 ceiiinnireicininsee e senens 1,019 0. 25 619. 40 631, 165 1. 12 126, 413 4. 99
140~ 169 ...ovvveiriicrniincneranene 995 0.25 659. 09 655, 794 1. 16 151, 049 4. 34
170- 199 ocreriiereeneeccenecennens 1 186 0.29 654. 98 776, 806 1. 38 212,076 3. 66
723 0.18] 1,392. 21 1,006, 571 1.79 192, 802 5. 22
Total ......covuveircrnneerseninnnens 405, 380 100. 00 139. 05| 56, 368, 030 100. 00| 4, 709, 611 11, 97
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TABLE 11. Number and Expenditures of Canadian Travellers Returning to Canada via Bus in 1938,
Classified by Length of Visit

% of Average
Days stay Mo |l exponditure| Eotimeted | foid | Mo Jexpenditue

persons persons per person itures DG!‘SOD—dB,YS per day

$ $ $

1 20,412 4.69 7.32 149,472 0.35 20,412 7.32
2 65, 947 15.16 47.83 3,154, 453 T7.48 131,894 23.92
3 72,014 16.54 59. 02 4, 250, 343 10. 07 216,042 19.67
= 4 46,652 10.72 61.36 2,862, 743 6.79 186, 608 15.34
5 27,219 6.26 78.42 2,134,574 5.06 136, 095 15. 68
6 20,351 4.68 88.02 1,791,279 4.25 122,106 14. 67
7 31,073 7.14 90.31 2,806, 206 6.65 217,511 12.90
8 14, 629 3.36 92. 56 1,354,132 3.21 117,032 11. 57
9 7,156 1. 64 99. 68 713, 282 1.69 64,404 11.08
10 20, 753 4.7 110.62 2,295, 600 5.44 2017, 530 11.06
11 3,215 0.74 129. 29 415,679 0.98 35,365 - 11.75
12 9, 576 2.20 133. 87 1,281,968 3.04 114,912 11.16
13 ciirninenisansinineennsennns 3,453 0.79 139. 28 480, 919 1. 14 44, 889 10.71
) SO 23,669 5. 44 136.69 3,235,214 7.87 331,366 9.76
15 10,026 2.30 145. 60 1,459,835 3.46 150, 390 9.71
b 1 O, 4,464 1.03 175, 82 784, 859 1.86 71,424 10. 99
17 2,263 0.52 171.63 388, 399 0.92 38,4171 10.10
18 3,305 0.76 138.45 457, 581 1.08 59, 490 7.69
19 . 1,372 0. 32 176.10 241,610 0. 57 26,068 9. 27
20 2,995 0.69 174. 58 522,878 1.24 59, 900 8.173
12 U, 8,843 2.03 171. 51 1,516,687 3.60 185, 703 8.17
22 1,122 0.26 235. 27 263, 970 0.63 24,684 10. 69
23 1,806 0.42 235.66 425, 593 1.01 41,538 10. 25
24 1,205 0.28 171.34 206, 460 0.49 28,920 7.14
25 923 0.21 151.86 140, 165 0.33 23,075 6. 07
26 694 0.16 215.93 149, 857 0.35 18, 044 8.31
27 658 0.15 203.70 134,032 0.32 17,166 7. 54
28 1,983 0. 46 210.66 417,731 0.99 55, 524 T7.52
29 689 0.16 213.03 146,776 0.35 19, 981 7.35
30- 39 10, 035 2.31 206.34 2,070, 627 4.91 322,425 6. 42
© 40- 49 4,273 0.98 227.55 972,317 2.30 183,914 5.29
50- 59 1,621 0. 37 289. 20 468, 786 1.11 817, 588 5.35
60- 69 3,045 0.70 349.03 1,062, 802 2. 52 186, 405 5.70
T0- 79 1,023 0.24 270, 44 276, 657 0.66 74,929 3.69
80- 89 962 0. 22 253.29 243,661 0. 58 81, 523 2.99
90- 99 1,921 0.44 361.49 694, 426 1.65 176,099 3.94
100-119 962 0.22 483.69 465, 306 1.10 102, 343 4.55
120-139 965 0.22 588. 24 5617, 647 1.34 118,769 4.78
140- 169 833 0.19 491.32 409, 267 0.97 124, 396 3.29
170-199 607 0.14 748, 24 454,181 1.08 110,075 4.13
200 -over 394 0.09 813.06 320, 347 0.76 103, 205 3.10
. Total 435,108 100.00 96.96 | 42,188,321 100.00 | 4,438,815 9,50
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TABLE 12. Number and Expenditures of Canadian Travellers Returning to Canada via Plane in 1958,
Classified by Length of Visit

% of Average
Days stay US| B xpenditare | Ectimsted | fotal | NOP lexpenditure

persons persons per person itures person—days per day

$ $ $

1. 12, 408 3.44 52.18 6417, 504 0. 84 12, 408 52. 18
2 . 36, 525 10.12 84.82 3,098, 135 4.02 73,050 42.41
3. 41, 825 11.58 104. 95 4, 389, 590 5..70 125, 475 34.98
SO 42, 141 11.67 129.75 5, 467, 646 7.09 168, 564 - 32.44
S SN 30, 750 8.52 153. 65 4, 724, 690 6.13 153, 750 30.73
- J R 18,335 5.08 174.81 3, 205, 165 4.16 110,010 29. 14
T et 22,015 6. 10 185. 14 4,075, 955 5.29 154, 105 26. 45
11,104 3.08 205. 68 2, 283, 833 2. 96 88, 832 25.71
5, 926 1. 64 203.179 1, 219, 535 1.58 53,334 22.87
17,020 4.71 228. 14 3,882,991 5.04 170, 200 22.81
4,212 1.17 225.31 949, 005 1.23 46, 332 20. 48
, 8,038 2. 23 248. 51 1, 997, 551 2.59 96, 456 20.71
4,674 1.29 252. 07 1,178,181 1.53 60, 762 19. 39
21, 972 6. 08 264. 27 5, 806, 460 7.53 307, 608 18. 88
9, 412 2.61 267. 60 2,518,633 3.27 141, 180 17. 84
16 e 5,493 1.52 272.31 1, 495, 792 1. 94 87, 888 17.02
17 .. 3,889 1.08 309. 34 1,203,017 1. 56 66, 113 18.20
18 i 4,958 1.37 329. 68 1,634, 534 2.12 89, 244 . 18.32
19 . 2,437 0. 68 342.67 835, 092 1.08 46, 303 18.04
1 4,455 1. 23 361.82 1,611,904 2.09 89, 100 18.09
. R 11, 560 3.20 360. 56 4, 168, 101 5.41 242, 760 17.17
1,923 0.53 373. 41 718, 062 0.93 42, 306 16.97
1,826 0. 50 425. 67 777, 273 1.01 41, 998 18.51
1,098 0.30 345.84 379, 721 0.49 26, 352 14.41
1,723 0.48 348.587 600, 593 0.178 43,075 13.94
1,181 0.33 446. 24 527,013 0.68 30, 706 17.16
999 0.28 369. 33 368, 964 0.48 26,973 13.68
4,488 1. 24 416. 46 1, 869, 090 2.43 125, 664 14. 87
634 0.18 373. 57 236, 846 0.31 18, 386 12. 88
30- 13, 505 3.74 396. 34 5, 352, 606 6.94 429, 034 12. 48
40- 49 3,936 1.09 497.11 1,956, 613 2.54 172, 096 11.37
50- 59 .ot 1,825 0.51 539.92 985, 347 1.28 917, 706 10. 08
60- 69 . 2, 582 0.72 657.01 1, 696, 390 2.20 159, 002 10. 67
70- 79 . 1, 384 0. 38 592. 90 820, 573 1. 06 101, 049 8.12
80- 89 .. . 466 0.13 895. 68 417, 388 0.54 38,918 10. 72
90- 99 1, 389 0.38 742. 26 1,031, 005 1.34 126, 446 8. 15
100-119 378 0.10 807. 97 305, 414 0.40 40, 066 7.62
120-139 1,021 0. 28 847.59 865, 389 1.12 125, 873 6.88
140- 169 3178 0.10§ 1,122.53 424, 317 0.55 56, 851 1.46
170-199 557 0.15 959. 27 534, 311 0. 69 100, 412 " 5.32
200 = 0VET ...cuererenrinirierenraessnanns 664 0.18{ 1,243.27 825, 529 1.07 173, 284 4.76
TOtAl .ocecivrnercrnrncrenaar s 361, 108 100. 00 213.06 | 177,085, 7164 100.00| 4,359,671 17.68
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TABLE 13. State of Destination Reported by Canadians, Special Survey, 1958

