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INTRODUCTION 

Those who have an interest in the financing of the 
highway function by all units of government in the con- 
tinental United States have been hampered by the lack 
of information about certain important aspects of the 
subject. Relatively complete statistics on the financ- 
ing of highways by the States have been compiled by 
the Bureau of Public Roads, and published in an 
unbrokenannual series, since about 1914. In the case 
of the counties and local rural and urban government- 
al  units, which a re  estimated to have spent nearly 40 
percent of the total funds paid out for current highway 
expenditures in 1940 and 1941, the information avail- 
able in the past has been only fragmentary. Almost 
no information has been available in summary form 
about the financing of city streets asidefrom Stateex- 
penditures upon urban extensions of State highways. 

PURPOSE AND SCOPE OF THIS REPORT 

Because of its recognition of the Widespread need 
for more complete information about the financing of 
all classes of roads in the United States and also be- 
cause of i ts  own direct concern in recent years with 
secondary rural roads and city streets, the Bureau 
of Public Roads has from time to time analyzed 
and summarized all the county and local highway f i -  

nance data that could be obtained in order to provide 
estimates of the magnitude of the operations. It has 
also prepared consolidations of these estimates with 
available statistics upon the financing of highways by 
the Federal and State governments. The latest com- 
pilation of this type has been a series of tables, given 
the general designation "HF," which presents esti- 
mates of the current highway receipts and expendi- 
tures of the Federal, State, and local governments in 
the continental United States from 1921 through 1946. 
Although these tables have proved extremely popular 
and useful, they fail to meet the needs of many users 
of such information because they provide information 
only upon a Nation-wide basis and not for individual 
States. The purpose of this report is to fill one of the 
existing voids by providing information for individual 

States, with such interpretation a s  seems necessary, 
about the financing of highways by counties and local 
rural governments during the peacetime years from 
1931 through 1941. 

The latter year appears in many respects to mark 
the end of an era  in highway transportation, and so  
provides an excellent cut-off point for this report. 
The sudden transition from a peacetime to a true war- 
time economy that came about in 1942 eventually re-  
sulted in reducing current incomes and expenditures 
of all governmental units in this country for highway 
purposes to the lowest level since the early 1920's. 

The present report covers the disbursements of 
counties and local rural units of government for all 
classes of highways, including State highways and 
city streets. On the other hand, the direct expendi- 
tures made by the Federal Gpvernment, by the States, 
and by incorporated places upon county and local rural  
roads a r e  not included. 

Presentations of similar information were publish- 
ed by Public Roads for 1921 and for the years 1923- 
30 in annual tables designated a s  F-4, "Local-road 
receipts," and F-5, "Local-road disbursements," 
but those tables, which are  no longer available, were 
compiled from relatively incomplete basic data and 
with less thorough analysis. 

SOURCES AND LIMITATIONS OF DATA 

Three major sources of information, referred to 
in the tables a s  RSF, FS, and LF, wereutilized inpre- 
paring the tabulations contained in this report. In 

general, data for the years 1931-34 were obtained 
from the so-called rural secondary-road financial 
(RSF) reports. Data for either 1935 o r  1936 were sup- 
plied mainly from tables prepared in connection with 
the basic one-year fiscal studies (FS) conducted by 
the State highway planning surveys, and information 
for the years 1937-41 was obtained principally from 
the local-road finance (LF) reports prepared by the 
planning surveys a s  a part of their continuing activities. 

The RSF reports were prepared by Public Roads 



field representatives, usually from informationavail- 
able in published reports or furnished by the local of- 
ficials. This method of collecting highway finance 
data for counties and local ruralunits was practically 
abandoned by 1935. Personal investigation of the local 
records was not extensive, and the State-wide data 
furnished in the RSF reports were often obtained by 
expanding information compiled for representative 
counties or local units. The information available in 
the FSF reports has been supplemented wherever pos- 
sible by data obtained from other sources such a s  
State highway department reports and published re -  
ports of county and local finances. 

The fiscal-study (FS) tables furnish data for one 
year for most States. In general, the year covered 
by the fiscal tables was either 1935 or  1936. These 
tables were prepared by the highway planning survey 
organizations in the several States from information 
obtained by a complete analysis of the fiscal transac- 
tions of all units of government. Although the informa- 
tion available in the fiscal tables is complete and re-  
liable, the methods of analysis and presentation fol- 
lowed jn these studies differed somewhat from those 
subsequently adopted for the compilation of the LF re-  
ports. 

The local-road finance (LF) reports are  a product 
of the continuing studies conducted by the State high- 
way planning survey organizations to provide uniform 
annual information regarding county and local rural- 
road finances. In general, the planning surveys ob- 
tain information regarding the highway receipts, dis- 
bursements, and debt of each rural unit of government 
subordinate to the State either from reports of the fi- 
nancial transactions sf these units or, if sufficiently 
detailed reports a re  not available, directly from the 
records of the units. However, in some States having 
numerous small units, suchas townships, the data for 
the smaller units a re  obtained by expanding informa- 
tion collected from representative units. 

If none of the three sources of information referred 
to in the preceding paragraphs was available, the in- 
formation presented was compiled by the Washington 
staff of the Bureau of Public Roads from publish- 
ed reports of local finances, or  was estimated-. Sev- 
eral  sources of information were available for use in 
making estimates. State highway department reports 
and the annual State highway finance statistics corn- 
piled by the Bureau of Public Roads from infor- 
mation furnished by the State highway departments 

were of value in estimating the funds received from 
the State by the rural  units. "Municipal Bond Sales," 
pvblished by the BOND BUYER, was of assistance in 
estimating long-term borrowings. Data for prior and 
succeeding years, and trends indicated by the informa- 
tion for  other States, also formed a basis for estimat- 
ing data for missing years. (In scattered instances 
local-road finance data for some year between 1936 
and 1941 were received from the planning surveys too 
late for inclusion in this report. In these exceptional 
cases the estimates previously made and already car- 
ried into the tables were allowed to stand.) 

Several factors combine to impose severe limita- 
tions on the accuracy of the data upon which this re-  
port is based. The financial records maintained by 
the counties and local rural governmental units in 
most States do not readily yield the informationneces- 
sary for an analysis of highway finances. Aside from 
the normal variations in accounting methods and clas- 
sification from State to State and from year to year, 
the sources utilized in compiling the tables varied. 
Furthermore, muchof the information was not obtained 
by analyzing the transactions of all units within a State 
but was based on expansions of data for a limited num- 
ber of units or, a s  a last resort, was entirely esti- 
mated. In addition, there is no assurance that data 
are  presented for the same units or  comparable units 
throughout the 11 -year period. This is particularly 
true of the New England States in which the "towns" 
range in ecological characteristics from entirely ru- 
ra l  to entirely urban. 

These limiting factors not only affect this report 
but will persist into the future, making the collection 
and analysis of highway finance data for counties and 
local rural governments a research problem of con- 
siderable magnitude. Variations in the structure of 
county and local highway administration, differences 
in methods of financing, and diversity in the sources 
from which data must be obtained continue to be siz- 
able obstacles in the way of standardizing research 
methods. 

A few of the States in which counties or  local rural 
units exercise the highway function a re  not yet parti- 
cipating in the highway planning survey continuing f is- 
cal studies. Means of making estimates for missing 
data must be devised, which frequently involve exten- 
sive research and analysis of such informationas can 
be obtained. On the other hand, among those States 
where the continuing program is being carried on, the 



interest and needs of State officials for suchdatavary Public Roads. The cumulative effect of these condi- 
considerably. Thus for individual States the program tions is to require modifications, for each State, d the 
must be tailored carefully to provide adequately for general plan and method of collection and analysis of 
the requirements of both the State and the Bureau of these data and of the tabular forms used. 





THE ADMINISTRATIVE PATTERN 

In 1941 approximately 18,400 counties and local ru- 
ral  governmental units were responsible for the ad- 
ministration of some 2,400,000 miles of roads. These 
units spent more than $640 million for highway pur- 
poses in that year. The range in the mileages for 
which individualunits were responsible was from more 
than 3,000 miles each in the case of numerous western 
counties to less than 1 mile each in the case of some 
of the small local units. The total mileage adminis- 
tered and the number of suchunits engaged in highway 
activity were appreciably larger in 1931, but detailed 
information on the situation a s  it then existed is not 
available. 

RURAL UNITS OF GOVERNMENT ENGAGED 
IN HIGHWAY ACTIVITY 

Three general types of rural governmental units 
subordinate to the State have jurisdiction over rural- 
road construction and maintenance. These types are: 
(1) Counties; (2) townships or towns; and (3) special 
districts. In 1931 at least one type of subordinate ru- 
ral  unit in each State had some responsibility for the 
construction and maintenance of rural roads, but by 
1941 the State governments had assumed sole respon- 
sibility for the construction and maintenance of all 
rural public roads in three States, and of virtually all 
rural roads in a fourth. The number of units of each 
type in each State on December 31, 1941 is shown in 
table 1, and graphically on the map in figure 1. The 
numbers in parentheses on the table indicate units 
which have been relieved of all construction and main- 
tenance responsibilities but continue to service out- 
standing road debt, either with their own revenues or  
with funds provided by a superior unit. 

Counties exist by name a s  units of government in 
all States except Louisiana. Although no governmental 
units in Louisiana a re  called counties, the Louisiana 
parishes correspond in size, jurisdiction, and functions 
io the counties in other States and are,  therefore, clas- 
sified a s  counties in this report. The Rhode Island 
counties a re  merely geographical ~ubdivisions of the 

State having no power to receive or expend money and 
a r e  not considered to be governmental units (the same 
interpretationis made bythe U. S. Bureauof the Cen- 

sus). 
The counties in Connecticut, New Hampshire, and 

Vermont have never been actively engaged in  highway 
construction and maintenance a s  the town is tradition- 
ally the basic local unit of government in these States. 
However, the Connecticut counties of Middlesex and 
Fairfield issued bonds for the Middletown Bridge and 
the Merritt Parkway, respectively, and a r e  servicing 
these bonds with funds provided by the State in com- 
pliance with the financing arrangements provided for 
these facilities by the Connecticut General Assembly. 
These bonds a r e  considered county debt in this study. 

The Pennsylvania counties have a relatively unim- 
portant role in the provision of highways, and many 
of them maintain no county road mileage. However, 
practically all counties a re  responsible for certain 
bridges on the State system. Also, the counties a re  
responsible for the servicing of county highway debt 
in spite of transfers of mileage to the State system. 

The counties in Delaware, North Carolina, and 
West Virginia were relieved of all responsibility for 
the construction and maintenance of roads in 1935, 
1931, and 1933, respectively, and all rural roads in 
these States a r e  now under the sole jurisdiction of the 
State. In 1932 the Virginia counties were permitted 
to relinquish jurisdiction of their roads to the State. 
Most counties took advantage of this opportunity, and 
at the end of 1941 all rural roads in all except 30f 
Virginia's 100 counties were the sole responsibility of 
the State. 

The State of Delaware furnishes funds for the ser-  
vice of the county highway debt outstanding at the time 
the State assumed responsibility for the county roads. 
Funds for the service of county highway debt outstand- 
ing in Virginia and West Virginia a r e  provided by the 
counties from their own revenue sources. In North 
Carolina both county revenues and funds receivedfrom 
the State a s  reimbursement for former county contri- 
butions to State highways a r e  used for the service of 
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Table 1 .-Number of county and local r u r a l  units of government responsible for the highway 
function, a s  of D-cember 31, 1941 (numbers of units having debt retirement responsibilities 

only a r e  shown in parentheses but not included in column totals)  
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Figure 2. -Approximate mileage of rura l  roads under county or local control, 1931 -41. 

county highway debt. In all four States, this debt is 
considered county debt and is herein reported a s  such. 

In 1931 there were 23 States in which tctwns or  
townships had some jurisdiction over the construction 
and maintenance of rural roads. By 1941 the number 
of States in which these units were actively engaged in 
road work had been reduced to 19. All of these States 
except Washington a r e  Northeastern or  North Central 
States. The towns o r  townships in Washington, the 
North Central States, New York, and Vermont, a r e  
nominally rural  units having no jurisdiction over the 
streets in urban areas  which a r e  usually incorporated 
a s  separate governmental units. The towns or town- 
ships in New Jersey, Pennsylvania, and the New Eng- 
land States other than Vermont frequently contain den- 
sly settled urban a reas  which a r e  similar in ecologi- 
cal characteristics to the incorporated places in other 
States, but which a r e  not incorporated a s  separate ur-  
ban units of government. In these States some towns 
or townships a r e  exclusively rural, others mainly ur-  
ban, while many contain both rural  and urban areas. 
This report presents the transactions of only those 
towns and townships which a r e  predominately rural  in 
character. 

At the end of 1941, special districts operating a? 

Table 2. -Approximate rural-road mileage under 
county or local control, 1931 -419 

SURFACED 

M I L E A G E  

NOWSURFACED 

M I L E A G E  

TOTAL 

M I L E A U F  

1/ INCLL 'DFS AN UNDETERMINED AMOUNT OF LOCAL-ROAD 

M I L E A G E  I N  N A T I O N A L  PARKS, FORESTS, E.TC., WHICH I S  UNDER 

D I R E C T  FEDERAL SLJPERVIS ION:  t U T  WHICH HAS PROBAYLY N O T  

EXCEEDED 75,OCO V I L E S  A T  ANY T I M E .  DATA REPRESENT S I T U A -  

T l O N  E X I S T I N G  ON CECEVBER 31 OF EACH YEAR. 

Z-/ S O I L  SURKfiCFD OR RETTER. 

3f P R I M I T I V E ,  UNGRADED, OR GRADED AND r i R A l N E D  ROADS 

ONLY. 



Table 3.-Existing county and local rural-road mileage in the United States a t  the end of 1 9 4 l Y  

ALABAPA 

ARI  LON& 

ARKANSIS 

DELAWAilE &/ 
FLORl  UA 

SEORG I A 

I  UAHO 

I L L I N O I S  

INDIANA 
l OWA 
KANSAS 

KENTUCKY 

L O U ~ S I A N A  

M A I N E  

MARYLAND 

~ A S S A C W S E T T S  

MISSISSIPPI 

MISSOURI 

MONTANA 

NEBRASKA 

NEVADA 

NEW HAY?SHI RE 

NEW JERSEY 

NEW MEXICO 

NEW Y O i K  

NORTH CAROLINA 4/ 
NORTH DAKOTA 

O H l O  

O K L A H ~ A  

OREGON 

PENNSYLVANIA 

RHODE ISLAND 

SOUTH CAROL1 N4 

UTAH 

VERMONT 

WEST V I R G I N I A  

Wl SCONS I N 

WYCP I NO 

TOTAL 

To'AL NONSUFFACED M I L E I G E  

Y 1 LEAGE P R I V I T I V E  

DEC. 31, 1 9 4 1  1 8 , 5 2 9  / 2,689 

AND 

U N I M -  

PROVED 

DEC. 3 1 ,  iepg 

GEC. 3 1 .  1 4 3 8  

DEC. 31, 1 9 4 1  

D i c .  31, l?l+l I 

G9AOED 

AND 

D R A I N E D  

8,053 
2,959 

7 , 5 0 5  

5 , 2 6 4  

-xPw 
1 , 7 0 8  

1 4 , 8 9 5  

5 5 , 3 7 4  

4,441 
2 1  ,569 * 
/ 1,212 

2,613 

1 3 , 1 1 1  -- 

2 ,381 

4,347 
495 

--i!?2210 
1 , 6 3 8  

4 ,612 

4 8 , 4 2 4  
6,044 

1 1 , 5 0 1  

675 
2,578 

1,193 
2 , 5 0 5  

7.908 

2 0 , 8 1 4  

6,797 
6 5 9 7  
8,794 

2 9 , 5 2 3  
60 

1 0 , 2 3 8  

36,693 
6,558 

2 8 , 5 5 6  

1,174 

3,754 
1 6  

8,357 
a 

1 2,757 
797 

-- 
546,184 

SUqFACED M I L E A G E  C L A S S 1  F I E 0  B Y  TYPES 

TOTAL 

- 
32,8'/2 

2,M6 
11,397 
38,868 
Txm 
5, 840 

7,sqo 
1 9 : 7 ? 3  
1 0 , 1 3 0  

69,6114 

45,166 
2 7 , 0 1 5  

19,422 

4,299 
8,523 
6 , 1 0 2  

1 4 , 2 5 2  

?6,243 
:5,401 
34,715 
3&Q 
16,088 

31 1 
4,380 w 
45,620 

5 7 , 1 8 0  

8, ??I t  
1 3 , 2 1 2  

1,375 
7,065 

1 8 , 9 0 3  

.&@ 
41 ,6&7 
3,798 
6,068 
714 
2 1 , 8 1 0  

451 
5 9 , 0 2 6  

1 , 2 4 5  

P 

1/ COMPILED FOR L A T E S T  A V A I L A B L E  YEAR FRCV REPORTS BY STATE AUTHORITIES, EXCEPT 

THAT PLANNING SURVEY DATA WERE USED FOR THE STATES O F  M A I N E ,  NEW HAMPSHIRE AND SOUTH 

CAROLINA. 

?/ A DUAL -YPE ROAD I S  DEFINED a s  A ROAD, THE WEARI  NO SURFACE OF WHICH CONS I STS 

OF TWO I N D I V I D U A L  TYPES, EACH OF WHICW HAS AN AGGREGATE WID-H OF A T  L F A S T  8 FEET. 

SOME USBAN M I L E A G E  I S  I NCLUOED W l T H  R U W L  ROiiOS AS RUC4L-UR9AN SEGREGATION 
WAS NOT AVAILABLE.  

4/ CWNTY ROADS ARE UNDER STATE CONTROL. SEE T A B L E  SM-3, " E X I S T I N G  Y I L E A G E  OF 
SECONDARY RURAL ROADS UNDER S T A T E  CONTROL-1941." 

DUE TO A M I S I N T E R P R E T A T I O N  OF TLiE D E F I N I T I O N S  FOR UNIMPROVED AND GRACED AND 

DRAINED ROADS, MANY M I L E S  OF UNlmPROYED 90ADS WERE P R E V I O U S L Y  REPORTED AS GRADED AND 

ORA INEO. 

SOME SOIL-SUaFACEO M I L F A G E  I S  INCLUDED W l T H  GRADED AND D R A I N E D  M I L E A G E  AS 

SEGREGATION WAS NOT AVAILABLE.  

STONE 

5,337 

TYPE 

WOT 

C L A S S I -  

F I E D  0 1  

TYPE 

S T A T E  

ALABAMA 

AR 1 ZONA 

ARKANSAS 

C A L I  FORNI A 

COLORADO 

CONNECT1 CUT 

I DAHO 

I L L I N O I S  \ 

INDIANA 
1 OUA 

K A N S A S  

KENTUCKY 

L O U I S I A N A  -- 
M A I N E  

MARYLAND 

~ A S S A C H U S E T T S  

MICHI MINNESOTA GAN 

M I S S I S S I P P I  

M IS SOUR^ 
MONTANA 

NEBRASKA 

NEVADA 

NEW HAMPSHIRE 

NEW JERSEY 

HEW M E X I C O  

NEW YORK 

NORTH CAROL! NA 

NORTH DAKOTA 

O H l O  

OKLAHOMA 

OREGON 

PENNSYLVANIA 

RHODE I S L A N D  

SOUTH CAROL1 NA 

SOUTH DAKOTA 

TENNESSEE 

TEXAS 

U T A H  

'VERMONT 

WEST VIRGIN!A 

W I S C O N S I N  

WYOM 1 NG 

TOTAL 

2/ INCLUDES E S T I M A T E D  M I L E A G E  OF THE TOWNSHIP SYSTEM N O T  C L A S S I F I E D  B Y  TYPES 

OF SURFACE. FOR COUNTY-AID AND S T A T E - A I D  ROADS, H I G H - T Y P E  B I T U M I N O U S  I S  I N C L U J E D  

W l T H  LOW-TYPE 8 l T U M l N O U S  AS SEGREG4TION WAS MOT A V A I L A B L E .  

1 9 3 7  E X I S T I N G  M I L E A G E  Wl T H  N E T  CHANGE DUE TO REINVENTORY OF 1 0  C O U N T I E S  

I N  1941, 
FOR 3 COUNTIES ONLY. ROADS I N  R E M A I N I N G  97 C O U N T I E S  ARE UNOER S T A T E  

CONTROL. SEE TRBLE SM-3, l ' E X I S T I N G  M I L C A G F  OF SECONDARY RUSAL ROADS UNDER S T A T E  

CONTROL-1941 ." 
LOCAL ROADS FRMI THE RFPORT "HIGHWAY PRESERVATION AND OEVELOPMENT," 

P U S L I S H E D  B Y  T H E  WEST V I R G I N I A  ROAD COMMISSION. COUNTY RORDS ARE UNCER S T A T E  

CONTROL. SEE T A S L E  SM-3, ll:XISTING M I L E A D E  OF SECONCARY RURAL ROADS UNDER 

S T A T E  CONTROL-"t941 .* 



separate units of government were actively engaged 
in rural road work in 16 States, including Illinois and 
Louisiana. The special districts in Illinois counties 
having the commission form of organization exercise 
the same road functions a s  do the townships in the 
other counties of Illinois. The special districts in 
Louisiana have questionable status a s  governmental 
units. 

RURAL ROAD MILEAGE UNDER COUNTY 
ORLOCALCONTROL 

The mileage of rural roads under county or local 
control at  the end of each calendar year from 1931 
through 1941 is shownin table 2 and figure 2. A little 
more than half of the 135,000-mile decrease in total 
mileage from 1931 to 1935 reflects the relinquishment 
of authority over rural roads by the counties in Dela- 
ware, Virginia, and West Virginia. Much of the re-  
maining decrease during that period probably repre- 
sents transfers of the more important secondary roads 
in other States from local to State jurisdiction. The 

decreases in total mileage in 1936 and 19 37 undoubted- 
ly result primarily from corrections of records of ex- 
isting mileage made a s  a result of the highway plan- 
ning survey road inventories and, to a lesser extent, 
from the normal transfers of more important local 
roads to the State systems. 

The counties and local units, with the assistance 
of the Federal and State governments, had succeeded 
by 1941 in surfacing about 40 percent of the road mile- 
age under their control. This represented anincrease 
of nearly 400,000 miles of roads surfaced with soilor 
something better during the 11-year period. Table 3 
reports the status of improvement of these roads in 
the individual States a s  it existed at  the end of 1941. 
At that time nearly 154,000 miles of these roads had 
bituminous surfaces o r  better, while nearly 719,000 
additional miles were surfaced with gravel o r  stone. 

The total mileage shown in table 3 differs from 
that reported for 1941 in table 2 because of the inclu- 
sion in the latter table of 75,994 milesof roads under 
Federal control and 3,093 miles of S a t e  roads not a 
part of the State and local systems. 



Table 4.-Summary of disbursements by the county and local r u r a l  highway agencies, 1931-411/ 

(Amounts in thousands of dol lars)  

COUNTY AND LOCAL RURAL ROADS C l  TY Nd D V I L L A G E  STREETS 

DEBT 

RETIRE-  

MENT 
TOTAL 

- 
4,607 

4,660 

4,702 

5,498 

12,061 

10,913 

6,963 

1 0,258 

12,371 

12,508 

9,541 
- 
94,182 

8,562 

CURRENT D ~ R E C T  

EXPENDITURES I CURRENT DIRECT EXPENDITURES 

TOTAL 

D l  RECT 
EXPEND I - 

TURES 

FOR C A P I -  

AL  OUTLAY 

AND 

MA I NTE- 

NANCE 

z/ 

TRANS- 
FERS 

TO 

C I T I E S  

AND 

V l LLAGES 

2/ 

4,607 

4,660 

4,702 

5,498 

4,204 

3,930 

51471 

4, 785 

5,034 

6,152 

49 629 
- 
53,672 

4,879 

CAP I TAL 
OUTLAY, 
MA I NTE- 

NRNCE 
AND 

MISCEL-  
LANEOUS 

2/ 

546,781 

426,603 

3209 562 

298,476 

31 5, 627 

342,810 

375,430 

3893 670 

388,242 

384,989 

383, 009 

FERS -I TRANS- 

FERS 

TO 

STATE 

1,450 

1,917 

323 

205 

104 

2,155 

1,939 

3,953 

3,187 

2,666 

2,747 
- 
20,640 

1,876 

CAP l TAL 

OUTLAY 

AND 

MA I NTE- 

NANCE 

3' 

NON- 

H I  GHUAY 

PURPOSES 

1,552 

11,013 

10,891 

4,249 

564 

2,044 

3,749 

5,749 

5,614 

5,534 

6,1111 

YEAR YEAR 
TO 

INTER- STATE 
EST 

2/ 

INTER- 

EST 

85,827 

81,992 

75,809 

75,955 

68,697 

62,746 

63,126 

59,692 

54,814 

50,883 

48,448 

TOTAL 

632,608 

508,595 

396,371 

3'74,431 

384,324 

405,556 

438,5% 

449,362 

443,056 

435,872 

431,457 

1/ R E S P O N S I B I L I T Y  FOR THE CONSTRUCTION A D MAINTENANCE OF  A L L  ROADS OUTSIDE OF INCORPORPTEO PL4CES H A S  BEEN TRANSFERRED TO THE STATE I N  DELAWARE (JULY 1, 1935), NORTH CAROLINA 

(JULY 1, 1931), AND WEST V I R G I N I A  (JULY 1, 1933). A S l M I L & F (  TRANSFER OF AUTHORITY WAS EFFECTED I N  V I R G I N I A  (JULY 1, 1932) EXCEPT THAT THSEE COUNTIES R E T A I N  CONTROL OVER T H E I R  SECONDARY 
ROADS. THE LOCAL RURAL AUTHORITIES I N  EACH OF THESE STATES CONTINUE TO BE RESPONSIBLE FOR S E R V I C I N G  DEBT INCURPED PRIOR TO T H E  TRANSFER. 

D E T A I L  OF EXPENDITURES BY I N D I V I D U A L  PURPOSE W I L L  B E  FOUND I N  TABLE 5.  IHE "MISCELLANEOUS" I T E M  SHOWN I N  COLUMN 2 INCLUDES ADMINISTRATION, EQUIPMENT, A NO OTHER EXPENDITURES. 
I N F O W A T I O N  AVAl  LABLE DOES YOT PERMIT  COMPLETE SEGREGATION OF D l  RECT EXPLNUITURES AND TRANSFERS. 



DISBURSEMENTS 

Disbursements by counties and local rural govern- 
mental units for any purpose connectedwith the high- 
way function a re  included in the datapresented in this 
report, a s  are  disbursements for nonhighway purposes 
from funds earmarked for highways. On the other 
hand, direct expenditures by the Federal, State, or  
city governments upon highways administered by coun- 
ties or local rural units a re  not included except for 
such incidental discussion of Federal work-relief ex- 
penditures a s  is subsequently contained in the text. 

Disbursements a re  treated before receipts for the 
reason that in governmental budgeting the anticipated 
fiscal needs of the ensuing period should theoretically 
be determined before the program of support is finally 
established. There are, of course, exceptions to this 
rule, but in most counties and local rural units which 
still retain some authority to impose local taxes for 
highways the usual practice is to set  their tax rates 
after the needs have been estimated, not before. Fur- 
thermore, amounts tobe borrowed are  properly deter- 
mined after the magnitude of anticipated needs, less 
anticipated applicable revenues, has been calculated. 

The sequence of treating disbursements before re-  
ceipts is also in line with the logical procedure in 
long-range planning. The development of practical 
long-range plans for governmental units calls for the 
preparation of estimates of future needs, both physical 
and fiscal, before proposals for the long-term financ- 
ing of such physical programs can be prepared. Al- 
though it may be found that the physical program oPig- 
inally contemplated is beyond the fiscal ability of the 
population which must support it, or  i ts  willingness to 
submit to taxation, the basic concept remains essen- 
tially the same. 

ANALYSIS PROCEDURE 

Net disbursements of the counties and local rural 
units for rural highways and city streets a re  presented 
in table 4, figure 3, and the appendix tables 12-22. 
Further detail on right-of-way, construction, and main- 
tenance expenditures, by systems, is shown in table 5 

and tables 23-33 of the appendix. Reimbursed pay- 

ments for work on private roads and driveways and 
for nonhighway work have been eliminated wherev- 
e r  possible by offsetting the reimbursement received 
against the appropriate disbursements. Nonhighway 
disbursements of money earmarked for highways, in- 
cluding transfers to nonhighway funds, reported by a 
unit have been offset against any appropriations or  
transfers from nonhighway funds for highway purposes 
reported by that unit. Disbursements made for high- 
ways from general or  nonhighway funds have been in- 
cluded by recording like amounts in the receipts a s  
appropriations from general funds. 

The classification of disbursements by system and 
purpose was limited by the shortcomings of the ae- 
counting procedures followed by the local units. Many 
units do not classify disbursements by highway system 
and function. The units that classify highway disburse- 
ments by highway system and function in their records 
do not adhere to a uniform concept of the distinction 
between construction and maintenance. In compiling 
the local finance data, it has often beennecessary for 
the State highway planning surveys to resort to esti- 
mates by the local officials responsible for road work 
in order to classify expenditures by purpose. 

Some units maintain revolving funds for equipment 
whereby expenditures for the purchase, repair, and 
operation of equipment are charged out to constrytion 
and maintenance. Other units make no effort to reflect 
equipment costs in the costs of construction and main- 
tenance. In an effort to promote comparability of con- 
struction and maintenance expenditures among the 
several units and States, the expenditures for engi- 
neering, equipment, supervision, materials, ahd sup- 
plies reported by each unit have been allocated to eon- 
struction and maintenance by the planning surveys in 
compiling the local finance data. Ordinarily this al- 
location was made on the basis of the construction and 
maintenance expenditures reported by the unit unless 
a more logical one was available. Any equipment ex- 
penditures reported by a unit that habitually did all or  
most construction by contract were allocated entirely 
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Figure 3 .  -Disbursements for highways by counties and local rural units, 1 9 3  1 -41. 

to maintenance, The practice of including in construc- 
tion and maintenance all equipment and other expendi- 

tures properly chargeable to those functions has not 
been universally adhered to throughout the 11-year 

period. The expenditures reported a s  "administra- 
tion, engineering, equipment, and miscellaneous" a re  

primarily for administrative salaries and expenses, 
office equipment, and other items either not properly 
considered a part of construction and maintenance 
costs or not classified by purpose in the local records. 

MAGNITUDE AND COMPOSITION OF PAYMENTS 

Some interesting general observations may be 
made from the data presented in tables 4 and 5 and 
figure 3. During the period covered, disbursements 
by county and local rural highway agencies, as  shown 
in table 4, reached their peak, $847 million, in 1931 

and sank to their lowest point, only slightly more than 

$512 million, in 1934. Following a series of low-level 
years from 1933 through 1936, .disbursements by 
these units stabilized between 1937 and 1941 at a level 

slightly below $650 million annually, which closely 

approaches the disbursements made during 1932. 
There is no doubt that the slump in disbursements that 
occurred between 1932 and 1936 was largely caused 

by the economic depression, but there a r e  also evi- 
dences of a willingness on the part of the counties and 

local rural units to shift a portion of their highway 
responsibilities to other governments that would ac- 
cept them. Some of these responsibilities were as- 
sumed by States, which either incorporated more ru- 
ral  mileage into their State highway systems or in- 
creased their direct expenditures on rural roads under 
county or local control. Much of the shift of respon- 
sibility, however, was to the Federal Government 



Table 5. -Summary of current direct expenditures by the county and local ru ra l  highway 
agencies for selected purposes, 193 1 -4lU 

(Amounts in thousands of dol lars)  

COUNTY  AN^ LOCAL RURAL ROADS STATE HIGHWAYS STREETS OF 

l NCORPORATED PLACE5 1 

TOTAL 

R I G H T  

OF 

WAY 

2/ 

CON- 

STRIJC- 

T l  ON 

V 

638 

968 

570 

602 

3,252 

2,397 

4,133 

2,802 

3,424 

2,415 

YEAR YEAR 

R16b'T 

0' 

WAY 

CON- 

STRUC- 

T l O N  

M A I N -  

TE-  

NANCE 

R l C H T  

0 F 

WAY 

2/ 
- 

227 

137 

95 

127 

100 

2,025 

1,855 

2,807 

3,107 

4,687 

7,546 

CONSTRUC- 

T I O N  2/ 
MA I N T E -  

NANCE 

260,670 

231,837 

189,123 

185,542 

199,420 

219,708 

231,628 

235,991 

237,615 

242,666 

250,214 

2,484,414 

225,856 

M I S C E L -  

LANEOUS 

W 

39,242 

27,402 

26,704 

25,740 

23,133 

10,373 

19,238 

20,088 

18,174 

20,378 

262,291 

23,845 

YA I NTE-  

NANCE 

sJ 
TOTAL 

1931 

1932 

1933 

1934 

1935 

1936 

1937 

1938 

1939 

1940 

1941 

TOTALS 

AVERAGES 

1931 

1932 

1933 

7934 

1935 

1936 

1937 

1938 

1939 

1940 

1941 

TOTALS 

AVERAGES 

1/ R E S P O N S ~ B I L I T Y  FOR THE CONSTRUCTION ANO MAINTENANCE OF ALL ROADS OUTSIDE OF INCORPORATED PLACES H A S  BEEN TRANSFERRED TO THE STATE IN DELAWARE (JULY 1, 19351, 
NORTH CAROLINA (JULY 1, 1931), AND WEST VIRGINIA (JULY 1 ,  1933). A S I M I L A R  TRANSFER OF AUTHORITY W A S  EFFECTED I N  V I R G I N I A  (JULY 1 ,  1932) EXCEPT T Y A T  THREE C O U N T I E S  

R E T A I N  CONTROL OVER T H E I R  SECONDARY ROADS. THE LOCAL RURAL A ~ J T H O R I T I E S  I N  EACH OF THESE STATES C O N T I N L E  TO B E  R E S P O N S l t L E  FOR S E R V I C I N G  D E a T  INCURRED P R I O R  TO T H E  
TRANSFER. 

2 SEGREGATION FROM EXPENDITURES ON COUNTY AND LOCAL RURAL ROADS AND FROM TRANSFERS TO INCORPORATED P L A F E S  NOT COMPLETE. 4 SOME RIGHT-OF-WAY EXPENDITURES FOR BOTH STATE AND LOCAL ROADS INCLUDED W I T H  AND NOT SEPARABLE FROM L O C A L  ROAD CONSTRUCTION EXPENDITURES-  

lNCLUDES ADMINISTRATION,  ENGINEERING, EQUIPMENT, AND OTHER EXPENDITURES, MINOR BUT INDETERMINABLE AMOUNTS OF W H I C H  MAY OE A P P L I C A B L E  TO STATE HIGHWAYS 
AND C I T Y  STREETS. 

INFORMAT ION INCOMPLETE. AFlOUNTS SHOWN PROeABLY INCLUOE SOME RIGHT-OF-WAY EXPENDITURES. 
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Figure 4.-Disbursements by counties and local rural units on county and local 
r u r a l  roads ,  1931-41. 

which expended, principally through the Civil Works 
Administration, the Federal Emergency Relief Ad- 
ministration, and the Work Projects Administration, 
more than $2 billion in work-relief construction on 
county and local rural roads between 1933 and 1941, 
a s  indicated below: 

Year Million Y a r  Million Y 3 r  Million 
dollars dollars dollars 

1933 .... 25 1936 .... 339 1939 ,... 352 
1934 .... 150 1937 .... 221 1940 ,,.. 295 
1935 .... 91 1938 .... 389 1941 .... 189 
Approximately 92 percent of the total disburse- 

ments shown in table 4 were spent upon highways un- 
der county or local control, with little relative varia- 
tion from year to year in the percentage so spent. 

By 1941 the servicing of State-highway debt by 
counties and local units in seven States accounted for 
about two-thirds of the expenditures of these units for 
State-highway purposes; the requirements were less 
than one-fourth in 1931. This increase and a less 

marked increase indirect expenditures on State high- 
ways by these units were offset to some extent by a 
declining trend in transfers to States for State-high- 
way purposes. 

Disbursements for nonhighway purposes and those 
for city and village streets were negligible percen- 
tagewise, although one or the other totaled more than 
$10 million in 7 of the 11 years covered. 

County and local rural roads.-Disbursements 
of counties and local rural units for county and local 
rural roads reported in tables 4 and 5 are  shown 
graphically in figures 4 and 5. The debt-service pay - 
ments reported for  the several years a re  not directly 
comparable because of differences in  the treatment 
of debt-retirement transactions. The principal pay- 
ments shown for the years 1937-41 include all re-  
demptions by refunding or  note extension. The prin- 
cipal payments reported for 1936 include few, if any 
retirements made a s  a result of refunding operations. 
The extent to which the retirements reported for the 
years 1931-35 reflect refunding transactions cannot 



RIGHT- OF- WAY AND CONSTRUCTION 

MAINTENANCE 

ADMINISTRATION, ENGINEERING, EQUIPMENT, AND MISCELLANEOUS 

- - -- 

Figure 5. -Expenditures by counties and local rura l  units on county and local r u r a l  
roads for capital outlay, maintenance, and administration, 19 31 -4 1 .  

be determined. 
Principal and interest payments ondebt represent 

a significant portion of the annual disbursements for 
county and local roads, particularly in years of re-  
duced activity such a s  1933, 1934, and 1935. In each 
of these years, almost $200 million of the approxi- 
mately $500 million disbursed for county and local ru- 
ral  roads was absorbed by debt-service requirements. 
Although, with few exceptions, total debt-service re-  
quirements decreased steadily throughout the 11 -year 
period, $150 million was required for debt service, 
exclusive of obligations refunded, during 1941, while 
less than $400 million was spent for construction, 
maintenance, and administration. 

It will be noted that total disbursementsfor county 
and local rural roads decreased rapidly from 1931 to 
1934, increased slightly during 1935, 1936, and 1937, 
and remained relatively stable from 1937 to 1941. 
Only minor portions of the successive reductions in 
disbursements during 1932,1933, and 1934 a re  the re-  
sult of State governments assuming responsibility for 

all rural roads in North Carolina (1931), Virginia 
(1932), and West Virginia (1933). This reduction in 
disbursements accompanied sharp decreases in re-  
ceipts from county and local revenue sources and cur- 
tailed borrowings. The slight increases in receipts 
from State revenue sources were too small to coun- 
teract the effect of the depression on local revenue 
sources. 

Total expenditures for right-of -way, construction, 
maintenance, and administration, which also reached 
a minimum in 1934, increased successively in 1935, 
1936, 1937, and 1938, but decreased slightly thereafter. 
As is illustrated in figure 5, expenditures for right- 
of-way and construction fluctuated more during this 
period than did those for maintenance and administra- 
tion. Although expenditures for capital outlay de- 
creased from 1939 through 1941, maintenance expen- 
ditures continued to increase in spite of curtailed rev- 
enues. Since it is generally conceded that the magni- 
tude of highway expenditures is, unfortunately, con- 
trolled ultimately by the amount of funds available 



rather than by need, this suggests that during most of 
this period the counties and local rural units drasti- 
cally restricted eqenditures for construction inorder 
to provide for debt service and essential maintenance. 
The existence of Work Projects Administration and 
other relief -agency expenditures for construction dur- 
ing the years 1933-42, although not reflected herein, 
must not be overlboked. However, it is probable that 
the magnitude of county and local rural-road agency 
receipts and expenditures during this period was in- 
fluenced less by deliberate curtailment because of the 
availability of relief funds for road work than by the 
effect of the depression on county and local revenue 
sources. 

State highways.-The counties and local rural 
units were at one time responsible for practically all 
rural public roads, Even after the State governments 
designated some of the more important roads a s  State 
highways and became actively engaged in the improve- 
ment of these roads, the counties and local units in 
some States continued for several years to furnish ap- 
preciable portions of the funds expended by the State 
for highways. However, all States eventually assumed 
almost complete responsibility for providingfunds for 
State highways and, a s  is apparent from tables 4 and 
5, and figure 3, disbursements for State highwaysac- 
count for only a minor portion of the highway disburse- 
ments of counties and local rural units. The major 
portion of the county and local disbursements for State 
highways now arises from the purchase of State-high- 
way right-of -way, the issuance of local bonds for State 
highways, and contractual relationships between the 
States and their local units. 

Some States still require the local units to furnish 
right-of-way for State highways. A11 identifiable ex- 
penditures for State-highway right-of -way a re  report- 
ed a s  such and any reimbursements received from the 
State by the local units a re  shown a s  receipts from 
the States in these tables. 

The counties or  local units in some States issue 
bonds for the improvement of State highways by the 
State. Although this method of accelerating the im- 
provement of the State system has been used to some 
extent by several States at  one time or another, it was 
common practice in only Iowa and Wisconsin during 
the period covered by this report. As mentioned pre- 
viously, the Middletown Bridge and the Merritt Park- 
way were constructed with the proceeds of bonds is- 

sued by two Connecticut counties. Where this practice 

is followed, the State disburses the bond proceeds and 
furnishes the local units funds with which to service the 
debt. The bond proceeds turned over to the State a re  
shown as  transfers to the State, funds received from 
the State for debt service a re  reported a s  receipts 
from the State, and the debt-service payments a re  
shown a s  county and local disbursements for State- 
highway debt service in the tables inthis report, Debt 
service on obligations issued by counties and local 
units in Minnesota, Nevada, and Texas to provide 
funds for the construction or improvement of roads 
placed on the State highway systam upon completion 
of the work, by prior agreement with the State high- 
way department, a re  also shown a s  applicable to State 
highways, 

In some States the counties or local rural units 
make expenditures on State highways under agree- 
ments with the State and a re  reimbursed by the State. 
Reimbursable county and local rural expenditures on 
State highways a re  generally reported a s  expenditures 
by counties and local rural units on State highways, 
and the State reimbursements a r e  ordinarily shown a s  
receipts from the State in these tabulations. 