Percentage of Persons Reporting Visits of 48 Hours or Over

I Calendar First Second Third Fourth
State of destination year . quarter quarter quarter quarter
per cent

NEW YOI coveererreeeireereeneessrersesarresesesnessnssssesensassnsssrerssersen 25.69 24,02 25.05 24,20 29.41
Washington . 11.73 10.43 10.10 12,96 12.26
Florida .......... 10.71 23.61 19.30 3.41 4,91
Michigan ...... 9.80 6.91 7.87 9.95 13.18
California ... 5.38 7.10 6.87 4.19 4,63
MAaSSAChUSELES ...ococcveeercrerreeineecteerereeeseneesereerconesnesannne 5.06 3.92 4,24 6.35 4,73
MINNESOtA ..eeeeieieiiiieicieterccrecees e reseserere s sesneesannen 3.22 2.12 2.64 3.74 3.71
ONIO cereeerircrirrtereeeteccrcesscrcorneeecrresereersoseesasesassassensennasssssere 2.90 2.76 2.34 3.33 2.88
MAINE cooeeeiieecciesieeeree e stesreneessssessanesessnssessssnssssessnensnsen 2.82 0.83 1.52 5.03 2.19
TIHINOIS eecrrecererrrereeereeecnnernneseevaessessasesrnnenenssrnnersssssssasvans 2.53 1.52 2.06 2.90 3.09
NEW JEISEY .evrevereererreerisreerreeersnsessssessasaseasssrasssnersaenanaren 2.16 1.52 1.00 3.58 1.61
Oregon ............ 1.90 1.55 1.75 2.34 1.67
Pennsylvania . 1.89 2.21 1.70 2.07 1.57
Vermont ........... 1.67 0.61 1.16 2.03 2.33
North Dakota- 1.46 1.10 0.89 1.88 1.58
Dist. of Columbia .....cococriieninmriiiiinicnrenerecrceenenerces e 1.10 0.89 1.08 1.23 1.07
MONLANA ..cooceeereecieerrierececeniaeens 0.82 0.42 .0.57 1.14 0. 87
Connecticut ......... 0.77 0.56 0.83 0.81 0.79
New Hampshire .. . . . . . 0.7 0.25 0.56 1.24 0.64
VIrgINia covivieecemmnricrercerrccreseereneeesevesseseseseeeenasacsensnssaransnse 0.75 0.50 0.68 0.87 0.82
1daho ..... 0.66 0.45 0.32 1.03 0.57
Indiana ... 0.65 0.59 0.78 0.67 0.57
Texas . . 0.58 0.97 1.06 0.22 0.40
ATIZONA ..eoeiveererrererenirseerssreeseesessssesrsssesssesessnsessseerenensnne 0.57 1.10 1.15 0.13 0.33
WISCONSIN ittt ettt rnee e et 0.49 0.31 0.24 0.75 0.45
Rhode IS1and ....eeuovrvceeeeerereecnerncnennanensnaens 0.42 0.27 0.42 0.51 0.38
Missouri 0.40 0.31 0.55 0.35 0.40
Maryland 0.26 0.22 0.35 0.28 0.19
Louisiana .... 0.24 0,54 0.22 0.11 0.25
Colorada 0.22 0.03 0.23 0.30 0.23
KeNTUCKY covvrrmeeciccicccrerimremrieerenenreseeecsrsernsssosesesossinsmssessase 0.21 0.14 0.27 0.28 0.11
Tennessee .... 0.21 0.34 0.13 0.20 0.21
Nevada .......cccenenee 0.19 0.15 0.23 0.12 0.28
North Carolina ..... 0.18 0.14 0.2 0.16. 0.13
SOUth CAIOINEA ..vverereeirercreiieerreeereenr e senersaronanosssssssasass 0.17 0.14 0.31 0.10 0.18
0.16 0.06 0.19 0.11 0.28

0.16 0.22 0.09 0.17 0.16

0.15 0.04 0.07 0.28 0.13

0.14 0.10 0.19 0.10 0.19

0.12 0.10 0.07 0.18 0.08

West VIrginia ..ot vt csnnnen 0.12 0.09 0.12 0.17 0.07
AlASKA ererrerevieereeecteesannaecsnersesrenersenseens 0.11 0.17 0.04 0.16 0.04
Kansas 0.08 0.20 0.11 0.06 0.02
Oklahoma 0.08 0.08 0.13 0.05 0.08
Delaware 0.07 0.03 0.05| 0.05 0.14
Nebraska .07 0.11 - 0.09 0.08
NEW MEXICO c.ueurrererrnrrieecreiesecrereeseeesecnssstnssssessasssssnsasses 0.05 0.08 0.04 0.06 0.04
Alabama ....... 0.04 0.08 0.05 0.01 0.04
Arkansas 0.04 0.06 0.07 0.02 0.02
Mississippi 0.03 0.05 0.02 0,03 0.01
Total cevecrcccrccncnscreeaniennees 100. 00 100, 00 100. 00 100. 00 100. 00
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TABLE 14. State of Destination Reported by Canadians by Province of Re- Entry into Canada
Special Survey, 1958
Peércentage of Persons Reporting Visits of 48 Hours or Over
" Atlantic ; Saskat- B.C.
State of destination Provinces Quebec Ontario | Manitoba chewan Alberta g.n’g Canada
per cent

Alabama - - 0.07° - - - 0.03 0.04
Arizona 0. 10 0.03 0.32 1. 09 - 7.82 1.33 0.57
Arkansas - 0.02 0. 07 - - - 0.01 0. 04
California 1. 45 1.33 2.62 5.09 2. 44 9.45 18. 06 5.38
Colorado 0.30 0.04 0.22 0. 69 - 1.46 0.17 0.22
Connecticut ...eceerrveervernseecans 1. 65 1.96 0.61 0.03 - - 0.01 0.77
Delaware 0.05 €. 13 0. 07 - - 0.16 0.01 0.07
Dist. of Columbia .......cceruenene 0.50 1.77 1. 30 0.84 - 0.33 0. 09 1. 10
Florida 6. 36 11.93 15. 49 4. 31 2.17 1. 14 0. 26 10.71
Georgia 0.15 0.13 0. 20 0.12 - - 0.02 0.14
Idaho - - 0.04 ~ 1.08 3.42 3.22 0.66
ILNOLS cveverererrnererunrssessienseenns 0. 0.58 3.82 5. 85 2.17 2.60 0.39 2.53
Indiana 0.15 0.06 1. 13 0.90 0.54 0.16 0.06 0.65
Iowa - - 0.19 0.175 0.81 0. 49 0.05 0.16
Kansas - - 0. 07 0.39 0. 54 1. 46 0.03 0.08
KentuCky ......ccceeecereneneerenenienees 0. 05 0.01 0. 40 0.03 - - 0.03 0.21
Louisiana - 0. 10 0.37 0.48 - - 0.07 0.24
Maine 25.68 7. 19 0.84 0.15 - - 0.01 2. 82
Maryland 0.45 0.37 0.31 0.06 1. 36 - 0. 02 0.26
Massachusetts......ccvrmueeernnaee 34. 24 12.64 2.45 0.18 - — 0. 15 5.06
Michigan 0.45 0.13 17.90 8.41 16. 26 4.07 0.85 9.80
Minnesota.......cceeeciinneessanesenne 0. 05 0.06 1.28 40, 34 8.67 2.12 0. 28 3.22
MissiSSIDDI cvveeeverererueenirincnane - 0.01 0.05 0.03 - - - 0.03
Missouri 0. 20 0.06 0.58 0.97 - - 0.17 0.40
Montana - 0.01 0.15 0.75 4,07 34.85 1.56 0.82
Nebraska - - 0.05 0. 45 - 0.98 0.05 0.07
Nevada .... - 0.03 0.05 0.15 0.27 2.44 0.63 0.19
New Hampshire ......cccocvrevueeees 2. 40 3.01 0.15 0.06 - - - 0.71
New Jersey 1.40 5.61 1.90 0.21 - 0.33 0.06 2.16
New Mexico - - 0.06 0.12 — 0.33 0. 08 0.05
New York 15.717 38.98 34.05 1. 24 0. 54 0.33 0.178 25.69
North Caroling.......cceeeerervrecnnee 0.15 0.15 0.-28 - - - 0.01 0.18
North Dakota .......ccceeereeencennnens 0.35 - 0.31 16. 27 37.40 0.98 0.28 1. 46
Ohio 0.55 0. 44 5.41 0.97 2.44 - 0. 09 2.90
OK1ahOma ......coceeervrccvncsienonenens - 0.03 0.06 0. 18 1.63 1.30 0.06 0.08
Oregon 0.05 0.01 0.03 0.48 - 0.33 10. 07 1.90
Pennsylvania.........ccceeeuveennnenn. 1. 10 1.53 3.01 0. 27 - 0.08 1.89
Rhode Island ... 1.35 1. 47 0.13 - 0.81 - - 0.42
South Carolina. 0.20 0.22 0.24 0.03 - - 0.17
South Dakota .......cccererrreenenen. - - 0.04 1.06 3.79 0.16 0.05 0.12
Tennessee .......ccoeveerveeereereenanes 0.05 0.11 0.35 0.21 - 0.33 0.01 0.21
Texas 0. 40 0.11 0.76 1.39 0.81 2.1 0.22 0.58
Utah - - 0.08 0.21 - 5.86 0.24 0.16
Vermont 2.35 7.45 0.16 - - - - 1.67
Virginia 0.50 0.92 1.09 0.06 - - 0. 02 0.75
Washington.......ccoceeevervennnnnnes 0.65 1.27 0.37 2.14 9,22 9.77 59.54 11.73
West Virginia.......ccerenenrenens 0.05 0.05 0.20 0.03 - - 0.03 0.12
Wisconsin - 0.05 0.59 2.23 2.98 0.33 0. 13 0.49
Wyoming - - 0.08 0.178 - 4.23 0.12 0.15
Alaska - - - - - - 0.57 0.11
Total 100. 00 100. 00 100. 00 100. 00 100. 00 1060. 00 100.00 | 100.00
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TABLE 15. Balance of Payments on Travel Account Between Canada and Other Countries,
1926 -1958
(Net Credits + Net Debits -)

Account with
United States

Account with
overseas countries?!

Account with
all countries

Year
Credits | Debits Net~ Credits | Debits Net Credits | Debits Net
millions of dollars

140 70| +70 12 29 -17 152 99 | + 53
148 2] +76 15 28 -13 163 100| +63
163 2| +91 14 26 -12 177 98| +79
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 |+ 82
103 30| +73 11 19 -8 114 49| +65

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

9 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|  + 61
149 65| +84 17 22 -5 166 81| +19
134 66| + 68 15 20 -5 149 g6 | +63
137 67| + 170 12 14 -2 149 - 81| + 68

98 40| +58 7 3 v 4 105 43| +62
107 18| +89 4 3 v 1 111 21 + 90

79 24| +55 3 3 - 82 21| +55

87 34| +53 2 3 -1 89 37| +52
117 57| + 60 3 3 - 120 60| + 60
163 81| +82 3 2 ‘1 166 83| +83
216 130 | + 86 6 6 - 222 136 | + 86
241 152 +89 10 15 -5 251 167 | + 84
267 113 | +154 13 22 -9 280 135 | +145
267 165 | +102 18 28 -10 285 193] +92
260 193 | + 67 15 33 -18 275 226 | +49
258 246 | + 12 16 34 -18 274 280 | - 6
257 204 | - 37 18 a7 29 275 41| - 66
282 37| -25 20 58 -38 302 365 | - 63
283 320 | - 37 22 69 -47 305 389 | - 84
303 363 | - 60 25 86 -61 328 449 | -121
309 391 | - 82 28 107 -19 337 498 | -161
325 403 | - 78 38 122 -84 363 525 | -162
309 413 | -104 40 129 -89 349 542 | -193

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

2 gubject to revision.
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TABLE 16. Number of Foreign Automobiles and Other Vehicles Entering Canada,

by Province of Entry, 1954 ~1958

91

Province of entry 1954 1955 1956 1957 1958
Non-permit class — Local traffic?