A notable exception was made in the case of 
Wisconsin. In that State the counties maintain and 
perform some force -account construction upon the 
State highways within their boundaries under qontracts 
with the State which provide for reimbursement of 
expenditures made according to the terms of these 
agreements. In compiling the information presented 
in this report the total expenditures during a given 
year by Wisconsin counties for the construction and 
maintenance of State highways were reduced by the 
reimbursement payments received from the State in 
that year. 

City and village streets.-The counties, towns, 
townships, and rural road districts have never been 
actively engaged in the construction and maintenance 
of city and village streets. However, in some in- 
stances the rural units share receipts f rom property - 
tax levies or  State subventions with the incorporated 
places within their boundaries or  do a limited amount 
of construction and maintenance within the smaller in- 
corporated places. As is apparent from tables 4 and 
5, and figure 3, disbursements by counties and local 
rural units for  city and village streets were almost 
negligible during the years 1931 -41. 

Nonhighwag purposes.-The disbursements for 
"nonhighway purposes" reported in table 4 represent 



the net expenditures and transfers made from highway counties and townships were not required to use for 

funds for nonhighway purposes. For the Nation a s  a highway purposes. Also, road-fund operating balances 

whole, these disbursements account for less  than 1 per- held by the Virginia counties at  the time they relin- 
cent of the disbursements from highway funds in all quished authority over their roads a re  reported a s  
years except 1932 and 1933. The nonhighway disburse- nonhighway disbursements in 1932. Unusually large 
ments reported in 1932, 1933, and 1934 include State disbursements from highway funds for public welfare 

motor-vehicle and motor-fuel tax funds that the Ohio a re  reported for Michigan in 1933 and 1934. 



Table 6.-Summary of receipts of the county and local ru ra l  highway agencies, 1931 -41u 

(Amounts in thousands of dollars) 

LOCAL REVLNUF 
TRANS- 
FERS 

FROt' 

I NCOR- 

PORATED 

PLACES 

?/ 

YEAR 

1931 

1932 

7 513 

1934 

1 a35 

1936 

1937 

1938 

1939 

1 540 

1941 

TOTALS 

~ V E R A G E S  

TRANSFERS =ROY STATE 
GOVERNMENT TRANS- 

FERS 

F H W  

FEOERAL 

GOVERN- 

MENT 

575 

333 

238 

3,936 

3,516 

2,127 

2,209 

4,911 

10,383 

3,89C 

2,117 

Y ISCEL- 

LAIIEOUS 

SHORT 

TERY 

28,3C3 

1 11, a35 

8,995 

4,926 

6,876 

6,957 

9,189 

10,264 

9,525 

12,936 

7,243 

PROOERTY TAXES APPRO- 

P41- 

ATIONS 

FROM 

GEWRAL 

'U\IOS 

HIGHWAY- 

USER 

IPIPOSTS 

OTHER 

STATE 

FUNDS 

7,392 
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12,861 

1 3,430 

11,049 

11,980 

177,779 

10,70'7 

LONG 

TrRM 

80,866 

51,673 

14,718 

26,348 

42,697 
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The net highway receipts of the counties and local 
rural units a re  presented in table 6, figures 6-9, and 
the appendix tables 34-44. Refunds, receipts from 
the sale of materials, reimbursements for work on 
private roads and driveways and for nonhighway work, 
and similar nonrevenue receipts are  not included a s  
it is intended that the receipts shown shall represent 
only those received for disbursement for public roads 
and streets, including debt service. The receipts of 
highway sinking funds or  interest and redemption 

funds a re  included. 
The transfers from other governments a re  re-  

stricted to funds actually received by the counties and 
local rural units. Direct expenditures on county and 
local rural roads by other units of government, such 
as  Work Projects Administration funds expended di- 
rectly by the Federal Government and Federal-aid 
secondary and State matching funds expended directly 
by the States, are  not included. Therefore, only a 
minor portion of the Federal-aid secondary funds 

RECEIPTS DISBURSEMENTS 

@ STATE AN0 FEDERAL REVENUES STATE HIGHWAYS AND CITY STREETS 
- 

BORROWINGS 

L O C A L  REVENUES 

DEBT SERVICE ON COUNTY AND LOCAL 
RURAL ROAO DEBT 

CURRENT EXPENDITURES ON COUNTY AND 
LOCAL RURAL ROADS 

F i g u r e  6.-Comparison of r e c e i p t s  and d i s b u r s e m e n t s  of count ies  and local r u r a l  
units for  h ighways ,  1931 -41. 

BOO 



Figure  7 .  - C o m p a r i s o n  o f  highway receipts of counties and local  r u r a l  units, 1931 -41. 

used on county and local rural roads is included in 
the transfers from the Federal Government reported 
in these tables. 

With the exception of appropriations from general 
funds, the receipts reported are  those placed in the 
road and bridge and debt-service funds of the local 
units. For each unit, appropriations from general 
funds include all net transfers or appropriations from 
nonhighway funds and an amount equal to any highway 
disbursements made from nonhighway funds, In the 
case of units which do not have highway funds but make 
all disbursements from general funds, an amount 
equal to the highway disbursements is reported a s  ap- 
propriations from general funds. 

COMPARISONS BETWEEN RECEIPTS 
I 

AND DISBURSEMENTS 

Some interesting comparisons between receipts and 
disbursements can be made from figure 6. It will be 
seen that from 1931 through 1933 the income from 
local sources (mainly property taxes) was nearly equal 
to the expenditures by the counties and local rural 
road agencies for construction, maintenance, and ad- 
ministration upon the rural roads under their control. 
From 1934 through 1939, however, the annual expendi- 
tures for these purposes rose from about $300 million 
to nearly $400 million while the local revenues, which 
had been approximately $300 million in 1933, sank to 



Figure  8.-Receipts f r o m  county and local  revenue sources ,  1931 --41 

$250 million in 1934 and then gradually recovered to 
about $285 million in 1939. The disparity between ex- 
penditures and revenues was increased in 1940 and 
1941 because, while the expenditure level remained 
at approximately $400 million, the local revenues de- 
clined to about $270 million in the latter year. 

Revenues from the State and Federal governments 
exhibited a generally increasing trend throughout the 
11-year period and were at their highest level, nearly 
$295 million, in 1941-almost 50 percent greater 
than they were at the beginningof the period. Though 
some of these increased revenues were applied by the 
counties and local units to the service of debt incurred 
for State-highway purposes, most of the increased 

Eunds available from this source went toward the sup- 
port of roads under the jurisdiction of these agencies. 

The increasing reliance placed by the counties and 
local rural units on State and Federal aids is dramati- 
cally illustrated in figure 7. In 1931 the counties and 
local rural units received a little more than $200 mil- 
lion from State and Federal funds and almost $500 
million from local revenue sources, The sapid de- 
cline in the receipts from county and local revenue 
sources during the next 3 years was accompanied by 
small increases in the amount of State and Federal 
funds received by the local units, so  that in 1934 re-  
ceipts from county and local revenue sources exceed- 
ed receipts from State and Federal funds by less than 



$25 million. Except for a slight recession in 1935, 
receipts from State and Federal funds continued to 
increase at a moderate rate in each of the following 
years. As receipts from county and local revenue 
sources increased more slowly than did those from 
State and Federal funds, receipts from the two sources 
were almost equal in magnitude in 1939. During the 
next 2 years, receipts from county and local revenue 
sources declined while receipts from State and Fed- 
eral  sources continued to increase so that in 1941 the 
counties and local rural units received almost $25 
million less from their own revenue sources than from 
the State and Federal governments. 

COMPOSITION OF LOCAL REVENUES 

Although the relative importance of receipts from 
county and local revenue sources decreased to such an 
extent that in 1940 and 1941 the counties and local 
rcral  units received less from their own revenue 
sources than they received from the State and Federal 
governments, county and local revenues are by no 
means negligible in magnitude. As is illustrated in 
figure 8, local property taxes levied for highways, in- 
cluding special assessments, account for more than 
two-thirds of the highway receipts from local reve- 
nues; and appropriations from general funds comprise 
most of the remainder. Since the local general funds 
appropriated for highways a re  derived principally 
from property taxes, it is apparent that the counties 
and local rural units rely almost entirely on property . 
taxes to provide local revenues for highways, 

Property taxes.-@ the two types of property 
taxes levied specifically for highway purposes the ad 
valorem taxes, commonly known a s  road and bridge 
levies, a re  by far  the more important with respect to 
both widespread use and revenue production. Special 
assessments, which a re  property taxes levied against 
specific parcels of property, a re  resorted to even 
less frequently by the counties than by the minor gov- 
ernmental subdivisions such a s  special districts and 
townships. Although the receipts from special assess- 
ments reported in these tables are  admittedly incom- 
plete, particularly so for the yearsprior to 1935, it is 
doubtful if special assessments on benefited property 
provided more than a nominal portion of county and 
local rural road revenues during the 11-year period 
under consideration. Avoidance of special assess- 
ments a s  a basic method of financing rural road im- 

provements may have arisen from the recognition, on 
the part of the counties and local rural units, that the 
benefits accruing to property abuttingon an improved 
section of road seldom eclipse those accruing to road 
users in general, and to property served by the road 
but sufficiently remote to escape taxation through spec- 
cia1 assessments. 

Ad valorem or  general property taxes, tradition- 
ally the basic source of county and local rural reve- 
nues, are customarily levied at  a uniform rate on the 
assessed value of the real (or real  and personal) pro- 
perty within the jurisdiction of the taxing unit, a s  pre- 
scribed by the constitution or statutes of the individual 
States, Some States exempt certain classes of prop- 
erty from local ad valorem taxes. Amongthe classes 
commonly exempted a re  public lands and other publi- 
cly owned property; the property of private charitable, 
religious, and educational institutions; homesteads; 
personal property specifically subject to other forms 
of direct taxation, such a s  motor vehicles; and speci- 
fied types or values of personal property. The as-  
sessed value on which ad valorem taxes are  based 
may be either the fa i r  cash value or  some percentage 
thereof. In some States this percentage varies with 
the type or class of property. The State constitution 
or  statutes usually prescribe the maximum rates that 
each class of unit can levy for each purpose and/or 
all purposes. 

In theory, the general property tax affords an ac- 
ceptable means of providing improvements or ser-  
vices which create benefits that a re  not restricted to 
specific persons or property, but accrue to the com- 
munity a s  a whole and are  distributed throughout the 
taxing jurisdiction more or less in proportion to prop- 
erty values. Actually, the general community bene- 
fits of highway expenditures accrue to persons a s  well 
a s  to property, and the benefits to property are  not 
necessarily proportional to property values. The 
property tax does not, in most instances, meet the re-  
quirements of the "ability to pay" concept, 

Aside from its imperfections a s  an economically 
sound method of taxation, the general property tax 
has been criticised a s  expensive to administer, diffi- 
cult to administer fairly, and not always reliable in 
yield. These criticisms a re  particularly pertinent 
where the tax is imposed upon personal a s  well a s  
real property, and during times of rapidly changing 
economic conditions. Even with expensive periodic 
reassessment, the assessed value often fails to reflect 



changes in true value or  to bear the same relation to 
true value throughout the taxing jurisdiction. Wide- 
spread delinquency coupled with decreased property 
values drastically reduced the property-tax yield dur- 
ing the depression, which was at its most acute stage 
during the early years of the period covered by this 
report. 

Adherence to tradition and lack of more satisfac- 
tory available methods of taxation, rather than any in- 
herent virtues of the property tax, a re  probably re-  
sponsible for its retention a s  the major source of 
county and local revenues for roads. Many of the ob- 
jectionable features of property taxes are  also appli- 
cable to other forms of taxation available to the coun- 
ties and local units. Because of its traditional nature, 
the property tax is probably more acceptable to the 
majority of people than most, if not all, new forms of 
taxation would be. Also, the relatively small area of 
these units is less conducive to the evasion of prop- 
erty taxes than of almost any other type of taxes that 
they might impose. In spite of almost unanimous crit- 
icism by students of taxationof the forms of property 
taxes found in the United States, it is probable that 
property taxes, possibly modified in some respects, 
will remain the major source of county and local reve- 
nues for many years to come. 

Figure 8 is intended to show only the general rela- 
tionship between the income received by counties and 
local rural units from property taxes specifically im- 
posed for highway purposes and that received from 
two other major local income sources-"appropria- 
tions from general funds" and "other local revenues." 
Actually, the relationship between the income from 
these specific imposts for highways and the total local 
income applied by these units for such purposes re -  
mained nearly constant at approximately 70 percent 
from 1931 through 1941. In terms of dollars, the spe- 
cific property taxes produced $355 million out of total 
local revenues of $493 million applied in 1931, nearly 
$187 million out of $251 million applied in 1934, and 
about $189 million out of $269 million in 1941. From 
1934 through 1941 the yield of the specific property 
taxes very closely approximated $190 millionamually. 

Appropriations from general funds. -Counties and 
local rural governmental units that levy taxes specifi- 
cally for highways frequently draw also.upon other 
locally raised funds to support the highway function. 
Nearly all such units have so-called "general"funds, 
or  their equivalents, into which all receipts not com- 

mitted for some specific purpose are  paid, and from 
which any governmental activity of the unit may ordi- 
narily be financed. There a r e  numerous States in 
which the counties and local rural units do not levy 
taxes specifically for highway purposes even though 
they have the responsibility for supporting certain 
classes of roads. Instead, they set  up budgets which 
include the amounts believed necessary to be raised 
for highway purposes from local revenue sources and 
then levy general property taxes to the extent required 
to finance highway and other activities. The reason 
for  according different treatments in this report to 
funds raised by general property taxation specifically 
for highway purposes and those raised by general 
property taxation for general purposes but applied for 
highway purposes is that in the former case there is 
a legal mandate to spend all of the funds so  raised for 
highways while in the latter there is none. 

When the statistical data upon which this report is 
based were compiled it was not practicable to obtain 
a breakdown of the individual types of receipt items 
that composed the general funds of those units which 
applied such funds for highway purposes, It is known, 
however, that these funds usually contain the following 
types of receipt items which.might be applied to the 
financing of road activities: 

1. Incomes from general property taxes levied for 
general purposes; 

2. Income from other locally imposed taxes levied 
for general purposes; 

3. Receipts from locally imposed fees, fines, and 
special charges not specifically earmarked for other 
purposes; 

4. Net income derived from the operation of com- 
mercial enterprises and other commercial activities; 

\ 
5. Receipts from the State in the form of grants 

in aid or shares of State taxes not earmarked for 
other purposes. 

In general, the incomes of counties and local rural 
units from items 2, 3, and 4 a re  negligible and may be 
disregarded in any attempt to determine the specific 
sources of the funds used tofinance activitiespaid for 
by such units out of general funds. The importance of 
item 5 will vary considerably from State to State, 
ranging from a role of major importance in some to 
one of negligible importance in others. Althoughsuch 
evidence a s  is available seems to indicate that the ma- 
jor portion of the "appropriations from general funds" 
of counties and local rural governmental units enter- 



ed in table 6 and tables 34-44 of the appendix, and 
shown graphically in figure 8, came originally from 
general property taxes, it is not possible to estimate 
what that portion was in any year. 

The information available for the years prior to 
1935 was so general in nature that aclear-cut segre- 
gation among "appropriations from general funds," 
"local highway-user imposts," and 6'miscellaneous" 
incomes was not possible. Beginning with the data re-  
ported for 1935 the difficulty of making a more com- 

P plete and accurate division of these items progres- 
sively decreased, As might be expected, the propor- 
tion of local highway support reported a s  having been 
obtained from general funds varies rather widely, 
both in amount and percentage. The range in amounts 
was from $104 million in 1931 to less than $49 mil- 
lion in 1934, while the range in percentages was from 
more than 27 percent in 1938 to slightly less than 20 
percent in 1934. 

Local highway -user i m ~ o s t s ,  including to&.--The 
local highway -user imposts reported in these tables 
do not necessarily represent the total receipts from 
local imposts on highway users, a s  some highway- 
user-impost receipts placed in general or other non- 
highway funds a re  not included. Furthermore, the in- 
come from others could not be identified even though 
it may have been applied for highway purposes. Al- 
though local highway-user imposts produce substan- 
tial revenues for the units by which they a re  imposed, 
they a r e  levied by rural units in only a few States and 
are  of negligible importance nationally a s  a source of 
highway revenues. In some States local motor-fuel 
taxes, registrationfees, motor-carrier taxes and fees, 
and similar highway-user imposts a re  prohibited by 
State statute, and in those States in which they are  not 
prohibited they have been generally rejected by the 
local rural units. 

This rejection may be attributable, at  least in part, 
to the difficulty of administering such imposts. Motor- 
fuel taxes restricted to a comparatively small area, 
such a s  a township or even the average county, can be 
easily avoided by purchasing gasoline in a neighbor- 
ing unit of government. Local registration fees or 
wheel taxes also present enforcement problems which 
often can not be dealt with effectively by local units. 
The practice, common to most States, of distributing 
a portion of the receiptsfrom State-highway-user im- 
posts to the local units undoubtedly tends to discourage 
the local units from entering this field of taxation. 

Road-fund receipts from local motor-vehicle im- 
posts a re  reported in one or more of the years cov- 
ered by this report for the counties in Alabama, 
Georgia, Louisiana, Mississippi, Tennessee, and Wyo- 
ming, and for the Maine towns. The local motor-ve- 
hicle imposts reported for Maine and Wyoming a re  
special taxes imposed on motor vehicles in lieu of 
property taxes, while those reported for Georgia a re  
taxes on rolling stores. Local motor-fuel taxes were 
imposed in Alabama, Louisiana, and Mississippi. No 
receipts from county and motor-fuel taxes a re  report- 
ed for the counties in Alabama in the years 1931-35, 
During those years the Alabama counties that taxed 
motor fuel either used the motor-fuel-tax proceeds 
for nonhighway purposes or failed to identify them in 
their highway receipts, In 1936, the Louisiana par- 
ishes were prohibited from imposing motor-fuel taxes 
and an additional motor-fuel tax of 2 cents per gallon 
was levied by the State for distribution to the parishes, 
The local motor-vehicle imposts reported for Missis- 
sippi a re  motor-fuel taxes levied by three counties 
for the purpose of erecting and maintaining sea walls 
to protect important highways. The local motor-ve- 
hicle imposts reported for Tennessee are  wheel taxes 
levied by Davidson County. 

Assuming that the greater effort applied toward the 
collection of data for the later years reported upon in 
this study resulted in obtaining a more complete pic- 
ture of the revenue obtained by counties and local rural 
units from- local imposts upon highway users, the data 
shown in table 6 bear out the statement made above 
that increases during recent years in State aids paid 
for highway purposes have tended to discourage the 
imposition of such taxes by these units. Their great- 
est popularity seems to have been during the depres- 
sion years; the income from this source averaged 
about $1 million annually from 1931 through 1936. 
During the p~lriod immediately following (1937-40) 
when State-aid payments were rapidly increasing and 
Federal work-relief expenditures were high, the in- 
come from these taxes sank to about half the level 
maintained during the previous period. The consider- 
able r ise in the income from local motor-vehicle im- 
posts during 1941 (to $634,000) was probably caused 
mainly by the wave of war prosperity that was then 
sweeping the country instead of by any extension in 
the use of such imposts. 

Receipts from tolls were not reported separately 
in the RSF reports from which the data for 1931-34 
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Figure 9.-State and Federa l  funds received by counties and local r u r a l  units, 1931 -41. 

were obtained. The tolls reported for 1935 and suc- 
ceeding years are  admittedly incomplete in that not all 
toll facilities operated by the counties and local rural 
units or by special local authorities or commissions 
were identified and reported upon. Among the more 
important special toll districts included a re  the Gold- 
en Gate Bridge and Highway District in California and 
the Overseas Road and Toll Bridge District in Florida. 

The sharp increase in the incomesfrom toll facil- 
ities reported for 1938 ($704,000 in 1937; $2.5 million 
in 1938) was almost entirely caused by the opening of 
the Golden Gate Bridge on May 28, 1937, and of the 
Overseas Highway on March 29, 1938. During its 
first year of operation the toll income of the first- 
named facility was more than $1.5 million, while the 
first -year collections of the second were about $275,- 
000. The income from both facilities increased con- 
siderably during the remainder of the period covered 
by this report. 

Miscellaneous income. -Miscellaneous local rev- 
enues include a variety of highway-receipt items 

either too small individually to warrant reporting by 
type or  infrequently encountered, a s  well a s  receipts 
not jdentified by source in the basic data. Among the 
identified receipts most frequently encountered a re  
per-capita road taxes (road polls), fines, interest and 
earnings on deposits and investments, and donations 
for work on public roads. (Reimbursements, and the 
corresponding expenditures, for work on private roads 
a re  excluded from the tables.) It is possible that if 
complete information had been available, a portion of 
the miscellaneous receipts would have been otherwise 
classified or  excluded. The decrease in miscellaneous 
receipts, a s  compared to receipts from all local rev- 
enues, is probably indicative of more complete classi- 
fication of the basic data rather than an actual decline 
in the receipts legitimately classified a s  miscellane- 
ous. This decline was relatively consistent from a high 
point in reported income from this source of nearly 
$33 million in 1931 to somewhat less than $9 million 
in 1941. The only major deviations from this trend 
occurred in 1935, 1937, and 1938 when the reported 



incomes were $10.8 million, $8.8 million, and $9.8 
million, respectively. 

TRANSFERS FROM OTHER UNITS 
OF GOVERNMENT 

During the period covered by this report the coun- 
ties and local rural units received direct transfers of 
funds for highway purposes from incorporated places, 
from their State governments, and from the Federal 
Government. The magnitude of the transfers from the 
State and Federal governments is shown clearly in 
figure 9. The transfers from incorporated places 
were so small that they could not be indicated on this 
chart. The amounts of funds received by transfer a re  
also shown in table 6 and tables 34-44 of the appen- 
dix. 

With few exceptions, the transfers from incorpo- 
rated places represent reimbursements for goods and 
services, or  contributions for joint projects. Trans- 
fers  from incorporated places were not identified in 
the RSF reports from which the data for 1931-34 
were obtained. Since reimbursements and contribu- 
tions of this type were eliminated in the basic fiscal 
study by reducing the appropriate expenditures, the 
1935 and 1936 data obtained from the basic fiscal ta- 
bles a re  not comparable to those obtained from the 
local finance tabulations in which, except a s  already 
noted, all reimbursements and contributions from 
other units of government a re  reported a s  receipts of 
the receiving unit. 

The transfers from State governments shown in 
these tables are  not directly comparable with the 
transfers for county and local rural roads reported in 
the State finance (SF) tables published by the Bureau 
of Public Roads. Among the more important points 
of difference are: 

1. The State finance tables cover the calendar 
year while these tables present data for the local f is - 
cal years nearest the calendar year. 

2. The transfers from other State funds reported 
in these tables include some State subventions, aids, 
grants, and shared taxes not transferred through the 
State highway departments and not included in the State 
finance tables. 

3. The transfers from State government reported 
in these tables include, in addition to the amounts 
transferred specifically for highways, any portions of 
State transfers for local general purposes placed in 

local road funds by action of the local units, while the 
transfers for county and local roads shown in the State 
finance tables a re  restricted to transfers which the 
local units a re  required by State statute to use for 
highways. 

4. With the exception of data obtained Prom the 
basic fiscal studies, and the further exception noted 
previously, contractual payments for work on State 
highways-are included in the transfers from State gov- 
ernment shown in these tables but a re  reported a s  di- 
rect State expenditures in the State finance tables. 

5. The transfers from State government reported 
in these tables include amounts received from the. 
State a s  reimbursement for former county and local 
rural roads now on the State system o r  to service 
county and local debt incurred for roads that a r e  now 
State highways, and direct State payments - of principal 
and interest on such debt. The corresponding State 
disbursements a re  reported a s  debt -service payments 
on reimbursement obligations in the State finance ta- 
bles. 

State highway-user imposts regularly distributed 
to the counties and local units in accordance with stat- 
utory provisions comprise the major portion of trans- 
f e r s  from State governments. The practice of distri- 
buting a portion of the receipts from State highway- 
user imposts to local units was well-established prior 
to 1931, and the increasing amounts received by the 
counties and local rural units from this source during 
the years 1931-41 primarily reflect increased State 
receipts from highway-user imposts rather than in- 
creased sharing by the States. This stable source of 
highway income was particularly welcome to the local 
units during those years in which the continued, but 
somewhat delayed, effect of the depressionuponprop- 
erty-tax yields drastically reduced receipts from 
county and local revenue sources. The failure of re-  
ceipts from county and local revenue sources to in- 
crease materially above the 1934 level suggests the 
possibility that at  least some counties and local rural 
units consider the increased receipts from the State 
as supplanting rather than supplementing county and 
local revenues a s  a source of funds for county and lo- 
cal rural roads. 

The transfers from the Federal Government con- 
sist primarily of National forest funds, piiyments in 
lieu of taxes (principally on Federal Housing Admin- 
istration projects), and Public Works Administration 
grants. Twenty-five percent of the receipts from 



sales of timber, grazing permits, and other National 
forest earnings are  apportioned to the counties in 
which the forests are  located, for roads and schools. 
These tables present only the portionof National for- 
est funds used for roads. In addition to the Federal 
funds mentioned above, some Federal-aid secondary 
funds a r e  also included. The amount of the latter is 
negligible, however, with the exception of the follow- 
ing amounts reported for Michigan: 

The transfers from State and Federal governments 
reported in these tables a re  not indicative of the ac- 
tual magnitude of State and Federal contributions fdr 
county and local rural roads during this period a s  only 
funds actually received by the local units a re  included. 
State and Federal funds, suchas Federal-aid second- 
ary and State matching funds, expended directly by 
the States on county and local rural roads, and direct 
Federal expenditures suchas those made by the Work 
Projects Administration, a r e  not included. 

With only two deviations, a slight drop in 1932 and 
another in 1935, the receipts from the States increased 
steadily in amount from $209 million in 1931 to nearly 
$292 million in 1941. Percentagewise, there wasalso 
a relatively consistent gain from about 30 percent of 
total current receipts in 1931 to more than 50 percent 
in both 1940 and 1941. 

Because of their miscellaneous nature the receipts 
by transfer from the Federal Government fluctuated 
widely between 1931 and 1941. The smallest amount 
reported was $238,000 in 1933; the largest, $10 mil- 
lion in 1939. 

BORROWINGS 

Borrowings and debt retirements are  not compara- 
ble to other receipt and disbursement items, such a s  
those presented in tables 4 and 6, because over aperi-  
od of years the receipts from borrowings a re  dupli- 
cated by the receipts used to retire the debts, while 
the debt retirements duplicate the original disburse- 
ments of the borrowed funds. Yet, for any given year 
the financial picture is not complete without them. 
Even when a study is made of a series of years long 
enough to include both the borrowing and the repay- 
ment of a loan, it is still important to know the extent 
to which borrowing was relied upon to finance the ac- 

tivities carried on during the period. It is also impor- 
tant to know how the borrowed funds were used. 

Logically, the proceeds of long-term loans should 
be applied toward the acquisition or  construction of 
capital improvements that will last at  least a s  long a s  
the debt is outstanding, or  toward the retirement of 
such debt already outstanding. On the other hand, the 
proceeds of short-term borrowings may reasonably 
be applied to many purposes. Included a re  those to- 
ward which the proceeds of long-term loans may be 
applied, and others such a s  the financing of current 
operations until tax moneys are  received and the rais-  
ing of funds to meet emergency situations. Unfortu- 
nately, however, governmental units have sometimes 
departed from sound borrowing principles, either by 
choice or  of necessity. Circumstances arising during 
the depression of the 1930's required Federal, State, 
and local governments to borrow extensively, and 
largely upon a long-term basis, for the relief of unem- 
ployment. Long-term borrowing for such purposes 
was certainly not in line with the principles stated 
above, but it could not have been avoided by most of 
the units that resorted to it. 

Borrowing for highway purposes has in the past 
accounted for much of the debt of counties and local 
rural units responsible for the highway function. 
The ref ore, it is essential that considerable attention 
be given to it in this report. It is not possible to pre- 
sent comparable data on borrowings throughout the 
11 -year period covered by this report. In the continu- 

ing local-road finance studies, refunding bonds and 
note extensions were segregated from original issues 
and reported separately. In general, refinancing oper - 
ations were excluded in the basic fiscal studies, so  
that any 1935 and 1936 borrowings obtained from the 
basic fiscal studies represent original issues only. 
The extent to which the borrowings reported in the RSF 
reports reflect refunding operations is not known. In 
both the basic fiscal study and the continuing local fi- 
nance studies all obligations having a final maturity 
of more than two years were classified a s  long-term 
obligations, while in the RSF reports bonds were con- 
sidered long-term obligations and all notes were clas- 
sified a s  short-term obligations. Tax-anticipation 
notes and other obligations issued and redeemed with- 
in the fiscal year were omitted from both borrowings 
and retirements in the basic fiscal and local-road fi- 
nance studies but may be included in the RSF reports. 

For the reasons statedabove, the information about 



borrowings presented in table 6, tables 34-44 of the tion of the extdnt to which counties and local rural 
appendix, and figures 6 and 7 are not especially illu- units were resorting to this means of financing their 
minating. They do, however, provide a general indica- highway activities from 1931 through 1941. 



DEBT 

The study of debt incurred for highway purposes by from 1931 through 1941, but most of the data obtained 
counties and local rural governmental units is directed in the debt study a re  for the 1937-41 period. 
toward three major objectives: The determination of 
how the money borrowed was used; the changes in the PROBLEMS AND PROCEDURES 
status of outstanding debt that occurred because of 
borrowings and retirements during the period cover- Since 1937, those local-road finance studies con- 
ed; and the provision made by these units for retiring ducted in accordance with procedures suggested by 
their indebtedness. Some general information about Public Roads provide all of the debt information need- 
borrowings and retirements is presented for all years ed. In these studies, an effort has been made to pre- 
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Figure  10.-Borrowings by counties and local r u r a l  units for  highway purposes, 1931 -41.  
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Table -/.-Highway obligations issued.by the county and local ru ra l  agencies, 1937-411/ 

(Amounts in thousands of dol lars)  
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1/ RE~PONSIEILITY FOR THE CONSTRUCTICN AND MA INTENANCE OF ALL ROADS OUTSIDE OF INCORPORATED PLACES HAS BEEN TRANSFERRED TO THE STATE IN DELAWARE (JULY 1, 1935). 
NORTH CAROLINA (JULY 1 , 1931), AND WEST V I R G I N I A  (JULY 1, 1933). A S I M I L A R  TRANSFER OF AUWORITY WAS EFFECTED I N  V I R G I N I A  (JULY 1, 1932) EXCEPT THAT 7MREf 60UNTtES 

RETAIN CONTROL OVER THEIR SECONDARY ROADS. THE LOCAL RURAL AUTHORITIES I N  EACH OF THESE STATES CONTINUE TO BE RESPONSl0LE FOR SERVICIMG DEBT INCURREC PRIOR TO 'THE 
TRANSFER. 

?/ INCLUDES SOHE PROCEEDS PLACED I N  DEBT SERVICE FUNDS. 



G O N S T R U C T I O h  DEBT SERVICE 

0 CITY S T R E E T S  . . . INTEREST OTHER 

STATE HIGHWAYS PAYMENT OF PRINCIPAL 

COUNTY OR LOCAL ROADS REFUNDING OR NOTE EXTENSION 

sent information pertaining to all highway debt and 
debt service, including the highway portion of funding, 
refunding, and general-improvement debt. As far a s  
possible, the purpose of the original debt, funded or 
refunded, has been ascertained. If some highway 
items were included, a proportional amount of the 
funding or refunding debt was considered highway debt. 
Similarly, the nature of the improvements financed 
with general-improvement bonds was determined, if 

possible, and a proportional amount of the general-im- 
provement debt was classified a s  highway debt. 

The deficiencies of the local records often preclude 
accurate determination of the highway portion of out- 
standing debt, particularly in the case of general-im- 
provement issues subsequently refunded one or more 
times. Differences between the outstanding debt re-  
ported at the end of one year and at the beginning of 
the next reflect revisions made a s  a result of the con- 
tinuing efforts of the State highway planning surveys 
to obtain complete and accurate debt information. 

Figure  11. -Application of proceeds of borrowings by counties and local  r u r a l  units, 1937-41. 

APPLICATION OF PROCEEDS 

Receipts from borrowings for highway purposes 
throughout the 11 -year period are  shown graphically 
in figure 10. It is apparent that with the advent of the 
depression the counties and local rural units curtailed 
the issuance of debt. This reduction of borrowing was 
no doubt influenced to some extent by the lack of con- 
fidence of investors in county obligations and the exor- 
bitant interest rates demanded. The increased activity 
in long-term borrowing during 1934, 1935, and 1936 
may be due in part to refunding operations but undoubtk 
edly reflects increases in the volume of original bor- 
rowings. This increase may be attributed in part to 
obligations issued to match PWA grants and to pro- 
vide funds for work relief. During 1937 and the 4 suc- 
ceeding years, much of the borrowing represents re-  
financing to obtain lower interest rates, to defer pay- 
ment of current maturities, o r  to rearrange future 
maturities. The decreased borrowings for current 



Figure 12.-Highway debt o f  counties and local rural  units outstanding at the end 
o f  the year,  1936-41. 

work during the latter years may reflect decreasing 
requirements for work relief and for matching PWA 

grants. 
No detail about the application of these borrowed 

funds can be obtained from tables 6 and 8, the sources 
from which figure 10 was prepared. Therefore, table 
7, figure 11, and tables 45-49 of the appendix have 
been prepared to present this information for 1937 and 
succeeding years insofar a s  it was available from lo- 
cal finance data. The number of States for which data 
are  presented varies from year to year. 

Under application of proceeds of sales, a distinc- 
tion is made between the proceeds of obligations is- 
sued to refinance outstanding debt, either longterm or 
short term, and any proceeds of original issues for 
the payment of debt principal. For example, any pro- 
ceeds of toll-revenue bonds used for principal pay- 
ments during construction of a facility a re  shown a s  
allotted to the payment of principal. 

More of the money borrowed by these units for 
highways from 1937 through 1941 was spent for pay- 

ments on debt principal (mainly refunding or exten- 
sion) than for any other purpose-an average of $35 
million a year. Next in importance were expenditures 
for construction, $22 million a year. Expenditures 
for "other" (miscellaneous) purposes amounted to $4 
million, and for interest, $1 million. 

CHANGE IN DEBT STATUS 

Data for the year 1936 have been included in this 
phase of the debt study, although refinancing operations 
were not covered by the sources of the information. 
It is apparent from table 8 and figure 12 that the 
amount of long-term debt outstanding decreased stead- 
ily from $1.6 billion at the beginning of 1936 to $1.2 
billion at  the end of 1941. Short-term debt, which is 
negligible in comparison to long-term obligations, 
fluctuated near $20 million throughout the period. 
The actual reduction in long-term debt is greater than 
comparisons of the amount of debt outstanding at the 
end of each year would indicate, a s  the perseverence 



Table 8.-Change in  status of county and local r u r a l  highway obligations, 1936-4lY 

(Amounts in  thousands of dol lars)  
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1/ RESPONSIBILITY FOR THE CONSTRUCTION AND MAINTENANCE OF A L L  ROADS OUTSIDE OF INCORPORATED PLACES HAS BEEN TRANSFERRED TO THE STATE I N  DELAWARE 

(JULY 1, 1935), NORTH CAROLINA (JULY 1, 1931), AND WEST V I R G I N I A  (JULY 1, 1933). A S I M l L A R  TRANSFER OF AUTHORITY WAS EFFECTED I N  V I R G I N I A  (JULY 1, 1932) EXCEPT 

THAT THREE COUNTIES R E T A I N  CONTROL OVER T H E I R  SECONDARY ROADS. THE LOCAL RURAL AUTHORIT IES  I N  EACH OF THESE STATFS CONTINUE TO BE RESPONSIBLE FOR SERVIC ING 

DEBT INCURRED PRIOR TO T H E  TRANSFER. 



Table 9.-Receipts of the highway sinking and debt-service funds of county and local 
r u r a l  agencies, 1937-41 

(Amounts in thousands of dollars) 
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1/ RESPONSIBILITY FOR THE CONSTRUCTION AND MAINTENANCE OF ALL ROADS OUTS I OE OF 1 NCORPORATED PLACES HAS BEEN TRANSFERRED TO THE STATE I N  OELAWARE 

(JULY 1, 1935), NORTH CAROLINA (LIULY 1, 1931), AND WEST V I R G I N I A  (JULY 1, 1933). A S I M I L A R  TRANSFER O F  AUTHORITY WAS EFFECTED I N  VIRGINIA (JULY 1 9  1932) EX' 

CEPT T H n T  THREE COUNTIES R E T A I N  CONTROL OVER THEIR  SECONDARY ROADS. THE LOCAL RURAL AUTHORIT IES  I N  EACH O F  THESE STATES CONTINUE TO B E  RESPONSIBLE FOR SERVIC- 

ING DEBT INCURRED PRIOR TO T H E  TRANSFER. 



BORROWINGS 

STATE HIGHWAY-USER IMPOSTS 

LOCAL REVENUE 

Figure  13.-Receipts of counties and local  r u r a l  units  applied t o  se rv i ce  of highway 
debt, 1937-41. 

of the State highway planning surveys in searching 
for highway debt has resulted in the discovery each 
year that portions of outstanding general and refund- 
ing debt previously thought to be entirely nonhighway 
debt were actually highway obligations. 

The steady reduction in the amount of long-term 
highway debt out standing was made possible by a com - 
bination of factors. The counties and local rural units 
were borrowing moderately during this period. Sev- 
eral States were furnishing funds for the service of 
county and local debt incurred for roads later taken 
over by the State and, in the case of Tennessee, re-  
funding county obligations by the issuance of State 
bonds. The State of Florida, in order to assist the 
counties to liquidate their debt, allocated a portion of 
the State highway-user-tax proceeds to the service of 
county and local debt. 

PROVISION FOR DEBT SERVICE 

Receipts and disbursements for the service of all 

identifiable highway debt of the countiesand local ru- 
ral  units a re  reported in tables 9 and 10 and the bb les  
56-65 of the appendix. Debt -service payments made 
from highway operating funds are  included by report- 
ing an amount equal to these disbursements for debt 
service a s  transfers from other county o r  local funds. 
Many counties and local units do not maintain separate 
funds for the service of highway debt exclusively but 
service both highway and nonhighway debt from a gen- 
eral  sinking fund or  interest and redemptionfund, The 
highway portion of the receipts of general debt-service 
funds was determined or estimated and is included in 
the tables. 

As is apparent from table 9 and figure 13, the ma- 
jor portion of the funds for debt service is derived 
from local revenue sources, principally property 
taxes, either in  the form of levies for debt serviceor 
appropriations from other funds. Although receipts 
from local revenue sources declined slightly from 
1937 through 1941 in contrast to a small increase in 
receipts from State highway-user imposts, no pro- 



REDEMPTION INTEREST 

Figure 14.-Disbursements of sinking or  debt-service funds by counties and local 
r u r a l  units, 1937-41. 

nounced tendency to shift increasing portions of the 
burden of local debt service from local to State reve- 
nue sources is apparent, The latter averaged about 
$45 million annually throughout the 5-year period, 
while the former averaged about $140 millionannually. 

Table 10, figure 14, and tables 61 -65 of the appen- 
dix indicate a number of significant things about the 
servicing of the highway debt of counties and local ru- 
ral  units in spite of the short period of time covered. 
In the f irst  place, the decline in the outstanding debt 
of these units is indicated by the steady decrease in 
interest payments from $72 million in 1937 to $55 
million in 1941. Second, the ratio between payments 
on debt incurred for local-road purposes and that in- 
curred for State-highway purposes remained practi- 
cally constant throughout the period at  about 6 to 1. 

Third, the trends in the retirement of debt incurred 
for county and local roads from current revenues or  
sinking funds and by refinancing showed generally op- 
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posite characteristics. Retirements from current rev- 
enues or sinking funds rose from about $100 million 
in 1937 toabout $109 million in 1939 and thendeclined 
to $100 million in 1941. On the other hand, retire- 
ments by refinancing, which amounted to $46 million 
in 1937, declined to $22 million in 1939 and rose to 
$52 million in 1941. However, the period of time cov- 
ered is too short and the complicatingfactors involved 
too many to permit conclusions to be drawn about this 
situation. 

With the continuationof the local-road finance stu- 
dies in the individual States it will be possible to make 
much more exhaustive and revealing analyses of the 
highway debt situation of the counties and local rural 
units of government. This situation naturally has a 
very important bearing on the ability of these units to 
finance extensive programs of postwar highway im- 
provements, and to maintain and operate an adequate 
network of rural secondary and local roads. 



Table 10.-Disbursements of highway sinking and debt-service funds by county and local 
rural agencies, 1937-4lY 

(Amounts in thousands of dollars) 

-- -- 
I D E 3 T  S E R V I C E  

COUNTY AND L O C A L  ROeD 0 0 L l G A T I O N S  A L L  D E B T  S E R V I C F  PAYMENTS I 

RE- 

DEMP- 

T I  ON 

T O T A L  

RE- 

DEMP- 

T I  ON 

I N T E R -  

E S T  

1 N T E R E S T  

TOTAL 

FROM CUDPENT 

OR S I N K I N G  FUNDS 

6Y  R E F U h D i N G  

OR NOTE EXTENSIOW I  NTFR- 

F S T  

8,694 

8,118 

7,930 

/,SO8 

7,036 
- 

39,276 

7,855 

S-CIT 

TERM 

3 E B T  

- 
7 9 2 %  

1,1C2 

I ,20C 

1,031 

$38 

LOU6 

TERM 

3 E B T  

T O T A L  -- 

TOTAL 

SHORT 

TERM 1 T O T A L  

DEBT 

LONG 

TERM 

D i 2 T  

SHORT 

TERM 

OEET 

LONG 

TERM 

D E B T  

1937 

1938 

1939. 