Atlantic Provinces........ccoovcevvieieiecoseveeereeeeeene 1,014,429 1,169, 151 1,385,993 1,547,776 1,449,720
QUEDEC ....ceeiiiereiieccrecceeee st creeeee e nsaesereseeeae e 315,117 482,534 542,454 594, 244 575, 956
(6 ¢17: % 3 {o TN USRI 3,616, 109 3,758,160 3,915, 963 3,892,033 3,878,340
ManItoba ......cooviiiiiicrrreerecrree e enae e 66,571 72,591 70,890 75,240 79,077
Saskatchewan ..........cccooeevvveevriceciee e 23,789 31, 956 32,420 31,165 29,741
AIDEIEA ....cvveireceieeiitic e 24,912 39, 788 32,069 25,194 22,809
British Columbia .........ccoovuvveriiiiiieieeeeceeees 120,510 128,583 130, 282 120,573 130, 909
YUKOD TeITItOIY ....cccvvvivvievireciiereeeceieeerannecnns 1,536 626 995 847 337

Canadal ..............ooeevviveriinreeereee e 5,182,973 5,683,389 6,111,066 6,287,072 6,166, 889

Travellers’ vehicle permits®

Atlantic Provinces.......cocovveevecevcecneeesireennenns 163, 034 166, 664 174,698 179, 866 216,191
QUEDEC .....uieiteeeieeccctiecite e e e srbaaa e 396,783 405, 784 417,826 425,870 407, 214
[0)117: 1 ¢ (o TS SRS USSURRUURURNt 1,492,378 1,549, 942 1,485, 360 1,533,842 1,499,740
Manitoba ....coovovvverireirevecetece e crreeerire e 46, 499 46, 723 45, 543 49,178 51,983
Saskatchewan ............cccvvveveriviceeeeevecereeeenennnees 20,863 18,910 20,984 22,334 23,231
ALDEIta ..o 44,894 45, 745 47,916 48,770 46,788
British Columbia ............cccoomviiccireicrieevneeeen 278,376 283, 469 282,926 284,790 292,768
YUkKon Territory .......vevvvveenvirrcrerneeereeeeieeessnennes 8,017 7,756 9,191 10,424 9,476

CanAAAl ..o 2,450, 844 2,524,993 2,484,444 2,555,074 2,547,391

Commercial vehicles

Atlantic Provinces..........oceeeievereecerrrneecneennens 17, 259 94, 989 110, 295 105, 709 101,485
QUEDEC ...ccciieercrieieeerteeccciereseee e renneenes . 64, 008 86, 979 120, 184 113,524 96, 256
ONLATIO.....coceeeeeeeceteiecterciee e rvrs et ae et ae s e annas 115,928 133,779 156, 942 170,975 171,695
Manitoba .........occvreerrirerreeecree e s s sens 10,4178 12,7117 15,008 17,293 23,010
Saskatchewan ............ccoceeveiiiiirnveeeesenseesssnannen. 7,464 6,541 8,502 8,248 11,219
ALDEITA ...t rvree s s ara e 4,570 7,989 8,773 8,028 8,711
British Columbia ..........cc.cccoovieenvrerrireeerecneeennnens 22, 645‘ 22,234 29,834 34,213 40, 641
Yukon Territory ......coccocieeviiivirrcnmereeesrennnernnenens 1,019 315 1,385 172 83

canada.............ccoeeeeiiveiiiee s 303,371 365, 543 450,923 458,162 453,100

! «“Non-Permit Class’’ and Travellers’ Vehicle Permits are defined on page 101.
? Includes 3,915 motorcycles, 33,469 bicycles and 166,333 taxis in 1958.
3 Includes 1,509 motorcycles, 1,955 bicycles and 4,993 other vehicles in 1958.
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TABLE 17. Number of Foreign Automobiles and Other Vehicles Entering Canada,

by Month of Entry, 1954 - 1958

Month 1954 1955 1956 1957 1958
Non-permit class—Local traffic!
JANUATY cvoeerivirieeernrirncnrnsaresoneserreuserarsessoesesrosssnseransns 310,994 270,122 323,125 322,675 339,022
292,040 242,686 297,624 317,949 287,370
315,682 269,088 328,989 3717, 850 363, 8%
330,137 385,694 425,938 441,457 466, 855
446,968 501,979 511,769 539, 002 559,676
526,387 584,817 628,224 662,472 624,144
799,426 921,522 881, 774 900, 959 893,335
AUBUSE ooveiiiiiriicee et er e s e s e sasre e 720,499 798,819 844,405 905,627 899,473
123 6145 111 1 1-7 USRS 471,970 545,478 601, 759 564,815 525,934
[ 761701 ¢ =3 SOOI 375,033 459,144 481,999 467,680 461,866
308,980 352,799 395,344 403,714 389,134
284,857 351,241 390,116 382,872 356,186
5,182,973 5, 683, 389 6,111, 066 6,287,072 6,166, 889
Travellers’ vehicle permits!
48,736 57,451 56.076\ 48,336 59,017
59,617 52,332 55,115 61,018 52,592
67,218 67,071 75, 823 85,669 18,606
107,022 118,786 105,632 117,229 122,623
194,685 200,671 162,388 185,817 202,419
JUNE .corviirnirieritiiit it sreessssrranassestoreresesssarorssasasannne 275,154 289,577 320,390 329,904 306,829
JULY et e ree e e censenr s b as e b e e 562,223 582,036 541, 715 543,995 5217, 808
AUZBUSE cerveeieiiiriecerrcrcreene et ersnassssssississsses s serens 515, 149 515,078 526,738 574, 926 587,647
Y50 614111 13 TSRO 289, 904 309, 446 295,853 269,367 251, 968
[07370) 13 OO PPPON 162,213 167,563 164,666 152,653 171,469
November 96, 945 91,190 101,587 101,577 107, 864
December ... 71,978 73,792 78,401 84,583 78,549
TOLAL® ... voveemecrneenmsmen s sresisssssssss s esses 2,450,844 | 2,324,993 | 2,484,444 | 2,555,074 | 2,547,391
Commercial vehicles
28,677 29,614 38, 264 41,403 39,187
28,309 28,612 37,416 40,525 35,049
32,494 29, 730 317,839 41,080 39,079
21,185 26,682 32,958 32,712 34,129
22,652 29,597 36,927 38,131 38,563
24,224 "~ 30,768 38,423 37,676 39,251
23,994 29, 356 35,997 39,278 41,833
AUGUSLE coiveneciennienisisiienrmeiiesrsnaneesiesstanessrasasassns 22,815 31,614 40,019 38,387 35,623
P32 453 111 13 OO OIUURURTOPP PPN 23,148 30,004 36,079 35,355 35,105
(07370 1] (PP 24,1178 30,214 41,486 38,316 38,944
NOVEMDET .......oviiiiiiininrieeccartentries e sraeavaranaresens 24,589 31,869 38,244 317,123 35,636
DECEMDET ...eeeinreeirrieernrarirsreesscerassessnnerssssossessnsrans 27,106 317,483 317,271 38,176 40,701
TOAL......ceiveierierrrreceineintereeenenrsetreronraesresessaress 303,371 363,543 450, 923 458,162 453, 100

1 “Non-Permit Class’’ and Travellers’ Vehicle Permits are defined on page 101.

2 Includes 3,915 motorcycles, 33,469 bicycles and 166,333 taxis in 1958,

3 Includes 1,509 motorcycles, 1,955 bicycles and 4,993 other vehicles in 1958.
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TABLE 18. Number of Foreign Travellers Entering Canada from the United States,.
by Province of Entry, 1954 - 1958

Province of entry 1954 1955 1956 1957 1958
(a) Rail*
12,433 13,421 12,476 9,881 9,213
135, 830 130,393 121, 803 114, 742 104,275
195, 556 213,871 183,634 168,527 141,621
18,006 22,877 20,482 18,708 17,685
12,183 11,198 9,329 8,349 6,710
1,611 1,571 1,580 1,570 1,763
48,121 47,241 43,254 44,275 48,130
8,467 6, 856 9,814 10,085 7,464
. 432, 207 447,428 402,372 376,137 342, 861
(b) Boat
19,486 6,809 4,495 4,223 4,832
3,304 4,773 3,150 5,607 | - 5,734
193,982 242, 866 243,682 258,139 221,443
Manitoba......ccccocierrrcii s - - - - -
SaskatCheWaN ......ccciiinincinninniinennncee - - - - -
ALDEILA coveeveeiieriiriireserenisenererursioisnsrassssesssrnsessensrsas - — - - -
British Columbia......ccoveivenernnorirenneiicessenensnnens 130,102 115,147 147,547 150, 448 99, 864
Yukon Tertitory ....occoecennmeiciiincnnnneinecnisnnnecenines 3 - 2 9 4
. 346,877 369,595 399,476 418,426 331, 877
(c) Bus?
Atlantic PIOVINCES ...ccornnminiiiincnnnnienssmninnnne 8, 822 10,260 8,072 8,329 7,523
Quebec ............... 41,997 47,153 51,158 59,408 63, 839
[03117:1 3 1 JARSR SO USSR 239, 042 239,086 233,930 255, 830 245,161
MANIEODA eveeericrerineeerererae sessansresssssssssessmasesnesesssense 5,801 6,687 _ 6,643 7,185 6,922
Saskatchewan ... 199 879 645 168 167
ALDEIEA 1ereerreiereerercrneeereern cmsrssesssenssacssssscssnosasaesass i 3,060 3,265 3,132 6,760 7,180
British Columbia.....ccoeervenieinicnnnriineinnisenien. 36,218 32,421 34,912 37,551 38, 294
Yukon Tertitory.....cceecivcnccererseenacas everneressererens 57 246 432 - 915
canada .......cococeuvenns Teevernressreseeneeenres eveeereeenes 335,196 339,997 338, 924 373,231 370,001
(d) Aeroplane
Atlantic Provinces . 10,861 13,164 13,032 15,176 15,400
QUEDEC .eeeecerrrecereerraeereessatessesssossesstssmssiosssassessnones 63, 764 717,688 81,309 89,957 92, 360
(0111 5 1 J0SUO OO RO OO 94,831 118,268 135,075 150, 185 156, 028
MEDILODA .everreiererecernaeeenie st sessessraseseasssnsns sannes 10, 959 11,909 12,278 15,009 16,303
SaskatChewan ......cccveerviiiminrreiirennuieeeieieenoan. 1,278 1,465 1,717 1, 814 2,608
ALDEIEA .oooveeciererireiireerenenesrssssasessssrisanssanssasonassnans 11,1762 13,237 13,658 19, 807 14,617
British Columbia ......ccoverecerrcecriniinsiecnciansreneninnne 36,662 42,044 46,598 50, 206 61,326
Yukon Territory? .. 8,351 10,723 | . 11,051 10,487 9,395
CANAAA ...oveeerrrrreeerieiseiisssrassesissraessessesssosse 238,468 288,498 314,718 352, 641 368,037

t After deducting in transit passengers across Southern Ontario.
t Exclusive of local bus traffic between border communities but including in transit traffic.
3 Yukon Territory traffic is practically all in transit to and from Alaska.



TABLE 19. Number of Foreign Travellers Entering Canada from the United States,
by Month of Entry, 1934 - 1958

DOMINION BUREAU OF STATISTICS

Month 1954 1955 1956 1957 1958
(a) Rail (Gross entries)

January 67,775 68, 2717 73,793 52,636 50,607
February 60, 524 55, 254 59,712 52,861 45,436
March 56, 356 52, 660 58, 495 46, 413 35,558
April........ 67, 428 62, 322 59, 913 54, 316 44,950
May 72,.355 69, 862 63,314 58,119 50, 171
June 88, 898 87, 009 89,728 72,750 69, 394
July 114, 667 116, 690 106, 914 94, 177 80, 513
August 112, 481 112, 695 103, 283 85, 252 82,379
September 85, 828 81, 132 76,639 55,803 51,542
October 68, 642 79, 888 60, 307 46, 248 42,922
November 63, 762 73, 286 53,923 42,680 39, 624
December 82, 451 80,712 76,120 58,438 57, 896

Total 941, 1687 939, 187 882, 141 719, 693 650, 992

(b) Rail (Net entries)

January 27, 808 26, 417 26,733 20,579 22, 276
February 27,476 25,124 25, 150 25,257 26, 335
March 24, 748 22,716 23,508 23,643 17, 270
April 27,534 26,672 25, 001 28,.390 20, 148
May . 31,519 31, 353 217, 060 31, 186 26,516
June 43,571 46, 301 45, 293 42, 244 40, 709
July 62,719 65, 841 57,610 59, 965 49, 657
August 59, 654 61, 430 53, 428 49,423 48, 499
September 39, 854 36, 127 35,724 27,7170 26, 843
October 29, 200 38, 187 27,329 23,113 20, 396
November 24,910 34,674 23,701 18, 654 18, 461
December 33,114 32,526 31,835 25,913 25, 751

Total 432, 207 447,428 402, 372 316, 137 342, 861

(c) Boat

January 1,381 1,151 1,395 1, 258 1,815
February 1,539 1,133 1, 446 1,421 1,691
March 1,541 1, 650 1,793 2,834 2,174
April 3,174 2,853 3,021 3,697 3,669
May .. 16,116 17,648 16, 500 21, 555 20, 406
June 45, 290 51, 100 56, 347 56, 890 34,932
July 113, 749 121, 281 122,785 134,116 90, 942
August 108, 175 115,902 131, 623 135, 503 121,662
September 42,783 42,050 48, 666 45,618 38,947
October 8, 103 9,224 9, 861 4 10,562 10,300
November 2,865 3,038 3,062 3,086 3, 007
December . 2,161 2,465 2,977 1, 886 2,332