1940 

1941 

T O T A L S  

A V E R A G E S  

L/ R ~ S F O \ S I B I L I T Y  FO? T ? E  CONSTRUCTION AND M A I N I E Q A N C E  O F  A I L  ROADS O U T S I D E  O F  IN?ORPORATED P L A C E S  MAS B E E h  TR4NSFEFIRE O T O  T H E  STATE I N  DELAWARE (JULY 1, 1935)) NORTH CAROLINA (JULY 1 5  1931), 
* \ C  WEST V I  R L I N I A  ( JLLY  1, 1933). d S I M I L A R  TRANSFER O F  A U T i O R I T Y  WAY E F F E C T E D  I N  V I R G I N I A  (JULY 1, 1 9 3 2 )  E X C E P T  THAT THSEE C O U N T I E S  R E T A I N  CONTROL OVER T H E I R  SECONDARY ROADS. T H E  L O C A L  R U R A L  
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Table 1 1. -Adjustments to debt -service payments and outstanding long-term debt of 
local rural-road agencies to eliminate duplications, 1937-41 

(Amounts in thousands of dol lars)  
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59,926 

MI @o 

51,194 

48,504 

46s 964 

262,678 

52,536 

RET l REMENT I OURTANDIXC DEBT AT END OF YEAR 

-T--- 

TOTAL 
PAID  BY 

LOCAL 
RURAL 

AGENC I ES 

STATE 
PAYMENTS 

ON 
REINBURSE- 
HENT OBLI- 

GATIONS 
THAT 

OUPLICATE 
LOCAL 

PAYMENTS 

NET 
LOCAL 

PAYMENTS 
NOT 

DVPL I - 
CATEO I h  

STATE 
FINANCE 
TA6LES 

TOTAL 
LOCAL 
RURAL- 

ROAD , OBLI- 
OATlCNS 

S T r r E  
REIMBURSE- 
MENT OBLI- 

GATIONS 
THAT 

OUPLICATE 
LOCAL 
OBLI- 

6AT10NS 

NET LOCAL 
RURAL-ROAD 
OBLJEATIONS 
NOT DUPL I- 

CATED I N  
STATE BOND 

TABLES 

RECONCILIATION WITH PUBLISHED 
STATE -HIGHWAY DEBT DATA 

There are  numerous instances in which the State 
governments have agreed to reimburse counties or  lo- 
cal units for money spent for highway purposes. Usu- 
ally, but not always, the expenditures reimbursed were 
made upon State highways or upon roads under county 
or  local control at the time the original expenditures 
were made, but which later became State highways, 

There is no standard pattern for the reimburse- 
ment payments, and it is often difficult to separate 
them from payments of ordinary State aids for highway 
purposes. A large portion of the reimbursement pay- 
ments are  related in one way or another to debt that 
has been incurred by the subordinate governmental 
units, and in connection with these reimbursement ar -  
rangements some duplica.lions of disbursement items 
have unavoidably occurred betweenthis report and the 
State-highway finance statistics already published by 
Public Roads. Other duplications are  also present, 
but they a r e  of a minor character compared to those 
that exist in the presentations of debt information. 

The multitudinous variations in which these reim- 
bursement arrangements a re  found precluded the es- 

tablishment of any single logical treatment of either 
the State-highway finance statistics or  of the data pre- 
sented in this report that would eliminate all the dupli- 
cations that were certain to arise. Examples of the 
reimbursement schemes in effect prior to 1941 will 
serve to indicate the nature of the problems encoun- 
tered. The State of Wisconsin, like a number of 
others, is forbidden by i ts  constitution from borrowing 
for any other than "security" purposes. The counties, 
however, may borrow for ordinary governmental pur- 
poses. Consequently, it has become customary for the 
counties to borrow money to finance the construction 
of State highways within their borders and advance this 

money to the State which subsequently reimburses 
them by meeting theprincipal payments on their loans 
from highway-user-tax revenues. The counties must 
pay the interest charges from their own revenues. In 
certain States, Kansas being one, the State government 
took over the full responsibility for some roads that 
had formerly been under the jurisdiction of counties or  
local governments, and then arranged to reimburse the 
subordinate units in some manner for their investment 
in these roads. The reimbursement arrangements 
varied from flat lump-sum or annual payments on a 
mileage or some other measurable basis to the com- 



plete or  partial assumptionof the outstanding highway duplicate direct payments shown in the State-highway 
debt of the subordinate units, or some combination of finance (SF) tables published by Public Roads. Shown 
two or more methods. also a re  the duplications in outstanding debt a s  report - 

Table 11 has been prepared to indicate, for those ed here and a s  reported in the published State-highway 
years for which the necessary data a r e  available bond (SB) tables. The detail by States upon which table 
(1937-41), the extent to which the disbursements for 11 is based will be found in tables 66-70 in the ap- 
debt principal and interest presented in this report pendix. 

APPENDIX 

The tables included in the appendix provide the jor section headings of the text. Within each grouping 

State-by-State detail upon which the summaries in- the tables are  arranged in chronological order, with 

cluded with the text were based. To facilitate refer- that presenting data for the earliest year appearing 
ence use the tables are  grouped according to the ma- first. 



TABLE 12.-DISBURSEMENTS BY THE COUNTY AND LOCAL RURAL HIGHWAY AGENCIES 

DURING THE YEAR 1931 

(AMOUNTS IN TuCLSANDS OF DOLLARS) 

C I T Y  ANO V I L L A G E  STREETS 

NON- 
H I  G W A Y  

PURPOSES 

COUNTY AND LOCAL AVRRL ROAQS 

STATE 
1/ 

TOTAL STATE 

CURRENT DIRECT FXOENDITURES 

TPANS- 

FERS 
T O  

STATE 

CURRENT PIRECT 
EXPENDITURES ! TRANS- I TRANSFERS 

ZllRCCT EX- 
UEQT 

RETIRE-  TOTAL 

MENT 

4 P T A L  OUTLA) 
*A NTENkNCE 
4ND MISCEL-  

.I\NEOUS 

FFRS DEBT 

A P I T A L  OUTLAY 
TO RETIRE- 

AND - ST; I MENT 
A1 NTENANCE 2,' 

I NTEFI- 

EST 

1,322 
708 
115 

2,512 
53 
158 
438 

8,067 
1,083 
P92 

1,932 
.2&& 

830 
71 7 

1,359 
2,472 -- 

92 
586 
164 

2,515 
439 

3,754 
1,143 
2 

204 
58 

4,691 
61 

3,800 
4 9  908 
2 
3,472 
2,007 
1,235 

7,922 
45 

2,924 
12 

10,046 
188 
10 
2 

534 
2,077 
2,097 

38 

TOTAL AND V I L L A G E S  / MAINTENANCE 1 &I 

A L A ~ A M A  
ARt ZONI  

ARKANSAS 

COIINECTI CUT 

DELAWARE 

INDIANA 

KANSAS 17;570 1 KANSAS 
KENTUCKY I 1~~~~~ 1 KENTCCKY 

LOU IS I AHA 

5,804 MAINE 

LOU I S  I ANA 
MAINE 
MARYLAND I 

A 
MASSACHUSETTS 

0 
MICHIGAN 
MINNESOTA I- 
NEVADA 
NEW HAMPSHIRE 
NEW JERSEY 
NEW MEXICO 
NEW YORY 

NORTU CAROLINA 
NORTH DAKOTA i 
OKLAHOMA 
OREGON 
PENNSILVANI*  

VERMONT 

V l  RGl  N l A  
WASHINGTON 

WEST V I R G I N I A  
WISCONSIN 

WYOMING t 
1/ INFORMATI9Y PRESENTEO HEREIN OBTAINTO P R I V C I P A L L Y  FROM L O C l L  AUTHORITIZS BY BVREAU OF P U B L I C  

ROADS F I E L D  REPRESENTATIVES. SUPPLMENTLL DATA OBTAIVED FROM HIOHWAY-DEPARTMENT AND OTHER STATE RE- 
PORTS. THE INAOE7UACI  OF THE SOURCE MATERIAL PREVENTS COnPLETC SEGREGATION OF OISPORSEWFNTS ACCORD- 
I Y G  TO THE O L I S S I F I C A T I O N S  PROVIDED FOR I N  T H I S  SERIES 0' TABLES. 

D E T A I L  OF EXPENDITURES B Y  I N O I V I D U A L  PUSPOSES W I L L  B E  FOUND I N   TABLE^^. THE 'MISCELLANEOUS* 
I T E M  SHOWN INCOLUMN 2 ,NCLUOES A O M I N I S T R A T I O N ~  EQUIPMENT, AN0 OTHER EXPENDITURES. 

Y ~NCLUOES e m E  D i l)ECT EXPEEDITURES T H A T  COULD NOT HE SF .WEGATED. 
4/ I V O L U M S  $52,000 TRANSFERRED THROUGII STATE H l G n w A Y  DEPARTMENT T O  THE FEDERAL GOVERNMENT FOR 

WORK ON FOREST ROADS. 

Y M A I  INCLUDE TRANSFERS TO THE STATE H I > H W l Y  CONE11SSION FORWORK ON LOC*L ROAOS* 

5 A"PLRFWTLY AUVPVCES FROM COUNTY FUNDS FORWORK UnDER LATERAL ROAD PROGRAM. 4 TRANSFERS TO COUYTI  GENERAL FUNDS T(1 BE SPENT FOR NOH-HIGHWAY PURPOSES. 
P R I N C I P A L L Y  PAYMENTS TO T H E  STATE AND T O  C I T I E S  F O R  WON-HIGHWAY PURPOSE. 



TAl3LE 13.-DISBURSEMENTS BY THE COUNTY AND LOCAL RURAL HIGHWAY AGENCIES 
DURING TEfE YEAR 1932 

(AMOUNTS IN THOUSANDS OF DOLLARS) 

NON- 
WIGHYAY 

PURPOSES 

-- 

TOTAL 

TE HIGHWAYS 

I 
- 

TOTAL 

1 I COUNTY AND LOCLL RUR4L ROAOS 

ECT EXPENDITURES 

TOTAL 

7,734 
2,943 
2,PW 

2Q,330 
3,083 
7,096 
7,615 

7,276 
3,858 

33.069 
23,055 
21,390 
15.749 

5,477 
7,169 
2,?80 
6,449 

13,159 
29,M6 
20,550 
10,944 
15,121 
3,3c4 
9,739 

a 0  
1,470 

25,328 
462 

66,@52 
',OSl 
32 068 

57,233 
12,071 
8,359 

43,413 
762 

w 4 5  
4,465 

17,953 
34,550 

1,165 
2,259 
9 ,kZ  

10,911 
11,210 
23,559 

006 - 
640,201 

ILLAGE STQE 

CURRENT DIRECT 
EX PENDITURES 

CITY AND -- 

D I R E C T  

-XP-NDITURFS 
FOR C A P I T A L  

OUTLAY AND 
MAINTENANCE 

i I CURRENT O I R  

TRANSFERS 3EBT 
TO RETIRE-  

TOTAL STATE MENT 
INTER- 

EST 

- 
1,289 

864 
14 

2,ZB9 
24 

238 
382 

7,842 
1,994 

755 
1,583 
2,818 -- 

748 
865 

1,279 
2,115 
53 

6% 
1 55 

2,096 
469 

2,742 
1,208 
115 

1 A2 
46 

2,705 
M, 
5.79' 
4 8 1  4 

31 
4,806 
1,840 

958 
7,575 

46 
2,732 

12 
9.407 

9,4CO 
222 
10 

722 
573 
2,127 
Z,C16 

19 - 
81,992 

TRANSFERS DEeT 
RETIRE-  

STATE MENT 
V 

TRANSFERS 

TO C I T I E S  
4NY 

STATE SOURCE CnPI  T A L  OUTLAY, 

MAINTENANCE 
AND 

P I  SCTLLANEOUS 

v 
INTER-  

EST 
VILLAGES 

V 

A L A B L M I  4.9- 
ARIZONA 1,440 
~ R K A N S A S  2,234 
CALIFORNIA 23,832 
COLORAOO 2,?% 
CONNECT I CUT 6.594 
%LAWARE 951 
FLORI OA 3,768 
GEORGIA 5,331 
I OAHO 1,%6 
I L L I N O I S  27,034 
INOIINA 1Cp727 
I CWA 18,932 
KANSAS 71,15a 
KENTUCKY 2,656 
LOUISIANA 2,27C 
MAINE 2.1 49 
+~ARYCANO 3,597 
MASSACHUSETTS 12,152 

SRYANSAS 
C A L I F O R N I A  

MLOR ADO 

I DAHO 

KANSAS 

MARYLLINO 
MASSACHUSETTS 

~ G A N  
MINNESOTA 
MISSISS~PPI 

MISSOURI  
MONTANA 
NEBRIISKA 
NEVADA 
NEW HAMPSHIRE 

MICHIGAN I 20;111 
M I  NNESOT4 15,817 
KISSISSIPPI 5,658 
P~SSOURI 1 2,785 
MCNTANA 1 1 2; w? 
NEBRASKA 9,170 
N E V A O A  51 4 
~ E W  HAMPSHIRE 1. h70 
LEU JERSEY 20; 235 
kEW YEXlCO 

HEW YORK 49,311 
NORTH CAROLINA 
NORTH DAKOTA 2,940 

OKLAHWA 9.331 
OREGON 5,745 
PZNISYLVANIA 26,002 
RHODE ISLANO 

NEW JERSEY 

NLW MEXICO 
NEW YORK 
NORTH CAROLINA ?/ 
XORTH DAKOTA 
o n t o  

O*L.HCMA 
OREGON 

PENNSYLVAN ! A  --- 
RHooE I S L A N D  

SOUTH CAROLINA 
SOUTH DAKOTA 

TENNESSEE - 
TEXAS 
UTAH 

V E W N T  
V I R G I N I A  

UASHINGTON 
WEST VIRGINIA 

WISCONSIN 
WIOMlNG 

SOUTH CAROLINA 1 I 2.1LS 
SOL'TH DAKOTA 4;445 
TENNESSEE 7,790 
TEXAS I I 16.600 

VERMONT 2,277 
V I R G I N I A  
WASHINGTON 

WEST V I R G I N I A  
UI SCONS IN 17,569 
WTOM l NG 

TOTALS 426,023 

lJ I I F O ~ A T I O N  PRESENTED H F R E I N  O B I I I q E O  P R I N C I P L A L L Y  FROM LOCAL AUTHORITIES nY PUREAU OF PL iPLtC 9OADS 
F I E L D  REPRESENTATIVES. SUPPLFMENTAL DATA OBT.IINCD FROM HIGHWAY-CEPARTHENT AND OTHER STATE -EPORTS. THE 
IVACE'lUACY OF THE SOUaCE M A T E R I A L  PREVFNTS COMPLETE SEGREGATION OF DISBURSEMEWS ACCCRCING TO T V L  C L A S S l F l -  

CPT13N PROYIOEO FOR I N  T H I S  SERIES OF 71ELES. 
g 1 E T A I L  OF EXPENDITURES BY I N ~ I V I W I L  PURPOSES W I L L  BE FOUMD I Y  T A A L E 2 4 .  TWE .MISCELLANEOUSw I T E M  

SHOWN I N  C O L W N  2 INCLUDES A ~ I N I S T R P T I O N ,  EQUI'UENT, AY3 OTHER EYPFNDITURES. 

2/ INFORMATIJN . I V I I L & S L E  DOES HOT P E I W I T  COVPLETE SEGREGATICI: C F  D l i l F h T  EXPEWDlTUIIFS 4N9 TFANSFERS. 

8 I N c L u n E s  $1,12l;,Of~c p a l o  TO SINKING F U ~ .  
INCLUDES $2,000 T-ANSFERRFO THROUGH STATE HIRWW4Y DEPARTMENT TO THE FEDERBL GOVERNMENT FOR WORK 

ON FOREST ROADS. 

6/ REPORTEC AS T4AASCER5 FROM COUNTIES. TOWNS. *NO C I t f E S  FOR CONSTRUCT101 81  STATE HIBHWAY COW- * 
M13S101!. MAY INCLUOE AEOUNTS TRANSFERRE0 FOR LCChL ROAOS AND SOME D I R E C T  EXPENDITURES WHICH A I E  NOT 
SLG*EGATED. 

APP+RENTLY IDVINCES F R ~  COUNTY FUNOS F O R W O R K  UNDER LLTERAL ROFO -ROGRAM. $$ TRANSFERS TO COUNTY GENERAL FUNDS TO BE SPENT FOR NON-FIIGHWAY PURPOSES. 
9/ R F S P O N S I S I I ! T Y  FOR CONSTRUCTION I N D  MAINTENANCE OF ALL ROADS AN0 STREETS OUTSIDE OF INCORPORATE0 

PLACES WAS TRANSFERPEETO THE S T l T E  I N  NORTH CAROLIUA R I  L E G I S L A T I V E  ACTION JULY 1, 1931, W T  COUNTIES 
CO+?TlYUE TO FIE RESPONSIBLE F O R B E R V I C I V G  LOCAL ROAD DEBT I ICURRED PRIOR TO THE TRRNSFFn OF AlI lHORITY. 

lOJ LOCAL GOVERtWEP!IS WERE CL 'T iORIZEO TO USE MOTOR-VEHICLE AND MOTOR-FUEL TAX FUNCS FOR NON-HlGUWAY ' 

PUPPOSES. 
llJ EXCEPT Fell OEBT-SERVICE TRANSIICTIONS, ONLY FOUR COUNT1 ES CONTINUED HIGHUAY ACT1 Y I  T I  ES AS A 

RESULT OF THE BYRC ACT E F F E C T I V E  JULY 1, 1932. OPERATING-FUND BALANCES I N  OTHER COUNTIES WERE CONSIDERED 

TRhMSFERREn T O  NOII-HIOWWAY V'E. 



TABLE 14.-DISBURSEMENTS BY THE COUNTY AND LOCAL RURAL HIGHWAY AGENCIES 
DURING THE YEAR 1933 

(AMOUNTS I N  TPOUSANOS OF COLLARS) 

-- 

NOW- 

HIGHWAY 

PURPOSES 

COUNTY AND LOCAL RURAL ROA' 

CURRENT OIFECT EXPENDITURES I 
I C I T Y  AND qVILLLGE STREETS STITE HIGHUP 

CURRENT D I R E C T  

- 

CLOT 

RETIRE-  

t ' i W  

--- 

- 
2,065 

- 
877 

- 
Q,o 

-- 

- 
2,945 

D l  RECT 

E X P W D I T U R E S  

FOR C A P I T A L  

OUTLAY AND 

MA1 NTE-  

NANCL 

r o  C I T I E S  

I N D  TOTAL 
V I L L A G E S  

U 

STATE 1 O E  1 CAP1T.L 
OUTLAY, 

MAINTENANCE INTEREST 

NANGF 
I I AND 

5,027 

ARKANSAS 1 . 8 1 9  

j L a u a w a  

4R1 ZONA 

CALIFORNIA 17;806 
COLORADO 2,508 

CONNECTICUT 4.827 
3ELAWARE ?64 
F L O R l  C A  - 2,645 
GEORGIA 3.902 

1 OAHO I 2 5 7 c  

ILLINOIS 19,849 
INDIINA 10,114 

IOWA 12 ,343  
KANSAS 9&9 
KENTUCKY 2 ,151  

L O U I S I A N A  1,6@ 
M A I N E  1 . 7 1 8  

:ONNECTI >ELAWARE CUT 

-LORI  LA 

ZEORGIA 

I CaHO 

I L L I N O I S  

I N D I A N A  

I ow*  

<AYSAS 

LENTUCRY 

T- 

MARYLAND 3; 544 649 
MASSACHUSETTS 9,547 133 
r l  CHI GAN ZQ,051 2.102 
M I NNESOTA 13,389 3 2 5  
PISSISSIPPI 4,h73 2,975 
MISSOURI  I 1 8 . 3 8 ' 7 1  1 . 3 3 0  
P'ONTANA 

IEBRASKA 8.700 

NEVADA 

NEW HAMPSHIRE 1,484 
NEW JEilSEY 

LEW MEXIOO 213 59 
NEW JERSEY 

NEW VEX I CO 

NEW YORK 

NORTH CAROLINA ?J' 
NORTH DAKCTA 

OHIO 

NEW YORK I I ~ ~ 3 %  1 :;;J NORTH CAROLINA 

NORTH DAKOTA 1,475 
OHIO 13.054 3 .275  
3LLAHOnA 

OREGON 
C K L R H G ~ A  
OREGON 

P F N N S I L b A N I 1  

RHODE ISL~ND 
S O U W  C 1 9 0 L I V A  
SOUTH L'WOT4 

TKV!KZ$CE 

TCXAS 
LITAH 

PENNSILVANI A 

RHDOE ISLAND 

SOUTH CAROLINA 

SOUTH DAKOTA 2,610 

TENNESSEE 
TEXAS 

UTAH 2 0 0  

VERMONT 

WEST V l 9 G I ! l l A  

v c v r n w  

V l R G l V l A  1 2 /  
hASHI  NGTCH 

WEST V I R G I N I A  

Y !  E%NS 1 N 

YYOMI*O 

1f INFORMATION PRESEHTED HEREIN OBTAINED PRIMCI*LLLY FXOM LOCM. AUTYORITIES B Y  BURCAU of PUBLIC RCAOS 7/ FOR P U ~ L I C  WELFARE. 
F l  E L 0  R??RESENTATIVES. SUPPLEWENTAL DATA OBTAI  NED FROM H 1GHU&T DEPARTMENT AND OTHER S T l T E  REPORTS. T n t  g/ TRANSFERS TO COUNTY GENERAL F U H W  TO BE SPENT FOR N O N H I G W A Y  PUIIPOSES. 
INADEQUACY OF THE SOURCE MATERIAL PREVENTS W U P L E T E  SEGREGATION OF DISBURSEMCNTS &CCDROING TO THE C L A S S I F I C A -  

T I O N  PROVIDE0 FOR I N  T H I S  SERIES. 

2J D E T A I L  OF EXPENDITURES HY I N D I V I D U A L  PURPOSE W I L L  B E  FOUND I N  T A B L E  8. THE .MISCELLANEOUS* I T E M  

SHOWN I N  COLUUN 2 INCLUDES A W I N I S T R A T I O N I  EQUIPMENT, AN0 OTHSR EXPENDITURES. 

INFOqMATION AVAILASLE DOES NOT P E R 9 1 1  W M P L E T E  SEGREGATION OF D I R E C T  EXPENDITURES AND TRANSFERS. 

8 INCLUDES $567,000 P 1 1 0  TO S I N K I N G  FUND. 

INCLUDES $1,000 TRANSFERRED THRCUGH S T l l T E  HIGHWAY DEPARTMENT TO THE FEDERAL GOVERNMENT FOR WORK ON 
FOREST ROADS- 

9 RESPONS ~ Q I c  I T Y  FOR CONSTRUCTION AN" MIIIHTENANCE OF A L L  ROAFS AND STREETS OUTS1 3 E  OF INCORPORATED 

PLACES WAS TRANSFERRED TO TME S T A T E  I N  NORTI4 C ~ R O L I N A  BY L E G I S L ? T I V E  A C T I O N  JULY 1, 1931 ,  BUT COUNTIES CON- 

T I N U S  TO BE RESPONSIBLE FOR S E R V I C I Y G  LOCAL ROAD DEBT INCURRED P R I O R  TO T H E  TRANSFER OF AUTHORITY. 

9 LOOAL GOVERNMENTS Y E R E A U T H O R I Z E D  TO USE MOTOR-VEHICLE AND MOTOR-FUEL TAX FUNDS FOR NONHl@HWAY 

PURPOSES. 
UJ PAYUEWIS ON COUNTY W A D  DEBT INCUR'tED FOR STATE HlGHWAY FYRPOSES, MADE BY THE .%ARD OF COUNTY AND 

D I S T R I C T  RCAP INDEBTEOMESSQ~"ICH &€FAN OPERATIONS JANUIRY 1, 1933 APF INCLU2EO W I T H  PAYMENTS ON 0 3 L I F I T I O N S  

FOR LOCAL RURAL iOADS. 

W O N L Y  FOUR CO' IHTIES CONTINUED I J I G H U R I  CONSTRUCTISN AN9 YAINTENRNOE I I O T I V I T I E S  AS P RESULT OF THE 

SECONDARY ROAD IICT, E F F E C T I V C  JULY 1, 1932, ALTHOUGH ALL COUNTIFS ARE "ESPONCrlECE FOR S E R V I C I N O  OEBT 

IMCURREO FORROADS SRIDR TO TH:T DATE. 

REPORTED AS TRANSFERS F R W  COUNTIESI TOWNS, AND C I T I E S  FOR COtrSTRUCTION BY STATE HIGHWAY C W I S -  
SION. MAY INCLUDE AMOUNTS TVANSFERilEO FOR LOCAL ROADS AND SOME DIRECT EXPENCITURES W l C H  ART NOT SEGREGATED. 



TABLE 15.-DISBURSEMENTS BY THE COUNTY AND LOCAL RURAL HIGHWAY AGENCIES 

DURING THE YEAR 1934 

(AMOUNTS I N  THOUSANDS OF DOLLARS) 

NON- 

HIGHWAY 
PURDOSES 

83 

86 

7 1  1,034 

1,630 

GJ@E 

3 2  

w 

82 

- 223 

57 

COUNTY AND LOCAL RURAL ROADS 

CURRENT DIRECT EXPENOlTURES I I 
- 

DEBT 

RETIRE- 

MENT 

L U G E  STE rs - 

TOTAL 

STATE HlGHW 

CURRENT DIRECT 

EXPENOlTUFtS 

CAP I T L L  
OUTLAY, 

F14 INTCNPNCE 

AND 

M I  SCELLANFOUS 

1 DIRECT 

I EXPENDI TURES -1 T1ANS- 

FERS 

TRANSFERS 

TO C I T I E S  

AND 
VILLAGES 

Y 

SOURCE 

r/ 
C8P I TA1 
OUTLAY 

AN0 
MA INTC- 

NANCE 

z,' 

FERS DEBT 

TO RETIRE- TOTAL 
TOTAL STATE MENT 

STATE FOR CAPITAL 
' rDTAl  1 O U T L A I  AND 

P A I N T € -  INTEREST 

ALABWA 

ARIZONA 

ARKANSAS 

CALIFORNIA 

C 0 L 0 R l 0 0  

CONNECTICUT 

DELAWARE 
FLCRIOA 

GECRGIA 

I DAM0 

I L L I N O I S  
IYDIANA 

IOWA 

KANSAS 

KENTUCKY 

LOUISIANA 
MAINE 

MLLRILANO 

MASSACHUSETTS 

MICHIGAN 

~LABANA 

ARl ZONA 

4AKANSAS 

CALIFORNIA 

COLORADO 
CQNNECTICUT DELAWARE 

FLORIDA 

GEORGIA 

I DAHO 

I L L I N O I S  
IYDIANA 
l OWA 

KANSAS 

MARYLAND 

MASSACHUSETTS 

MICHIGAN 

nl NNESOTA 

M I S S I S S ~ P P I  
M l s s o u R l  

Y I NNESOTA 

.h M l S S I S S I P P I  

tu Y ISSOUR1 

MONTANA 

NEBRASKA 
NONT 4NA 

NEBRASKA 
NEVADA 

NEW HAMPSHIRE 

NEVADA 
NEW HAMPSHIRE 

NEW JERSEY 

NEW MEXICO 
NEW YORK 

NORTH CAROLINA lQJ 
NORTH OAKOTA 

OHIO 
OKLAHOMA 

NEW NEW EEX JERSEY I C D  

NEW YDRK 

NORTH C~OLINA LO/ 

NORTH OAKOTA 

OHIO 

OKLAHOCIA 
OREGON 

PENNSYLVANIA 

RHOOE ISLAND 

SOUTH CAROLINA 

SOUTH OAYOTA 
TENNESSEE 

TEXAS 
LITAH 

TENNESSEE 

TEXAS 

UTAH 

VERMONT 

V I R G I N I A  g/ 
WASHINGTON 

. . 
VERWINT 

V I R G I N I A  2 
WASHINGTON 

WEST V I R G I N I A  

WISCONSIN 

WYOMING 

WEST V I R G I N I A  76J 
WISCONSIN WYOCIING 

TOTALS 

r/ IHCORMATION PRESENTEO HEREIN OBTAINED PRINCIPALLY FROH LOCAL A THORITIES tJY EUREAU OF PUBLIC ROADS 
F I E L D  REPRESENTATIVES. SUPPLFCENTAL CATA OWTAINEO FROM HIGHWAY-OEPARMENT AND OTHER STATE REPORTS. THE INAOE- 

CUACY OF THE SOURCE MATERIAL PREVENTS W M P L r T E  C L A S S I T I C A T I O N  OF DISBURSEVLNTS ACCOHDING TO THE CLASSIFICATION 

PROVIDED FOR 1N THIS SERIES OF TABLES. 

DETAIL OF EXPENDITURES BY I N D I V I D U A L  PI  RPOSE W I L L  6E F W N O  I N  TABLE 26. THE "MISCELLANEOUS" ITEM 
SHOWN I N  COLI'MN 2, INCLUOES AOMINISTRI'tQN, EQUiPMENT, AND OTHER EXPENDITURES. 

2/ INFORI..4TICN AVAILABLE DOES HOT PERMIT COMPLETL SEGREGATION OF DIRECT EXPENDITURES AND TRANSFERS. 

8 INCLUDES PATMEPIT OF $810,000 TO SINKING FUND. 

INCLUDES $1,000 TRANSFERRED THROUGH THE STATE HIGHWAY OEP4RTMENT TO THE FEDERAL GOVERIiMENT FOR WORK 
ON FOREST ROADS. 

R E S P O N S l G l L I T I  FOR CONSTRUCTION AN0 MAINTENANCE OF ALL POADS AND STREETS OUTSIDE OF INCORPORATED 

PLACES WAS TRANSFERRED '0 THE STATE BY LEGISLATIVE ACTICN JULY 1. 1931 BUT COUNTIES CONTINUE TO BE RESPONSIBLE 

FOR SERVICING LOCAL ROAD QEhT lNCURRED PRtOR TO THE TRANSFER OF bUTHORlTY. 

9 INCLbDES AN UNKNOWN .,MOUNT OF FUNOS CONTRIEUTEO BY C I T I E S .  

12/ LOCAL GOVERWENTS WERE AUTHORIZED TO USE VOTOR-VEHICLE AND MOTOR-FUEL TAX FUNDS F m  WONHISWAY 

P ' I ~ P O S ~ S .  

131 INCLUOES PAYMENT* OF STATE TAX ON COUNTY AND LOCAL INDEBTEDNESS. 
PAYMENTS ON COUNT* HOAC DEBT 1NC:'RREO FOR 6T4TE HIGHWAY PURPOSES INCLllOED WITH PAYMENTS ON OBL16A- 

T IONS FOR LOCAL RURAL ROADSo 

W O N L Y  THRBE COUNTIES CONTINUrD HIGHWAY CONSTRUCTION AND MAINTENANCE A C T I b I T I E S  AS A RESULT CF -HE 
SECONDARY ROAD ACT EFFECTIVE JULY 1, 1932, ALTHO Gh ALL COUNTIES ARE RESPONSLRLE FOR SERVICING DEBT INCURRED 

FOR ROADS PRIOR TO THAT DATE. 

1 6 /  AUTHORITY OVER L E A L  RURAL ROADS WAS TRANSFERRED TO THE STATE BY LEGISLATIVE ACTION, JULY 1, 1933, 
BUT COZTILS CONTlNIiE TO eE RESDDNSIELE FOR SERVICING DEYT INCURRED PRIOR TO THE TRANSFER OF AUTHORlTY. 

9/ REPORTED TRANSFEaS F R m  COUNTIES, TWNS, AND C I T I E S  FOR CONSTRUCf ION 8 1  STATE HIGYWAY COnMISSION. 
MAY INCLUDE AMOUNTS TRANSFERPED FOR L W A L  ROADS AND SOME DIRECT EXPENDITURES WHICH ARE NOT SEGREGATED. 

Z/ FOR P U B L I C  WELFARE. 

TRANSFERS TO CObNTY GENERllL N N D S  TO BE SPENT FOR NONHIGWAY PURPOSES. 

I N C L U E S  PAIMENT OF $1%,W0 TO SINKING FVNDS. 



TABLE 16.-DISBURSEMENTS BY THE COUNTY AND LOCAL RURAL MGHWAY AGENCIES 
DURING THE YEAR 1935 J 

(AMOUNTS IN THOUSANDS OF DOLLARS) 

1 COUNTY &NO LOCAL R U R I L  ROADS STATE HIGHWAYS C I T Y  AND VILLAGE STREETS 

( CURRENT 3 I R E C T  EXPEND1 TURES / 

UEBT 
RETIRE-  

MENT 

41 4 
8 0 7  

69 

-@% 
158 

2,330 
3,000 

1 ,093 
2.422 

2,213 
7.359 
1,650 
2 , W l  
1 ,750 
2,631 
561 

1,000 

296 
4,953 
1,713 

3,455 
2,654 

- 
4 5 0  

75 
6 0  

3,963 
38 

7,636 
2.500 

111 
rr ,298 

2,688 
1,600 * 
3,000 

84 
1,066 

2/ 11,184 

356 
12 

1,327 
1,245 
3,669 
1 ,?24 

4 0  - 
170,637 

CURRENT DIRECT 

EXPENDITURES 

- 

UE9T 
SETIRE-  

MENT 

-- 

41060 

1,390 

+ 
- 

?.P35 - 
9,225 

SOURCE CAP! TAL 

OUTLAY, 1/ 
PAINTENLNCE 

MISCELL4NEOUS 

NON- 
H I  IHWAY 

PURPOSES 
CAP I TAL j 
OUTLAY 

STATE 

AND j 
NANOE 

M A I N T E -  I VILLAGES 

"J' I 
ALABAMA 
ARIZONA 

ARKANSAS 
C A L I  FORNIA 
COLORUDO 
CONNECTICUT 
DELAWARE 
FLDRI 3 A  

GEORGIA 
1 DAHO 

I L L I N O I S  
INDIANA 
l OVA 
KANSAS 

RSF ( 6,231 1 1 , 2 3 5  
EST. 1 ,283 701 

KENTUCKY 
LOUISIANA 

M A  l M E  

9,414 OKLAHona 

6 ,084 OREQON 

a . 2  PENNSYLVANIA 
435 RHODE ISLAND 

7,361 SCUTH CAROL I NA 
2,539 t s c u m  DAKOTU 

MARYLANO 

MASSACHUSETTS 
MICHIGAN 
M I  NNESOTd 
F(1SSISS1PPI  

M 1 SSOURl 

MONTANA - 
NEBRASKA 
NEVADA 
NEW HAMPSHIRE 

NEW JERSEY 

NEW MEXICO 
NEW YORK 
NORTH CAROLINA 
NORTH OIKOT* -- 
OHIO 
OKLAHMlA 

OREGOS 
PENNSYLVANIA 

RHDDE ISLAND 
SOUTH CAROLINA 
SOUTH DAKOTA 

TENNESSEE 
TEXAS 

UTAH 
VERMONT 

10;101 I TENNESSEE 

43,359 j TEXAS 

V I R E I N 1 A  
XASHINGTON 

WEST V I R G I N I A  

2;%6 1 V I R G I N I A  
10 9 0 1  WASHINGTON 

-- 

5:121 / WEST V l R G l N l l  
WISCONSIN 
WYCFING 

23,033 WISCONSIN 

8 0 9  / W Y W I N G  -- 
TOTALS 538,278 1 TOTALS 

1/ RESPONSIEI LI TI' FOR THE CONSTRUCTlChl AND MAINTENANCE OF ALL 8OADS OUTSIPE OF INCORPORATED 

PLACES HAS BEEN TRANSFERRED TO THE STATE I N  THREE ST4TES: DELAWARE (JULY 1, 1935), MORTH CAROLINA 

(JULY 7, 1931), AND WEST V l R Q l N l A  (JULY 1, 1933). A S I M I L A R  TRANSFER OF AUTHORITY AND R E s P o N s l n l L l T v  
WAS EFFECTED I N  V I R O I N I A  (JULY I t  1 9 3 2 )  EXCEPT THAT THREF COUNTIES. ARLINGlOH, HENRICO 4ND WARWICK 
RETAIN CONTROL OVER THEIR SECONDARY RUDDS. THE LOCAL AUTUORITIES IN EACH OF THESE STATES CONTINUE TO 

BE RESPOMSll iLE FOR S E R V l C t N a  DEDT INCURRED PRIOR TO THE TRANSFER OF AUTHORITY. 
2J FS - F I S C A L  STUDY REPORTS PRE-PREO BY THE STATE HIGHWAY PLANNING SURVEYS; RSF - 3OUNTY AN0 

LOCAL RURAL ROAD F lNPNCE S T A T I S T I C S  CCMPILLD PY FUREAU OF P U B L l C  R0,qCS F I E L D  REPRESENTIITIVES; EST. r 

ESTIMATES BASED ON HIGHWAY-DEP4RTMENi AND CTHER STeTE REPORTS, OR DATA AVAILAOLE FOR CTHER E A R S .  

I T E M  STOWN I N  COLUMN 2 INCLUDCS ADMINI  STRATICN. EQUIPMENT, AND OTHER EXPEND1 TURES. 5 INFORMATION A V A I L A S L E  DOCS NOT P E W 1 T  COMPLETE SEGREGATION OF D I R E C T  EXPENOITURES AND TRANSFERS. 

INFORMATION FROM REPORTS OF STATE AUTHORITIES. 
DATA FOR S E C W C  CLASS TOWNSHIPS OBTAINED FROM RECORPS OF BUREAU OF INTERNAL AFFAIRS, EXPENO- 

iTURES OF COUNTIES FOR CONSTRUCTION AND MAlNTiNANCE OF HIGHWAYS 0 6 T A l N E D  FROM COUNTY ACCOUNTS. 

I/ PAYMENTS ON COUNTY DEBT INC!JRREO FOR STaTE-HIGHWAY PURPOSES INCLUDED W I T H  PAYMENTS ON OBLIGA- 
T I O N S  FOR LOCAL RURAL ROADS, 

FROM *REPORT OF THE AUOlTOR OF P U B L I C  ACCOUNTS ON COMPARATIVE COST OF LOCAL GOVERENENT." 





TABLE 18.-DISBURSEMENTS BY THE COUNTY AND LOCAL RURAL HIGHWAY AGENCIES 
DURING THE YEAR 1937 l/ 

(ACIOUNTS I N  THOUSANDS OF DOLLARS) 

I COUNTY AN0 LOCAL RURAL ROAOS STATE HIGHWAYS C I T Y  AN0 VILLAGE STREETS 1 I 

STATE DEBT 
RETIRE-  TOTAL 

M E W  
RETIRE- Td TOTAL 

( CURRENT DIRECT EXPENDITURES I CURRENT OIRECT 
EXPENDITURES 

CAPITAL 

OUTLAY 

P A ,  N i E -  

NANCE 

TRANS- 

FERS 

TOTAL 
S$TE 

TRANS- 

FERS 

TO 

STATE 

!?/ 

SWRCE I CAPITAL I 
OUTLAY, 

?i 1 T A C E  i N T r R -  

AND I EST 

&LABIUU 
ARI L O W  

ARKANSAS 
C A L l F W N l A  

COLORADO 
CONNECTICUT 

ALABAMA 
ARIZONA 

ARKANSAS 
CAL 1 FORNl A 

COLORAOO 
CONNECTICUT 
DELAWARE 

FLORI OA 

GEORB I A  

I OAHO 
I L L I N O I S  

DELRYARE 

FLORI o a  
GEOREIA 
1 OAHO 
I L L I W O I S  
INDIANA 
IOWA 

I NO1 ANA 

1 OVA 
KANSAS 
KENTUCKY 
LOUISIANA 
MA 1 NE 
MARYLAND 

KENTUCKY 
L o u l s l A W  
MAlME 

YARYLINO 
HASSAOHUSETTS 

MICHIGAN 
MI NNLSOTA 

M I S S I S S I P P I  
HISSOUR1 
UONTANA 

NEBRASKA 
NEVADA 
NEW HAWSHIRE 

NEW J E R S E I  
NEW MEXICO 
MEW YORK 

NORTH CAROLIW 
NORTH OAKOTA 
OHIO 
OKLAHWA 
OREQON 

MASSACHUSETTS 
MICHIGAN 

M I  NNESOTP 
W I S S I S S I P P I  
M 1 SSOURl 
MONTANA 
NEBRASKA 
NEVADA 

NEW YORK 
NORTH CAROLINA 

NORTH DAKOTA 
o n t o  

PENNSYLVANIA 
RHODE ISLAND 
S o m n  CAROLINA 
SOUTH DAKOTA 

SOUTH CAROLINA 
SOUTH DAKOTA 

TENNESSEE 
TEXAS 

UTAH 
VERMONT 

TENNESSEE 

TEXAS 

UTAH 
VERMONT 
VIRGIP!IA 

W1SHlNGSON 
NEST V I R G I N I A  

WISCONSIN 

UYGUING 
WISCONSIN 
YYOMINQ 

TOTALS 

5/ F R m  P m C 6 E O S  OF EON05 ISSUE0 BY COUNTIES FOR CONSTRUCTION OF MERRlTT P A R K W ~ Y  AN0 HIDOLETOWN- 

OORTLANO BRIDGE. 
6J I N F O ~ A T I O N  FROM REPORTS OF STATE AUTHORITIES. 

7 ALSO INCLUDES ESTIMATED OISBURSEMENTS BY TOWNSHIPS AND SPEC1AL ROAD OISTRIGTSI 

INCLUDES APPROXIMATLLY $2,OEO M I  S C E I I  ANEOUS EXPENDITURES. 

9J ALSO INCLUDES ESTIMATE0 OISBURSEMENIS BY COUNTIES. 

lOJ BASE0 ON RECORDS OF PUREIU OF I N T F R W L  AFFAIRS AN0 COUNTY R E W R 1 8 .  
11 P l l i l E N T  OF R € 6  ISTERED WARRW TS F R W  PRDCECDS OF BONOS. & FROn .REPORT OF THE AUDITOR O F  PUBLIC ACCOUNTS ON C a o F a R A f l u E  COST OF LDCAL GOVERIMENT.m 
13 FRDM "REPORT of THE STATE TAX C o n r l s s l o w r u . "  

INCLUDES AOYANCES 9 L P A 1 0  TO C I T I E S  4ND Y ICLACES. 

lJ RESPONSIB~L~TY FOR THE CONSTRUCTION AND MAINTENANCE OF ALL ROAOS OUTSIDE OF INWRPORATEO 
PLACES HAS BEEM TRANSFERRED TO THE STLTE I N  DELAWARE, NORTH CAROLINAl AND MEST VI*GIN14.  A S l n l L A R  

TRANSFER OF AUTHORITY WAS EFFECTED I N  V I R G I N I A  EXCEPT THAT THREE W U W T l E S  RETAIN CONTROL OVEII W E I R  

SECOND4RY l iNC LOCAL ROAOS. THE LOCAL RURAL AUTHORITIES I N  EACH O f  THESE STATES CONTINUE TO BE RE- 
SPONSIBLE FOR SERVICINb DEBT IHCUR?EO PRIOR TO THE TRANSFER. 

2 LF- COUNTT AND LOCAL RIRAL ROAD FINANCE STATISTICS COMPILEO BY THE STATE HIGHWAY PLANNING 
SuRvETsJRsF- S ~ ~ N T Y  AND L o m L  RURAL ROAD F t N w c E  S T A T I S T I C S  m P l L E o  Bv BUREAU or P ~ ~ L K  ROADS 

F I E L C  REPRESENTATIVES; EST.- ESTIMATES BASED ON HIGHWAY-DEPARTMENT AN0 OTHER STATE REPORTS, DATA 
AVAILABLE FOR OTHER YEARS, OR M*)BINATIONS THEREOF. 

2/ D E T A I L  OF EXPENDITURES 8 7  I N O l V l O U A L  PURPOSE W I L L  BE FOUND I N  TABLE 29. THE 'MISCELLANEOUS" 

I T M  SHOW I N  COLUMW 2 INCLUOES API I I I IPTRATION,  EQUIPMENT, i lND OTHER EXPENDITURES. 
I N F O ~ A T I O N  AV41LAeLL 00E3 NOT P E W I T  COMPLpTE S E B R E Q I T I O N O F  DIRECT EXPENOITURES AND TRANSFERS. 



TABLE 19.-DISBBFSEMENTS BY THE COUNTY AND LOCAL RURAL IIIGHWAY AGENCIJM 
DURING TEE YEAR 1038 _1/ 

lJ RESPONSIBILITY FOR M E  CONSfRUCTlON AND MAINTLNANGE OF I L L  ROADS OUTSIDE OF INCORPORATED 
PLACES HAS BEEN TRANSFERRED TO THE STATE I* MLAWAREI RORTII CAROLINA, AND WEST V I R B I N I I .  4 S l M t L k l  
TRANSFER OF AUTHORITY WAS CFFECTED I N  V IRBINIA  EXCEPT THAT THREE COUNTIES RETAIN CONTROL OVER THEIR 

SECONDARI AN0 LOCAL ROADS* lME LOCAL RURAL AUTHORITIES I N  EACH OF M E S E  STATES CONTINUE TO BE RE- 
SPOHS18LE FOR SERVICIN8 DEBT I W R R E D  PRIOR TO THE TRANSFER. 

LF- COUWTT AND LOCAL RURAL ROAD F INWCE STATISTICS C W I L E D  BY THE STITE HIBHWAY PLANNINC 
SURVEYS; fa- FISCAL STUDY MPORTS PREPARED BY THE STATE HISHWAY PLWNINC SURVEYS; EST.- ESTIMATES 

BASE0 ON HIOWAY-DEPARlMFIENT 4UD OTHER STATE REPORTS) DATA AVAILABLE FOR OTHER YEARS, OR CWSINATIOU6 
THEREOF. 

2/ OSTAIL OF EXPENDITURES BY INDIVIDUAL PURPOSE WILL  BE FOUNO I N  TAEILE 30. THE 'HISCLL- 
LANEOUS' I- SrmY11 I N  C M W  2 INCLUDES A ~ l N f S T R A T l M 1 .  EQUIWEHT1 AND OTHER CXPENDINRES. 

V INFORMATIOW AVAILABLE DOES NOT PERPIIT OUWLETE SEOREOATIO* OF DIRECT EXPENDITURES AND 
TRAYSFEft8. 

mn- 1 TOTAL 1 STATE 
CUR- 

OELAWLRE 

FLmI LIA 
GEOREIA 
I mno 
1LL IYOIS  

,INDIANA 

I W A  
KANSAS 

1 ::b 1 :;5 OAmTA 
1.289 14s989 TENMESSEE 

l s 9 8  UTAH 

ASHINDTON 

3.102 VEST V IRGINIA  

5 I NFORPIATION FRCU REPORTS OF STATE AUTHOR! TIES. 
ALSO INCLUDES ESTIMATE0 DISWRSWENTS BY TOWNSHIPS AHD SPEClRV ROAD OISTRICR. 

if ~NCLUDES APPROXIWATELY $12,000 FOR A m I w s T n A T t w  ANO MISCELLANEOUS EXPENDITURES. 
ALSO INCLUDES ESTIMATED DISBURSEMENTS BY COUNTIES. w ALSO INCLUDES ESTIMATED DISBURSMENTS 8Y TOWNSHIPS. 

9 BA9ED ON RECORDS OF BUREAU OF INTERNAL AFFAIRS AND COUNTY RECORDBY AND M T A  AVAILABLL 
FOR OTHER YEARS. 

11 l NCLUDES $6lb,&Q STATE EXCHANPEO BOMDS. 
12 BASED Ow 'REPORT OF THE AUOITOR OF PUBLIC ACCOUNTS ON CmVARATlVE COST OF W A L  GOVERR 3 

MEIT.* 

OREPORT OF THE STATE TAX COH1lSSIONER.m 
INCLUOES ADVYCES REPAID 70 CIT IES AND VILLAeEL. 



TABLE 20.-DISBURSEMENTS BY THE COUNTY W LOCAL RURAL HIGHWAY AGENCIES 
DURING THE YEAR 1939 3' 

(#MOUNTS I N  lHOUSANOS OF DOLLARS) 
LF-0-1 

1939 

UYOnlN6 

R E S P O N S l B l L l N  FOR THE CONSTRUCTION AN0 MrlNTENANCE OF I L L  ROADS OUTSIOC OF INCORPORbTEU 
PLACES HAS BEEN TRANSFERRED 10 THE STATE I N  DELAWARE, NORW CIIROLIMA, I\ND WEST VIRSINIA. A 
SIMILAR TRANSFER OF AUTHORITT WAS EFFECTED I N  V I R G I N I A  EXCEPT THAT THREE COUNTIES RETAIN  CONTROL 

OVER THEIR SECONDARY I N 0  LOCAL ROADS. THE LOCAL RURAL AUTHORITIES I N  EhCH OF THESE STATES CON- 
T~NUE TO BE RESPONSIBLE FOR SERVICING DEBT INCURRED PRIOR TO THE TRANSFER. 

3/ LF- COUNTY AN0 LOCAL RURAL ROAO FINANCE STAT IST IOS COnPlLEO 81 THE STATE HIGHWAY PLAN- 
NING WRVEYS; EST.- ESTIMATES BASED ON HIGHWAY-DEPARTMENT AND OTHER STATE REPORTS, DATA AVAIL-  
ABLE FOR OTHER YEARS,OR CWBINAT lONS THEREOF. 

DETAIL  OF EXPENDITURES BY INDIY IOUAL  PURPOSE W I L L  BE FOUNO I N  TABLE 3 . THE 'MISCEL- 

LANEOUS' I T M  SHOWN IN COLWN 2 INCLUDBS AWIN18TRATIONIEPUIPHENT~ AND OTHER EXPENDITURES. 

INFORMATION PVAILABLE OOES NOT P E W I T  COMPLETE SEGREGATION OF OIREOT EXPENDITURES AN0 

TRANSFERS. 
INFOWATION FROM REPORTS CF STATE A?I lHORlTIESo 

$$ ALSO INCLUDES ESTIMATED DISBURSEMENTS BY TOWNSHIPS AND SPECIAL K I A 0  DtSTRICTS. 

7 INCLUDES APPROXIHITELY $67,000 AfU1NISTRATION AN0 MISCELLANEOUS EXPENOITURES. 

ALSO IIIOLUDES ESTIMATED DISbURSMENT8 BY COUNTIES. 
4/ B A S ~ D  ON RECORDS OF BUREAU OF INTERNAL AFFAIRS, COUNTY RECORDS AMD D A T A  AVAILABLE FOR 

OTHER YEARS. 
9 BAStO ON vREPORT OF TIlE AUDITOR OF PUBL IC  AOX)UMS ON COUPARATIVE COST OF LOCAL BOYERN- 

MENT." 
11 M 5 E o  ON "REPORT OF THE STATF. T A X  C ~ m l s s l o N E R . ~  



TABLE 21.-DISBURSEMENTS BY THE COUNTY AND LOCAL RURAL HIGHWAY AGENCIES 
DURING THE YEAR 1940 1/ 

( # ~ O V M T ~  in mousr~os OF ~ L L A R I )  

LC-0-1 
1 9 4 0  

I L L I N O I S  

1/ RESPOIISISILITY FOR THE OC+4STRWTIOW AND UAIYTEIIAIICE OF ALL ROADS W T S I D E  OF IWME.  q/ IWORUATION AVAILABLE W E S  NOT P E W I T  OOWPLETE SEQREOATION OF DIRECT EXPtNOlNRES AN0 
PORATED PLACES HAS BEEN RIAMSFERRED m mr S T A ~  IN DELAWARE, WM CAROLINA NO YEST VIRPINIA. m a n a r m s .  
A SIMILAR TRANSFER OF AU+)(ORITY WAS EFFECTED I N  V l N ~ l N l l  E X O P T  THAT THREE COUNTIES RETAIN INfORWATION FROll REPORTI Of STATE A U W I T I E I .  
-oL OVER +HEIR SEcoNMRT AND LOCAL RoAos. THE LOCAL RURAL AuTHon iT tEs  l u  EACH OF TnEsE 8 IXs* T H m  t500. 
STATES WWIW 7 6  BP RESPOIIBIBLE FOR SERVICING DEBT IIICURRED PRIOR m THE TRANSFER. ALSO INCLUDES ESTIWTED DISBURSEMENT9 BY TOWNS. 

Lf- COUUT? AM0 LOCAL RVRAL ROAD F I N A W E  STATISTICS C W I L E D  BY THE STATE HIWWAT DEBT SERVICE ON STATE w e r n * P  o B L 1 6 ~ T l M 1 5  REPORTED IN TOTAL w r s  A s s m e  ~0 BE FOR rarncnf 
P L A R I N E  SURVEYS; -T.- PTIMATES B m E D  O* HIEHYAY-OEPARTMENT AND OTHER STATE REPORTS, DATA OF P R l N C l P U t  

AVAILABLE FOR OTHER YEA-, OR Q G U B I N A T I M  THERLOF. e/ BASEO QN .REPmT O f  M E  AUDITOR OF PUBLIC ACCOUNT8 O* C W P M A T I V E  COST OF LOCAL 6WERN- 
U DETAIL OF EXPENOITLRES a 1  INDIVIBUAL PURPOSE WILL BE FOUND IN T A ~ L E  32. THE UENT.? 

~UISCELLINEOUS. I T E *  SUOW I N  C O L W  2 INCLUOES ACWINISTRATIOW. EWIPMtYTs  AND OTHER EXPEND- 10 BAsEO 011 'RLPORT OF THE STAT€ TAX COIMISSI0NER.D 
IPJRES. lNCLUOES ADVANCES RZPAIO TO C I T I E S  AND VILLAOES. 



TABLE 22.-DISBURSEMENTS BY TIIE COUNTY AND LOCAL RURAL HIGHWAY AGENCIES 
DURING THE YEAR 1941 

(WOUNTS IN TI~WSANDS OF DOLLARS] 

I COUNTY AND W C A L  RURAL ROADS I STATE n1GnwAys C l T T  AND V I L L A S E  STREETS 

CURRENT DIRECT 
EXPEl lD l  TURES I -I CURRENT DIRECT 

EXPENDITURES 

R K T I  RE- TOTAL 7 - TOTAL 
M E T  

RETIRE- 
MENT 

ma- 
FERS 
io 

STATE 

P/ 

- 
D l  RECT 

EXPEND1 
TURES 

FOR 
CAP1 TAL 

OUTLAY 

AND 

MAINTE- 
NANCE 

2/ 

TRANS- 
FERS TO 
C I T I E S  

Ahm 
4 l A A O E a  

V 

TRAIIS- 
FER4 
m 

TOTAL STATE 

CAPITAL 
1 

'OVRCE OUTLAY, 
MA INSE- 

NANCE I l lTER- 

AND E S T  
M I  SCEL- 
LANEOUS 

Y 

CAP I TAL 

TOTAL OUTLAY 
AND I I ITER- 

MA INTE-  EST 
YANCE 

2/ 

TWTAL 

POSES 

ALABAMA 

ARI  SOMA 
ARKANSAS 

CALI  F o p N l A  
COLORADO 
CONNECT1 W T  
DELAWARE 
f L O R l  D l  

GEORGIA 
I DAHO 

I L L I N O I S  
l NO1 ANA 
IOWA 
KliNSAS 

KENTUCKY 
LOUISIANA 
MAINE 

M A R Y L A ~  
MASSLCHUSETTS 

M I C H I  G I N  
MINNESOTA 
n l s s l s s l P P l  

MISSOURI 
MONT4MA 
NEBRASKA 
NEVADA 
U N  HMWSMIRE 

NEW JERSEY 

NEW MEXICO 
YEW YOR* 

LLABAHA 
A R I Z W I  
ARWNSAS CALI FORNIA 

COLORADO 
CWNECTICUT 
DELAWARE 
FLORIDA 

GEORO !A 
l DAHO 

I L L l N O l S  
I ~ I A N A  

I ow* 
CAMSAS 
(ENTUCKY 

LOUISIANA 
11 I NE 

YARYLIND 
4ASSACHUSETTS 

l l S S 1 S S 1 P P I  

11 LSOURI 
IOUTANA 

OEBRASKa 
SEVLDI  
Nw ~ ~ ~ M P S H I R E  
YEW N N  MEXICO JERSEY 

NEW YORK 

NORTH CAROL I HI 
NORTH DIKOT~ 
MID 

NORTH C A R O L I M  

NORM ~ K O T A  
DHLO 

OILAHCWA 
ORES ON 
POIWPIYLVANI A 
F ~ D D L  I S L A N D  

SOUTH CAROLINA 
SOUTH UAKOTA 
TENNESSEE 

TEXAS 
UTAH 
VEW4OWT 
V l R C l n l A  
YASNI NETON 

WEST V l R E l N l A  
YISCON81N 

WYDIlNO 

3 U L A W A  
JREQOM 
%NHSYLYANIA 

*HOD€ ISLAND 

S W A B  CAROL I UA 
PDuTH DAKOTA 
TENNESSEE 
m AS 
JTAM 
v m N T  
"INIA 
I A S H I N S T W I  
#EST V I R S I W I A  
~ I G C O N V I N  
d T W  I NE 

3 a s . o ~  4 a , w  I-I- TOTALS 

L/ RESPOUSIBILITY FOR THE CONSTRUCTION AND WINTENANCE OF ALL WAOS OUTSIDE OF INCOR- 
PCRATEO PLACES HAS BEEN TRANSFERRED TO TUE STATE I N  OELAWARE, NORTH CARDLINA, AND WEST 

VIROIMIA. A S I M I L A R  TRANSFER OF AUTHORITY WAS EFFECTED I N  V I R G l i l l A .  EXCEPT THLT THREE 
COUNTIES RETAIN CONTROL OVER T H E i R  SFCONDARY AN0 LOCAL R04DS. THE LOCAL RURAL AUTHORITIES 
I N  EACH OF THESE STATES CUNTlNUE TO BE RESPONSIBLE FOR S E R V I C I N G  DEST INCURRED PRIOR 'IU THE 
TRANSFER. 

1/ LF-  COUNTV AN0 LOCAL RURhL ROAD FlNnNCE S T A T I S T I C S  C W P I L E D  BY THE STATE HIGHHAT 
PLAHNINQ SURVEYS; EST.- E S T l H l T E S  BASEO ON HIOHWAY-DEPARTUENT AND OTHER STATE REPORTSOI DATA 
AVAILABLE FOR OTHER YEARS, OR ECUEINATIONS THEREOF. 

2/ DETAIL OF EXPENOITURES BT I H D I V I  W A L  P U W D E E  WILL BE FOUND I N  T4DLE 33. THE 

mMISCELLANEOUS~ ITEM SHOWN I N  C O L W N  2 INCLUDES AD*IINISTRATIONI EQUIPMENT, AN0 OTHER EX- 
PENDITURES. 

W I N F O W I T I O N  AV4ILA'dLE DOES NOT P E m l T  C W P L E T E  SEBREBATION OF DIRECT EXPEIOITURES 
AN0 TRANSFERS. 

INfCRHATtON F R W  REPORTS OF STATE AUTHORITIES. 5 U S 0  IN-UOES E S T l n i l T E D  DISSURSWEWTS BI TOWNS. 
Z/ DEBT SERVICE ON STATE H I W W A Y  OBLlOATlONS REPORTED I N  T0i.L WAS ASSUMED TD e E  FOU 

P A r n E N T  O F  PRINCIPAL.  

8J BASED (XIRECORDS OF BUREAU Of INTERNAL AFFAIRS, COUNW RECGRDS, AND DATA AVAILASLE 

FOR OTHER YEARS. 
9/ BASED ON .T9E REPORT OF THE AUDITOR OF P U B L I C  ACCOUNTS ON COMPARATlVf COST OF 

LOCAL G0VLRWENT.P 
BASE0 of4 .THE REPORT OF THE STATE TAX COmlSSIONERJIm 



TABLE 23.-CURRENT DJRECT EXPENDITURES BY THE COUNTY AND LOCAL RURAL HIGHWAY 
AGENCIES FOR SELECTED PURPOSES DURING 1931 

-. 

COUNTY AND LOCAL RURAL ROADS STATE H I G H W A Y S  I STREETS OF INCOSPORATED PLACES 2-/ 
STATE 

R l r H T  

MA l NTE- OF CON- MA INTE- 

NANCE TOTAL WAY S T W C T I O N  NANCE 

- 
- 

y 979 979 - 
- 

- 223 - 

525 - 

TOTAL STRUCTI ON - 
I 

ALABAMA 

AR I ZONA 

ARYANSAS 

CALIFORNIA 

COLORADO 

CONNECT1 CUT 

DELAWARE 

ALABAMA 

ARl  ZONA 

AR'ANSAS 

CAL IFORNIA  

OOLORADO 

CONNECT 1 CUT 

DELAWARE 

FLOR l DA 

GEORi l A 

I DAHO 

ILLINOIS 
INDIANA 

l OWA 

KANSAS 

KENTUCKY 

LOUIS IANA 

M A I N E  

MARYLAND 

MASSACHUSETTS 

FLORIDA - 
GEORGIA 

I OAHO 

I L L I N O I S  

INDIANA 
l OWA 

KANSAS 

KENTUCWY 

LOU1 S IAN4  

M A I N E  

MARYLAND 

MASSACHUSETTS 

MICHIGAN 

M I NNESOTA 
M l C H l Q A N  

MINNESOTA 

M I S S I S S I P P I  

M ISSOURl 
M I S S I S S I P P I  

M ISSOURI  

MONTANA 

NEBRISKA 

NEVADA 

NEW VAMPSHI RE 

NEW JERSEY 

NtW YEX l CO 

NEW YORK 

NORTH CAROL 1 NA 

NORTH DA<OTA 

OHIO 

OKLAWOMA 

ORE-ON 

PENNSYLVANIA 

RHODE ISLAND 

SOUTH C49OL I NA 

SOUTH DAKOTA 

TENNESSEE 

TEXAS 

UTAH 

VERMONT 

V I R G I N I A  

WASHINGTON 

h'EST V I R G I N I A  

WISCONSIN 

WYOMING 

MONTANA 

NEBRASKA 

NEVADA 

NEW HAMPSHIRE 

NEW JERSEY 

NEW MEXICO 

NEW YORK 

NORTH CAROLINA 

NORTH DAKOTA 

OHIO 

OKLAHWA 

ORE M N  

PENNSYLVANIA 

RHODE ISLAND 

SOUTH CAROL I NA 

SOUTH D A ~ T A  

TENNESSEE 

TEXAS 

UTAH 

VERWONT 

WEST V I R G I N I A  

WISCONSIN 

WYOM 1 Nli 

TOTALS TOTALS 

L/ INFORMATION PRESENTED H E R E I N  OqTAINED P R I N C I P A L L Y  F W M  LOCAL  l l U T H O R l T l E S  B Y  BUREAU OF P U e L l C  

ROADS F f  ELD REPRFSENTATI VES. SUPPLEMENTAL DATA OBTAINED FROM H IGHWAY-DEPARTMENT AND OTHER STATE RE- 

PORTS. THE INADEQUACY OF THE SOURCE MATERIAL  PREVENTS COMPLETE SEGREGATION OF EXPENDITURES ACCORDING 

TO THE CLASSIF ICAT IONS PROVIDED FOR I N  T H I S  SERIES  OF TAELES. 

SC,-REOATION FROM EXPENDITURES ON COUNTY AND LOCPL RURAL ROADS AND F R M  TRANSFERS 
TO INCORPORATEDPLACES NOT POSSIBLE. 

SOME RIGHT-OF-WAY EXPENDITURES FOR BOTH STATE AND LOCAL HIGHWAYS !NCLUDEO WITH 

AND NOT S E P A W B L E  FROM LOCAL CONSTRUCTION EXPENDITURES. 

INCLUDES ADMINISTRATION, ENBI NEER! NG, EQUIPMENT, AND OTHER EXPEND1 TURES, M INOR 

BUT INDETERMINABLE AMOUNTS OF WHICH MAY HE APPL ICABLE '0 STATE HIGHWAYS AND C l r f  STREETS. 

INCLUDES SCME EXPENDITURES FOR RIGHT OF WAY AND  CONSTRUCTION^ 



TABLE 24.-CURRENT DIRECT EXPENDITURES BY THE COUNTY AND LOCAL RURAL HIGHWAY 
AGENCIES FOR SELECTED PURPOSES DURING 1932 

(AYOUNTS I N  THOUSANDS OF  DOLLARS) 

ARKANSAS ,710 1 ,430  1 2 L  2;234 - 
CALIFORNIA 0,171 1 3 , 5 7 7  2,C64 23,5,12 

COLORADO 1 1 - 1  6 7 0  1 2 ,103 I 1 8 6  1 2 ,  1 - 

NEVADA 94 391 29 5 1 4  - 
NEW HAMPSHI RE 94 1 ,167  209 1 ,470  - 
NEW JERSEY 9,795 8,947 7 ,493  20,235 - 
NEW MEx I Co  - 341 31 372 - 
NEW YORK - 24,455 19,543 5 ,313  1 4 9 , 3 1 1  - 
NORTH CAROLINA i -  
N O R T ~  DAKOTA 1,595 1,251 94 2,940 - 
OHIO - 1 0 , 7 7 0  1 1 , 5 9 3  1,711 2 4 , 0 7 4  - 
OKLAHOMA 2,251 6,400 600 9,331 - 
OREGON 3,435 2 ,195  1 1 5  5,745 - 
PENNSYLVANIA - 10,879 11 ,261  3,862 25 ,002  - 
RHODE ISLAND I - 1 4 8  394 89 631 - 
SOUTH CAROLINA I - 3 1 1.829 2,146 

- 
SOUTH DAKOTA 1,026 3,C94 325 4,445 - 
TENNESSEE 

l7 

1,978 5758 54 7,790 - 
TEXAS 5,000 10 ,200  1 ,400  16,60C - 
UTAH - 1 7 5  388 697 49 
VERMONT 1,075 1,173 29 2,277 - 
VIRGIN IA  -- 2 7 1  5 , 8 0 5  '36 6,212 - 
WASHINGTON L 1 8  9 ,006  - 
WEST V t R c I N I A  1 7,797 - 
WISCONSIN 9 5 0  / 17,569 - 
11 {OM I NG 

STATE  HIGHWAYS 

'I+/ INFORVAT IOY  fJ,?ESEN:i3 H E k E I Y  S B T . I I N E 0  P R I N C I P A L L Y  FROM LOCAL  AUTHOR1 T I  ES S Y  BUREAU 

OF  P U B L I C  SOADS F I E L D  REPRESENTATIVES.  SUPPLEMENTAL DSTA O R T A l N r D  FROM I4IRHWPY-3FPARTMENT 

AND OTHER STATE  REPORTS. THE INADEQU&Cv OF  THE SOURCE M A T E R I A L  PREVENTS COMPLETE SEGREGA- 

T I O N  OF E X p E N D l l U R E S  ACCORDING TO THE CLASS!FICATIONS PROVIOED FOR I N  T H I S  S E R I E S  OF  TA3LES.  

SEGREGATION FROM EXPENDITURES ON COUNTY AND LOCAL RURAL R04DS AND FRaYl TRANSFERS 

TO INCORPORATED PLPCES NOT POSSIRLE.  

SOME RIGHT-OF-WAY EXFENDITURES FOR BOTH STATE  AND LOCAL H I G H W A Y S  INCLUDED WITH AND 

NOT SEPARABLE FROM LOCAL ROAD CONSTRUCTION EXPENDITURES; 

\STREET$  OF  1 NCORPORATCD PLACCS 
I  TOTAL STATE  

R I G H T  CON- 

TOTAL OF STRUC- MAINTE- TOTAL 

4/ INCLUDES PDVIN ISTRAT ION,  ENGINEERING, EQUIPMENT, AND OTHER EXPEND1 TURES, 

M INOR BUT INDETERMINABLE  AMOUNTS OF  WHICH MAV BE A P P L I C A B L F  TO STATE  HIGHWAYS AND 

C I T Y  STREETS. 

2 COMPLETE S E G ~ E G P T I O N  O F  ' ~ C F T  O F  W A Y ,  CONST*UCTION. AND MAINTENANCE  IMPOSSIBLE^ 
AMOUNTS C L A S S I F I E D  AS CONSTRUCTION 0 %  MAINTENANCE ACCORDING TO WHICH WAS B E L I E V F O  TO EE  

THE GREATER AMOUNT. 

6 RESPONS161L ITY  FOR CONSTRUG710N AND M A I N T E N A W E  OF  A L L  ROADS AND STREETS OUT- 

S I D E  O<~NINCDRPORRTED -LACES WAS T9ANSFCR9EO TO T i l E  STATE  IEr NORTH CAROLINA B Y  L r G I S L A -  

T I V E  ACT ION JULY I, 1 9 3 1 ,  3 U T  COUNTIES CONTINUE TO BC QESPONSIB<E FOR S E R V I C I N G  LOCAL 

ROAD DEBT  INCURRED PRIOR TO TEE  TRANSFER OF  AUTHORITY .  



TABLE 25.-CURRENT DmECT EXPENDITURES BY THE COUNTY AND LOCAL RURAL HIGHWAY 

AGENCIES FOR SELECTED PURPOSES DURING 1933 

(AWOLNTS I h~ THOUSANDS O F  JOLLARS) 

STREETS O F  INCORPORATED P L A C E S  3 
- 

SOURCE 

/ 

- 

CO'IYTY AND LOCAL RURRL R04DS 

R I  GHT 

5,027 

S T A T E  HIGHWAYS 

S T R U C T I O N  NANCE LANEOUS 

TOTAL 

5 , 0 2 7  

1 ,124 
1 ,810 

1  7,886 
3,053 

4 , 0 2 7  

764 
2,645 
3,902 
1,586 

7 9 , 8 4 9  

+GI 
-,343 
9,899 
2,151 
1,688 
1,718 
3,244 

9,5117 
2 0 , 0 6 1  

1 3,389 
4,750 
8,387 
2,290 
8,700 

3 2 4  

1,739 
1 7,631 

243 
31, 87? 

1,475 
19,054 

7,634 
5,252 

1 3 , 3 1 3  

546 
1,697 
2,610 

6 ,408 

15,049 
545 

1,892 
460 

6 , 2 7 0  

4 ,328 
1 2 , 1 7 8  

042 

- 
CCN- 

STRUC- 

T l O N  

- 

CON- 
STRUC- 

T l O N  

Y 

M A  I NTE- TOTAL 

NANCE 

5/ 

545 i a i  

1 1 6  

- 
2 7 7  

i55 

495 495 

R I  GHT 

OF 

WAY 

- 

MA I NTE- TOTAL 

NANCE 

A! "aAMA 

ARI ZONA 

n L ? ~ ~ ~ s ~ ~  

CAL 1 TORN 1 A 

::OLORSDO 

CONNECTICUT 

D E L A W A R E  

ALAbAMA 

AR I ZONA 

ARK4NSAS 

CALI FORNI A 

COLORADO 

CONNECT1 CUT 

DELAWAQE 

F L O R l  DA 

GEORGIA 

I OAHO 

ILLINOIS 
I N D I A N A  

l OWA 

KANSAS 

KENTUCKY 

L O U I S I A N A  

M A I N E  
MARYLAND 

MASSACHUSETTS 

M I C H I G A N  

MINNESOTA 

M I S S I S S I P P I  

M I  SSOLIR I 
MONTANA 

NEBRASKA 

NEVADA 

NEW H A T P S H I  RE 

NEW dERSEY 

NEW M E X I C O  

NEW YORK 

N s i l T H  CAROL1 NA 

N O R M  DAKOTA - 
01110 

OKLAHOMA 

OREGON 

P E N N S Y L V P N I A  

R'HODE I S L P N D  

SOUTq C A R O L I N A  

SOUTH TENNESSEE DAKOTA 

TEXAS 

UTAH 

VERMONT 

U l R G l N l A  7,/ 
UASHI  NOTON 

'WEST V I R G I N I A  

\r: I  SCONS I N 

WYW, I N L  

IDAHO 

ILLINOIS 
I N D I A N 4  

l OWA 

KANSAS 

KLNTUCKI 

MCI?YLAND 

MASSACHUSFTTS 

MICHIGAN 

M l NNESOTA 

MISSISSIPPI 

M l SSOURl  

MONTANA 

N E B R A S K A  

NFVADA 

NEW PAMPSHI 9 E  

NEW JCRSEY 
NEW P E X l C O  
NEW YORK 

NORTH CAROLI NA 6J 
NORTH DUrOTA 

U H l O  

OKLAHW~A 

OREGON 

PENNSYLs A Y l A  

RHODE I S L A N D  

SOUTH C S W L I M A  

SOUTH DAKOTA 

TENNESSEE 

TEXAS 

UTAH 

VERMONT 

V I R G I N I A  7.1 
WASHIUGTCN 

WEST V I R G I N I A  

W!SCOUSIN 

WYCM l NG 

TOTALS 

I N - O i f Y A T I O N  PRESENTED H E R E I N  O B T A I N E D  P I I I N C I P A L L Y  FROM L O C 4 L  A U T H O R I T I  L S  BY SUREAU O F  

P U ~ L I C  ROADS F I E L 3  REPRZSENTATIVES.  SUPPLEMENTAL OPTA O B T A I N E D  F 9 M I  HIGHWAY-DE7ARTMnYIENT AND 

O T i E R  STATE REPORTS. T d E  INADEQUACY OF THE SOIIRCC M A T E R I A L  PREVENTS COflPLETE S E S R E G A T I D N  OF 

EXPEND1 TURES ACCO?DING TO T k E  C L A S S 1  F I C R T I O N S  P R O V I  OED 'OR I N  T H I S  S E R l  ES O F  TABLES,  

S T C s E G A T I O N  F s M l  EXPENDITURES ON COUNTY AND L O C A L  RURAL 70Ai1S AND F 4 W  TRANSFERS TO 

INCORPORATEC PLACES NOT P O S S 1 3 L E .  

2/ SCME RIGHT-OC-WAY EXPENDITURES FOR BQTH S T A T E  AN3 L O C A L  ' l l G l i W b Y 5  l NCLUDED W I T H  AND 

NOT SEPARAGLE F~o? L O i n L  QOAD C O N ~ T R U C T I O N  EXPENDITURES.  

4/ I N C L U D E S  A D M I N I S T R A T I O N ,  ENGINEERING, EQUIPMENT, AND OTHER EXPENDITURES:  M I N O R  

B U T  IND?TERMINABLE AMCUNTS OF WHICH MAY BE P o P L I C A L J L E  TO S T A T E  HIGHWAYS AN3 C I T Y  STbIEETS. 

COMPLF'E SEGREGATION O F  R I G H T  O F  WAY, CONSTHUCTION, AND P A I N T E N A N C E  l M P O S S 1 2 L E .  

AMOUNTS C L A S S ! F I E O  AS C D V S T H U C T I C N  OR M A I N T E N A N C E  ACCORDING TO 'WHICH WAS B E L I E V E D  TO 3 E  
THE GREATER AMOUNT. 

R F S P O N S I B I L I  T Y  FOR CONSTRUCTION AND M A I N T E N A N C E  O F  A L L  ROADS PND S T R E E T S  O U T S I D E  

OF INCORPORATED P L A C E S  WAS TRANSFERRED TO T H E  S T A T E  I N  NORTH Z A R O L I N A  BY L E G I S L A T I V E  A C T I O N  

J U L Y  1,1931, B U T  C O U N T l E S  C O N T I N U E  TO BE R E S P O N S I B L E  FOR S E R V I C I N G  L O C A L  ROAD D E B T  INCURRED 

P R I O R  TO THE TRANSFES O F  AUTHORITY.  

2/ ONLY FOUR C O U N T I E S  C O N T I N U E D  H I  GHdAY CONSTRUCTION AND YA INTENANC'I A C T 1  V I  7'1 ES AS A 

R E S U L T  OF T H E  SECONDARY ROAD ACT, E F F E C T I V E  JULY 1, 1932. 





TABLE 27.-CURRENT DIRECT EXPENDITURES BY THE COUNTY hNJ3 LOCAL RURAL HIGHWAY 

AGENCIES FOR SELECTED PURPOSES DURING 1935 1/ 

(AMOUNTS I N  THOUSANDS 3 F  OOLLARS)  

STREETS OF INCORPORATED PLACES COUNTY A Y O  LOCAL RURAL R O ~ O S  

R I G H T  R I L H 7  

STRUOTION NANCE LANEOUS 

I 

TOTAL S T A T E  - 
CON- 

STRUC- 

T I  ON 

9 - 

20 
1,000 

- 
- 

30 

- 

- 

- 

407 
- 

235 
- 

- 

1,560 

- 

TOTAL M A I N T E -  

NANCE 

Y 

CON- 

STRUC- 

T l O N  

ALABAMA 

AR I ZONA EST. 
ALAaAMA 

A91 ZONA 

ARW NSAS 

C A L I F O R N I A  

COLORADO 

CONNECTICUT 

D E L A W P R ~  

FLORI OA  

GEORG 1 A 

I DAHC 

ILLINOIS 
INDIANA 
IOWA 

KANSAS 

KENTUCKY 

ARKANSAS 

CALIFORNIA FST. 

COLORADO 

CONNEGTI CUT 

INDIANA 

KANSPS 

KENTJOKY 

LOUISIANA 

A l N E  RSF 
MARYLAND EST. 

MASSACHUSETTS 

L O U I S I A N A  

MA1 NE 

MARYLAND C. 

MASSACHUSETTS 

M I C H I G A N  

MINNESOTA 

M I C H I G A N  

MINNESOTA 

M l S S l S S l P P l  

M ISSOUR1 

MONTANA 

N E B R A S K A  

NEVADA 

NEW PAMPSHI  ~t 

NEW JERSEY 

NEW M E X I C O  

NEW YORK 

NORTH CAROL1 NA 

NORTH ORKCTk 

O H l O  

OitLPHOMA 

NEW HAMPSHIRE FS 
NEW JERSEY RSF 
NEW M E X I C O  RS F 
N c w  YORK RS F 
NORTH CAROLINA - 
NORTH DAKOTA FS 

O H I O  F S  

OKLAHOMA FS 
OPEGON EST. 

PENNSYLVANIA (m- 
RHOPE I S L A N O  EST. 

SOUTH CAROLINA EST. 

SOUTH D4KOTA F S  

TENNESSEE RS F 
TEXAS f S  
U T A H  F S  

VERMONT FS 

VIRGINIA 

WAS* I NGTON 
(El- 
EST. 

WEST V I R R I N I A  FS 

h I S C O N S  I N  FS 
WYOM 1 NG RS F 

TOTALS 

SOUTH CAROL 1 NA 

SOUTH OPKOTA 

TENNESSEE 

i E X A S  

UTAH 

VERnONT 

V I R G I N I A  

WASHINGTON 
WEST V I R G I N I A  

W1 SCONS I N  

WYMI I NG 

TOTALS 

1/ RESPONSIBILITY FOR THE CONSTRUCTION AND MAINTENANCE OF ALL ROADS AND STREETS O ~ T S  I DE 

OF I N C O R ~ O R A T L D  PLACES H A S  BEEN TRANSFERRED TO THE STATE I N  THREE STATES,  DELAWARE (JULY 1, 
1 9 3 5 ) .  NORTH CAROLINA (JULY 1, 1 9 P ) ,  A Y D  WEST V I R G I N I A  (JULY 1, 1933). A S I M I L A R  TRANSFER O F  
A L T H O R I T Y  4NU R E S P O N S l i l L I T Y  WAS EFFECTED I N  V I R G I N I A  (JULY 1, 1932: EXCEPT THAT THREE COUNTIES, 

ARLINGTON, HENRICO, A N 3  WARWICK. R E T A I N  CONTROL OVER T H E l R  SECONDARY ROAJS. THE L O C A L  RI:RAL 

A U T H O R I T I E S  I N  EACH OF THESE STATES C O N T I N U E  TO B E  R E S P O N S I B L E  FOR S E R V I C I N G  OEDT INCURRED P R I O R  

TO THE TQANSFER OF AUTHORITY. 

F S  - F I S C A L  STUDY REPORTS PREPIIREO E l  T H E  S T A T E  HIGHWAY PLANNING SURVEYS; RSF - 
COUNTY AND L O C A L  RURAL ROAD F I N A N C E  S T A T I S T I C S  C O V P I L E D  BY 3UREAU OF P U b L l C  ROADS F I E L D  REPRE- 

S E N T P T I V E S ;  EST. - E S T I M A T E S  BASED ON HIGHWAY-SEPARTMENT AND OTHER S T A T E  REPORTS, OR DATA 

A V A I L A B L E  FOR OTHER YEARS. 

SEMRLCATION FROM t X F E N D l T U R F S  ON COUNTY AND LOCAL RURAL ROADS A N 0  FROM 

TRANSFERS TO INCORPORATE3 PLACES NOT COMPLETE. 

& / S O M E  RlGVT-OF-WAY EXPENDITURES FOR BOTH S T A T E  AND L O C A L  ROAOS INCLUDED 

W I T H  AND-NOT SEPARABLE F R W  LOGPL ROAD CONSTRUCTION EXFENCITURES.  

l NCLUDES AJWI N I S T R A T  ION, ENGINEERING,  EQUIPMENT, AND OTHER EXPENDITURES,  

M I N O R  B U T  INDETERMINABLE PPOUNTS OF WHICH MAY BE A P P L I C A B L E  TO S T A T E  HIGdWAYS 4ND 

C l T Y  STREETS, 

COMPLETE SEGREGA-ION O F  R l G i T  OF WAY, OONSTRJCTION, AND iX\ IUTENANCC I M P O S S I B L E .  

AMOUNTS C L A S S I F I E D  ACCORDING T 0 . h v 4 1 C 4  WAS h F L l F V E D  TO 3i TWE GREATER APOUNT. 

7 /  CATA FGR SECOND-CLASS TOWNSHIPS O B T A I N E D  FROM RECORDS OF BUREAU OF I N T E R N A L  + 
AFFAIRS;  EXPENDITURES OF C O U N T I E S  FOR CONSTRUCTION AND MAINTENANCE OF A I G H h A Y S  O a T A I N E D  

FROM COUIiTY 4 C N U N T S .  

F R ~  "REPORT O F  A U D I T O R  Or P U B L I C  ACCOUNTS ON C O F ~ P A R A T I V E  COST OF LOCAL GOVERN- 

MENT. " 



TABLE 28.-CURRENT DlRECT EXPENDITURES BY THE COUNTY AND LOCAL RURAL HIGHWAY 

AGENCIES FOR SELECTED PURPOSES DURING 1936 1/ 

ALABAMA 

A R I  TUNA 

AR<ANS4S 

C 4 L I  rORN I  A 

COLORADO 

CONNECTICUT 

DELAWARE 

FLORIDA 

CEORC. I  A 

IDAHO 
I L L I N O I S  

I PJDIANA 

i o w a  

KANSAS 

KENTUCKY 

L O U I S I A N A  

MAINE 

M4RYLAND 

MICHIGAN 

MINNESOTA 

VONTANA 

NEBRASKA 

NE'IADA 

NEh HAEIPSH I  RE 

NEW JERSEY 

NEY M E X I C O  

NEW YOKK 

N m T d  CaROLIWA 

NORTI D A K O T P  

O Y l O  

OKLPPOYA 

OREGON 

PENNSYLVANIA 

RHOCE 1 SLAND 

S O U T ~  CCROLI NA 

SOUTH D A Y O T A  

U T A H  

VERMONT 

V I R G I N I A  

WASIINLTON 

\<EST V I R G l N l P  

WISCONSIN 

WYOMING 

TOTALS 

SOII?CE 

RIGHT R I G H T  CON- 

OF CON- PA I NTE- M I  SCEL-  O F  STRUC- 

W 4 Y  STRUCT I O N  NANCC LANEOUS TOTAL WAY T l O N  

it/ W i/ 41 v 
FS 441 5,846 135 6,425 162 316 
FS 3 188 932 82  1,205 - 
L F 448 1,615 56 2,129 - 
F S  597 9,513 7,444 5?@ 17,792 8 1 2  
LF 9 811 1,435 106 2,417 l@8 1,300 
EST. I - 800 2,3@0 - 3,100 - 

EST. 5,059 11,749 1,773 18,581 - - I ;ou 
FS 90 81 0 900 - 
- -- ----  
7,975 95,308 219,708 2?,819 342,810 3,325 2,397 

L/ R E S P O N S I B I L I T Y  FOR T H F  CONSTRUCTION AND M e l N T E V A N C E  OF h L L  ROAD5 O l l T S I O t  O r  INCOHPO- 

RATED PLACES HAS SEEN TRANSFERRED TO T H r  S T A T E  I N  DELAWARE, NORTH C ~ R O L I N H ,  AN0 WEST V I R G I N I A .  