Total 346,877 369, 593 399, 476 418,426 331,877
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TABLE 19, Number of Foreign Travellers Entering Canada from the United States,
by Month of Entry, 1954 - 1958 — Concluded

Month 1954 1955 1956 1957 1958
(d) Bus .2

January.... 12,380 12, 898 9, 492 10,925 12, 689
February 12,157 10, 813 12, 061 12,342 9, 721
March . 11, 215 13,597 12, 050 13,023 13,718
April 15,189 17,481 18,357 21,109 23, 02§
May 29,923 27, 100 29, 398 35, 097 35, 350
June A 39, 034 39,108 39, 169 47, 005 46, 726
July 75,506 75,419 65, 222 74,184 69, 8170
August 62, 807 64, 503 66, 337 78, 714 74, 284
September 31,883 30, 847 32,691 34,786 ’ 217, 807
October 19,361 20, 162 25,122 19,512 24,417
November 12,611 14,981 15,180 15,857 16,933
December. 13,120 12,988 13,845 12,677 15, 461

Total 335, 196 339, 997 338,924 3178, 231 370, 001

(e) Aeroplane

January . 11, 806 14, 823 16, 946 18,817 | 20, 640
February 12,238 13,951 16,493 18, 295 19, 607
March ..., 13,538 16, 964 18,.285 21, 427 22,1795
Aprll...... 15, 404 18, 239 20, 553 22,1732 . 24, 344
May ' 20,481 24,133 217,621 31,664 33, 269
June 26, 803 31, 161 38,948 41,028 42,833
July 30, 836 36, 453 37,078 43,901 43, 007
August . : 28,‘407 38, 695 38,078 45, 677 46,384
September . 25, 359 30,013 31,740 35,708 34,902
October 20, 868 26, 420 27,624 30,173 32,773
November 16, 308 18, 016 21, 204 21,942 - 24.. 092
December 16, 420 19,030 20, 148 21,877 23,381

Total 238, 468 288, 408 314, 718 352, 641 .368, 037

! Exclusive of local bus traffic between border communities.
2 Includes a small percentage of in transit passengers across Southern Ontario.
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TABLE 20. Number of Canadian Automobiles and Other Vehicles Travelling in

the United States by Province of Re-Entry into Canada, 1954-1958

Province of re-entry 1954 1955 1956 1957 1958
Length of stay — 24 hours or less
At1antic ProVINCEeS .......ccccvecveeveevrreeceneereieceee senens 1, 210,512 1,367, 434 1,615, 748 1,692, 852 1,671, 214
QUEDEC eeeieceiierctrrie et ce st e naeceeeesrae s naecane s 688, 549 952, 817 1,086, 593 1, 169, 503 1, 116, 431
[07117: 1.9 Lo JSURUR O SO T USROS 1, 946, 264 2,367,938 2,759, 531 2, 864, 208 3,019, 548
ManItoba ..ccocoeviieieeie e e 136,014 144,013 136, 752 1317, 949 141, 089
SASKALCHEWEAN .....cceiocvveveieeereceiece e crenesie e 62, 604 65, 055 75, 043 86, 364 82, 622
ALDEIER ..ooiveieeierieceriraecrerrveee e e ssas e nen e s 29, 399 58, 247 64, 567 51,935 44, 593
British Columbia .....ccvveeeeiiieeeiecee e 503, 077 534, 473 569, 786 624, 361 707, 686
YUKON TEeITILOrY coveeeeerreevceeeceeie e ceeeetverie e 1,332 1,069 1,495 2, 449 1,385
CANAAR! .......ooicrrerniecrenienre e sees st es s sanesnne 4,877, 181 5,491, 046 6, 309, 515 6, 629, 621 6, 7184, 568
Length of stay — Over 24 hours
>
Atlantic Provinces ....ceerceeeieceeecinesecsnncaneas 41,832 917, 943 1217, 366 152, 791 149, 265
QUEDEC ..nvvreeireereirrenecrsnerersieesraesnensasesssese sosnensesnns 156, 955 310, 199 373, 757 403, 802 367, 941
[071172: 1 5 (o YOO OO 390, 280 480, 086 4178, 872 476, 225 471, 324
MANILODA .oceeieceievciecevrereneienrnne e ereee e e snaesseesene 51,086 67, 869 65, 979 71,864 73, 387
Saskatchewan ...... 30,613 32,040 31, 486 32,481 31,911
AIDEIEA covieveeeerreineierenerenieresranseseseeensesssnsesessesnne 32,961 65, 534 65, 050 58, 552 44,718
British Columbia . ....cccevvveeeevniree e resrieseresseenane 149,618 186, 150 203, 723 228, 173 235, 323
YUukon TeITitory .ccvvveicorricieeecenvevesessceneseessnaens 200 381 387 609 386
canadal ...........ccoevenreininrennennenenes 853, 543 1, 240, 202 1, 346, 620 1,425, 097 1, 374, 285
Commercial vehicles

Atlantic Provinces .....o.ccceeevereriseeivcriersneessnessnens 89, 703 124, 443 137, 853 132, 536 115,691
QUEDEC ..ooceivrereveciierraeee e eeesraesersnsaseesesessnssesssessseanse 99,731 135, 755 183, 390 172, 788 147, 609
ONLAPIO .oeeceireieireeiereeerecerenecereasesseneersnsersvesessnersanense 164, 208 223, 384 232, 944 244, 371 218, 691
CMANILODA e ceeeere e et e e e s enae e 25, 646 25,081 28, 125 22,220 26, 559
SASKALCREWAN vvvorevvver oo reeeeseeesseese e eeersseens oo 13,819 10, 217 12, 156 10, 128 8,037
ALDEILR e ceeecrerceecrerer e sensensss esnns sesmeearsnnesnne 7, 364 12, 272 13, 138 11, 169 11, 229
British Columbif .....cccceevrereivrerereciererneennernreene 31,171 31, 653 31, 297 32,1752 38, 880
YURODN TeITItOrY .cceeveeeverreeiecvrrenenienecennniniesnneees 152 289 355 1, 423 511
CAARAR ...t cerenrerrsveecesnae s enresaansesenens 431, 194 563, 094 639, 258 6217, 387 567, 207