A S I M I L A R  TRANSFER OF AUTHORITY AND R E S P O N S I R I L ! T Y  WAS EFFECTED I N  V I R G I N I A  EXCEPT TAAT THREE 

COUNTIES R E T A I N  C O N - 9 0 L  OVE? T H F l R  SECONDARY ROA3S. THE L O C A L  RURAL A U T H O R I T I F S  I N  EACH O F  

THESE STATFS C O N T I H ? I ~  - 0  6 E  lRCSPONSlRLE FOR S E R V I C I N G  3 E 3 T  I N C U R 9 L P  P R l O ?  'TO THE TRAVSFER :IF 

AUTHOR!TY. 

FS - F I S C A L  5-IJCY PEPORTS P R t P A R E 3  PY T k E  S T A T E  H l i H d A Y  P L A N N I N G  SIJRVTYS; L F  - 
COUVTY b N i l  LOCAL RURAL RCAD F I N A N C E  S T A - I C T I C S  COMPII .L3 H Y  T I E  S-ATE HIGHWAY OLANNING SURVEYS; 
RSF - COUNTY ANG L O C A L  RURAL RObD F I N A N C E  STATIS- ICS C C M P I L E C  B Y  FIJRFAU OF PU L I C  ROADS F I E L D  

REPRESENTATIVES; EST.- E S T M A T C S  R A S r D  ON H I G I  WAY-DFPAITI IENT ANC OTMCR S T P T E  REPOR-5 OR CAT4 

A V A I L A B L E  FOP OTl iER YEARS 

MA INTE-  

NANCE 1 0 T A L  

c/ 

S T R E E T S  OF INCORPORATLU I 'LACES 3J 7 STRUC- MA I N T E -  

T J N  NANCE TOTAL 

TOTAL 

ALABAMA 

4 R I  ZONA 

ARKANSAS 

C A L I F O R N I A  

C O L o n n u o  

CONNECT D E L A W A R E  i CUT 

l CAHO 

ILLINOIS 
I N D I A N A  

l O h 4  

KANSAS 

KENTUCKY 

L O U I S I A N A  

MAIWE 2/ 
N A P Y L A N D  

M I C H I G A N  M 1 NNESOTA 

MONTANA 

NCCIRASdA 

NEuADA 

NEW HAMPSHI R t  

NEW JERSEY 

NEW M E X I C O  

NEW YORK 

N O i T k  CAROL I NA 

NO?TH 3AKOTA 

O 2 l 0  

OXLAHOMP 

OREGON 

PENNSYLVAWIA 

?+ODE I S L A N D  

SOUTH CAROL1 NA 

SOUTH DAKOTA 

TENNESSFE 

TEXAS 

UTAH 

VEAMONT 

V I R G I N I A  

WASHINGTON 

WEST V I R G I N I A .  

W 1 SCONS 1 N 
hYOM ING 

S L G R t G A l  ION FROY EXPENDITURES ON COUNTY CNC LOCAL RUqPL ROADS AND FRCW 

TRANSFERS TO INCORPORATED PLACES NOT COMPLETE. 

I./ S o r t  R I E q 7 - O F - b ' A Y  E X P E N D I T S R E S  FOR ROTH STATE AND LOCAL POAD5 INCLUDED -, 
W l T h  4 N 1  NOT S E P P R I R L i  FROP LOCAL ROAD CONSTRUCTICN EXPENDITURES.  

5J INCLUUES A D M I N I S T R A T I O N ,  EUC-INEERING, EQIII-MENT, AN> OTHER EXPFNOITURES,  

M I N O R  2117 I N D E T E R X I N A B L E  AVOUNTB 0 '  W H l C l l  MAY B E  A P P L I C A B L E  TD S T A T E  HIGHWAYS AN0 

C I T Y  STREETS. 

6 IN-ORb'PTlON INCOMPLETE. 

7 INCLIJCCS DATA FOP TOWNS 2,500 OR L E S S  P O Q U L A T O Y .  

8 D a r n  FOR SECOND CLASS TOWNSHIPS FROM RECORCS O F  BUREAU OF .INTERNAL AFFSIRS; 3 
FOR COUNT I  ES, FROM COlJVTY ACCOUNTS. 

RLPYESENTS DATA FOR TO'r,NS 5,000 OR L E S S  P O P L L A T I O N .  



TABLE 29.-CURRENT DIRECT EXPENDITURES BY THE COUNTY AND LOCAL RURAL HIGHWAY 
AGENCIES FOR SELECTED PURPOSES DURING 1937 1/ 

STATE 

COUNTY AND LOCAL RURAL ROADS I STATE HIGHWAYS 

SOURCE 

Y 
MAINTE- 

NANCE 

RIGHT 

M I  SCEL- 

R I G H T  

2 , 5 1 7  

- 
CON- 

STRUC- 

T l O N  

TOTAL 

STRUC- MA INTE- ; N.;E ":::::- I TOTAL 

ALABAMA 

AR I ZONA 

ARKANSAS 

CALIFORNIA 

COLORADO 

CONNECTICUT 
DELAWARE 

FLORIDA 

GEORG 1 A 

I OA hO 

ILLINOIS 
INOIANA 
IOWA 

KANSAS 
KENTUCKY 

L O U I S I A N A  
M l I N E  

VARYLAND 

MASSACHUSETTS 

L F  
L F  

LF 
L F  - 
LF 
EST. 

LF - 
LF 
L F  
EST. 

L F  - 
L F  

LF 
EST. 

L F  

L F  

LF 

EST. 

LL -_ 
L F  

RS! 

7J L F  
LF - 
L F  

L F  

L ! 
L F  - 
LF 

Lf 

LF 
Lf 
L F  

L F  w- 
LF 
EST. 

L F  
L' - 
EST. 

LF  
LF 

-Y- 
L F  

L F  

L F  

ALABAMA 

ARIZONA 

ARKANSAS 

CALIFORNIA 

COLORADO 
CONNECTICUT 

DELAWARE 

F L O R I D A  

GEORG LA 

I CAHO 

I L L I N O I S  

I N D I A N A  

IOWA 
KANSAS 

KENTUCKY 

L O U I S I A N A  

MA I NE 
MARYLAND 

MASSACIIUSETTS 

M I C H I G A N  MINNESOTA 

M l S S l S S l P P l  

M I  SSOU91 

MONTANA 

NEBRASKA 

NEVADA 

M I C H I G A N  

W INNESOTA 

M I S S ~ S S I P P I  

M 1 SSOURI 

MONTANA 

NEBRASKA 

NEVADA 

NEW HAMPSHIRE 
NEW JERSEY 

NEW MEX l C 0  

NEW YORC 

NORTH CASOLINA 

N09TH OAKOTA 

O H I O  

OKLAHOMA 

OREGON 

NORTH CA ROLI  NA 

NORTH DAKOTA 

OHIO 

OKLAHOM~ 

OREGON 

PENNSYLVANIA 

RHODE ISLAND 

SOUTH CAROLINA 

SOUTH D A K O T A  

TENNESSEE 

TEXAS 

UTAH 

VERMONT 
V I 9 G I N l A  

WASH I NGTON 

WEST V I R G I N I A  

WISCONSIN 

WYOMING 

PENNSYLVANIA 

R ~ O O E  ISLANO 
SOUTH CAROLINA 

SOUTH DAKOTA 

TENNESSEE 

TEXAS 

UTAH 
VERMONT 

V I R G I N I A  

WASHINGTON 

WEST V I R G I N I A  

Wl SCONS I N 

WYOnlNG 

TOTALS 

EN 

MINOS B ~ T  INDETERMINABLE AMOUNTS OF WHICH MAY B E  A P P L I C A B L E  TO STATE HIGHWAYS AND 

C l T Y  STREETS. 

INFORMATION INCOMPLETE. AMOUNTS SHOWN PROBABLY INCLUDE SOME RIGHT-OF-WAY 

EXPEND1 TURES. 

2/ ALSO INCLUDES ESTIMATED EXPENDITURES BY TOWNSHIPS AND S P E C I A L  ROAD D I S T R I C T S .  

8 INCLUDES APPROXIMATELY $ 2 0 0 0  WISCELLANEOUS EXPEMQITURES. & ALSO INCLUDES ESTIMATED EXPENDITURES BY COUNTIES. 

BASED ON RECORDS OF RIIRECU OF INTERNAL A F F A I R S  AND COUNTY RECORDS. 
FROM "REPORT OF T Y E  Al lD lTOR OF P U B L I O  ACCOUNTS ON COMPARATIVE COST OF LOCAL 

GOVERNMENT." 

:INEERING, EQUIPMENT, AND OTHER EXPENDITURES, 1/ RESPONSI~IL ITY FOR THE CONSTRUCTION AND MAINTENANCE OF ALL ROADS OUTSIDE INCOR- j/ INCLUDES ADMINISTRATION. 
POPATEO-PLACES HAS BEEN TRANSFERRED TO THE STATE I N  DELAWhRE, NOaTH CAROLINA, AN0 WEST V I R -  

G I N I A .  A S I M I L 4 R  TRANSFER OF AUTHORI-Y WAS EFFEOTEO I N  V I R G I N I A  EXCEPT T H l T  THREE COUNTIES 

RETCIN COUTROL OVER T H E I R  SEOONDARY AND LOCAL ROhDS. THE LOCAL RURAL AUTHORITIES I Y  EACH 

OF THESE STATES CONTINUE TO PE RESPONSISLE FOR SERVICING DEBT INCURRED PRIOR TO THE 

TRAYSFER. 

2J LF - COUNTY AND LOCAL RURAL ROAD FINANCE STA-ISTICS COMPILED a Y  THE STATE H I C H W A Y  

PLANNING SURVEYS; QSF - COUNTY AND LOCAL RURAL ROAD FINANCE S T A T I S T I O S  COMPILED BY BUREAU 
OF P U B L I C  ROAOS F I E L D  RFPRESENTATIVES; EST. - ESTIMATES BASED ON HIGHWAY-DEPARTMENT AND 
0-HER S T A T E  REPORTS, DATA AVAILABLE FOR OTHER YEARS, OR COMPINATIONS THEREOF. 

3,' SEGREOA-ION FROM EXPENDITURES ON COUNTY CNO LOCAL RUSAL R O ~ D S  AND FROM TRANSFERS 

TO INCORaORATEO PLACES YOT COMPLETE. 

4/ SOME PICY7-OF-WAY EXPENDI-URES FOR DOTH STATE AND LCCCL ROADS INCLUDE0 WITH AND 

NOT SEPARABLE FWOM LOCAL ROAD CONSTRUCTION EXPENDITUPES. 



TABLE 30.-CURRENT DIRECT EXPENDITURES B Y  THE COUNTY AND LOCAL RURAL HIGHWAY 
AGENCIES FOR SELECTED PURPOSES DURING 1938 h 

STATE SOURCE 

?/ 

ALABAMA L F  

A R I  ZONA I L F  

ARKANSAS 

C A L I F O R N I A  

COLORADO 

CONNECTICUT 

FLOR I DA 

GEORGIA 

IDAHO 

ILLINOIS L F  

l NO I ANA 

KANSAS 

MARYLAND LF 
MASSACHUSETTS I EST. 

M I S S I S S I P P I  

M I  SSOURl 

NEW JERSEY 

NEW MEXICO 

NEW YORK u L F  

NORTH CAROL 1 NA I 
L F  

OKLAHOMA L F  

OREGON IF 

LF 

SOUTH DAKOTA L F  

TENNESSEE 

TEXAS 

VErnONT 

V I R G I N I A  

WEST V I R G I N I A  

WISCONSIN 
WYOMING 

COUNTY AND L O C A L  RURAL ROADS I S T A T E  HIGHWAYS STREETS OF INCORPORATED PLACES I 
? I  GHT 

O F  

WAY 

V 

R I G H T  x - CON- 

STRUC- 

T I  ON 

9' 
P 

- 
8 

1,513 

- 

- 8 - 
- 

13 

- 

y 22 

- 

19: 

1/ RESPONSIBIL~TY FOR THE CONSTRUCTION AND MAINTENANCE OF ALL ROADS O U ~ S I D E  OF IN- 

CORPORATED PLACES HAS BEEN TRANSFERRED TO THE STATE I N  DELAWARE, NORTH CAROLINA, AND WEST 

V I R G I N I A .  A S I M I L A R  TRANSFER OF AUTHORITY WAS EFFECTED I N  V I R G I N I A  EXCEPT THAT THREE 

COUNTIES R E T A I N  CONTROL OVER T H E I R  SECONDARY AND LOCAL ROADS. T+E LOCAL RURAL A U T H O R I T I E S  

I N  EACH OF THESE STATES CONTINUE TO B E  RESPONSIBLE FOR S E R V I C I N G  DEBT INCURRED PRIOR TO 
THE TRANSFER. 

L F  - COUNTY AND LOCAL RURAL ROAD F I N A N C E  S T A T I S T I C S  COMPILED B Y  THE STATE H I G H -  

WAY PLANNING SURVEYS; F S  - F I S C A L  S'UDY REPORTS PREPARED BY TPE STATE HIGHWAY PLANNING 

SURVEYS; EST. - ESTIMATES BASED ON HIGYWAY-DEPARTMENT AND OTHER STATE REPORTS, DATA A V A I L -  

ABLE FOR OTt lER YEARS, OR COMBINATIONS THEREOF. 

2 / S E G R E G A T l O N  F R M l  EXPENDITURES ON COUNTY AN0 LOOAL RURAL ROADS AN0 FROM TRANSFERS 

TO INCORPORATED PLACES NOT COMPLETE. 

NANCE 

3,393 

S T A T E  

ALABANA 

ARI ZONA 

ARKANSAS 

C A L I F O R N I A  
COLORADO 

CONNECTICUT 

DELAWARE 

F L O R I D A  

GEORGIA 

l DAHO 

ILLINOIS 
I N D I A N A  

1 OWA 

KANSAS 

KENTUCKY 

LOU 1 S 1 ANA 

M A I N E  

MARYLAND 
MASSACHUSETTS 

M I C H I G A N  

M l NNLSOTA 
M l s s l s s l ~ ~ l  

M I S S O U R I  

MONTANA 
NEBRASKA 

NEVADA 

NEW HAMPSHIRE 

NEW JERSEY 

NEW M F X I C O  

NEW YO-K 

NORTH CAROL1 NA 

NORTP DAKOTA 

O H I O  

OKLAHOMA 

OREGON 

PENNSYLVANIA 

RHODE I S L A N D  

SOUTH CAROLINA 

SOUTh DAKOTA 

TENNESSEE 

TEXAS 

UTAH 
VERMONT 

V I R G I N I A  

WASH1 NGTON 

WEST V I R G I N I A  

WISCONSIN 

WYOMING 

TOTALS 

SOME RIGHT-OF-WAY EXPENDITURES FOR BOTH STATE AND LOCAL ROADS INCLUDED 

W I T H  AND NOT SEPARABLE FROM LOCAL ROAD CONSTRUCTION EXPENDITURES. 

INCLUDES ADMINISTRATION,  ENGINEERING, EQUIPMENT, AND OTHER EXPENDITURES1 

MINOR RUT INDETERMINAQLC AYOUNTS OF W'IICkl MAY BE A P P L I C A B L E  TO STATE HIGHWAYS PND 

C l  TY STREETS. 

INFOFMATION INCCMPLETE. M O U N T S  SHOWN PROBABLY I N C L U D E  SCt.E RIGHT-OF-WAY 

EXPENDITURES. 

1/ ALSO INCLUDES ESTIMATED EXPENDITURES 6 1  TOhNSHlPS A N 0  S P E C I A L  ROAD D I S T R I C T S .  

8 INCLUDES APPROXIMATELY $12,000 MISCELLANEOUS EXPENDITURES. 

ALSO INCLUDES E S T I M A T E D  EXPENDITURES BY OOUNTI ES. 

Ij?/ ALSO INCLUDES ESTIMATED EXPENDITURES B Y  TOWNSHIPS. 

1 1  9ASEO ON REODRDS O F  3UREAU O F  INTERNAL A F F A I R S  AND COUNTY RECORDS. 

RASED ON "REPORT OF THE AUDITOR OF P U e L l C  4CCOUNTS ON C O M P A R A T I V E  COST OF 

LOCAL GOVERNIENT." 



STATE 

ALARAMA 

ARI  ZONA 

ARKANSAS 

C A L I F O S N I A  

COLORADO 

CONNECTICUT 

DELAWARE 

FLORIDA 

CEORG l A  

IOAHO 

I L L I N O I S  

INOIAUA 

I OW& 

KANSAS 

K ~ N T U C K Y  

LOUISIANA 

M A I N E  

MARYLAND 

YA3SAOHUSETTS 

MISSISSIPPI  
M ISSOUR1 

MONTANA - 
N E F R A S K A  

NEVADA 

NEW HAMPSHIRE 

NEW JERSEY 

NEW M E X I C O  

NtW YORK 

NORTH CAROLINA 

NORTH i IAKOTA 

O H I O  

OKLAPOMA 

OFEGON 

SOUTH CAROL I NA 

SOUTH DAKOTA 

TENNESSEE 

TEXAS - 
ILITAH 

VERMONT 

V I R G I , N I A  

WASLIINGTON 

WEST V I R G I N I A  

WISCONSIN 

WIOY l NG 

TABLE 31.-CURRENT DIRECT EXPENDITURES BY THE COUNTY AND LOCAL RURAL HIGHWAY 
AGENCIES FOR SELECTED PURPOSES DURING 1939 h' 

I COUNTY AND LOCAL RURAL ROAOS STATE HIGHWAYS 

R I G H T  CON- M A I N -  

BF STRUC- TE- 

WAY T l O N  NANCE 

U V U  
- 2 

- 
1 2 0  1,149 9'9 

1 1 1  - 
293 - 
,56 2 

- 
199 - 

31 3 1 - 

RES-ONSIBIL ITY FOR T Y E  CONSTRdCTlON AN0 MAINTENANCE OF A L L  ROA0S O U T S I D E  
0' IN?OaPORA-ED PLACES HAS 3 E E N  TRANSFERRED TO THE S T A T t  I N  CELAWARE, NOqTV CAROLINA 

PND WEST V I R G I N I A .  A S I M I L A R  TRANSFER OF AUTCORITY WfiS E E F t C T E D  I N  V I R G I N I A  EXCEPT 

T i A T  THREE COUNTIES R E T A I N  CONTROL OVER T H E I R  SECCNnh9Y AN0 L O C A L  ROADS. THE LOCAL 

RURAL A U T I O R I T I E S  I N  EACH OF T q E S E  STATES CONTINUE TO B E  R E S P O N S I B E  FOR S E R V I C I N G  

DEBT INCURRED = R l O R  TO THE -RANSFER. 

LF - COUNTY AND LOCAL RURAL ROAO FINANCE STATISTICS COMPILED BY TWE STATE 
H i G m A Y  P L A N N I N G  SURVEYS; EST.- CSTIMATES BPSED ON HIGHWAY-DEPARTMENT AND CTIiER 

ST4TE REPORTS, "MUNICIPAL ?ON0 SALES"  P U R L I S H E D  B Y  THE SONO SUYER, DATA A V A I L A S L E  
FOi: OTIlER YE4RS. OR 0 0 M + I N A T l O N S  THEREOF. 

SEG-EGATION FROM EXPENOITURES ON COUNTY AND L f f i A L  RURAL ROAOS AND FROM 
TRANSFERS TO INCORPORATED PLACES NOT COMPLETE. 

OF STRUC- 

T O T A L  / WAY 1 T l O N  
TE- 

NANCE / TOTAL I 

STREETS O F  

1 NCORPORATEO PLACES 2/ 
TOTAL 

RI GUT 1 CON- MAIN-  I 

- 

- 

- 

- 

-- 

- 

- 

- 

-- 

-. 

- 

STATE 

ALABAMA 

L R I  ZONA 

ARKANSAS 

CAL 1 F O R N l A  

COLORADO 

CONNECTICJT 

DELAWARE 

F L O R I D A  

GEORGIA 

IDAHO 
ILLINOIS 
l N D l 4 N A  

l OWA 

KANSAS 

KENTUCKY 

L O U I S I A N A  
M A I N E  

MARYLAND 

MASSACHUSETTS 

M I C H I G A N  tI 1 NNESOTA 

M I S S I S S I P P I  

M ISSOUR1 

MONTANA 
NEBRASKA 

NEVADA 

NEW HAMPSHIRE 

NEW JERSEY 

NEW HEX I C O  

NEW YORK 

NORTH CARDLI NA 

NORTH Oh<OTA 

O H I O  

OREGON 

PENNSYLVANIA 

RHODE I S L A N D  

SOUTH CAROL l NA 

SOUTH D A ~ ~ A  

TENNESSEE 

TEXAS 

UTAH 

VERMONT 

W I ~ C O N S I N  
WYOMING 

TOTALS 

4/ SOME RIGHT-OF-WAY EXPEWDITURES FOR BOTH STATE AN3 L O C A L  ROADS INCLUDED 

W I T H  AND NOT SEPARABLE FROM LOCAL ROAD CONSTRUCTION EXPENDITURES. 

INCLUDES A D M I N I S T R A T I O N ,  ENGINEERING, L Q U I P E N T ,  4NO OTHER EXDENOITURES, 

M I N O R  RUT I N D E T E R M I N A 9 L E  AMOUNTS OF W'IICH P U Y  BE A o P L I C A B L E  TO S T A T E  HI2HWAYS AND 

c r r Y  STREETS. 

I N F O ~ M A T I O N  INCOMPLETE. AMOUNTS SUOkN PROSA9LY INCLUDE SOME RICIIT-OF-WAY 

EXPENOITURES. 

I/ ALSO INCLbOES ESTIMPTEO EXPENOITi1RES BY TOWNSHIPS ANC S P E C I A L  ROAD 

D I S T R I C T S .  
8J INCLUDES A P P R 0 X l l " A T E i Y  $ 5 1 , 0 0 0  MISCELLANEOUS EXPENDITURES.  

ALSO INCLUDES E S T I K A T E O  EXPENDITURES BY COUNTIES.  

1 0  EASED ON RECOROS OF THE SUREAU OF INTERNAL AFFAIRS,  AND COUNTY RECORDS. 

1 1  RASED ON 'THE REPORT Of THE AUDITOR OF P U B L I C  ACCOUNTS ON COMPARATIVE 5 
COST OF LOCAL GOVERNMENT." 



TABLE 32.-CURRENT DIRECT EXPENDITURES BY THE COUNTY AND LOCAL RURAL MGHWAY 

AGENCIES FOR SELECTED PURPOSES DURING 1940 1/ 

( ~ O U N T S  I N  THOUSANDS O F  DOLLARS) 

SOUTH DANOTA 

TENNESSEE 

TEXAS 

U T A H  

VERMONT 
V I R G I N I A  

WASHINGTON 61 
WEST V I R G I N I A  

W i S C O N S I N  

STRUC- MA I NTC- ( N A W E  

R I G H T  CON- M A I N -  

O F  STRUC- TE- 

1/ R E S P O N S l B l L l T Y  FOR THE CONSTRUCTION AND MAINTENANCE OF A L L  ROADS O U T S I D E  

O f  INOORPORATED PLACES HAS BEEN TRANSFERRED T O  THE STATE I N  DELAWARE, NORTH CAROLINA, 

AND WEST V I R G I N I A .  A S I M I L U R  TRANSFER O F  AUTHORITY WUS EFFECTED I N  V l R G l N l L  EXCEPT 

THAT TIIREE COUNTIES R E T A I N  CONTROL OVER T H E I R  SECONDARY AND LOCAL ROADS. TYE L O C A L  

RURAL A U T H O R I T I E S  I N  EACH OF THESE STATES COHTINLIE TO BE RESPONSI B E  FOR S E R V I C I N G  

DEBT INCURRED P R I O R  TO THE TRANSFER. 

2J LF - COUNTY ANG LOCAL RURAL ROAD FINANCE STATISTICS COMPILED BY T Y E  STATE  

HlG4WAY P L A N N I N G  SURVEYS; EST.- E S T I M A T E S  BASED ON HIGHWAY-DEPARTMENT AND OTHER 

STRTE REPORTS, DATA A V A I L A B L E  =OR OTHER YEARS, OR COMBINATIONS THEREOF, 

TOTAL STATE 

9,943 l N D l  ANA 
18,571 l o u a  
11,048 KANSAS 

2,900 KENTUCKY 

3 , 2 6 8  L o u  1 s  I ANA 

2,519 M A I N E  

2,019 MARYLAND 

5.289 MASS~.CHUSETTS 
2 1 , 0 7 4  MICHIGAN 
16,522 M i  NNESOTA 

9,184 M l S S l S S l P P l  
6,903 M I S S O U R I  

3,277 HONTANP. 
7,382 NEER4SKA 

456 N E V A D A  

1 ,623 NEW HAMPSHIRE 

13,959 NEW JERSEY 

453 NEW M E X  ICO 

4 0 , 5 3  - NEW YORK 
NORTH CAROL1 NA 

3,746 SOUTH DAKOTa 

7,231 TENNESSEE 
2 9 . 6 5 8  1 TEXAS 

3% 1 V l q G l N l A  

7 ,730 I WASHINGTON - WEST V I R G I N I A  

17,596 WISCONSIN 

9 0 1  WYOMING 

4 0 4 , 2 9 4  ( TOTALS 

2/ SESRESATION FROM EXPENDITURES ON COUNTY AND LOCAL WRAL ROADS AND 
FROM TRANSFERS TO INCORPORA'FED PLACES NOT COMPLETE. 

&/SOME RI6HT-OF-UAY EXPENDITURES FOR B)TW S T A T E  AND L O C A L  ROADS 

INCLUDED W I T H  ANC NOT BCPhRABLE FRCV L O C A L  ROAD CONSTRUCTION EXPENDITURES. 

INCLUDES ADMINISTRATION,  ENGINECRING, EQUIPMENT, AND OTHER 

EXPENDI-URES, M I N O R  3 U T  INDETERMINABLE AMOUNTS OF WHICH MAY APPLICA61IE 

TO STATE HIGHWAYS AND C I T Y  STSEETS. 

\ N f O R M A T I O N  INCOMPLETE. AMOUNTS SHOWN PROBABLY INCLUDE SOME 

RIGHT-OF-WAY EXPENDITURES. 

ALSO INCLUDES ESTIMATED EXPENDITURES BY TGWNS. 

3ASEO ON "REPORT OF THE AUDITOR OF P U B L I C  ACCOUNTS ON COMPARATIVE 

COST OF LOOAL G C V E R W E N T . ~  



TABLE 33.-CURRENT DIRECT EXPENDITURES BY THE COUNTY AND LOCAL RURAL HIGHWAY 
AGENCIES FOR SELECTED PURPOSES DURING 1941 1/ 

STATE 

ALAFAMA 

ART ZONA 

ARKANSAS 

C A L I F O R N I A  

COLORADO 
CONNECTICUT 

DELAWARE 

FLORIDA 

GEORFI A 

I nAHO 

I L L I N O I S  
INDIANA 
1 own 

KANSAS 
KENTUCKY 

L O U I S I A N A  

I*.A 1 NE 

MARYLAND 

MASSACHUSETTS 

M I C H I G A N  

M I  NNESCTA 

M I S S I S S ~ P P ~  

MISSOURI 

MONTANA 

NEBRASKA 

NEVADA 

N c u  HAMPSHIRE 

NEW JERSEY 

NEW M E X I C O  

NEW YORU 

PENNSYLVANIA 

RWODE ISLANO 
SOUTH CAHOLIN4 

SOUTH DAKOTA 

TENIVESSEE 

TEXAS 

U T A H  

V t R l O N T  

V I R G I N I A  

WASdlNGTCN 

WkST V I R G I N 1 4  

V I S C O N B I N  

WYOVING 

COJNTY AND LOCAL RURAL 

SOU9CE 

STRUO- M& I NTE- 

T l O N  NANCE 

EST. 

LF 

M I  SCEL- 

STATE HIGHWAYS 

STRUC- 

WAY- T l O N  NANCE 

R l  GHT 

WAY NANCE 

ALABAMA 

A R l  ZONA 

ARKANSAS 

C A L I F O R N I A  

COLORADO 
CONNECTICUT 

DELAWARE 

F LOR 1 DA 
GEORGIA 

I DAHO 

I L L I N O I S  
1 NO1 ANA 

l o w n  
K A N S A S  

KENTUCKY 

L O U I S I A N A  
WAINE 

MARYLAND 

MASSACHUSETTS 

M I C H I G A N  

M I NNESOTA 

M I S S I S S I P P I  

M l S S O U R l  

MONTANA 

NEBRASKA 

NEVADA 

NEW HAMPSHIRE 

NEW JERSEY 

NEW M E X I C O  

NEW YCRK 

NORTH CAROLI N& 

NORTH DAKOTA 

OHIO 

OKLAHCNA 

OREGON 

PENNSYLVANIA 

RHOOE ISLAND 
SOUTH CAROLINA 

SOUTH DAKOTA 

TENNESSEE 

TEXAS 

V I R G I N I A  

WASHINGTON 

WEST VIRGINIA 

WISCONSIN 
w y o n  I NG 

TOTALS 

1/ RESPONSIBILITY FOR THE CONSTRUCTION AND MAINTENANCE OF ALL ROADS OUTSIDE 
OF lNCORPORATED PLACES HAS BEEN TRANSFEXRED TO THE STATE I N  DELAWARE, NORTH CAROLINA, 

AN9 VEST V I R G I N I A .  A S I M I L A R  TRANSFER OF AUTHORITY WAS EFFEOTEO I N  V I R G I N I A ,  EX- 

CEPT THAT THREE COUNTIES R E T A I N  CONTROL OVER T H E I R  SECONDARY AND LOCAL ROADS. T d E  

LOCAL RURAL AUTHORITIES I N  F A C i  OF THESE STATES CONTINUE TO BE RESPONSIBLE FOR 

S E R b I C I N C  CEBT INCUWRED P R I O R  TO THE TRANSFER. 

LF- COUNTY AND LOCAL RUReL ROAD F I N A N C E  S T A T I S T I C S  CCMPILED BY THE STATE 

qlGHWAY SURVEYS; EST.- ESTIMATES BASED ON rllGH'dAY-DEPARTMENT AND OTHER 
STATE REPOHTS, DATA A V A I L A B L E  FOR OTHER YEARS, OR COMBINATIOk3THEREOF. 

2/ S E G R E G A T I O N  F ~ O - I  EXCLNDITJR!: 24 ZOJNTY !,r.~? ,osn_ ;.'JRAL ROADS AND FRW 

TRANSFERS TO INCORPORATED PLACES NOT COMPLETE. 

$/ SOME RIGHT-OF-WAY EXPENDITURES FOR BCTt? S T A T E  AND LOCAL ROADS INCLUDED W I T H  

AND NOT SEPARABLE FROI" LOCAL ROAD CONSTRUCTION EXPENDITURES. 

1 NCLUDES A D M I N I S T R A T I  ON, ENGINEERING, EQUIPMENT, AND OTHER EXPENDITURES, 

MINOR BUT I N D E T E F N I N A B L E  AMOUNTS OF WHlOH MAY B E  A P F L I C A B L E  TO S T 4 T E  HIGHWAYS AND C I T Y  

ST9EETS. 

INFOSMATIOI* INLJIPLETE. W O L N T S  SHOWN PROBAELY INCLUDE SOME RIGhT-OF-WAY 

EXPEND1 TURES. 

ALSO INCLUDES ESTIMATED EXPENDITURES BY TOWNS. $ BASED ON RECORDS OF BLREAU OF INTERNAL AFFAIRS AND COUNTY SECORDS. 

BASEC ON "THE REPORT OF THE AUDITOR OF P U B L I C  ACCOUNTS ON C0M"ARATIVE COST OF 

LOCAL GOVERNMENT." 



TABLE 34.-RECEIPTS OF THE COUNTY AND LOCAL RURAL HIGHWAY AGENCIES 
FOR THE YEAR 1931 

 MOUNTS I N  THOWANOS OF DOLLARS) 

- 

!4 l SCONS l N 

LOCAL REVENUE TRANSFERS FRM 
STATE @OVERWENT 

TRANS- 
FERS 
FRDM 

FEDERAL 
GOVERN- 

MENT 

2/ 

-- 
LONG 
TERM 

lROWlhGl 

SHORT 
TERM 

LOCAL 
HIGHWAY- 

USER 
IMPOSTS 

Y 

126 

13/ 43 

w 2  
924 

OTHER 
STATE 
FUNDS 

eRlDGE 

I NCOR- 

TOLLS PLACES 

HIGHWAY- 
USER 

IMPOSTS 

STATE 

ALABAMA 
ARI  ZONA 
ARKANSAS 

ALA6AXA 
ARI  'ONA 

CALIFORNIA 
COLORADO 

- 

CONNECTICUT 
DELAWARE 
FLORl D l  
GEORGIA 
I OAHO 

COFINECTI CUT 
OELAWARE 
FLORIUA - 
GEORGIA 
1 DAHC 

I L L I N O I S  
I NO1 ANA -- 
l OWA 
KANSAS 
KENTUCKY LOUISIANA 

MA I NE 
MARYLANO 
MASSACHUSETTS 

I L L I N O I S  
INDIANA 
IOWA 
KANSAS 
KENTUCKY 

LOU l S 1 ANA 
MAINE 
MARYLAND 
MASSACHUSETTS 
MICHIGAN 
MINNESOTA 
M I S S I S S I P P I  
MISSOURI 
MONTANA 
NEBRASKA 
NEVADA 
NEW HAMPSHIRE 

MICHIGAN 
1 NNESOTA 

Y I S S I S S I P P I  

MONTANA 
NEBRASKI 
N E v ~ 0 . 4  
NEb r l b M P S n l ~ E  
NEW JERSEY 
NEW MEXIOO 

NEW TORK 
NORTH CAROL I NA 
F T H  DAKOTA 
OHIO 
OKLAHOMA 
3REGON 
'ENN~YLVANIA 

GE ISLAND 
SOUTH CAROLINA 
SOUTH DAKOTA 
~ENNESSEE 

TEXAS 

NEW JERSEY 
NEW MEXICO 
NEW YORK 
NORTH CAROL1 NA 
NORTH OAKOTA 

OH10 
OKLAHOMA 
OREGON 
PENNSYLVANIA - 
KHODE ISLnND 
SOUTH CAROLINA 
SOUTH DAKOTA 
TENNESSEE 
TEXAS 

*AH 
VERMONT 
Y I ? G I N I A  
JASHl NGTON 
d f S T  V I  RG1 M I *  
I I S O O N S I N  
dYOMl NG 

L/ INFORMATIDM PRESENTED HERE1 N OSTAINEO -RI  N C I P A L L I  FROM LOCAL LUTHORITI  FS BI BUREAU OF P U B L I C  
ROADS F I E L D  REPRESENTATIVES. SUPPLEMENTLL DATA OBTAINED FROM HIGHWAY-DEPARTMENT AND OTHER STATE RE- 

REPRESENTS LOCAL U N I T S '  SHAPE OF MONEY SECEIVED BY THE STATE FRCM A BOND ISSLIE, 
6/ FROM STATE G E N E R ~ L  FUND- 

PORTS. THE INAOEQUAOY OF THE SOURCE MATERIAL PREVENTS COMPLETE SEGREGATION OF RECEIPTS hDCOROING 
TO THE CLASSIFICATIONS PROVIDED FOR I N  T H I S  SERIES OF TABLES. 

~JSEGRESATION FROM ROAD AND BRIDGE LEVIES NOT POSSIBLE. $ INFORMATION INOMPLETE. 
1NFORMATION NOT AYAILAdLE. P R O B A ~ L Y  INCLUDED WITH MISCELLANEOUS RECEIPTS. 

Z/ ASSUMED TO REPRESENT TA& L ~ V I E D  BY PARISHES ON MOTOR FUEL SINCE PARISHES RECEIVED NO SHARE 
OF THE STATE TAX. 

PROBABLY RECEIPTS FROM MOTOR-VEHICLE EXCISE TAXES IMPOSED I N  L l E U  OF PROPERTY TAXES. 
FROM STATE PROPERTY T4X. 
9 PROCEEDS FRM SPECIAL TAXES ON MOTOR FUEL LEVIED BY THREE COUNTIES F.:R SEAWALL PROTECTION. 
1 1  PORTION OF GROSS PRODUCTION TAX PNLl I W O M E  F R b l   MILL LEVY ON G r r E R A L  PROPERTY. 

12 RECEIPTS FROM LAST YEAR OF THE MIRKET ROAD A t "  (I-MILL TAX). 3 12/ PROCEEDS OF WHEEL T A X  LEVIED BY 01vIWSON COUNTY, USED FOR oILING,RCADS. 
PORTION (USFD FOR HIGHWAYS) OF YOTOR-VEHICLE REGISTRATION FEES L E V I E D  BY COUNTIES I N  L l E U  OF 

PERSONAL PROPEPTY TAXES, SECEIPTS FROM WHICH 6 0 T O  THE GENERAL N N O .  





TABLE 36.-RECEIPTS OF THE COUNTY AND LOCAL RURAL HIGHWAY AGENCIES 

FOR THE YEAR 1933 

TRANSFERS FgOM S T L T E  

GOVERPIMFWT TRarus- I LOCAL REV1 

DRCPERTY TAXES 

S E Y F T A L  

TRANSFERS -1 1;::- 
" ICHVAY-  

USER 

l iAPOST8 

S T  I T E  s o  1- ASSESS- OTHER 

S T A T E  

FCP!CS 

S T A T E  
SHORT 

TERM 

ALABAMA 

IEl SSOURl 

MONTANA 

' iFi .RASKA 

I<EVADI. 

t4EW HA"lPSU I RE 

ALAFIA(S.4 

AR 1 ZCNA 

ARKANSAS 

CALI FOWNI A 

COLCQAW 

CC ' Y E C T l  CUT 

DELAWARE 

FLORIDA 

GEOP(II~ 

I D A H O  . 
I L L I N O I S  

I N D I R N A  - 
l OW4 
VANS45 

KENTUCKY 

@ U I S l A N A  

IAA I NE 

MIIRYLAND 

YASCACWSETTS 

V l C H l G A N  - 
El 1 YNESOTA 

~ : I S S I S S l P P l  
Y I S S O U R l  

?ONTaN& 

NCBRCSKA 

NEVADA 

NEW HAMDSHIRE 

NEW JERSEY -- 
PlEb! V E X l C O  

W W  JERSEY 

NEW " E X l O O  

NEW YORK 

NORTH CAROLINA IOJ 
VO3TH 3AKOTh 

OHIO 

GYLAHOMA 5,860 
ORFTON 4,067 

PENNSYLVANIA 1 5.063 
R M ~ E  ISLAND 

NORTH CAROLINA KJ 
YCRTH 31KOTA 

OHIO 

3KLCHOMh 

OREGON 

'ENNSYLV4NIA 
-- ~ 

?MODE I S L A N D  

S3UT4 CAROL I NA SOUTH CAROLI~IL 

SOU19 0AKOT4 

7EI:NESSEE 

TEXAS 

UTAH 

VERTONT 

Y l F L I N I P  

UASHINCTON 

VEST V I E G l M t b  

Y I  SCONSI N 

AYUM 1 NC 

5/ I N F O R M A T I W  PRZIENTEO WEPEIN 0 6 T A , I I E C  P 6 l h C I P P . L L - I  F R W  LOCAL A U T U D F I T 1 B S  eY RUREAU Or P U e L l C  ROADS 

F I E L D  REPRESENTAIIUCS. S U T L E T E N T A L  OLTA O U T A l h E 3  FROM HIGHWAY-DEFPPTMEMT AND OTHEP STPTE IEPORTS.  THE I N -  

A O L P W C Y  OF THE EOUPCE M A T E R I I L  "REVENTS COMPLETE SEGRECATION O F  R E C E I P T S  ACCOROIN( TO THC C L A S S I F I C A T I O N  

PROVICED F3R I N  T:l:e SEW1 ES OF T IPLES.  

2~' SE;RELATICN FROM POAC A % 0  Pi(lD;E L F V I E S  NOT F.CSSI8LE. 

l ! . " W O l O N  INCOMPLETk* 

IHFO&UATICtl  k 0 T  i V A I L A t . L E .  I'RODAYLY INCLU3ED W l T U  MISCELLANEOUS 9ECEIPTS.  

HICtIWnY RECL'tiOING CERTIF ICFITES ISSi l iC BY THE S T A T E  TO THE C C U N T I E S  AHO T I T  CCASTnL HICXWAY 3 1 S T R I C T  

TO REITOURSE THEP FOR THE COST OF CONSTRUCTICN OF P U R L l S  POADS OP ' R l C b t S  WHICH WERE A P A 9 1  OF T h E  S T A T E  

SISTEU, PURSUANT TO .ha ACT or T n E  s r n r ? a L  ~ S E M B L Y  rwnuuzo MARCH 1, 1933. 
~J'ASSUMED TO REPRESEQT TAXES L E V l E O  BY P A R I S H E S  ON MOTOR FUEL S I N C E  P A R I S H F S  R E C E I V E D  NO SHARC OF THC 

I T R T E  TAX. 

$PROBABLY R E C E I P T S  "ROM MOTCR-VEAICLE E X C I S E  TAXES IMPOSED I N  L l C U  OF P R O P t R T Y  TAXLS. 

FROM STRTE -ROPESTY TIX. 

9J PROCFEDS FROM S P C C I a L  TLYES OW MOTCFI FUEL L E V I E D  8 1  TYREE COUNTIES FOR SCA!!?!LL P R O T E C T l C I .  

loJ RESPO?JSIBILITY FOR CONSTRUCTICN AND MAINTENANCE OF ~ L L  R O m S  OLITSI UI: OF INCCR-ORATED PLACES W A S  
TRCNSFERRED TO TEE STATE IN NORTH CAROLINA BY L E G I S L L T I V C  A C T I C N  JUL' 1, 1971 ,  EUT COUNTIES CONTINUE TO es 
! lEBPOI lS lEL t  FOR S E R V I C I N G  L O C K  9040 C l C T  INCURRED PRIOR TO T H E  TR4NSFER OF AUTHORITY. 

1 1  P O R T I C N S  OF GROSS PPiCDUCTICN TAX AND 1 /:-EILL L E V Y  ON GENERAL PROPERTY. & PROCTEDS OF WHEEL TAX L L Y I E O  BY 3 1 V l C S O h  COUNTV, l l S E 3  FOR C l L l N C  ROADS. 

1?/ ONLY FOUR C O U N T I E S  CONTINI ICD HIGHWAY CONSTRUCTION AND MAINTENANCE A C T I V I T I E S  AS A R E S U L T  OF T H E  

SECONOARY ?0AD h C T  E F F E C T I V E  J U L Y  1, 1992, ALTHOUCH A L L  COUNTIES ARE RESPONSIBLC FOR S E R V I C f M G  DEBT 1- 

CURRED FOR LOCAL FOPOS P R I O R  TO THAT OITE.  

I& PROCEEDS OF STATE EMERGEN.CY Eot:[is P e l 0  TO C O C A T I E S  COR R E L I E F  kDPK OU COUNTY ROACS. 



TABLE 37.-RECEIPTS OF THE COUNTY AND LOCAL RURAL HIGHWAY AGENCIES 
FOR THE YEAR 1934 

(AMOI'YTS ~h THOUS~NDS OF ECLLARS) 

LF-R-1 1934 

STATE 

TRANSFERS FRDM STATE 
GCVCRNMENT TRANSFERS 

F R a 4  
I NCOR- 

PCRATEO 
PLACES 

!i/ 

- 

TRAW- 
FERS 
FROM 

CEDEPAL 

GOVERN- 
MENT 

1/ - 

179 

1,5R7 
9 7  

2 0 6  

- 

47 

- 

557 

- 

9 
1 0  

- 
1 0  

1,165 

P - - 
3,9% 

I TOTAL 

TOTAL 

I 

ENUE 

I 
- 

LONG 
TERM 

ROWIN - 

3HORT 
TERM 

LOCAL R 

APPRO- 

'R1 ATIONS 
FROM 

GENERAL 

FUNDS 

3 0 0  

74 

1,265 - 
33 

2,300 
6 

58 
1 3 0  
1 5 1  
1 0 3  

756 
55 

1,165 
9 5 0  
44 

3,645 

5,867 

45 
1,700 

4 3 7  
7 2 0  
L1 

2 0 0  

54 
2,453 
5,150 

2 6 7  

1 9 2  
1,144 

1 3 3  
1 7 0  

11,771 
5 2 3  

551 
2,410 

500 
61 

1,008 

449 

1 s  747 
353 - 

48,9@ 

PROPERTY TAXES 
SOURCE 
1/ ROAO I 

L O C I L  BRIDGE 
iICHWAY- AND 

USER FERRT 
IMPOSTS TOLLS 

H1;W;Y- 1 OTHER 1 
STATE TOTAL 

It'PCSTS FUNDS 

STATE 

ALARAWA 
ARI 7ONA 
ARKANSAS 
C 4 L l  FORNI A 
COLORADO 
CONNECTICUT 

ALABAMA 
ARIZONA 
ARKANSAS 
CALI  FORNl A 
COLORADO 
CONNECTICUT 
DELAWARE DELAUARE 

FLORIDA- 
GEORGIA 

FLORI 0A 
GEORGIA 

I DAM0 
I L L I N C I S  
I NO1 ANA 
IOWA 
KkNS4S 
KENTUCKY 
LOUISIANA - 
MA 1 NE 

IIARYLANO 
MASSACHUSETTS 
M I ? H I  :AN 

K r i ~ o s o ~ ~  
M l s s l s s l P P l  

I DAHO 

I L L I N O I S  
I N D I A N A  
1 OVA 

KANS4S 
KESTUCKY 
L O U I S I A N A  
MA 1 NE 
MARYLANO 
MASSACHUSETTS 

OI V I  S O U R 1  

(n MONTANA 
NEBRASKA 

MONTANA -~ 
NEBRASKA 
NEvAOA NEV4DA 

PEW HAMPSHIRE 
NEW JERSEY 
IEW MEXICO 
NEW YORK 

NORTH CAROLINA 
NORTH DAKOTA 
OHIO 
OXLAHONA 
OREGON 

NEW HAMPSHIRE 
NEW JERSEY 
NEW MEX 1 2 0  
NEW YO% 

NORTW 2AROLINA 
NORTH DAKOTA 
OHIO 
OKLAHOMA 

OREGON 
PENNSYLVANIR 
RHOOE ISLANO 

SOUTH DAKOTA 

TENNESSEE 
TEXAS 

SOUTH OAKOTA 
TENNESSEE 

TEXAS 
UTAH 
VERMONT 
V I R G I N I A  12,' 
WASHINGTON 
WEST VIRGINIA 
d l  SCONS 1 N 

WYOMING 

V I R G I N I A  1 2 /  
W4SHl NGTON 
WEST V I R G I N I A  l-3J 
WISCQNSIN 

TOTALS 

2/ RESPONSIEILITY FOR CCNSTRUCTION AN0 MAlNTENANCEiOF ALL ROADS OUTSIDE OF INCORPORATED PLACES 
WAS TRANSFERRED T O  THE STATE B I  L E G I S L A T I V E  ACTION JULY 1, 1931 BUT COUNTIES CONTINUE TO BE RESPON- 
S I B L E  FOR SERVICING LOCAL ROAO OEBT INCURRED PRIOR TO THE TRANSFER OF AUTHORITY. 

1 0  PORTIONS OF GROSS PRODUCTION TAX AND 1/4-%ILL LEVY ON 3ENERAL PROPERTY. 

11 PROCEEDS OF WHEEL TAX L E V I E D  BY OAVIOSON COUNTY, USED FOR O I L I N G  ROADS. 3 
lZJ ONLY THREE COUNTIES CONTINUED HIGHWAY CONSTRUCTION AND M A I N T E N N C E  A C T I V I T I E S  AS A RESULT 

OF THE SECONDARY 9 0 h D  ACT, E F F E C T I V E  JULY 1, 1932,  ALTHOUGH ALL CW N T I E S  ARE RESPONSIBLE FOR SERV- 
I C I N G  OEBT l W U W t 0  FOR ROADS FRlOR TO THAT DATE. 

VJ AUTHORITY OVER LOCAL R U R A L  ROADS WAS TRANSFERRED T O  THE STATE BT LEGISLATIVE A O ~ O N ,  JULY 
1, 1933,  BUT THE COUNTIES CONTINUE TO BE RESPONSIBLE FOR SEQVICI I IG OEBT INCURRED PRIOR TO THE 
TRANSFER OF AUTHORITY. 

HIGHWAY PORTION OF MOTOR V E H I C L E  REGISTRATION FEES L E V I E D  8 1  W i l N T l E S  I N  L I E U  OF PERSONAL 
PROPERTY TAXES ON MOTOR VEHICLES, RECEIPTS FROM WHICH GO INTO THE GENERAL FUND. 

11 INFORMATION PRESENTED n E R E l N  OBT4lNED P R I N C I P A L L Y  FROM LOCAL AUTHORITIES BY BUREAU OF P U B L I C  ROADS 
F I E L D  REPRESENTATIbES. SUPPLEMENT4L OAT6 OBTAINED FROM HIGHWAY DEPARTMENT AND OTHER T A T E  SEPORTS. THE IN- 
ADEQUACY OF THE SOURCE V A T E R I A L  *REVENTS CQUPLFTE SEGREGaTlON OF RECEIPTS A C C O R U I ~ O  TO THE C L A S S I F I C A T I O N  
PROVIDED FOR I N  T H I S  SERIES OF TABLES. 

Y S E G R E G A T I O N  F R M  ROAD ANC BRIDGE L E V I E S  NOT POSSIBLE I N  MOST STATES. 
INFORMATION lNCoMF"?TE. 
INFORMATION NOT A V I I L A B L E .  PROBABLY IYCLUCED W I T H  MISCELLANECUS RECEIPTS. 
GROSS RECEIPTS TAX EFFECTIVE FROM JULY 1, 1 9 3 4  U N T I L  JANUARY 15, 1936. 
ASSUMED To REPRESENT TAXES L E V I E C  ON MOSvR FUEL BY PARISHES SINCE PARISHES R E C E l i Z D  NO SHARE OF TFE 

STATE TAX. 

7 F R M  STATE PROPERTY TAX. 
PROCEEDS FROM SPECIAL TAXES CN MOTOR FUEL L E V I E D  6 Y  THREE COUNTIES FOR SEAWALL PROTELTION. 



TABLE 38.-RECEIPTS OF THE COUNTY AND LOCAL RURAL HIGHWAY AGENCIES 
FOR THE YEAR 1935 1/ 

(AMovNTS I N  THOUSANOS OF OOLLARS) 

TRANSFERS FRCU STATE I 
GOVERNMENT 

LOCAL REVENUE 
TRANSFERS 

FROM 
I NCOR- 

PORATEO 
PLLCES 

2/ 

TRANS- 

FEDERAL 
STATE SOURCE I PROPERTY TA 3 - 

TOTAL 

2,543 
1 , 3 7 2  
1,165 
8,161 
m 

5,015 
3,809 
1,952 

12,854 
9 ,072 
10,750 

8.147 
3,500 
5 , l C 4  
158 

3 

8,925 

5,496 
7,808 

?,500 
2,550 

4 2 5  

236 
14,480 

6, 344 
1.344 

7,451r 
3,lCO 
4,500 
7.282 

4 0 4  
1 , 8 0 0  

697 * 
1,118 

1.377 
T . 2 . 5  

5,421 
4,330 

39 

APPRO- 
'RI AT1 CNS 

FROM 
HIGHUAY- 

USER 

G:::zp l n ~ o s r s  

4 I GHWAY- 
USER 

IMPOSTS 

5,251 
1,032 

5 0 1  
15,128 

2,269 

3,323 
2 9 5  

7,655 
2,459 
1,416 
6,099 
8,135 

12,243 
3,759 

5 0 0  

642 
2,138 

1 W l O  

5,063 

4,309 
3 5 2  

1 ,150 

4,243 
14 
69 

8,718 

139 
12,245 

553 
7?5 

15,453 
4,762 
1.600 

-.5&2 

4,377 
1,036 
6,263 

1 6,771 

1,185 
2 2 0  

6,523 

9.355 
446 - 

205.262 

W H E R  
STATE 
FUNOS 

2 

43 

2 8 0  

2 0 0  

169 

8 
5J 1,500 

1 0 8  -- 
7 

* 

4.f3m 

KOJ 1,002 

J 

1 1  

- 
9, €61 

TOTAL 

- 
8,363 
2,573 
1.997 

3 8 s  
3,694 
6,216 

2,625 

45% 
51 3 4 8  

21,637 

17,25i 
25,515 
12,372 

6,825 

6,974 
3.43 
2,892 

5,535 

1 8 * 2 2 4  
12,81r@ 

10,467 

7 , O e  
497 

3 r 645 
zo,5rs 

39e 
5 0 s  47; 

6,897 
2.67i 

30,285 
10.005 
6,33 m 

425 
7,27i 
2,541 
10,55: 

43,341 
i,rae 
2,53t 
2,386 

lo,34E 
5,421 

22,?8t 

83: 

STATE 

SPECIAL 
ASSESS- 

MENTS 
L E V I E S  

I SCEL- 
LANEOUS 

- 
q 6 2  

3 0  
2 0  

398 
1 2 8  

- 
656 
4 3 6  

4 2  
2 - 

5 0 0  

143 
5 0  

2 - -- 
1 5 7  
2 5 0  

63 
93 -- 

3 9  
51 3 
344 

-- 
2 2 5  

2 5  

- 
33 

3,825 

9 
36 

1 1 0  
1 0 0  

A 
7 5  

1 0 0  
1 2 1  

2 
7 3 2  

1 0  * 
6 
1 - 

10,787 

- 

ALABAMA 

AR 1 ZONA 
~ R K A N S A S  
CALIFORNIA 
COLORADO 
CONNECTlCLiT 
OELAWARE 

FLORl  OA 
GEOR(I1A 
I OAHO RSF 
I L L I N O I S  

ALABAMA 
ARIZONA 
ARKANSAS 
C L L l  FORNIA 
COLORADO CONNECT l CUT 

OELAWARE 

FLORl  O l  - 
GEORQl A 
l DAHD 
I L L I N O I S  
INOIDNA 

l OWA 
KANSAS 
KENTUCKY 
LOUIS1 ANA 
MA 1 NE 
MARYLAND 
MASSACHUSETTS 

M I C H I G A N  - _  
MINNESOTA 
M ~ S S I S S I F P ~  
M 1 SSOUR l 
MONTANA -- 

NEBRASKA 
NEVADA 

NEW HAMPSHIRE 

INDIANA 

KANSAS 
KENTUCKY EST. 
LOUISIANA 
MAINE 
~ A R Y L A N D  
MISSACWSETTS 
MICHIGAN 
MINNESOTA 
E. I ISSISSIPPI  

Ch MISSOURI 
a MONTANA 

NEBRASKA 

NEVAOA EST. 
NEW HAMPSHIRE 1 FS 
NEW JERqEY 1 RSF 
NEW MEXICO 

-- 
I RSF 

N€W dERSEY 
NEW CEXICO 
NEW YORK NEW YORK 

MIRTH CAROLINA 1 5 
NORTH O l K O T l  

SOUTH OAKOTA 

NORTH DAKOTA -- 
OHIO 
OKLPHONA 

PENLSYLVANIA -. . 
AHOLE ISLAND 
SOUTH CAROLINA 

TENNESSEE 
TEXAS 

VERMONT 
V I R G I N I A  
WASHINGTON EST. 
WEST V l R Q l N l A  
WISCONSIN 
WYOMING RSF 

TENPIESSEE 

TEXAS 
UTAH 
VERMONT 

V I R G I N I A  
WASHINGTON 
WEST V l R G l N l l  
WISCONSIN 
WYOMINB 

TOTALS I TOTALS 

1 /  HESPONSlBIClTY FOR THE CONSTRUCTION AND MAINTENANCE OF ALL ROADS OUTSIDE @ F  INCOPPORATELI PLACES HAS 5 /  REFUNDING BONDS. 
BEEN TRZ'NSFERRED TO THE STATE I N  THREE STATES: GUAWARE (JULY I, 19?5), NORTH CAROLINA (JULY I, 1931), ANO 
WEST V I R G I N I A  (JULY 1, 1933) .  A S I M I L A R  TRANSFER OF AUTHORITY WAS EFFECTED I N  V I R G I N I A  (JULY 1, 1 9 3 2 )  EXCEPT 
THAT THREE COUNTIES, ARLINGTON, HENRIOO, At40 WARUICK R E T A I N  CONTROL OVER T H E I R  SECONDARY ROADS. T r E  LOCAL 
RURPL AUTHORITIES I N  EACH OF THESE STATES CONTINUE TO BE RESPONSIDLE FDR SERVICING DEBT INCURRED PRIOR T O T H E  
T9ANSFER OF AUTHORITY. 

?/ FS - FISCAL STUDY REPORTS PREPARED BY THE STATE HIGHWAY PLANNING SURVEYS; RSF - COUNTY AND LOCAL 
SURAL ROAD FINANCE S T A T I S T I C S  COHPlLED BY BUREAU OF P U B L I C  ROADS F I E L D  REPRESENTATIVES; EST. - ESTIMATES 

BASED ON HIGHWAY-DEPARTMENT AND OTHER STATE REPORTS, ' M U N I O ~ P A L  POND SALES' PUI IL ISHEO BY THE BOYD SUYER, OR 
O4TA AVAILABLE FOR OTHER TEARS. 

INFORMATION I W M P L E T E .  5 INFDRMATION FRoM REPORTS OF S T ~ T E  AUTHORITIES. 

;~STIMATED E7UNTY SHARE OF GROSS RECEIPTS TAX, EFFECTIVE FROM JULY 1, 1934 U N T I L  JANUARY 15, 
1936. 

TAXES L E V I E D  81 PARISHES ON MOTOR FUEL S I N C E  PARISHES D O  NOT SHARE I N  THE STATE TAX. 
8~' FROM STATE PROPERTY TAX. 
9J PROCEEDS FROM SPEC14L TAXES CY MOTOR FUEL L E V I E D  8Y THREE COUNTIES FOR S E a  WALL PROTECTION. 

lo/ PORTIOR OF GROSS PRODUCTION T A X  AN0 QUARTER-MILL LEVY ON GENERAL PROPERIT. - 
l l / Q E C E I P T S  OF COUNTIES FROM LOCAL PEVENUE SOUPOES WERE ESTIMATED, OTHER DATA OBTAINED FROM RE- 

CORDS % RUREAU OF IYTERNAL PIFFAISS, COUNTY REC09D5, ANP .MUNICIPAL BONE SALES" PUdLISHEO BY THE SON0 
BUYER. 

 PROCEEDS OF WHEEL TAX L E V I E D  BY OAVI SON COUNTY USED FOR O I L I N G  ROADS. 
FROM .?€PORT OF THE AUDITOR OF PI'BLIC AOCOUNT; ON GOCIP42ATIVE COST 3F LCCAL GOYERNMENT,~ 





TABLE 40.-RECEIPTS OF THE COUNTY AND LOCAL RURAL HIGHWAY AGENCIES 
FOR THE YEAR 1937 1/ 

STATE 

LOCAL REVENUE / TRANS- 
T R ~ N S F E R S  FRPM STATE I BORROW I BGS 

GOVERNMENT 1 TRANS- 

3R13CE / I FRUM 

I 

--- 

TOTAL 

---*-- 

3,732 
166 
84 

4,997 -- 
4 

8,623 

2.z&& 
39 

3,380 
432 

a, €88 
1,110 

200 
2,215 

159 
255 
30 

9,w 
535 
579 

1,171 
856 -- 

2,102 
5 

80 
3,919 

7.515 

1 62 
378 

631 
31573 

2,706 
268 

2,148 
8,536 

113 
16 

203 

3,537 - 
108.418 

SHORT 

TERM 

1,201 

84 
- 

4 
3 

- 
43 
15 

- 
41 7 

50 
9ag 

59 

1 
- 

87 
26 

1,024 
- 

iec 

2 
236 

3,950 

01 

235 

2 
500 

60 
16 
- 

203 

EJ 88 

PROPERTY TAXES 

SOURCE ---- -. . ---- --  I APPRO- 

P R I h T I  ONS- 

F R W  H1i:::Y- 
GENERkL 

FUNDS IMPOSTS 

I YCOR- 

IMPOSTS 

ALABAMA 
RR I LONA 

ARKANSAS 
CAL 1 FORN 1 A 

COLORADO 

CONNECTICUT 

DELAWARE 
F L O R l  OA 

GEORGIA 

l OAHO 

I L L I N O I S  

I co I ANA 
1 OUA 

KANSAS 

KENTUCKY 

ALhdAML 

ARIZONA 
ARKANSAS 

CALIFORNIA 
- 

CNORADO 

CONNEOTICUT 

SELAWARE 

FLORIDA 

GEORGIA 

I OAHO 

I L L I N O I S  

INDI~NA -- - -- 
IOWA 

KANSAS 

KENTUCKY 

LOU! S I ANA 

MAINE 

MARYLANO 

HASSACHUSETTS 

LOUISIANA 

MA I NE 

MARYLAND 

MASSACHUSETTS 

MICHIGAN 

YI INNESOTA 
P I C H I  GAN 

MINNESOTA 
N ~ S S I S S ~ P P ~  0. M I S S I S S I P P I  

Q) MISSOURI 

MONTANA 

NEBRASKA 

NEVADA 
NEW #AMPSHIRE 

NEW JERSEY - 
NEW P E X l C O  

NEW YORK 

NORTH CAROLINA 
NORTH DAKOTA 

0 3 1 0  

OKLAHOMA 

@REGON 
PENNSYLVANIA 

RHOOF I S L A N T  

SOUTH CAROL! NA 
SOUTG DAKOTA 

TENNESSEE 

TEXAS 

UTAH 

TEEINCSSEE 

TEXAS 

U T a u  

VERMONT 

C I A  
WISHIhiGTON 

IMEST V I R G I N I A  

d l  SCCNSI N 
rlYOMI NG 

VERMONT 

V I R G I N I A  

WASHINGTON 

YEST V I R G I N I A  

WISCONSIN 

YYOMING 

I/ R E S P O N S I P I L I T Y  FOR THE CONSTRUCTION AND MAINTENANCE OF ALL RoaDS OUTSIDE OF INCORPORATE83 PLACES 5 /  INCLUOES ESTIMATED RECEIoTS OF TOWNSWIPS AND S P E C I A L  W A C  DISTRICTS.  

tiAS BEE; TRANSFERRE0 TO THE STATE I N  OELAWARE, NORTH CAROLINA, ANC WEST V I R G I N I A .  d S I V I L A R  TRANSFER OF 

AUTHORITY WAS EFFECTEO I N  V I R G l N l U  EXCEPT THAT THREE COUNTIES R E T A l N  CONTROL OVER TNE19 BECCNDARI AND 
LOCAL ROADS. TXF LOCAL EURAL AUTHORITIES IN  FPCH CF THESE STATES CONTINUE TO EE RESPONSIELE FOR SERVICING 

DEBT INCURRED PRIOR TO THE TRANCFEF. 

LF - CCUNTY AN0 LOCAL RURAL W A D  F I ~ A N C E  S T A T I S T I C S  C M P I L E C  3Y THE STATE HISHWAY " L r N N l N  Sun-  

VEYS; RSF - COUNTY AN0 LOCAL RURAL ROAD FISANCE S T A T I S T I C S  COMPILED E I  OUREZU OF P U B L I C  ROADS FIELD 

REPRCSENTATIVES; EST, - ESTIVATES BASED ON HIGWWAI-OEPARTMENT AND C T H i R  STATE REPORTS, "WJNICIPAL FOND 

SALESn PUWLISHEO 81 THE BOND BUYER, DATA A V A I L A B L E  FOR OTHER YEARS, OR COMBINRTICNS THEREOF. g INFORMATION INCOWLETE 

INFORMATION FRDM REPORTS OF STATE AUTHORITIES. 

INCLUDES E S T I M L T E b  RECEIPTS C F  COUNTIES. 

I/ INFORM>TION NOT A V ~ I L A B L E ,  4LTHOL'GH SUCY LOANS ARE KNOWN TO H A V E  PEEN MACE, 

8 1  FASED ON RECOFlOS OF BUREAU OF INTERNAL AFFAIRS, C O N T Y  RECCROS, &NI1 ' IMUNICIPAL EaND SALESn 
P U E L I S H E D  BY THE BOND BUYER. 

9f PPINCIPALLY FROM PROSEEDS OF STATE WON0 ISSIJES. 

10/ BASED ON WEPORT OF THE AUDITOR OF P U B L I C  ACOOUI!TS ON COXPARATIVE COST OF LOCAL GOVERNXENT." 

EASED ON "REPORT OF THE STATE Tnr  COMMISSIONER.* 

12/ INOLUCES ADVANCES FROM C I T I E S  AN0 VILLAGES. - 



TABLE 41.-RECEIPTS OF THE COUNTY AND LOCAL RURAL HIGHWAY AGENCIES 
FOR THE YEAR 1998 3' 

LOCAL REVENUE 

PROPERW TAXES 
LOCAL 

HIGHWAY- 

USER 

I UPOSTS 

195 

- 
1 - 

- 
- 

1 58 

- 
457 

BRIDGE 

AND 
FENRY 

TOLLS 

u - 

* 

51 3 
T 
- 

2 - 

157 
10 
2 - 

21 6 

TRANSFERS 
F R W  

I NCOR- 
P W h T E D  

PLACES 

APPRO- 
P R I 4 T I O N S  

F R W  

GENERAL 
FUNDS 

H I  GWAY- 
USER 

IMPOSTS 

6, €93 
1.303 
907 * 

1,685 
505 

9,406 
3,421 
2,082 
9,763 

g,oltg 
14,432 
4,671 
614 

1,118 
245 
546 
140 .m 

7,434 
6,383 
748 

1.271 
4,472 

9 
4 

8,497 
227 

15,944 
421 

1,62P 
21,656 
6s 464 
2.m2 
7,4n 

30 
6,180 
1,860 * 
486 

1,053 
8 9  

6 9  241 

12,191 
622 

OTHER 

STATE 
FUN05 B R I  DSE ASSESS- 

L E V I E S  MENTS 

STATE PISOEL-  

LANEOUS 

174 
1 

2,110 
B 

826 
276 
34 
47 

1 95 
6 0 0  

41 8 
83 
2u 
98 
266 
3 4  

-% 
26 

1 62 
8 

297 
51 
49 

--- 

31 

--- 

94 
207 
98 

-3- 
75 
70 
-2. 

776 
8 
3 

-- 
115 

71 2 

- 
9,819 - 

ALAGAMA 

ARl ZONA 
ARKANSAS 
CALICORNIA 
COLORADO 

LF 
LF 

LF 
L F  - 
L F  
FS 

E 
LF 
L F  

LF 
L F  - 
LF 
L F  

L F  
LF - 
LF 
L F  

EST. 

L F  
L F  

L F  

y L F  
LF 

L F  

L F  

Lf 
L F  - 
L F  

I/ LF 
EST* 

LF 
L F  

Q 
EST. 

L F  

L F  
L F  
L F  
LF 

LF 
(9 

L F  

L F  

ALABAMA 

A R I  W N A  
ARKANSAS 
CALIFORNIA 

COLORADO 
CONNECT1 CUT 
DELAWARE 

FLORI DA 
GEOREIA 

DELAWARE 

FLORIDA 
GEORO l l 

l DAHO 
ILLINOIS 
INDIANA 

I OWA 
KANSAS 

KENTUCKY 
LOUISIANA 

MAINE 
MARYLAND 
MASSAGHUSETTS 

l OAHO 

I L L I N O I S  
I N D I A N A  
IOWA 

KANSAS 

KENTUCKY 

LOU 181tK*p - -- 
M A I N E  
MARYLAND 

MASSACHUSETTS 
M I C H I G 4 N  

M l NNESOTA 
U I S S I S S I P P I  
MISSOURI r ISSOURI 

0. 
'a MONThNA 

NEBRASKA 
NEVADA 

MONTANA 
NEBRASKA 
NEVIOA 

NEW HAMPSHIRE NEW I4AWPSHI RE 
NEW JERSEY 

NEW MEXICO 
NEW YORK 

NEW JERSEY 

NEW MEXICO 
NEW YORX 

NORTH CAROLINA NORTH CAROL IMA 
NORTH DAKOTA 
OHIO 
OKLAHOMA 

NORTH DAKOTA 
OHIO 
OKLAHCMA 

OREGON OREGON 

PENNSVLVANIA- 
RHODE I S L A N D  
SOUTH CAROLINA 
SOUTW M R O T A  

TENNESSEE 
TEXAS 

UTlH 
VERMONT 

V I R G I N I A  

WAS~INGTON 
WEST V I R O I N I A  

WISCONSIN 
WYOMl N6 

SOUTH OMOTA 
TENNESSEE 

TEXAS 

VERMONT 

V I R O l N l A  _ 
WASH1 NGTON 
WEST V I R G I N I A  
VISCCNSIH 

WYDHINC 

TOTAL TOTALS 

1/ RESPONSIEILITY FOR THE CONSiRUCTlCN AND MAINTENANCE OF A L L  ROIlDS OUTSIDE OF INCQRPORITED PLACES 
HAS BEEN TRANSFERRED TO THE STATE I N  OELRWARE. NORTH CAROLINA. AND WEST V I R G I N I A .  A S I M I L A R  TRANSFER OF 

5 /  ALSO INCLUDES ESTIMATED RECEIPTS OF TOWNSHIPS AND SPECIAL RDAD DISTRICTS.  9 ALVO INCLUDES ESTIMATED RECEIPTS OF CCUNTIESI 
7/ A ~ c o  INCLUDES ESTIMATED RECEIPTS OF TOWSHIPS.  ' AUTHORITY WAS B F F E C E O  I N  V I R G I N I A  EXCEPT THAT SHREE COUNTIES R E T I I N  CONTCOL OVER THEIR SECONOARY AND LOCAL 

ROAD3. THE LOCAL RURAL L U T H O R l T l E S  I N  EACH OF THESE STATES OONSINUE TO RE RESFONSlRLt  FOR SERVICING D t B T  
INCURRED PRlCR TO TNE TRANSFER. 

8/ SEGRfOATlON OF RECEIPTS FRDn LONG /\NO SHORT TERM BORROWIN65 NOT POSSIBLE. 
BASE0 ON RECORDS OF BUREAU OF INTERNAL kFFAIRS, COUNTY RECORDS, * H U N I C I P A I  BOND SALES' PUB- 

3' LF- CWNTY AND LOCAL RURAL ROAD STATISTICS COMPILED BY THE STATE HIGHWAY PLANNING SURVEYS; L I S H E D  EY THE BOND BUYER, AH0 D 4 T I  A V P l L 4 L L E  FOR OTHER YEARS. 
FS- FISCAL STUDY REPORTS PREPARE0 BY THE STATE HIGHWAY PLANNIN6 SURVEYS; EST.- ESTIMATES BASE3 ON HIGH- 10 FROM PROCEEDS OF STATE 8 0 ~ 0  ISSUES. 
WAT DEPARTMENT AND OTHER STATE REPORTS, "MUNICIPAL EON0 S4LESm PUBLISHED BY THE sOND BUYER, DATA 1 1  SASEO ON 'REPORT OF THE AUOITDR OF PUBLIC ACCOUNTS ON CWPARATIYE CQST OF LOCAL GOVERNHENT." 
AVAILABLE FOR OTHER YEARS,GR COMBINATIONS THEREOF. 2 BASED ON "REPORT OF SHE STATE TAX C O f W l ~ S I O N C R . n  

2/ l UFORNATION INCWPLETE.  
4/ IRFORMATICN FROM REPORTS OF STATF AUTHORITIES. 



TABLE 42.-RECEIPTS OF THE COUNTY AND LOCAL RURAL HIGHWAY AGENCIES 
FOR THE YEAR 1939 1/ 

(AMOUNTS IN  THOUSANDS OF DOLLARS) 

LF-R-1 

1939 

SORROW! NGS 1 I LOCAL REVENUE 
TRANS- 

FERS 
FROM 
I NCOR- 

PORATEO 
PLACES 

2/ 

7 
1 

9 
15 

14 
1 
1 

22 
5~'  86 

46 

35 

2 

8 

12 
2 

4 
13 

21 

3 

- 
302 

TRANSFERS FRCM STATE 
TRIMS- 

FERS 

FROM 
FEDERAL 
QOVERl l i  

UEW 

- 
75 
40 
11 

-341 
79 

21 6 

3 - 
91 

497 
- 

3 

3 
1,168 

234 
366 
2. 

255 
11 

608 
22 

68 
3.079 

- 

12 
- 

3,256 
2 0  

39 
- 

294 

79 

GOVERNMENT 

TOTAL 

- 
7,062 
1,293 
1,183 
r5;.997 

31 332 
2,848 

5w 
10,080 

3,3m 
2,058 

10,482 
M 
15,215 
4.7w 

605 
1,689 

366 
689 
269 

3% 
7,210 

98 
1,267 

4,740 
9 

98 
9,821 

21 7 
20,655 

367 
r,795 
23,282 
7,353 
2,060 

11,043 
39 

5,561 
2,004 
8,786 
21,942 

538 
2,348 
298 

6,148 

14,209 
630 

8 I SCEL- 

LANEOUS 

148 
2 

73 
3,256 

11 
12 

-5e 
25 
91 

? 80 
1,304 

443 
79 
16 
80 
93 

462 

+?- 
4 

197 
5. 

392 
42 
45 

71R 

14 - 
2 -- 

1 29 
176 
98 

650 
9 

50 
78 

119 

3: 
2 

-- 
16 

706 

- 
11,721 

BRl CGE 
i l G H -  
WAY- 

IN' 

USER 
FERRY 

lM- 
TOLLS 

POSTS 

HlEH- 

WAY- 

USER 
IMPOSTS 

P 

7,062 
q ,  283 
1,115 

14,475 
382% 
2,848 

509 
9,619 
3,365 
2,058 

10,482 
2h.2.L 
15,215 
4&444 

593 
1,212 

366 
m9  
2w 

19,240 
7,658 
6,707 

74 ~~ 
4.740 

9 
98 

-..9&!L 
217 

15,663 
367 * 

6,485 
2,057 q 
5,561 
2,001 * 

538 
2,348 

298 
6,148 

14,209 
630 

OTHER 
S T t T E  

FVNOS 

jOURCE 

9' 

- 
L F  
L r  
LF 
LF - 
LF 
L F  

L F  
LF  

L F  
LF  - 
LF 
LF 
LF  
LF  

CIJT. 
LF  

EST. 
LF - 
LF 
L F  

6J LF 
LF  - 
LF 
LF 

EST. 
LF  - 
LF 

Z/ L F  
EST. 

LF 
Lf 

LF 
LF  

&J7- 
L F  

EST. 
L F  
LF  - 
LF 

L F  
LF 

LF 

(g 
LF  
L F  

STATE 
LONG 
TERM 

5.265 
196 

204 -- - 
1 95 

8,455 
41 
40 

2,856 

1,469 
2,001 

288 
398 
74 

197 

3 3 2  
567 

1,885 
170 

-% - 
106 

2.474 

*,go4 - 
64 

492 
5,156 

55 
1,351 

558 
2,716 

12,705 
76 
4 

301 

2,162 

59.766 

ALABAMA 

ARIZONA 
ARKANSAS 
CALIFORNIA 
COLORADO 
CONNECTICUT 

DELAWARE ' 

1 OAHO 
ILLINOIS 
INDIANA 
IOWA' 
KANSAS 

MARYLAMD 
MASSLCHUSETTS 
MICHIGAN 
MINNESOTA 
M ~ S S ~ S S ~ P P ~  

V MISSOURI 
o MONTANA 

NEBRASKA 
NEVADA 

NEW YORK 
NORTH CAROLINA 

NORTH DAKOTA 
OHIO 
OKLAHOMA 

TENNESSEE 

TEXAS 
UTAH 
VERMONT 
V IRGIN IA  

UASHINGTON 
WEST VIRGINIA 

UI SOONS I N 

WYOMING 

1/ RE~ONSIBILITY FOR THE CONSTRUCTION AND MAINTENANOE OF ALL ROI1OS OUTSIOE OF INCOU'ORATED 
PLACES HAS BEEN TRRNSPLRREO TO THE STATE I N  OELhUAqE, NORTH CAROLINA, AND WEST V IRGIN IA .  A S IM ILAR 
TRANSFER OF AUTWR~TT V*S EFFECTED I N  V I R G I N I A  EXCEPT THAT TYREE COUNTfLS RETAIN CONTROL OVER THEIR  
SECONDARY AND LOCAL ROADS. THE LOCAL RURAL AUTHORITIES I N  EACH OF THESE STATES CONTINUE TO BE RE- 

SPONSIBLE FOR S E R V I C I M  DEBT INCURRED PRIOR TO THE TRANSFER. 
, LF- COUNTY AND LOCAL RURAL ROAO FINANCE STAT IST ICS  C W P I L F D  BY W E  STATE HIGHWAY PL&NNING 

SURVEYS; EST.- ESTIMATES "ASED ON HIGHWAY-DEPARTMENT AN0 OTHER STPTE REPORTS, "MUNICIPAL BOND SALES" 
PUBLISHEO BY ThE BOND BUYER, DATA AVAI LA6LE FOR OTHER YEARS, OR CCMH INAT1 ONS THEREOF. 

ALSO INCLUDES ESTIMATE0 RECEIPTS OF TOWNSHIPS AN0 SPECIAL ROAO DISTRICTS. 
7 ALSO INCLUDES ESTIMATED RECEIPTS OF CWNTIES. 

SEGREGATION OF RECEIPTS FROM LONG AND SHORT TERM BORRDVlNOS NOT POSSIBLE. 
9/ BASEO ON RECORDS O f  BVREAU OF lWTERNkL AFFAIRS. COUNTY RECOROS. .MUNICIPAL BOND $ALESn PUB- 
Y 

L ISYEO BY TWF BOND BUYER OR DATA AVAILABLE FOR OTHER IEIRS. 

10 APPROXIMATELY $21622,0W FRCW PROCEEDS OF BOND ISSUES. 
11 BASEO ON -REPORT OF THE hUOlTOR OF PUBL IC  ACCOUNTS OW COMPARATIVE COST OF LOCAL GOVERN- S 

MENT." 
IZJ BASED ON "REPORT OF THE STATE TI\X CO*'"IISSIONER." 

INCLUDES ADVAWES F R W  C I T I E S  AN0 VILLAGES. 
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TABLE 44.-RECEIPTS OF THE COUNTY AND LOCAL RURAL HIGHWAY AGENCIES 
FOR THE YEAR 1941 L' 

(AMO~NTS I N  THOUSANDS OF DOLLARS) 
LF-R-I 

2947 - 
TRANS- 

FERS 

FROW 

FEDERAL 

GDVERN- 

MENT 

- 
BORROWINGS 

TOTAL 

I I LOCAL REVENUE 

BRIDOE 
H I  SH- 

AND 

I M- 
p o s n  u 

- 
APPRD- 

PRIA- 

TlONS 

FRrn 
EENERAL 

FUNDS 

STATE z/ OTHER 

IMPOSTS 

STATE 

ALABAMA ALABAMA 

AR l LONA 

ARKANSAS 

CALIFORNIA -- 
COLDRAW 

CONNECT8 CUT 

DELAWLRE 

8 DAHO 

~LLINOIS 
INOIANA - 
IOWA 
KANSAS 

KENTUCKY 

L o u t s t i w r  

MLINE 

MARYLANO 

MASSACHUSETTS 

MICHIGAN 

M 8 NNESOTA 

M l S S l S S l P P l  

MISSOURI 

MONTANA 

NEBRASKI 

N E v A O ~  

MASSACHUSETTS EST. 

MICHIGAN LF 1,790 - 1,790 

14 I NNESOTA I LF 1 12.853 1 - 1 I= 
M I S S I S S I P P I  

M I  SSOURI 

NEW HAMPSHIRE I EST. 1 - I - i - NEW HAMPSHIRE 

NEW JERSEY 

MEW HEX 1 CO ------I+} NET YORK 6/ LF 
NET JERSEI  ---- 
NEW MEXICO 

NEW YORU 

NORTH CAROL1 M b  WRTH CAROLIKA 1 -c; } 
NORW DAKOTA 

OH10 

OKLAHWA OKLAHCMA 

OREGON 

PENNSYLVANIA . 
RHODE ISLAND 

SOUTH CAROLINA 

SOUTH DAKOTA 

TENNESSEE 

TEXAS 

UTAH 

VERMONT 

V I R G I N I A  

kASHlNGTON 

WEST V I R G I N I A  

U! SCONS I N 

U Y W  I NB 

TOTALS 

1/ RESPONSIBILITV FOR THE CONSTRUCTION AND MAIHTENRNCE OF ALL ROADS OUTSIDE OF INCORPORATED FRDM SPECIAL TAXING AREAS. 
PLACES H I S  BEEN TRANSFERRED TO THE STATE I N  DELAWARE, NORTH CAROLINA, LNO WEST VIRGINIA. A S I M I L A R  / ALSO INOLUOEQ ESTIMATED RECEIPTS OF TOWNS. 
TRAPlBFER OF AUTHORIT7 WAS EFFECTED I N  \ r lRQINIA, EXC& T n A f  THREE C~UNTIES RETAIN CONTROL OVER 7/ SEGREGATlON OF RECEIPTS FROFI LONG AND SHORT TERM BORROWINGS NOT POSSI SLC. 
T H E ~ R  SECONDIRY AND LOCAL ROADS. THE LOCPL R U ~ L  AUTHORITIPS IN EACH OF THESE STITES CONTINUE TO SASCD ON REOWDS o f  B U ~ E A U  OF INTERNAL AFFAIRS, COUNW RECORDS, 'MUNICIPAL BONO SALES' 
BE RESPONSI~LE FOR SERVICING DEBT INCURRED PRIOR TO THE TRANSFER. PUBLtS t iE5  BY W E  BOND BUYER, OR DATA AVAILABLE FOR OTHER YEARS. 

LF- COUNTY AND LOCAL RURAL ROAD FINANCE STATISTICS C M l P I L E D  6 7  THE STATE HIGHWAY PLANNING APPROXIRATELI $4,290)Of000 OF THIS AMOUNT I S  FROM STATE BOND ISSUES. 

SURVETS: EST.- ESTIMATES BASED ON HIGHVAT-DEPARTMENT AND OTHER STATE REPORTS, 'MUNIOIPAL BONG ~oJ BAS€E ON 'THE REPORT OF THE ~UDITOR OF PUBLIC ACCOUNTS ON CWPARATIVE COST OF LOCAL 
SALESm PUBLISNED 8 1  THE BDND BUYER, DATA AVAILABLE FOR OTHER YEARS&? CMlBINATIONS THEREOF. D O V E W E N T  .* $ I N F O W A T W N  INCWPLETE. 11 BASED ON .THE REPORT OF fnE STATE TAX CWMISSIONER.' 