! Includes 9,920 motorcycles, 56,912 bicycles and 217,538 taxis in 1958.
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TABLE 21. Number of Canadian Automobiles and Other Vehicles Travelling in the
United States, by Month of Re-Entry into Canada, 1954-1958
Month 1954 1955 1956 1957 1958
Length of stay — 24 hours or less
JBOUBLY ..oocriienrnrsririeisesirsessssesesnorssnsnsssosassssassassssess 225, 882 301, 042 383, 268 399, 596 420,733
February ... 236, 210 2173, 870 354, 860 404, 559 374,721
March ... 271, 830 300, 795 4217, 869 492, 090 486,951
April ... 375, 683 444, 174 481, 004 536, 541 564, 198
MAY ot iciiinrrirnresiienitentcran s sesesererneras s seasssanas sean arar 4417, 667 521, 307 559, 558 5817, 888 611, 769
JUINE  coiiccricintiretnrentsrccsctrnonaeneresssssnaransssnsnsesnssnessanes 430, 040 526, 692 594, 1178 644, 667 634, 245
JULY ettt e see s v eave seersntren srbeaesba nan 534, 972 676, 355 737, 228 737, 969 756, 732
AUBUSE niiiiritic e crcrnescarerceerseesneres cesesennanennes 526, 342 603, 177 689, 141 719, 408 812,532
SEPLEMDET .....oviierictceririeircrreierrcerestae s sene s seeene 428, 6817 520, 679 576, 327 601, 845 6217, 393
OCLODEE ..ttt e e st nes 414, 771 509, 508 556, 788 533, 309 550, 348
November .... 354, 205 399, 258 4617, 583 481,531 477, 600
December 331, 456 408, 189 481,711 490, 218 467, 346
TOLRL! ... retrreevenrtre esaeeae e seen e aens es 4,577, 151 5,491, 046 6, 308, 515 8, 629, 621 6,184, 568
Length of stay — Over 24 hours
January .......... 20, 454 29, 901 44,1702 47,732 562,324
February ...... 21,826 28, 139 40, 440 45, 277 43,904
March ... 30, 760 35, 197 56, 831 68, 041 68, 268
ADFLL et e cre e s e eer e er e s e sese e r e ee ees enee 68, 875 91, 539 95, 988 111, 959 103, 708
MBY  ceiecereiiirarireraternessenatasanerasse sesseossoseassnsnanaranasarar 70, 665 103, 763 97, 891 110, 349 100, 646
JUIME  cecreeeriereneieisecosnenetnnse ssaesorsararasesenssssensesesenras 66, 326 95, 473 102, 719 118, 480 111, 402
JULY oo cicnnenesresestnse srreesntesasasseasansnene sosesasssnen sonranan 139, 502 229, 098 230, 627 234, 430 220, 3117
AUBUSLE  ceeeviiiiiiviiiriiicaerinieeneeranecseenes cnsasensoneonanseananes 154, 530 212, 498 233, 583 260, 895 264, 661
SEPLEMDEr oo ecece e e ee vene seneareeaeee 917, 042 146, 566 152, 261 152,729 141,916
October ..... 80, 968 129, 708 130, 197 124, 798 126, 082
November 54, 067 73, 940 83, 674 85, 3817 71,465
December 48, 530 64, 380 1, 107 75,020 63,562
TOLRIY eoeeieeeieeeceneeeeecerenes e se st et s snaeanerananen 853, 545 1, 240, 202 1, 348, 620 1, 425, 097 1, 374, 253
Commercial vehicles

JANUABLY covnvescrereraniireesincssnsssiosrsasessssorssnseesssnsssonsssas 34,780 40, 328 58, 587 66, 131 53,973
FPEDTUATY ..ovrinriiniiriennninsncisosisisissnnersesscssosssssnssasonns 31, 8117 36,718 61, 397 62, 256 50, 981
MAPCH e cece e e reeerereres e se e nne cres s e s anes 35, 195 317,379 52,016 54, 107 48, 366
33,401 40, 980 42, 682 44,607 41, 696

36,129 49, 327 49, 300 51,601 45, 720

37,1702 51, 448 50, 890 49, 634 44,326

37,563 49, 445 52, 550 54, 167 45,251

AUBUSL ceeeerevriicriecenicnicrerarescecrininsessaeassar s s s sonncnes 38, 066 51, 345 54, 034 51, 965 43, 880
2730142311113 OO OO 34,8717 51,113 51, 334 48, 087 46, 349
(076174 ] +1-1 SN PRSP SPR 36,652 52, 097 57, 800 51, 223 50, 309
November .... 34,417 47, 245 52, 597 46, 992 43, 144
DECEIMDET .....coevrerccneneeneceerccaesesesssessesssessessrsseneananne 35, 195 55, 669 56, 071 46, 617 53, 212
TOLAL ....ooereeeeeeeitene e eenae s smeonesesnsaas st et e n s asan 431, 7194 563, 094 639, 258 627, 387 567, 207

1 Includes 9,920 motorcycles, 56,912 bicycles and 217,538 taxis in 1958.
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TABLE 22. Number of Canadians Returning from the United States by Province of Re-Entry

into Canada, 1954-1958

Province or re-entry 1954 1955 1956 1957 1958
(a) Rail

Atlantic Provinces .........cococeimievinicnnencniniiniiinnns 14,014 13,407 14, 201 12, 596 12,096
QUEDEC .....cccriirerieerie e sesereretssssbe s sisbaras e s 155,912 153, 252 155, 634 136,478 129,716
Ontario ... 218,789 216, 000 222, 147 205, 094 180, 553
Manitoba 24,905 22, 533 22,085 20, 629 18,716
Saskatchewan .... 5,467 4,888 4,069 3,462 3, 154

ALDEITA ..o riecreienreeessne s esstas et ans st e snennes 16 2 - - -
British Columbia 71,682 | 70, 210 65,745 65,118 60, 122
Yukon Territory 1,239 792 1,356 1,635 1,023
CANAAR ........eeevririreeinenneerensssoeesesesessresrsisrsnes 492, 024 481, 084 4835, 837 445,012 403, 380

(b) Boat
42, 191 34, 140 21,701 21,661 16, 335
1,683 2, 892 1,865 3,401 3,370
39,934 45, 047 45,995 317, 557 65,954
29, 320 28, 202 32,563 32, 581 30,834
- 4 23 13 23
113,128 110, 285 102, 147 95,213 116, 516
(c) Bus?
ALIANEIC PTOVINCES .ovvvveeirircereveaesressnraeenssensaseens 16, 453 13,971 12,663 12, 608 10, 042
QUEDEC ..evvierereriierrvvenmerrenssiensssesseessosasssmstaesosssanss 74, 678 76,014 78,064 78, 333 7,139
Ontario eereereeressiisestsesasratatsaseranesasasnrene 304, 653 263, 159 225, 803 235, 042 223, 230
Manitoba............. 21,729 25, 323 28, 599 29, 000 27, 385
Saskatchewan .............. 596 8178 8171 392 141
AIBETER ovvveeeieeeecisecssersennsssnees 5,065 5,130 5, 268 5,087 4,302
British Columbif.....cccccovvviiiiivinimncininineiniennnin, 76, 405 80, 822 84, 223 93, 259 92,846
Yukon Territory ....... eeeterieataere st sesssbr e s e saanbeeee 35 56 126 - 23
CANARAA ...oooeerrreremirrmeciiiisiniisisiossnsestsanesnassesnsse 499, 614 465, 353 433,623 453, 721 435, 108
(d) Aeroplane