INFOWLTION FROM REPORTS OF STATE AUTHOR1 TIES. $ REPRESENTS 4DVAN.W FRO% C I T I E S  AVO YlLLAGESa 



TABLE 45.-COUNTY AND LOCAL RURAL HIGHWAY OBLIGATIONS ISSUED DWING 1937 J/ 

O E T l l L  OF  ISSUES W P l N C  THE YEAR - 

TOTAL 

LONG T E M  DEBT l C T l W l  - 

ClT. 

STREETS 

C O N S  - 

S T A T E  
H I G H .  

W A Y 5  

I V F R A B E  
RATE O f  

I N T E R E S T  

(PER CENT) 

% 
1.8 

1.8 

($!L 
2.6 
2-11 
5.0 
3.2 
3.1 -- 
3.5 '2 

-- 
3.7 
4.0 
5.0 
4.3 -- - 
2.9 

2.7 
3.8 

3.9 

3.8 
4.9 
3.2 

2.6 

AYERISE 

R l T E  OF 
BNTLlLST 

(PER CLHT) 

'en 
6.0 

- 6 . 0  

(Y' 
2.0 

'& 
5.8 
4.5 

I% 
6.0 

-& 
4.2 
4.6 - 
'Y 
3.9 'F 
5.0 

SOURCE 

?/ 

- 
LF 
LF 

?FLF 
- 

@ 
- 

Lf 
LF 
LF 
LF - 
LF 
LF 
LF 

LF 
LF 

$ 
LF 
LF 
LF - 
LF 
LF 

l3J LF + 
LF 
LF 

Lf 
Lf 
LF 
Lf 

p r  
LF 
LF 

STATE 

A L A I W A  
A ~ I Z 0 " A  

ARK*HSIS 

C A L I I O R N I A  

COLORADO 

CONNECTlCUT 

I DAM0 
I NO1 lNl 

I O W  

KANSAS 

LOU l S l l N A  

MAINE 

V 
R L R I L I W O  

Lo 
n t c w s r "  

MINIILJOTA 

N l s S ~ S S 1 " P I  
M'S"OUIl1 

IiOHTAMA 
NEBRASX* 

NEVADA 

NEW HAHPSHlRE 

NEW JERSEY 
NEW M E I l E O  

N w  YORK 
NORTH DAKOTA -- 
OHlO 
O X L A M * &  
OREGON 
RHoOE ISLANO 

SOUTH DAKOTA 

TENNESSEE 

UTAH 
VERMONT 
UASY I N G m Y  
H I S C O N S I N  

YIC*lNB 

MISSOURI 
k 0 w T L I I I  
NEIRLSKA 

N E V ~ D A  - 
NEW HIMP4111RE 

UBKJEmE 
NEW MEXICO 

NEW YORX 
NORTH D A Y O I a  

&lo 
W U h M I  
OREGON 

SHOOE ISLANO -- 
&UTW DRKOTA 

TENMESSEE 

WAN 
V E M N T  
W1S*lN6?0* 
W,SCOMSI* 

W Y W 1 N 6  

I N  T A S L E  LF-R-1 REPORTED TO B E  
S1.6ao.ooo lssvEo ar coumrrrs. 

N E T  



TABLE 46.-COUNTY AND LOCAL RURAL HIGHWAY OBLIGATIONS ISSUED DURING 1938 Y 

(MovNrs I N  TMOUSANOS OF DCLL4RS) 

O E T I I L  OF lSSUES OUFIlNG THE YEAR I APPLICATION OF PWCEEOS OF SI\LES 

SHORT TEIECI DEBT I I COIOTRUCTBON DEBT SERVICE 

TOTAL U 

I 

STATE l y  AYERASE 

RATE OF 

HTERE6T 

(PER- 
C E N T ~  

4VERiiGF 
U T E  OF 

NTEREST 

( P E R -  
CENT) 

TER" 0 -  
PRE- 

0 ,s -  

COUNT 

BTER- 

EST 

MATURITY 

D l i E S  
TOTAL 

ALABAMA 

AR I ZOWI 
AaKANSAS 5J 
C A L I F O R N I I  

COLOR*00 

ALABUI* 

ARIZONA 1 :! 
CALIFORNI L 
COLORADO 

DELAWARE 

FLORIDA 
GEORS1I 

1 9 4 0  * 
1940 

1939-1  940 
1939 'en 

MARYLAND 

MICHIGAN 

M~NNESOTA . 
! + l S S l S S I P P l  

MISSOURI 

MONTANA 

NEBRASXA 

NEVADA 

NEW HAMPSHIRE 

NEW JERSEY 

Y U I f l E X l C O  

NEW YoRX 

NORTH 0 1 ~ 0 ~ ~  

OHIO 

OKLAHOMA 

ORLOON 
OKLAHCUI 

OREGON 

SOUTH DAKOTA 

TEXAS 

RHDOE ISLAND 

SOUTH 0140T1 

SE71e.L 

SERIAL  

SERIAL  1 0 0  

SERIDL 2 26 

TEMMSSEE 

TEXAS 

UTlW 
WASI(INGTON 

TCTALS, 

4 1  STATES I 
'EN TRANS- 

0 I N  
L l T l E 5  I H  

6J BASED ON REPORTS 0 1  STATE IUTHORIT1ES. 

7 REPRESENTS BONDS ISSUED W l O W  OIFFERS F R W  AMOUNT REPORTED I N  LF-R-1 BECAUSE C r  L 4 0  B E N E E N  ISSUINCf ANDSALFS. 

SHORT T E W  DEBT lNOURREO AS ShOYhl I N  T A P I L  i f - R - 1  REPRESENTS THE NET CHANGE I N  TEMPORARY CEQT, DETAILS OF WHICH 

A W  W T  AV4IL IRLE.  

9 /  REPRESENTS PROCEEDS OF PRIOR YEARS' AND OURPENT TEAR'S BONDS SOLO DURll lO THE TEAR. 

~ / R E S P O N S I B I L ~ T I  FOR THE CONSTilUCTlON AND MAINTENANCE OF ALL ROADS OUTSIDE OF INCORPORATED PLACES HAS 51 
FEARED TO THE STATE I N  DELLWARE, NcRTn 04ROLINA. AND WEST V I R O I N I I I .  4 S1MILb.R TRliUSFER OF IUTHCRITT  W A S  CFFECTE 

V l R G l N l l  EXCEPT THkT THREE CDUNTISS RE-P l lN  CONTROL OVER THEIR SEOONOARY AND LOCAL ROES.  THE LOCAL RURAL AUTHOI 

EACH OF THESE STATES OONTIHUE TO BE RESPONSIBLE FOR SERYIOING OEET INCURRED PRIOR m THE TRANSFER. 
?j Lf- COUNTY &ND L O C A L  RURLL ROAD STATISTICS C W P I L E O  BY W E  ST4TE H l G W A Y  PLANN! W G  SURVEYS; FS- F I S C I L  STUDY RL" 

PCRTS PREPIIRED BY STATF HIBHYAI P L I W I N G  SURYEIS. T H l S  TABLE I S  RESTRICTED TO STATES FOR V* ICH EITHER LF, PSI OR CCU- 

PARABLE DATA ARE AVAILABLE. 

2/ INCLUDES SCWE PROCEEDS PLICEO I N  DEBT SERVICE NNOS. 

I N F O ~ A T I O R  HOT AVAILABLE. 5 DEBT INCUPIRED AS SHOWN I N  TABLE LF-R-1 REPORTED TO B E  NET INDREkSE I N  VIRRANTS. 

AOCRUEO INTEREST (NCLUDEO WIT- P R M l U n  OR DISCCUNT. 

11/ EXCLUDES $5,000 ISSUEO DURlMG TUE YEAR AND REPAID BETORE THE EN0 OF THE YEAR *LID $9,500 OF PRIOR YEAR'S ISSUES. 

1 2 /  APPLIES To ONLY $9,500 or THE BCNOS ISSUED. NO IMFORTATION AYAILAbLE FOR OTHER BONDS REPORTED. 

EXCLUDES ADVANCES FROM C I T I E S  AND V ILL IEES.  

l&l ExeLUOrS PROCEEDS OF NOTES rOR WHICH I N F O R N T I O N  I S  NOT AVAILABLE. 
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TABLE 50.-CHANGE IN STATUS OF COUNTY AND LOCAL RURAL HIGHWAY OBLIGATIONS, 1936 J/ 

STATE 

LALAMA 
:RI ZONA 

ARKANSAS 2/ 
CALIFORNIA 

;CLORADO 

LUNNECTI CUT 

;ELAWARE 

FLORIDA 

GEORGIA 

l CAhO 

I L L I N 0 1 5  

INOIANA 
IOWA 

KANSAS 

KLNTCCI(T 

NEVADA 

NEW HAMPSHtRE 

NEW JERSEY- 

KEW MEXICO 

kEW YORK 

UORTH CAROL1 NA 

~ C R T H  DAKOTA - 
OHIO 

OKLAHWA 

OREGGN 

PENSSYLVAN1 A 

RHODE ISLAND 

SOUTH CAROL INR 

SOUTH DAKOTA 

TENNESSEE - 
TEXAS 

GTAH 

VERMONT 

V I R G I N I A  

UASH IYGTON 

WEST V I R G I N I A  

W 1 SCONS I N 
WYOMING 

TOTAL LONG TERV nER1  

DEBT 

OUT- 
IPMOUNT 

REDEEMED 

DURING 

YEAR 

AMOUNT 

OUT- 

STANSING 

AT t N D  
OF YCAR 

AYOUNT 

OUT- 

STAND1 NG 

AT 

EGlNPItNG 

OF YEAR 

2 8 3 6  

1 C 

- 
1.52 

79 
1.711 

4 9 0  

1,032 

920 
1 03 
260 

69 
116 
871 

1,056 
437 
462 

9 - 
1,863 

5,994 - 
8e - - 

l , l & 6  

2,353 

1 7 8  

507 
98 -- 

5 2 3  

37 
1 3 6  

1 46 

20 

SHORT TERM PERT 

I 
ISSIIED / QEOECMED ) OUT- 

DURING OVRING STANDING 

A AT E N 0  "'" 
OUT- I 

ST4NDING I STATE 

AT E N 0  

OF Y I A R  

-_C_ 

24,950  ALARAMA 

12 ,590  AR l  ZONA 
ARKANSAS 2/ 

81 ,772  CAL 1 FORN 1 A 

20 COLoRAr.0 

14 ,058  1 CONNECTICUT 

6,225 DELAWARE 

733,869 F L O R l  OA 

1 7 , 1 7 9  1 GEORGIA 
8,714 I IDAHO 

2 0 , 4 5 1  1 I L L I N C I S  

26,078 KENTUCKY 

26,701 L C U l  S l  AN* - --- .. -. .- .- 
- 13,924 ;I/1+?. MARYLANO I€ 

1 - 1  75 MASSACHUSETTS 

80 .009  I NORTH CAROLINA 

1;129 1 NORTH DAKOTA 

31 ,707  1 OHIO  

2 6 . 0 0 6  1 OKLAHOMA 

40.361 I SOUTH CAROLINA 

,5:7 I SOUTH DAKOTA 

66 1 7 TENNESSEE _- 
214,845 TEXAS 

2,682 UTAH 

2 1 5  f VERMONT 

1/ RESPONSIGILITY FOR T i i E  CONSTRUSTICN 1ND MAINTENANCE OF ALL  ROPDS OUTSICE OF INCORPOR4TEC PLACES HAS REEPI TRhNSFESRFO TO THE ST4TE I N  DELAWARE, 

NOSTH CAROLINA, AND YEST V I R G I N I A .  A S I R I L A R  TRANSFER OF AI :THORITY WAS EFFECTED I N  VIRGINI~ EXCEPT THAT THREE COUNTICS R E T A I N  CCNTSOL OVER T H E I R  SECONDARY 

ROADS. THE L O 0 4 L  RURAL d l ' T H O R I T I E S  I N  FACH OF THESE STAT;$ C O N f I N b E  TO BE P F S P O N S l u L E  TOR SERVIC ING DEBT INCURRED PSIOR '0 Tt lE TRANSFER OF IIIJTHORITY. 

FS - F I S C A L  STUDY REPORTS PREPARED E Y  THE STATE HIGVYAY PLANNING SURVEYS; LF - COUNTY AN0 LOCbL  AURAL ROnD FINANCE S T a T l S T I C S  CCWPILFO e l  TWE ST.??€ 

HISKWAY PLf iNNING SURVEYS; RSF - COUNTY AND LOCAL RURAL RCAC FINANCE S T A T I S T I C S  COMPILED BY GUREnu OF PUBL IC  EOAPS F I E L D  REPRESENTATIVES; EST. - ESTIHPTES 

BASE9 ON HIGHWAY-OEPARTMENT AND OTYER S T A T E  REPORTS, V U N I C I P 4 L  2 0 N t  SALES" PUBL ISHED E" THE BOND BUYER, OR DATA AVAILAnLE  FOR OTHER YEARS. 

?/ ACECUATE I 'JFORH4TION NOT AVAILABLE. 

4/ FRO" REnORTS OF STATE AUTHORITIES.  

5d INCLUDES DATA FOR TOWNS 2,500 OR LESS POPULATION. 

9 BASED ON "REPORT OF ST4TE T A X  C W I S S I O N E R a "  



TABLE 51.-CHANGE IN STATUS OF COUNTY AND LOCAL RURAL HIGHWAY OBLIGATIONS, 1937 1/ 

(MOUNTS IN IIIOUSANDS OF DOLLARS) 

ALABAMA 
ARI ZONA 

DEBT ERW OEBT 

REDEEMED 
DURING YEAR 

LONG TE 

BEG I NNI  NE 

SHORT 

ISSUED 
DURING YEA@ 

- 
TOTAL 

AWUNT DEBT 
W T -  OUTSTANO- 

STAND- ING AT 
ING AT  EWD OF 
END OF YEAR 

YEAR 

- 
WOUNT 

OUT- 

STAND- 
1NB AT 

BEB I N- 
N lNG 

OF 
YEAR 

T D T ~ L  
DEBT 

OUTSTAND- 
I N 5  AT 

BEGINNINB 
OF YEAR 

FRCU 
OURRENT 

M1 
SINKING 

FUNDS 

FRCU 
CURRENT 

OR 
51NKING 

FUNDS 

BY 
EXTEN- 
SIONS 

ING AT 

I NG 

ARKANSAS 2/ - 
CALIFORNIA Lf 
COLORADO LF 
CONNEETCCUT 
OELlWARE 
FLCRI OA 

3 
GEORGIA L F  
1 OAHO LF  
I L L I N O I S  EST. 

INOIANA L F  
I OVA LF  
KANSAS Lf 
KENTUCKY EST. 
LOUISIANA L F  
HA I NE L F  
MARYLPlND L F  
MASSACHUSETTS EST. 
WICHIQ4N LF  
MINNESOTA L F  
H I S S I S S I P P I  
M I  $SOUR1 
MONTANA 

c: 
- 

NEBRASKA L F  

NEVADA LF  
NEW HAMPSHIRE LF 

ARKANSAS 2/ 
C I L I  FCRNI A 
COLORlOO 
CONNECT1 CUT 
DELAWARE 
FLORIDA 
GEORGIA 
l DAHO 

I L L I N O I S  
INDIANA 
l OWA 
KANSAS 
KENT S K Y  
LOU1 S I  &NA 
MA 1 HE 
MARYLAND 
MASSACHUSETTS 
MICHIGAN 
MINNESOTA 
M I S S I S S I P P I  
MISSOURI 
MONTANA 
NEBRASKA 
NEVADA 
NEW H M P S H l R E  
NEW JERS61  . 
NEW MEX l W 
NEW YORK 

NEW JERSEY 
NEW MEXICO 
YEW YORK 

NORTH DAKOTA 
OHIO 

NORTH c ~ ~ c i . 1 ~ ~  
NORTH DAKOTA 
W I D  

OKL AHOMA 
OREGON 

RHODE ISLANIJ 

SOUTH D4KOTA 
TENNESSEE 
T E X l S  

VERMONT 
V IRGIN IA  
WASHINGTON 

WISCONSIN 
WYOMI NB 

OKLAHOHA 
OREGON 
PENNSYLVANIA -- 
RHODE LSLLND 
SOUTH CAROLINA 

SOUTH DAKOTA 
TENNESSEE 
TEXAS 
VThn 
VERnOHT 
V I R G I N I A  

WASH1 N G T M  

WEST V I R B I N I A  
WISCONSIN 
WYWING 

TOTALS 1 TOTALS 

1/ RESPONSIB IL lTT  FOR THE CONSTRUCTION AND MAINTENANCE OF ALL ROADS OUTSIDE OF INCOR- 
PORATED PLACES HAS BEEM TRANSFERRED TO THE STATE I N  DELAWARE, NORTH CAROLINA, AND WEST 

VIRGINIA.  A S IM ILAR TRANSFER OF AUTHORITY WAS EFFECTED I N  VIRGINIA EXCEPT THAT THREE COUNTIES 
RETAIN CONTROL OVER THEIR  SECONOARY AND LOCAL ROADS. THE LOCAL RURAL AUTHORITIES I N  EACH OF 
THESE STATES CONTINUE TO BE RESPONSIBLE FOR SERVICING DEBT INCURRED PRIOR TO THE TRANSFER. 

ALSO 1 NOLUDES EST !MATES FOR TOWNSHIPS AND SPECIAL ROAD DIOTR ICTS. 

SHOWN I N  TABLE - (LF-R-1\ 1 9 3 7 )  

LF - COUNTY ANO LOCAL RURAL ROAD F~NANCE STATISTICS WILED BY THE STRTE HIGHWAY B E C A U S ~  OF LAG BETWEEN ISSUANCE AND SALE OF ~ N D S .  
PLANNING SURVEYS; RSF - COUNTY AND LOCAL RURAL ROAD FINANCE STAT IST ICS  W I L E D  @Y BURElU OF BASED ON RECORDS OF E~WREIU OF INTERNAL AFFAIRS, COUNTY RECORDS, 'MUNICIPAL 
PUBL IC  ROADS F I E L D  REPRESENTATIVES; EST. - ESTIMATES BASED ON HIGHWAY-DEPARWEWT AND OTHER BOND SALES" PUBLISHED BY THE BOND BVYER, AND DATA AVAILABLE FOR OTHER YEARS. 

S A T E  REPORTS, 'RUNICLPAL BOND SALES* PLBLISHED BY THE BDND BUYER, 01\51 AVAILABLE FOR OTHER e/ WARRANT DEBT NOT INCLUDED. 
EARS, OR COEWINATIONS THEREOF. WJ ~ A S E D  OLI'REPCRT OF THE AUDITOR OF PUBLIC ACCOUNTS DN "CWPARATIVE COST OF 

LOCAL GCVERMENT." 
RASE0 ON WEPORT OF THE STATE TAX CCUMISSIONER." 



TABLE 52.-CHANGE IN STATUS OF COUNTY AND LOCAL RURAL HIGHWAY OBLIGATIONS, 1938 J 

(REIOUNTS IN  THOUSANDS OF DOLLARS) 

STATE 

LONG TERn OEBT SHORT TERH OEBT 

TOTllL 

OEBT 

OUTSTAND- 
STATE 

1NG AT 
END OF 

ISSURED DURING 

YEAR 

REDEEMED DURING 
YEAR 

ISSUED DURING REOEEMED DURING 
YEAR I YEAR 

AMOUNT 
UTSTANO 

I NO 
1T EN0 

OF 
YE4R 

P 

790 

963 
9'3 
7 

11 

- 
29 
72 

1,877 

- 5 3  - 
626 
45' 
7 

- 
2 8  

99 
1,002 
1,218 

7 
- 

1.135 

7,719 - 
244 

176 

732 
1.21 1 - 

1 3 7  
T - 

9 01 
2 0  - 

162 

TOTAL 
DEBT 

DUTSTAND- 
ING AT 

BEGINNING 

OF YEAR 

AMOUNT 
OUT- 

OUTSTAND- 
"IND- 

I N 6  AT 
ING AT 

END OF 
YEAR 

OF 

AMOUNT 
IUTSTANO- 

I N 0  4 1  
3EGINNIYG 
OF YEAR 

- 
RE- 

FUND- 
l NS 

FROM 

EXTEN- cuzNT 1 Ex::N- 

slONS SINKINO S10NS 
FUNDS 

ALABbMA 
AR I ZONA 

LF 
LF 
CF 
LF 
LF 

(3 
-- 

LF 
LF 
LF 
LF - 
LF 
CF 
LF 
LF 
LF 
LF 

EST. 
LF  - 
LF 
LF 

uL:F -- 
L f  
LF  

LF 
LF - 
LF 

bJ LF  
EST. 

LF 
LF 

AgL  
EST. 

LF 
LF 
LF 
L F  
LF 

&/J 
L F  

(21/) 
LF  
LF 

ARKANSAS 
CALI FORN 1 A 

COLORADO 
CONNECT1 OUT 
DELAWARE 

FLORI D l  
GE04G1 A 
I DAHC 

I L L l u o l S  
INDIAN4 
I DWA 

KANSAS 

KENTUCKY 

LOUISIANA -- 
MA 1 NE 
MARYLANO 
MASSACHUSETTS 
MICHIGAN 

N 1 NNESOTA 

MISS ISS !PP I  
M 1 SSoUR 1 
MONTANA 

N~BRRSKA 
NEVADA 
NEW HAMPSHIRE 
NEW JERSEY 
NEW ME% 1 CO 
NEW YORK 
NORTH CAROLINA 
NORTH DAUOTA -- 
OHIO 

OKLAHWI 
OREGON 
PENNSYLVANIA 
RHOOE ISLAND 
Sourar CAROLINA 

SOUTH DAKOT4 
ENNESSEE 
TEXAS 
UTAH 

VERHONT 
V IRGIN IA  
WASHINSTON 
WEST V IRGIN IA  

WISCONSIN 
WYDMiNG 

?j RESPONSI~ILITY FOR THE CONSTRUCT!ON AND MAINTENANCE OF A L L  ROADS OUTS!DE OF IN- 
CORPORATE0 PLACES MAS BEEN TRANSFERRED TO M E  STATE I N  DELAWARE, NORTH CAROLINA, AND WEST 
VIRGIUIA.  h SIMILAR TRANSFER OF AUTHORITY WAS EFFECTED I N  V IRGIN IA  EXCEPT THAT THREE 

COUNTIES RETh IN  CONTROL OVER W E I R  SECONDA'IY AND LOCAL ROADS. THE LOCAL RURAL AUTHORITIES 
I N  EACH OF TqESE STATES CONTINUE TO BE RESPONSIBLE FOR SERVICING DFBT INOURRED PRIOR TO 
TqE TRANSFER. 

2J LF- COUNTY AND LOCAL RURAL ROAC! STAT IST IOS CCMPlLED R "  THE STATE H l G H U A l  PLAN- 
NING SURVEYS; Fs- FISCAL STUDY REPORTS P I~EPA~EO BY THE STATE n l G n u A r  PLANNING SUSVEYS; 

EST.- ESTIMATES BASED ON HIGHWAY DEPARTVFNT AND OTHER STATE REPORTS, *MUNICIPAL RON0 
SALESm PUBLISHED BY THE BOND BUYER. DATA AVAILABLF FOR OTHER YEARStCR Cm61NAT10NS 
THEREOF. 

2/ INFORMATON NOT LVAlLAaLE. DEBT INCURRED AND RETIRED h$ REPOWTEO I N  TABLES 
LP-R-i AN0 Lf-D-1 REPRESENTS NET INCREASE AND NET DECREASE 1 9  WARRAWTS, RESPECTIVELY. 

INFORMATION F R W  REPORTS OF STATE AU'JTHORITIES. 
ALSO INCLUDES ESTIMATES FOR TOWNSHIPS AN0 SPECIAL ROAD DISTRICTS. 

ALSO INCLUDES ESTIMATES FOR COUNTIES. 

ALSO I N C L W E S  ESTIMATES FOR TOUNSHIPS. 

INFORMATION REGPlRDlNG OVTSTANOING SHORT TERV OEBT AT  BEGINNING OF YEAR 
AND RETIREMENT OF SHORT TEFM DEBT O I IR INGTHE YEQR WAS NOT AVAILABLE. 

BASEO ON RECORDS OF BUREAU OF INTERNAL A-FAIRS, 'FUNICIPAL BOND SALES" 
PUBLISHED 81 THE BOND BUYER, 4ND D4TA AVAILABLE FOR OTHER YEARS. 

BASED ON "REPORT OF THE AUDITOR OF P u 3 L I C  ACCOUNTS ON C ~ P A R A T I V F  COST 
OF LOCAL GOVCRNIEN~.~ 

l&' BASEO ON .REPOR? OF W E  STATE TAX COVNISSIONER.. 



TABLE 53.-CHANGE IN STATUS OF COUNTY AND LOCAL RURAL HIGHWAY OBLIGATIONS, 1939 L' 

(AMOUNTZ I N  THOUSANDS OF DOLLARS) 

AMOUNT 
OUTSTAND- 

I N G  AT 
BEGINNING 

OF YEAR 

LCNG T E W  DEET 
-- 

u(OUNT I I S S U E ~  o u ~ l N e  
OUT- YEAR 

TOTAL 
DEBT 

OUTSTAND- 
I N G  11 

E F G l N N l N G  

OF YEAR 

28,277 
10,377 

963 
76,818 

14 
19.841 
5,680 

133,281 
15,140 
6,899 

23,987 
17,544 
86,779 
11,905 
24,442 
32,608 
1,379 

13,170 
856 

24,155 
20,070 
50,57c- 
22,011 
3,142 
4 9  790 

1 97 
338 

61,908 
892 

1 Q7r 663 
75,000 
I, 284 

33, 
22,520 
18,617 

130,568 
m 5  

37,765 
289 

63,000 
21 3,522 

l,@89 
n 2  

12,312 
5,012 

24,531 
28,704 

1 62 

ISSUED DURING ( REDEEWED DUl7lt<G I REDEEKED 3 U R l  NG 
YEAR iiMOUNT 

OUT- 
STAND- 
I N G  A T  
El iD OF 

YEAR 

TOTAL 
DEaT 

OUTSTANO- 
1 MG AT 
END OF 

YEAR 

31,062 
9,656 

996 
6% 989 

10 
18,298 
5,395 

12% 762 
13,896 
5.953 

24,677 
13,f!i;2 
80,422 
i i , tno  
23,632 
3% 636 
l,Oe9 

1% 466 
71 2 

20,426 
17,748 
479732 
20,007 
2,515 
4,380 

119 
&4 

57991 7 
824 

98,115 
72,500 
1,245 

9 0 , 5 1 6  
20,961 
15,811 

126,i'!JS 
232 

35,667 
824 

53.P46 
204,486 

1,512 
195 

11,734 
3,447 

22,565 
25,857 

1 45 

1,384,165 

YEAR YEAR - -.- 
FROM 

C I ~ R E N T  e r  RE- 

F!:- 
OR FUND- 

C I N K I N S  I N G  

AMOUNT 
OUTSTAWO- 

I N G  AT 
END OF 

YEAR 

STATE ScmCE I STAND- - 
I,, AT I 

EX- 

TEN- 

S I ONS 

- 

O R I G I -  
N A L  

- 
4,273 

3 

200 

195 

886 - 
P 

2,764 
- 

91 2 
1,835 

35 
231 
T 

5c 

- 
488 
666 
50 
- 

56 

106 

1,668 

11 - 
1,398 

5,1% 
T 
1.351 

558 
401 
7,252 

- 
300 

2,057 

- 
34, 543 
- 

STATE 

CURPENT BY EX- 

FUNDS 

ALABAMA L F  
AR I ZONA 
A R K ~ N S A S  I :: ALABAMA 

11RI ZONA 
ARKANSAS 

CAL 1 PORN I A 
COLORADO 

CONNECTICUT 
UELAW4RE 
FLW I DA 
GEORGIA 

IDAHO 

SELAWARE 
FLOR I OA 
GEORGlh 
l OAHO 
I L L I N 0 1 3  
l NDIANA 

l OWA 

K A N S l S  
KENTUCKY 
LOUISIANA 

W A l N E  
MARYLAND 
MASSACI-~USETTS 

M l C H l Q A N  

M I  M l S S l S S l P P l  PlNESOTI 

MISSOURI 
MONTANA 

NEBRASKA 

KEVADA 

KAN8.S 
KENTUCKY 

MARYLAND 

NEVADA 

NEW JEPSEY 

YEW MEXICO L F  
NEM YORK 

NORTH GAKOTA 

OKLAHOMA 
OREGON 
PENNSYLVANIA 
RHODE I S L A N D  L F  
SOUTH CAROLINA EST. 

SOUTH DAKOTA L F  

NEW HWPSHI RE 

NEW JERSEY 
NEW T E X I C O  
NEW YORK 
NORTH CAROLINA 
NORTH OAKOTA 

O H I O  
OKLAHOMA 
OREGON 
PENNSYLVANIA 

RMODE I S L A N D  
SOUTH CAPOLINA 
SOUTH DAKOTA 

TENNESSEE 
TEXAS 
UTAH 
VERMONT 

V I R G I N I A  
WASHINGTON 
WEST V I R G I N I A  
U 1  SOONSIN 
WYDMl NO 

TENNESSEE I LF 
TEXAS L F  
UTAH L F  

VERMONT 

V I R G I N I A  
WASHINGTON I LF 
VEST V I R G I N I A  1 (%) 
Wl SCONS 1 N 

TOTAL. / 
RESPONSIE1L:TY FCR THE CONSTRUCTION AND MAINTENANCE OF A L L  ROADS OUTSIDE C' 

INCORPORATED PLACES HAS BEEN TRANSFERRED TO T H E  STATE I N  DELAWARE, NORTH CAROLINA, AND 

WEST V I R G I N I A .  A S I M I L A R  TRANSFER O F  AUTHOSITY WAS EFFECTED I N  V I R G I N I A  EXCEPT THAT - 
THREE COUNTIES R E T A I N  CONTROL OVER T H E I R  SECONOARY AND LOCAL ROADS. THE LOCAL RURAL 
AUTHORITIES I N  FAOH O F  THESE STATES W N T l M U E  TO @E RES'ONSIBLE FOR S E R V l C l N i i  DEBT I N -  
CURREn P R I O R  TO T H E  TRANSFER. 

LF- COUNTY AN0 LOCAL RURAL ROAD FINANCE S T A T I S T I C S  COMPILED BY THE STATE 
HIGHWAY PLANNING SURVEYS; EST.- ESTIMATES BASED ON HIGHWAY-DEPARTMENT AND OTHER STATE 

REPORTS, " M U N I C I P A L  BCNO SALES' P I I B L I S H E O  BY THE BoND BUYER, DATA A V A I L A B L E  FOR OTHER 
YEARS OR COMBINATIONS THEREOF. 

INFORMATION NOT AVAILABLE.  DEBT INCURRED AND R E T I R E D  AS R EPORTEO I N  TABLES 
LF-R-1 AND LF-C-1 REPRESFNTS NET INCREASE PNO N E T  DECRE4SE I N  WARRRNTS, RESPECTIVELY. 

I *?FORMATION FROM REPORTS OF S T A T E  AUTHORITIES. 
ALSO INCLUDES ESTIMATES FOR TOWUSHIPS AN0 S P E C I A L  ROAD DISTRICTS.  

BASED ON RECM1DS O F  THE BUREAU OF I N T E R N b L  AFFAIRS. * M U N I C I P A L  BOND S4LESu 
P U B L I S H E D  BY THE BOND BUYER, AND DATA A V A I L A B L E  FOR OTHER YEARS. 

BASED ON "THE REPOQT O F  THE AUDITOR OF P U B L I C  ACCOllNTS ON GOMPRRATlVE COST OF 
LOCAL GOVERNMENT." 

l NCLUDES $1,000 CRNCELLED OBLIGATIONS. 
IJ EASFD ON "THE REPORT OF W E  STATE TAX CCM~ISSIONER.~ 



TABLE 54.-CHANGE IN STATUS OF COUNTY AND LOCAL RUFtAL HIGHWAY OBLIGATIONS, 1940 A/ 

(AMOUNTS IN THOUSANDS OF DOLLARS) 

I LONG TEFH OEBT SHORT TERM OEBT 

STAN* 

ING A T  I 

TOTAL 

OEBT 

DUTSTAND- 

ING AT 

BEQIMNING 

OF YEAR 

REOEEMEO DURING 

YEAR 

REOEEMEO OURING 

YEAR AMOUNT 

OUT- 

STANO- 

ING A T  

E N 0  

OF 

YEAR - 
81 1 

1,047 - - 
2 

- - - 
1 4  
6g 

4.023 - - 
302 
44 

293 
2 - 

168 

3 
51 

885 
753 
- 

101 - 
1,722 

59909 - 
31 7 
r35 

451 

- 
97 

597 
8 

39 
'1 5 -- 

- 
45 

- 
21,394 

TOTAL 

OEBT 

OUTSTAND- 

ING AT 

END OF 

YEAR 

AMOUNT 

OUTSTANO- 

I N 6  AT 

EN0  OF 

YEAR 

32,311 

(Y 
64,917 

4 
16.539 
5,140 

123,945 
12,764 
5,153 

20,226 
30,636 
72,591 
10,932 
22,759 
28,380 
1,019 

11,954 
559 

179 293 
15,013 
44,439 
17r419 
2,186 
3,927 

1 og 
465 

51,452 
740 

84,223 
70,000 

945 
27,909 
19,593 
14,535 

122,388 
148 

33.405 
923 

55.736 
200,529 

1,197 
138 

10.966 
2,710 

20,600 
22,169 

133 

SOURCE 

Y 

- 
LF 
L F  

LF 
LF 
LT 

(2 
- 

LF 
LF 
L F  

L F  - 
LF 
LF 
LF 
L F  

EST. 

LF 
EST. 

LF - 
LF 
L F  

EST. 

LF - 
L F  

LF 
LST. 

LF -- 
LF 

ZJ LF 
EST. 

L F  - 
L F  

LF 
EST. 

t F  - 
LF 
LF 
L F  

LF 
LF 
L F  

rsr.. 

9- 
(P 

LF 

BY RE- 

FUND- 

1 N 6  

- 
1,761 

BY 

EX- 

TEN- 

S 1 ONS - 
73 - 
- 

- 

FR'm 

CURRENT 

OR 

S I N K I N G  

FUN08 

558 - 
43 

6 

17 
62 

516 

543 
34 
39 

415 
40 
16 

6 
54 

1 50 
1,270 
-- 

102 - 
978 

3,425 

196 
128 

1 50 
A 6 E 4  

11 

432 
11 
50 

2 

9 - 
+ 
11,870 

STATE STATE 
FROM 

CURRENT 

OR 
S INKIMG 

FUNDS 

1,604 
902 

5,072 
4 

7,773 
255 

6,247 
1,15s 

738 
2,910 
3,206 

7r545 
2,379 

904 
2,01 1 

110 
623 
153 

3,256 
2,679 
39446 
3,634 

539 
382 
26 
48 

5,717 
84 

8,497 
2,500 

102 
-335 

1,602 
1,675 
7r980 

84 
2,987 

30 
4.149 

13,272 
300 
10 

751 
737 

1,965 
y 4.857 

21 

lT0,501 

YEAR 1 
4LABAMA 

AR I ZONA 

ARKANSliS 

ALA8AMA 

AR I ZONA 

ARKANSAS 

CALIFORNIA 

COLORAOC 

CONNECT1 CUT 

DELAWARE 

FLORI  OA 

GEORGIA 

IDAHO 

I L L I N O I S  

I NO I AKA 

I ow* 

KANSAS 

KENTUCKY 

C A L I  FORNIA 

COLORAW 

CONNECTl CUT 

DELAWARE 

FLOR 1 0 4  

GEORGIA 

IDAHO 

I L L l Y O l S  

INOl l lNA  

I ow* 

KLNSAS 

KENTUCKY 

LOUIS IANA 

MA I NE 

MARYLANO 

LOUISIANA 

M 8 I N E  

MARYLAND 

MASS&CHUSETTS 

MICHIGAN 

M I  NNESOTA 

M I S S I S S I P P I  

n lSSOURl  

MASSACHUSETTS 

MICHIGAN 

M I  NNtSOTA 

M I S S I S S I P P I  

MISSOURI 

MONTANA 

NEBRASKA 
MONTANA 

NEBRASKA 

NEVADA 

NEW HAMPSHI RE 

N E ~ A O *  

NEW HAUPSHIRE 

NEW JERSEY 

NEW MEXICO 

NEW JPRSEY 

NEW MEXICO 

NEW YORK NEW YORK 

NORTH CAROL I MA 

NORTH DAKOTA 

onlo 
OKLAHOClPl 

OREGON 

NORTH CAROLINA 

NOf+M D4KOTA 

OHIO 

OKLAHOMA 

OREBOW 

PENNSYLVANIA 

RHODE ISLAND 

SOUTH CAROLINA 

SOUTH TENNESSEE DAKOTA 

TEXAS 

UTAH 

VERMONT 

V I R Q I N I A  

WASH I NGTON 

WEST V I R G I N I A  

U l  SCONS l ll 
WYOMING 

PENNSYLv IN lA  

RHODE ISL l iND 

SOUTH CAROLINA 

SOUTH OAKOTA 

TENNESSEE 

TEXAS 

UTAH 

VERMOUT 

V I R G I N I A  

WASHINGTON 

WEST V I R Q I N I A  

W 1 SCONS I N  

WYOMING 

TOTALS 

1/ R E S P C N S l e l L I T Y  FOR THE CONSTRUCTION AN0 MAINTENANCE OF A L L  ROADS OUTSlOE OF 

IHCORPORPTEO PLACES HAS BEEN TRANSFERRED TO THE STATE I N  DELAWARE1 NORTH CAROLINA, AND 

WEST VIREIWIA. A S I M I L A R  TRANSFER OF AUTHORITY W19S EFFECTED I N  V 1 4 6 1 N I A  EXCEPT THAT 

THREE COUNTIES RETAIN  CONTROL OVER THEIR  SECONOIRY AN0 LDOAL RMOS. THE LOCAL RURAL 

AUTHORITIES I N  EACM OF THESE STATES CONTINUE TO BE REIPONSIBLE FOR SERVICING DEBT IU- 
CURREO PRIOR TO THE TRANSCER. 

LF- COUNTY AND LOCAL RURAL ROAD FINANCE S T A T t S T I C S  COMPILED BY THE STATE 

H l 0 W l Y  PLLNNING BURVEYS; EST.- E S T l M l t E S  BASE0 OM HIGHWAY-DEPARTMENT AND OTHER STATE 

REPORTS, 'MUNICIPAL BOND SALES" PUBLISHEO BY THE BONO 6WYERI OATA AVAILABLE FOR OTHER 

YEARS, OR COMBINATIONS THEREOF. 

3/ INFORMATION NOT LVAILASLE. OEBT INCURRED AN0 RETIRED AS REPORTED I N  TASLES 

LF-R-1 TNO LF-0-1 REPRESENTS THE NET INCREASE AND NET DECREASE IN WARRANTS RESPECTIVELY. 
INFORMATlOPl FROM REPMITS OF STATE AUTHORITIES. 8 ALSO INOLUOCS ESTIMATED OATA FOR TOWNS* 

BASED ON 'THE REPORT OF THE AUDITOR OF P U B L I C  ACCOUNTS ON COMPARATIVE COST OF 

LOCAL OOVERNMENT.' 

BASSO ON 'THE REPORT OF THE STATE TAX CWWISSIONER." 

D IFFERS FRCW RETIREMENT REPORTEO I N  TABLE LF-9-1 BY $1,000 BECAUSE OF RETIRE- 

N E W  OF A $1,000 BONO FOR $100. 



TABLE 55.-CHANGE IN STATUS OF COUNTY AND LOCAL RURAL HIGHWAY OBLIGATIONS, 1941 J 

LONG TEEU DEBT SHORT T E W  DEBT 

TOTAL 

OELfT 

M O U N T  

CUT- 

STANO- 

ING A T  

SE6 tN-  

N l  NG 

OF 

YEAR 

l SSUEO 

DURING YEAR 

TOTAL 

DEBT 

SOURCE OUTSTAND- 

y I N G  AT 
BEGINNING 

OF TEAR 

l SSUEO REDEEMED 

OURINS YEAR I DURING YEAR 
AMOUNT 

OUTSTANO- 

IWQ AT 

BEG I N N  I N 6  

OF YEAR 

*MOUNT 

OUTSTANO- 

I N 6  A T  

EM0 OF 

YEAR 

WTSTAND- 

I N Q  AT 
STATE 

EN0  OF 

YEAR 

STATE 

ORIGI -  
EX- 

TEN- 
NAL 

SIONS 

FROM 

CURRENT 

OR 

S l N K l N Q  

FUNDS 

619 

250 - 
2 

- - 
11 

67 
636 

% 
2 6  

1 og 
417 

89 

7 
6 

589 
1,215 - 

90 - - 
1,202 

2,752 

-%- - 
1 25 

2,240 

- 
72 

390 
2 

30 
15 
81 - 
8 - 
- 
11,529 

FUNDS 

BY Siy,"; 
EX- END OF 

TEN- 
YEAR 

S 1 ONS 

33.303 ALABAMA 
8,122 ARI ZONA 

897 I ARKANSAS 

331 124 
8,856 
1 Y 047 

62,409 
EST. 