6,732 7,987 8,913 9,583 11,624
66, 104 8, 140 91, 544 98, 868 102, 758
98, 984 121, 855 147,902 166, 496 180,921
5,436 6, 239 6, 698 7, 204 8,016
506 414 565 733 1, 164
5, 188 5,482 5, 248 8,044 7,984
British Columbia ........cccoinimemcnreiinsercnnnininnnnen. 28,851 33, 189 38,774 41,035 47,619
Yukon Territory .... teresenrseseressesestaretatnsernanen 656 608 648 689 1,020
CaANAAA ....oovevvieierniiiririisnrsraintieseeseeraneaisentens 212,457 253, 914 300,292 332,652 361, 106

1 Exclusive of local bus traffic between border communities.
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TABLE 23. Number of Canadians Returning from the United States
by Month of Re-Entry into Canada, 1954-1958
Month 1954 1955 1956 1957 1958
() Ralil (Gross entries)
38,944 317,832 38,793 34, 340 32,926
28,613 29, 352 31,848 30,116 24.971
35,652 34,274 35, 580 42,179 29,087
48, 263 |. 49, 399 52,322 43,125 39,124
39, 484 36, 960 34,951 34, 450 30,075
32,928 34, 150 32,758 30, 163 28,505
51,869 51, 285 49,722 47,452 40,005
58, 560 50,972 55,947 50, 191 52,799
41, 960 40, 170 42,045 36,607 33,428
42,861 46, 452 42,718 36, 319 34,758
35,095 32,557 30, 896 28, 484 26,451
317,795 37,681 38, 257 31, 586 33, 251
TOLAL .......coniiiiireenenccrsrnsteeseae sesenrsesrsdanasanses 492, 024 481, 084 485, 837 445, 012 403, 380
(b) Rail (Net entries)
January 38, 434 317, 403 38, 365 33,957 32,421
February 28, 146 28,952 31,513 29, 786 24,613
March 35, 189 33,816 35, 139 41,1762 28, 640
April 47, 540 48, 684 51,909 42,603 38,487
MAY ottt et e csesssesees e s s s st annes 38,883 36, 491 34,463 34,022 29,541
JUNE coicenernrerniensernaransesssssersanseassssassssssnsssssnsssssnannes 32,475 33,707 32,318 29,626 28,017
JULY ccoviiinnreeinniiiiscsennnessssnssssssassssessasssssnsssssneasssssns 51, 207 50,721 49,252 46, 769 39,543
AUBUSE ..eeirircinieccrnesennensisnneesesennesasssnesessoressnae 57,947 50, 269 55, 360 49, 466 | - 52,336
September ......c.cceeeerrrrriierrnereerereresreeeereresensananesses 41,505 39, 692 41,638 36, 151 32,968
October........ 42, 360 45,912 42, 254 35,788 34,353
November 34,483 32,041 30,362 27,954 26,050
December 37,088 37,009 37,721 31,003 32,785
TOLAI ...cooeevririeeeercririrerrenrasceessrensstsssesssessnsernennnes 485, 257 474, 697 480, 294 438, 887 399, 154
(c) Boat
4,123 3,714 2,652 2,626 2,748
2,932 2, 660 3,176 2,866 3,647
2,821 2,864 3, 360 2,928 3,777
5,182 4, 497 3,970 4,784 5,351
6,484 6,312 5, 258 5, 287 5,224
JUDE i sniccissiiisniisnnsc s s ssnsesesnsesnesssssnasssranaes 13,427 10, 233 9,175 10, 388 9,430
JULY ceveicrirreiesieicnatiesesssnssennsessessessssssasssossnsssasssnnes 23,811 25, 386 21,433 19,018 26,004
AUBUSE ........cvviiirrninrinnnien e e e e 22, 443 23,721 26, 994 21,528 34,560
SePLeMDET ....cvccuvieereiireccrincneeeeesetrese e ee e eesensanes 13, 239 13, 755 11, 236 10, 753 12,868
8,139 6, 766 6,814 6, 495 5,017
4,853 5,620, 3,552 4,954 4,667
5,674 4,697 4,527 3,586 3.223
TOLAL .cevevverrcnersccrscssssmsrssnssssssssssssmanssssssse o ‘113, 128 110, 285 102, 147 95,213 116, 516
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TABLE 23. Number of Canadians Returning from the United States

by Month of Re-Entry into Canada, 1954-1838 — Concluded

Month 1954 1955 1956 1957 1988
(d) Bus?

JANUATY ..convvrerennns 27,3486 25,367 20,279 22,300 21,385
I 20:10] ¢1T:1 SR SPRSSR N - 24,584 22,8917 19,023 19,451 19,253
1 4o | VSO PR POPPEO 29,442 26,504 23,722 28,887 23,868
April ........ 38,299 36, 533 34,923 317,585 35,225
May it 45,094 43,420 40, 637 37,889 38,654
June ....... 83,934 48,872 51,987 51,371 51,728
July 68,293 68,664 61,656 59,642 59,037
AUBUSE eciemcneerescsscsisnsnasssas s sssssssssnsssssesnens 70,716 62,790 68, 496 70,879 67,281
September ........ 46,844 48,3417 41,2717 45,309 39,566
October 38,520 34,189 27,824 33, 262 33,137
November 29,938 24,646 23,591 23,057 23,484
DeCeMDET ....ccovvmrrmirinreninirtessanssessassanssnnssmasnsasana e 26,546 23,124 22,208 24,089 22,510

TOAL ccoereeeneirenneienreee et ceesene s e 499, 614 465,333 435,623 453, 121 435,108

(e) Aeroplane

January 16,506 20,159 23,884 28,486 31,634
FEDIUATY «.covvviriniernenininiosenesinnsntsstensnasnsensensnenes 14,851 17,001 22,245 24,847 26,087
March 19,928 22,854 27,857 32,860 33,142
April ............ 22,080 25,9176 32,125 32,289 37,011
May 18,727 21,741 26,588 29,573 31,042
JUNE cerreeecciriiinriisssanssssansssnsssorsnsnsaesansensans sensassnssse 16,893 19,417 25,165 24,442 27,512
JULY ceveererncnresccsnesasesserrasaresssssesssnsansasensmasssesssnsansasaas 16,137 18,932 20,864 25,402 ' 27,060
August 17,074 20,657 24,6563 29,374 33, 650
September 19,960 23,100 25,446 27,871 27,229
October 19,736 25,226 28,543 29,738 33,550
November .... 16,520 19,833 23,213 24,403 28,623
December 15,065 19,018 19,709 23,267 24,566

Total 212,437 253,914 300,292 332,632 361,106

1 Exclusive of local bus traffic between border communities,
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