ALABAMA 

ARIZONA 
ARKANSAS 

CAL IFORNIA  

COLORADO 
5: 494 I CALI FORNI A 

COLORAW 

14,875 CONNECTICUT CONNECTICU7 

OELAYARE 
16,539 
5,140 

12,775 

24,291 
10,636 

L F  72,893 
10,986 

LF 23,067 
LF 28,781 

EST. 1,019 

12,122 
EST. 559 

I OELAWAW 

120 93 FLORlOA 

11.962 GEORGIA 

FLOR I OA 

GEORG 1 A 

l DAHO 

I L L I N O I S  

I NOIANA 

I ow* 

KANSAS 

KENTUCKY 

LOUIS IANA 

MA I N E  

UARYLAND 

MASSACHUSETTS 

MICHIGAN 

U 1 NNESOTA 

M I S S I S S I P P I  

MISSOURI 

14,206 [ MICHIGAN 

12,584 ( MINNESOTA 

h2.060 I M I S S I S S I P P I  

i5;490 1,679 MISS OUR^ MONTANA 

3,630 NEBRASKA 

83 NEVAOA 

HONTANA 

NEBRASKA 

NEVADA 

N N  HAMPSHIRE 

NEW JERSEY 

NEW MEXICO 

NEW YORK 

EST. LF 1 1: 
53, i95 

1 322 
28,044 
21,056 

EST. 14,986 

L F  1 II  

NORTH CAROL 1 NA 

NORTH DAKOTA 

OHIO 
1,076 NORTH DAKOTA 

26,208 MI0 
19,106 OKLAHQMA 

13,361 OREGON 

120,233 PENNSYLVANIA 

120 RHOOE ISLAND 

30,387 SOUTH CAROLINA 

936 SOUTH DAKOTA 

51,910 TENNESSEE 

196,743 TEXAS 

858 UTAH 
156 VERHONT 

10,478 V l R G l V l A  

2,739 WASHINGTON 
18,824 U E S T V I R G I N I A  

18,438 WISCONSIN 
116 WYWING 

OKLAHWA 

OREGON 

PENNSYLVANIA 

RHOOE I S L A W  

SOUTH CAROLINA 

SOUTH DAKOTA 

TENNESSEE 

TEXAS 201,903 
1,200 

EST. 171 
1 0,981 
3,115 

22,213 
1 33 

UTAH 

VEEUONT 

V I R G I N I A  

WASH1 NBTON 

WEST V I R G I N I A  

U l S C O N S l N  

WYCMINB 

1,229,694 TOTALS I 
1/ R E S P O N S I B I L I T Y  FOR THE CONSTRUCTION AN0 MAINTENANCE OF ALL  ROADS OUTSIDE OF 

INOORPORATFO PLACES HA5  BEEN TRANSFERRED TO THE STATE I N  DELAWARE, NORTH CAROLINA, 
AND WEST V I R G I N I A +  A S I M I L A R  TRANSFER OF AUTHORITY WAS EFFECTEO I N  V I R G I N I A y  EXCEPT 

THAT THREE COUNTIES RETAIN  CONTROL OVER THEIR  SECONOARY AN0 LOCAL ROADS. THE LOCAL 

RURAL AUTHOHITI  ES I N  EACH OF THESE STATES CONT INUF TO RE RESPONSI3LE .FOR SERVIC ING 

DEBT INCURRCO PRIOR TO THE TRANSFER. 

1/ LF-  COUNTY AND LOCAL RURAL ROAD F INdNCE S T A T I S T I C S  CDHPILED BY THE STATE 

HIGHWAY PLANNING SURVEYS; EST.- ESTIMATES SASE0 ON HIGHWAY-OEPAQTMENT AND OTHER STATE 

REPORTS, * M U N I C I a A L  BOND SALES" PUBLISHED BY THE BOND BUYER, OhTA AVAILABLE FOR OTHER 

YEARS OR OOIIBINATIONS THEREOF. 

INFORMATION NOT AVAILABLE. DEBT lNClJRRE0 AND RETIRED AS REPORTED I N  TABLES 

LF-R-1 AND L F - h 1  REPRESENTS ESTIMATES O F  THE NET INCREASE AN0 NET DECREASE I N  WARRANTS, 

RESPECT I VELY. 

I N F O W A T I  ON FROn REPORTS OF STATE AUTHORITIES. 

ALSO I N X U O E S  €5. IMKTCD DATA FOR TOWS.  

BASED ON RECOROS OF BUREAU 0 0  INTERNAL AFFAIRS, "MUNICIPAL SON0 SPICES," PUB- 

L I S H E D  BY THE BOND BUYER, AND DATA AVAILABLE FOR OTHER YEARS. 

V BASED ON 'THE REPORT OF THE AUDITOR OF P U B L I C  ACCOUNTS ON COMPIRATIVE COST OF 

LOCAL GOVERNMENT." 

BASED ONY THE REPORT OF THE STATE TAX C U W I S S  IONIR.* 



TABLE 56.-RECEIPTS OF THE HIGHWAY SINKING AND DEBT-SERVTCE FUNDS OF COUNTY 

AND LOCAL RURAL AGENCIES DURING 1937 3 

(PCIOUNTS I N  THOUSANOS OF OOLLARS) 

I PROOEEDS OF ISSUES OF BONDS AND NOTES EARNINGS OF 
S l NK l NG FUNDS 

OTHER 

STATE 
H i  GH- 
WAY- 

USER 
I M- 

POSTS 

- 
11 

TOTAL 

2 8 2  

1,911 

5,870 
3'1 

1,174 
5 2 0  

12.899 

1,277 
3,648 
6,331 

10,236 
2,915 
2,311 
4 3 2 1  6 
B 

96 - 
3,934 
5 s  61 2 
3,003 

852 
448 
1 0 2  - - 
1 2 0  

'14,0@ 
6,634 

90 
-TJm- 

3,005 
2,162 
6,186 - 
4,695 

13 
3,441 

7s;grs 
457 
34 

1,623 
1,9a7 

3,192 
5,789 - 

P R I N C I P A L  
APPL IED TO DEBT 

PRE- 
M l W  

OR 
D I S -  
COUNT 

- 
1 - 
7 - 

- 
- - - 
- 

32 
1 - 
- - 

- - - - - - - 

AC- 
CRUED 
INTER- 

EST 

- 
- - 

8 

- 
- 

Y ISCEL-  
LANEOUS 

- 
7 2 5  

- 
7 2 6  

3 
* 

4 - 
3 

- 
8 - - - 

3 2 0  - - - - - - 
- - - - 

94 
2 2  - - - 

d l y 7 8 3  

- 
7 - - - - 

3,689 

INTEREST 
ON 

OEPOS 1 TS 
AND 

INVEST- 
MENTS 

8 
I 

1 

NET 
PROFIT  

OR LOSS 
FRCM 

EXCHANGE 
OF CASH, 
INVEST- 
MENTS 

- 
* 

OTHER 
:OUNTY OR 

PRoPrRTT 
TkXES r,"," (INCLUDING 

FUNDS 
SPECIAL  
ASSESS- 

TOTAL 

2,768 
2,494 

8,200 -. 
31 

1 774 
5 2 0  

40,528 
2,105 

1,554 
3,769 * 
2,927 
2,700 
6 y  485 

--ziF 
1,501 

2 4 9  

r5.492 
4,644 
6,147 
4,235 
1,721 

683 
107 
n 

10,726 
526 

16,603 
6,634 

r 89 
-mF 

3,125 
3tw5 

12,969 
27 

4,695 
13 

4 5 2 4  
21,075 

5 0 3  
35 

1,623 

3,192 
6,470 

28 

STATE 
SOURCE 

u PROCEEDS 
OF OTHER 

REFUND- PR IN- 
I N 6  C l P A L  

l SSUES 

ALABAMA 
AR I ZONA 

ALABAMA 
ARIZONA 
ARKANSAS 2/ 
CALIFORNIA  
COLOR4W 
CONNECTICUT 
DELAWARE 
FLORI  OA 
GEORGIA 
l OAK,  
I L L I N O I S  
I N D I A N A  
IOWA 
KANSAS 

ARKANSAS 7 /  
C A L ~  FORNI? 

COLORAOO 
CONNECT1 CUT 
DELAWARE 
FLORIDA 
GEORG I A 
I OAK,  
I L L I N O I S  
I N 0 1  ANA 
l O w l  

KANSAS 
KENTUCKY 
LOUIS IANA 
MAINE 
MARYLAND 
MASSACHUSETTS 

KENTUCKY L O U l S l  l N A  

MAI NE 
MARYLAND 
MASSACHUSETTS 

EST. 

M ICHIGAN 
M 1 NNESOTA 
M I S S 1 S S l P P I  

M lOH16AN 
MINNESOTA 
M I s S I S S ~ P P I  
MISSOURI  *. ISSOURI 

MONTANA 
NEBRASKA 
NEVADA 
NEW HAMPSHIRE 

MONTANA 
NESRASYA 
NEVADA 
NEW HAMPSHIRE 
NEW JERSEY 
NEW MEX l GO 
NEW YMIK 

NEW JERSET 
NEW M ~ X l O O  
NEW YORK 
NORTH CAROLINA 
NORTH DAKOTA 
OHIO 
OKLAHMA 
OREGON 
PENNSVLVANI A 
RHOOE ISL4ND 
SOUTH CAROLINA 
SOUTH OAUOTA 
TENNESSEE 
TEXAS 
UTAH 
VERnONT 

NORTH CAROL 1 RA 
NORTH OAYOTA 
OHIO 
OKLAHOMA 
OREGON 
PENNSYLVANIA 
RHODE ISLAND 
SOUTH CAROLl NA 
SOUTH DAKOTA 
TENNESSEE 
TEXAS -* 

EST. 

U T I H  
VERHONT 
V I R G I N I A  
UfiSHlNGTON 
WEST V l R 6 1 N l h  
WISCONSIN 
WIOM l NQ 

V I R G I N I A  
WASHINGTON 

EST. ] - [ - 
L F ]  - 1 -  

WEST V I R 0 1 Y I &  
WISCONSIN 
WYOMI NG 

EST. I - 1 - 
TOTALS TOTALS 

RESPONSIGIL ITY  FOR THE CONSTRUCTION AN0 MAINTENANCE OF ALL ROAOS OUfSlOE OF INCOR- 
PORATED PLACES HAS BEEN TRANSFERRED TO THE STATE I N  DELAWARE) NORTH CCROLINA, AND WEST 
VIRGINIA. A s l n I L w  TRANSFER OF AUTHORITY WAS EFFECTED IN VIRGINIA EXCEPT THAT THREE COUNTIES 
R E T A t N  CORTROL OVER THEIR SECONDARY AN0 LOCAL ROADS. THE LOCAL RURAL AUTHORITIES I N  TACH OF 
THESE STATES CONTINUE TO BE RESPONSIBLE FOR SERVlC lNQ DERT INCURRED PRIOR TO THE TRANSFER. 

2J LF- COUNTY AND LOCAL RURAL ROAD FINANCE S T A T I S T I C S  CDMPILED BY THE STATE HlGHWAY 
PLANNING SURVEYS; EST.- ESTIMATES RASED ON HIGHWAY-OEPbRTWENT PND OTHER STATE REPORTS, DATA 
AVAILABLE FOR OTHER YEARS, OR COMBINATIONS THEREOF. 

I N F O I M A T I O N  NOT A V A t L A B L E .  
4/ FROM REPORTS OF STATE AUTHORITIES. 

ALSO INCLUOES ESTIMATES FOR TOWNSHIPS AN0 SPECIAL  DISTRICTS. 5 FRCU ST4TE BOND ISSUES. 



TABLE 57.-RECEIPTS OF THE HIGHWAY SINKING AND DEBT-SERVICE FUNDS OF CQUNTY 
AND LOCAL RURAL AGENCIES DURING 1938 _1/ 

PROCEEDS OF ISSUES OF BONOS AN0 NOTES 

PROPERTY 
TAXES 

(I NCLUD- 

I NB 

SPECIAL 
ASSESS- 
MENTS) 

W 
1,173 - 
4381 

25 

2,384 
84 

546 
3.873 

1,958 
1,234 
7.551 

- Ma- 

- 
1,993 
4.046 
2,563 

71 9 
$17 

7.k 

9 
14,4w 
6,082 

7% 
2,170 
2,115 
5,824 

1.225 
31 

12,591 
376 - 

l , U 4  
989 

3,102 
1,620 

- 
94,032 

OTHER - 

TOTAL 

PRINCIPAL 
APPLIED TO DEBT r 1 TRINS- 

INVEST- 
MENTS 

3,282 

500 

INTEREST 
ON 

DEPOS ITS 

AN0 
I NVCST- 
MLNTS 

SOURCE 

V 
AC- 

CRUED 
INTER- 

EST 

STATE 
PROCEEDS 

cSnER 
OF RE- 
FUNDING 

PRIN- 

ISSUES 

LF  
L F  

LF 

LF  

FS 

LF  
LF  
LF  

EST. - 
LF 
LF 
LF  
LF - 
LF 
LF 

EST. 
EST. - 

LF 

LF 
g/ LF 

LF 
LF 
LF  

EST. 

LF - 
LF 

EST. 

EST. 

LF 
LF 
LF 

EST. -- 
LF 

EST. 
LF 
LF  - 
LF 

L F  
EST. 
EST. - 

L F  
EST. 

L F  
LF  

\LABMA 
4RI ZONA 
\RKANSAS >AL I FORNI 2/ A 

:OLORA w 
:ONNECTI OUT 
ELAWARE 
'LOR I DA 
XORG I A 
l OAHO 
l L L l U 0 l S  
INDIANA 
I DVA 
(ANSAS 
(EWTUCKY 

.OUISIhW 
(A I NE 

IARYLANO 
(ASSACHUSETTS 

A L A M A  
MI Z0*A 
ARKANSAS 2/ 
CALI FORM IA  - 
COLORADO 
CONNECTICUT 
DELAWARE 
FLORIDA 
GEORQ I A 
l OAHO 

I L L I N O I S  

MARYLAND 
MASSACHUSETTS 
MlCH16AN 

I I NNESOTA 
I I C H l b 4 N  
!I NNESOTA 

MISSISSIPPI  
MISSOURI 
MCNTANL 

NEQRASY A 
NEVADA 
NEW HAUPSHIRE 

NEW JERSEY 
NEV HEX 1 CO 
NEW YORK 

NORTH CAROLINA 

IEW JERSEY 

IEW MEX 1 GO 
101  YORK 

IoRTH CAROLINA 
lORTH DAUOTA 
IHIO 
IKLAHOMA 
)REEON 
'ENNSILVANI A 

MODE ISLAND 
iOUTH CAROL INA 
i o u m  DAKOTA 

NORTH DAKOTA -- 
OHIO 
DKLAHOHA 
OREGON 
PENNSYLVANIA 
RHODE ISLAND 
Swm CAROLINA 
SOUTY DAKOTA 
TENNESSEE 
TEXAS 

UTAH 

VERHONT 
V l R 6 l N l A  
WASHINGTON 
WEST V IRQINIA  
WISCONSIN 

WYOnlNO 

IERnDNT 
l lRG1NlA 

IASHI NGTON 

{EST V l R 6 I N t A  
IlSCONSlN 

IYOHINB 

L/RESPONSIBILITY FOR W E  CONSTRUCTION IUD WAINTENANCE OF ALL ROADS OUTSIDE OF 2/ INFORHATION NOT' AVAILAWE. 
INCORPORATE0 PLACES HAS EEEN TRANSFERRED m SHE STATE I N  DELAWARE, NORTH CaROLINA. AND h /  l ~ ~ o t m r ~ l o N  FRM REPORTS OF STATE AUTHORITIES. - - 
VEST VIRGINIA. A SIMILAR TRANSFER OF AUTHORITY WAS EFfECTED I N  VIRQINIA EXCEPT THAT r/ ACCRUED INTEREST INCLUDE0 WITH P R E H l W  OR DISCOUNT. 
THREE COUNTIES RETAIN CONTROL OVER THEIR SECONOART AND LOCAL ROADS. THE LOCAL RURAL ALSO INCLUDES ESTIMATES FOR TOWNSHIPS AND SPECIAL ROAD DISTRICTS. 
AUTHORITIES I N  EACH OF THESE STATES CONTINUE TO BE RESPONSIBLE FOR SERVICIN6 DEBT ALSO INCLUOFS ESTIMATES FOR TOWSHIPS. 
INCURRED PRIOR TO THE TRANSFER. FROM STATE BOND ISSUES. 

2J LF- COUNTY ANO LOCAL RURAL ROAD FINANCE STATISTICS CWPILED 6 1  THE STATE n l 6 n -  
WhY PUNNING SURVEYS; FS- FISCAL STUDY REPORTS PREPARED 3 Y  THE STATE HIGHWAY PLANNINS 
SURVEYS; EST.- ESTIUATES BASE0 ON HIGHWAY DEPARTMENT AN0 OTHER STATE REPORTS, DATA 
AVAILABLE FOR OTHER YEARSpOR CCIlElNATlONS THEREOF. 



TABLE 58.-RECEIPTS OF THE HIGHWAY SINKING AND DEBT-SERVICE FUNDS OF COUNTY 
AND LOCAL RURAL AGENCIES DURING 1939 3 

- 

SOU ACE 

Y 

- 
LF 

LF 

L F  

L F  

L F  
L F  

L F  

L F  

L F  
EST. 

L F  
LF  

LF  

L F  
ESI. 

L F  
EST. 

EST. - 
LF 
LF 

L F  
LF  
T 

L F  
EST. 

L F  - 
L F  

LST. 

EST. 
L F  - 
L F  

L F  
L F  

EST. 

L F  
EST. 

L F  

L F  - 
LF 

L F  
EST. 

EST. 
L i  

EST. 
L F  

L F  

- 

PROCEEDS OF IS51155 OF BONDS AND NOTES I KARNlNGS OF 1 

PROPERTY 

TAXES 

( INCLUO- 
1 NG 

W E C I  4L  

4SSESS- 
MENTS) 

PRINCIPAL  
APPLIED TO OEBT 

PROFIT  FRLYl 
INTEREST I OR LOSS OTHER I ON FROM COUNTY 

TOTAL OEPOSITS 
OR 

AND OF 4 LOCAL 
INVEST- ANJ FUNDS 1 INYEST- 

I MENT i  

STATE 
HIGH- 

WAY- 

USER 

IMPOSTS 

TOTAL 

TOTAL I 
STATE OTHER 

TAXES 

M I  SCEL- 

LANEOUS 

ISSUES 

ALABWlA 

ARI ZONA 

ARKANSAS y 
CALI  FCRNI A 
COLORADO 

CONHFCTI CUT 

OELAWARE 
FLORl DA 

GEGRBl L 
l 04HO 

I L L l V O l S  
IN314 '4 I  
I OVA 

KAWSIS 

KEYTUCKY 

LOJISIANA -- 
MA I NE 

~ A R Y L A N O  

MASSACHUSETTS 

MICHIGAN 
M 1 NNESOT4 

n l s s I s s I P P 1  

ALABAMA 

ARIZONA 

ARKANSAS 2/ 
C 4 L I F O R N I I  

COLOR AW 
CONNECTICUT 
DELAWARE 

FLOR 1 DA 

FEORGI* 
I OAHO 

I L L I N O I S  

l NO1 AN4 
l OWA 

KANSAS 
KENTVCKI 

LOIJ I S I ANA 
MAINE 
MARYLAND 

MASSACHUSETTS 

MICHIGAN 

MI NNESOTA 

MISSISSIPPI 

MI SBOURl 
MONTANA 

NEBRASKA 
N E V ~ A  
NEW HAMPSHIRE 

NLW JERSEY 

NEW MEXICO 
NEW YORK 

NORTH CAROL 1 NA 

NORTH DAKOTA 

OHIO 

OKLAHOMA 

OFlEGON 
e Y L  V K  
RHODE ISLAND 
SOUTH CAROL1 NA 

SOUTH DAKOTA 

TENNESSEE 

TEXAS 
UTAH 
VERMONT 

V I R G I N I A  

WASHINGTON 

&ST V l R B l N l A  

WISCONSIN 
U Y M l  NB 

MISSOURI 

I4ONTANA 
NEBRASKA 

NEVADA 
NEW HbMPSH I RE 

NEW JERSEY 
NEW MEx I CO 

NEW YORK 

OKL4WOMA 
OREGON 

PENNSYLVANIA 
RHOOE ISL4VO 

SOUTH CAROLINA 
SOUTH OIKOTA 

TCNNESSEE 

TEXAS 
UTAH 

VERMONT 
VIRGINIA 

WASHINGTON 

WEST V I R G I N I A  

WISCONSIN 

YYOMIWG 

lJ RESDI)NSI~ILITY FOR THE CCNSTRUCTION AND MAINTENnNCE OF ALL ROADS OUTSIDE OF 2J LF- CCUNTY *NO LOCAL R U M L  ROAD FINANCE ST4T IST :CS  CCMPILED BY THE STATE 

INCORPORATED PLACES H A S  EEEN TRINSFER~C~ TO THE STATE 1 3  OELAWARE, NORTH CAROLINA, HIGHWAY PLANNING SURVEYS; EST.- ESTIVATES BASED ON HIGHWAY-OEPbHTMENT &NO OTHER STATE 
AND WEST V I R G I N I I .  9 S IM ILAR TRfiNSFER OF AUTHORITY WAS EFFFCTED I N  V I R G I N I A  EXCEPT REPORTS; DATA fi 'JAlCABLE FOR OTHER IEA?S, OR COMBINATIONS THEREOF. 

THAT THREE COUNTIES RETAIN CONTROL OVER THEIS  SECCNOARY AH0 LOCAL ROADS. THE LOCAL 2/ INFORMATION NOT AVAILABLE. 

RURAL AUTHORITILB I N  EACH OF THESE STATES CONTINUE TO BE RESPONSIBLE FOR SERVICING I NFOIWATION FROM REPORTS SF 6 7 . 9 ~ ~  AUTHORITIES. 

DEBT INCURREC PRIOR TO THE TRfiNSFC9. 



TABLE 59.-RECEIPTS OF THE HIGHWAY SINKING AND DEBT-SERVICE FUNDS OF COUNTY 

AND LOCAL RURAL AGENCIES DURING 1940 _r/ 

APPLlEO TO OEBT 

STATE 

ISSUES 

I P R o c E r o s  OF 1 s s u E s  OF BoNns AWo NOTES EARNINGS OF 
S INKINB FUNDS 

NEW JERSEY 

NEW HEX ICO 
NEW YORI  EST. 

NORTH DAKOTA L F  
OHIO LF 
OILhHOMA LF 
OREGON EST. 

PENNSVLVANIA EST. 1.018 - 1 - 
R W D E  ISLAND Lf 
SOUTH CAROLINA EST. 

SOUTH DAKOTA LF l i 
TENNESSEE I LF 1 1,354 45 1 - 
TEXAS 
UTAH LF 

V I R b l N I A  

WASHlNhrTON 

W I SCONS 1 N L F  16 
WYOnlN6 LF 

- 
I NTER- 

EST ON 

OE- 

TOTAL P",",'DT5 

INVEST- 

MENTS 

NET 
PROF1 T 

OR LOSS 
F R W  

EXCHANGE 

OF CASH 

AN0 

1 NVEST- 
HENTS 

- 

3 
1 

-6 

- 

- - 

- 

53 

- -- 
1 

- 
52 

OTHER I 
TRANS- 

FERS 

FRa4 
PROPER= 

STATE 
OTHER HIOH- 
COUNTI 

O ~ c ~ U O -  
OTHER WAY- MISCEL- TOTAL 

OR 1NB 

sPECllL 
TAXES USER LANEOVS 

ASSESS- 
IIIPOBTS 

MENTS] 

ALAFJIPIA 

AR I ZONA 
ARKANSAS 
CALIFORNIA 

COLORAOO 

CONNECTICUT 
OELAWARE 

FLORI OA 

6EORP I A 
l DAHO 
I L L I * O I S  

I NO1 ANA 

IOWA 

KANSAS 

K E N T u ~ Y  

L O U l S l A W  
MAINE 
MAR7UNO 

M l S S l S S l P P l  

U l a S W R I  

MONTANA 
NEBRASKA 
NEVADA 

NW HrClPSHlRE 

NEW JERSEY 
OW MEXICO 

NN YORK 

NORTH CAROL t NA 
NORTH OAKOTA 

O n l o  

OKLAHWA 

OREBON 
PENNSYLVANIA 

RNOOE ISLANO 
SOUTH CAROLINA 

SOUTH OCKOTA 

TENNESSEE 
TEXAS 
UTAH 

VERMONT 

V IR61NIA  
WASHINGTON 

WEST V I R O I N I A  

WISCONSIN 

W Y a t l N a  

TOTALS 

RESPONS1EILITY FOR W E  CONSTRUOTION AN0 UAINTEUANCE OF ALL ROaOS OUTSIDE 
OF INCORPORATE0 PLCCES HAS 8EEN TRANSFERRED TO THE STATE I N  DELAWARE, NORTH CAROLINA, 

AM0 WEST V I R Q I N I I .  A SIMILAR TRANSFER OF AUTHORITY WAS EFfECTEO I N  V I R G I N I A  EX- 

OEPT THAT THREE COUNTIES RETAIN  OONTROL OVER THEIR S W O N O I P I  AN0 LOCAL ROAOS. TnE 

LOCAL RURAL AUTHORITIES IN EACH OF THESE STATE$ CONTINUE TO BE RESPONSIBLE FOR 

INFOWATION NOT AVAILABLE. 
I NFOWAT l ON FROM REPORTS OF STATE AUTHORITIES. 

ACCRUED INTEREST INCLUOEO WITH P R P I I W  OR DISCOUNT. 

1 NCLUOES WPROX IPIATELY $2.9~2.000 F R a t  STATE 8 0 1 0  ISSUES. 
Z/ I N C L U ~ E S  $900,0~1  DEPOSITED IN S INKING FUND TO BE USED FOR CONSTRUCT1 ON 

SERVICINB DEBT INCURRED PRIOR m ME ~ A N S F E R .  ON STATE HIBHUAYS AT A LATER DATE. 
2J' I F -  COUNT7 AN0 LOCAL RURAL R04D FINANCE STATIST ICS CCHPILEO BY THE STATE 

HIGHWAY PLU lN lNQ SURVEYS; EST.- E S T I M T E S  BASE0 ON HIGHWAY OEPCRfnENT AND OTHER 

STATE REPORTS, DATA AVAlLAr lLE F M I  OTHER YEARS,MI COHBINATIONS THEREOF. 



TABLE 60.-RECEIPTS OF THE HIGHWAY SINKING AND DEBT-SERVICE FUNDS OF COUNTY 
AND LOCAL RURAL AGENCIES DURING 1941 L' 

LO-5-1 
1941 

TOTAL STATE 

PROCEEDS OF ISSUES OF BONDS AN0 NOTES EARNINGS OF 

S INK IWb FUNDS - 

TOTAL 
M I  SCEL- 
LANEOUS TOTAL 

- 
1,849 

2 

29.853 
96 
2 

'I 06 
- 

234 
52 

1,198 
34 

468 

1,262 
141 

3,495 
6c 
- 

16 

1,783 

1 2 0  - 
20 

- 

9,447 
13,147 

- 

6 - 

TRANS- I PRINCIPAL  
APPLIEO TO DEBT 

I 

- 
NET 

PROFIT  

3R LOSS 

FR OM 

XCHANSE 
JF CASH 

AND 
INVEST- 

MENTS - 

-65 - - 

3 

- 

., 

- - 
-- 

-69 

-- 

26 

- 
-105 - 

- 
I NTER- 

EST 

ON DE- 

POS 1 TS 

AN0 

NVEST- 

MENTS 

- 
12 
6 

- 

5 

;75 
32 
1 0  

1 6  

3 

6 

- 

- 

2 

- 

49 

- - - 
17 -- 

151 
1 

- 

- 
7 0 8  

- 

PROPERTY 

OTHER 
( INCLUO- 

I N6 

L,","AL 
S P E C l l L  

FUWOS 
ASSESS- 

MENTS) 

STATE 
HIGH- 

OTHER WAY- 

TAXES USER 

IMPOSTS 

SOUROE 

1/ 

- 
LF 
LF 

LF  - 
CST. 

(5 
- 

LF 
LF 
LF 

EST. 

LF 
LF 
LF 

EST. - 
EST. 

LF 
EST. 

EST. 

LF 
LF 

EST. 

LF - 
LF 
LF 

EST. 

LF - 
LF 

EST. 

EST. 
L F  - 
LF 
LF 

EST. 
EST. - 

LF 
EST. 

LF 
LF - 
LF 
LF 

EST. 
EST. - 

LF 
EST. 

LF 
LF 

STATE PRD- 
CEEOS 

OTHER 
OF 

REFUN, .,;:= 
I N6 

ISSUES 

ALIBU*A 
AR I ZONA 

l OAHO 

ILLINOIS 
INDIANA 
l OVA 

KANSAS 

KENTUCKY 

LOUISIANA 

MA 1 NE 
U ~ ~ R Y L A N O  
MASSACHUSETTS 

MICHIGAN 

H INNESOTA 
H l S S l S S l P P I  

MISSOURI 

355 MASSACHUSETTS 
4,928 MICNIGAN 
4,174 H I NNE80TA 

10,105 H l s s l s s l ~ ~ l  

3 ? 3 4 3  MISSOURI 
540 MONTANA .- 
718 NEBRASKA 

2 6  NEVADA 

MONTANA 
NEBRASKA 

NEVADA 
NEW HAMPSHIRE 

,4: 

NEW HAWPSHIRE 
10 577 - NEW J E R S E I  

NEW MEX l CO 

1 4 $ 8 5 1  HEW YORK 

6,109 NORTH CIROLINA 

NORTH DA_K= 

5,553 OHIO 
3.005 OKLAHOMA 

NEW JERSEY - 
NEW MEXICO 

NEW YORK 
NORTH  CAROL^ NP 

NORTH DAKOTA 

OHIO 
O K L A ~ ~ A  

OREDON 
-. 
2,330 OREGON 

13.202 PENNSYLVANIA 
33 RHDDE ISLAND 

4.283 SOUTH CAROLINA 

PENNSYLVANI~~ 

RHOOE ISLAND 

SOUTH CAROL1 N P  
S o u T n  DAKOTA 
TENNESSEE 

TEXAS 
UTAH 

WEST V I R G l N l l  

WISCQNSIN 

WYOn 1 NS 

RESPONSIB IL ITY  FOR THE CONSTRUCTION AND MAINTENANCE OF ALL  ROADS OUTSIDE 

Of INCORPORATED PLACES HA$ BEEN TR&NSFERREW TO THE STATE I N  DELAWARE, NORTH CAROLINA, 
4NO WEST V IROIN IA .  A S l M l L h R  TRANSFER OF AUTHORITY WAS EFFECTED I N  V I R G I N I A r  EXCEPT 

THAT THREE COUNTIES RETII IN CONTROL OVER THEIR  SECONDARY AND LOOAL ROADS. THE LOCAL 

RURAL AUTHORITIES I N  EACH OF THESE STATES CONTINUE TO BE RESPONSIRLE FOR SERVICING 

OEBT INCURRED PRIOR TO W E  TRANSFER. 

2-/ LF- CWNTY AN0 LOOAL RURAL ROAD F I N A W E  STI \TISTIOS COMPILED BY THE ST4TE 
HIGHVAT PLANNING SURVEYS; EST.- ESTIMATES BASE0 ON HIGHWAY-DEPARTMENT AND OTHER STATE 

REPORTS, DATA AVAILABLE FOR OTHER YEARSr OR O W B I  NATIONS THEREOF. 

2/ INFoWIATION NOT AVAILABLE. 

&/ INFORMATION FROM REPORTS OF STATE AUTHOR1 TIES. 3 ACCRUED INTEREST lNCLUDED WITH PREHlUM OR DISCOUNT. 

I m L u o r s  A w a o x f M n r E L r  $4,290,000 FRCH STATE BOND ~SSUES. 





TABLE 62.-DISBURSEMENTS OF HIGHWAY SINKING AND DEBT-SERVICE FUNDS BY COUNTY 
AND LOCAL RURAL AGENCIES DURING 1938 J/  

I DEBT SERVICE 

I COUNTY AND LOCAL ROAG OBLIGATIONS STATE HIGHWAY OBLIGATIONS PlLL DEBT SERVICE PAWEUTS 

INTER- 

EST 

TOTAL STATE 

I INTEREST I REDEMPTION 

TOTAL 

4, 7 8 2  
2,032 

+ 
487 
5 0 5  

22,319 
1,846 
1,454 

4,312 

A&% 
2,041 
2,772 
2,230 

4r 402 
286 

1 ,$86 
169 

5,891 
2,538 
8,663 
3.979 

e37 
667 

r 3 
1 05 

-%!.i? 
1 6 9  

16,683 

6,503 
621 

8,239 

2391 4 
2,802 

13,192 
2 2  

5,535 
14 

2% 
61 9 
50 

-4%- 
3,102 
1,169 

25 

SOURCE - 
3/ 1 

S l  NK l NG FUNOS I NOTE EXTENSION 

TERM 

I ( FRCN CURRENT OR 1 BY REFUNDING OR 
REDEMP- 

T I O N  
LONG 1 TERM 

SHORT LONG 
T E W  TOTT*L TERM 
DEBT DEBT 

%,088 2,101 1,209 

1.191 78 - 
ALABAMA 

ARIZONA 
ARKANSAS 2/ 
CALIFORNIA 
COLORADO 
CONNECTICUT 
DELAWARE 
FLORI o h  - 
GEORGIA 
l DAHO 
I L L l N O l B  
INDIANA 

l OWA 

KANSAS 
KENTUCKY 
LOU IS I ANA 

MAINE 
MARYLAND 

MASSACHUSETTS 

nlSSOURl 
MONTANA 

NEBRASKA 
NEVADA 
MEW HAMPSHIRE 
NEW JERSEY 
NEW MEXICO 
NEW YORK 

NORTH CAROLINA 
NORTH DAKOTA 
OHIO 

2 ;  I OKLAHOHA 
2,900 2 

P E a ~ s r r v A N l A  OREGON 

RHCOE ISLAND 
5,53< SOUTH CAROLINA 

6,;; I ;~;ssEE 
33,320 TEXAS 

UTAH 
VERMONT 

V I R E I N I A  
WASHINGTON 
WEST VIRGINIA 

TOTALS 

1/ RESPONSIBILITY FOR W E  CONSTRUCTION AM0 MI\INTE'VA"IOE OF ALL ROPLDS OUTSIDE OF INCORPORATED 
PLACES HAS BEEN TRANSFERRED 1 0  THE STATE I N  DELAW4REI NORTH CIF~OLINA, AND WEST VIR61VIA.  A S IM ILAR 
TRANSFER OF AUTHORITY WAS ZFFECTED I N  V I R G I N I n  EXCEPT THAT THREE COUNTlFS RETAIN CONTROL OVER THEIR 

SECONDARY AND LOOAL ROAOS. W E  L O C I L  PUR4L AUTHORITIES I N  EACH OF THESE STATES CONTINUE TO BE 
RESPONSIBLE FO'1 SERVlCIVG DEBT IVCUPREC PRIOR TO THE TRANSFER. 

2J LF- COUNTY AND LOOAL RURAL ROAD FIYANCE ST*rTISTICS COMPILED BY THE STATE HIGHWAY PLANNING 

SURVEYS; FS- FISCAL STUDY REPORTS PREPARED BY THE STATE HIGHWAY PLANVING SURVEYS; EST.- ESTIMATES 
BASED ON HIGHWAY DEPARTMENT AN0 OTHER SThTE REPORTS, OATA AVAILABLE FOR OTHER +fARSIOR CCUBIYATIONS 
THEREOF. 

I t iFDPH&TION NOT AVAILABLE. DEBT RETIRED AS REPORTED I N  TA tLE  LF-0-1 REPRESENTS NET OE- 
CREASE I N  WARRANTS. 

4/ INFORMATlON FRDN REPORTS OF STATF AUTHORITIES. 

INCLUDES $88O,OW REFUNDED BONDS. 8 ALSO INCLUDES ESTIVATES FOR TWNS- IPS  AND SPCCIAL ROAL! OISTRICTS. 

7 ALSO lNCLllOES EGTIMATES FOR COUNTIES. 
ALSO INCLUDES ESTIMATES FOR TOWNSHIPS. 
BASE0 ON RECORDS OF BUREAU OF INTERNPL AFFAIRS AND D A T l  AVAILABLE FOR OTHER YEARS. 

INCLUDES $614.500 STATE-EXCHANGED BONDS. 
?_?/ BASED ON 'THE REPORT OF M E  AUDITOR O F  PUBLIC ACCOUNTS ON C W P ~ R A T I V E  COST OF LOCAL 

GOvERNMFNT.' 
BASED ON "REPMIT OF THE STATE TAX COW15SIONER.* 
EXCLUDES AOVANCES REPAID m CITIES AND YILLACES. 



TABLE 63.-DISBURSEMENTS OF HIGHWAY SINMNG AND DEBT-SERVICE FUNDS BY COUNTY 
AND LOCAL RURAL AGENCIES DURING 1939 A/ 

(MOUNTS I N  THOUSANOS OF DOLLARS) 

TOTAL 

4.868 
1.533 

10.244 
26 

2,153 
509 * 

1,493 
4,879 * 
2,725 
2,204 * 
1,502 

1 7 4  
7,419 

4, 
8,015 

4,008 

957 
91 7 

9 1  
7: 

10,695 
loB 

17,407 
6.372 

2 7 0  

5,972 
2,769 
3,221 

iQd!?!X 
37 

4,692 
26 

2Gw 
29,985 

567 
96 

-...x& 
2,153 
3,073 
5.963 

25 

2 1  7,140 

'T- 
I 

ALL DEBT 
SERVICE PAYMENTS 

STATE HIGHWAY 
OBLIGATIONS 

COUNTY AND LOCAL ROAD OSLIGATIONS 

TOTAL 

l NTEREST 

---T-- 
INTER- 

EST 

- 
1,415 

591 

22 
409 
224 

6,225 
788 
322 

1,134 
7 2 1  

ObS 
4 2 6  

1,023 

-% 
566 

30 

1,012 

2,498 
938 

137 
2 3 8  

1 0  

2 3  
2,523 

4-6 
4,034 
3,872 

4 , w  
1,164 

867 + 
1,243 

3 
3,039 

10,347 
91 
8 
3 

265 
1,107 

1,059 
8 

62,609 

F R M  CURSENT 
OR S INK ING FUNDS 

STATE 
BY REFUNDIN6 OR 
NOTE EXTENS1 ON 

SHORT 
TERM TOTAL 
DEBT 

TOTAL 

- 
TOTAL 

- 
LONE 
TERn 
DEBT 

- 
SHORT 
TERM 
DEBT 

- 
LONG 
T E W  

DEBT 

- 
SHORT 
TERM 

DEBT 

ALABAMP. 
hR I ZONA 
ARKANSAS 2/ 
OAL I FORN I A 
COCORAOO 
CONNECT1 CUT 

ALABAMA 
ARI ZONA 
ARKANSAS 
CAL l FORNl A 

COLORADO 

COMNECTICUT 
DELAWARE 1 DELAWARE 

FLOR I or 
GEORQIA 

l DAHO I o n n o  
ILLINOIS 

l NO1 ANA 
I OW* 
KANSAS 

I L L I Y 0 1 S  

INDIANA 

KANSAS 
KENTUMY 1,005 
LOUISIANA 

M l  l NE EST. 
MARYLAND 565 

H I C H I G I N  
M I NNESOTA L i  556 
l l l S S 1 S S I P P I  
MISSOURI 898 
MONTANA 1 3 7  
NEBRASKA L F  

KENTUOKI 

LOU1 S I AHA 
MAINE 

MARYLAND 
MASSACHUSETTS 
MICHIGAN 

MINNESOTA 
M I S S I S S I P P I  
MISSOURI 
MONTANA 

NEBRASKA 
NEVADA 
NEW HAMPSHIRE 
NEW JERSEY 
NEW MEXICO 

NEW YORK 
NORTH CAROL1 NA 

NEVADA 
NEW HAMPSHIRE I Ei:. 1 2; 
NEW JERSEY 
HEW MEXICO 

NEW YORK 

NORTH OAXOTA 

OHIO 
OILIHOEIA . I 

NORTH DAKOT4 

OHIO 
O K U  HOHA 
OREGON OREGON I L F  

PENNSYLVANIA 

@; %Jj 

RHOOE ISLAND 
S W  TH CAROL I NA 
SOUTH DAKOTA 
TENNESSEE LF 3,036 

TEXAS L F  37 4 
UTAH LF 85 

PEN~~SYLVANIA 

RHODE ISLANO 

SOUTH CAROLINA 
SOUTH DAKOTA 
TENNESSEE 

TEXAS 
UTAH 
VERMONT 
VIRGINIA - 
UASHINGTON 
WEST V I R G I N I A  

WISCONSIN 
WYOMI N6  

VERMONT 
V l R G l N l L  

WASHINBTDN 

WISCONSIN 27b. 

a 

TOTALS TOTALS 

I NCLUOES$~~,OOO REFUNDEO BONDS. 
ALSO INCLUDES ESTIMATES FOR TOWNSHIPS AND SPECIAL ROAD DISTRICTS. 

1/ RESPONSIBILITY FOR THE CONSTRUCTION AND HAINTEHANCE OF ALL ROIDS OUTSIDE OF INCORPORATED 
PLACES HAS BEEN TRANSFERRED TO THE STATE I N  OELAWARE, NORTH CAROLINA.AN0 WEST VIRGINIA.  A S IM ILAR 
TRANSFER OF AUTHORITY WAS EFFECTED I N  V I R G I N I A  EXCEPT THAT THREE COUNTIES RETAIN  CONTROL OVER 
THEIR SECONDARY AND LOCAL ROADS. THE LOCAL RURAL AUTHORITIES I N  EACH OF THESE STATES CONTINUE TO FJE 
RESPONSIBLE FOR SERVICING DEBT INCURRED PRIOR TO THE TRANSFER- 

2J LF- COUNTY AN0 LOCAL RURAL ROLO FINANCE STAT IST ICS  CDnPlLEQ B Y  THE STATE HIGHWAY PLANNING 

SURVEYS; EST.- ESTIMATES BASED ON HIGHUCY-DEPARTMENT AN0 OTHER STATE REPORTS, DATA AVAILABLE FOR 
OTHER YEARS,WR COHSINATIONS THEREOF. 

2/ INFORMATION NOT AVAILABLE. DEBT RETIRED AS REPORTED I N  T A A E  LF-O-1 REPRESENTS NET 

DECREASE I N  WARRANTS. 
4/ INFOR MATION FROH REPORTS OF STATE AUTHORITIES. 

Z/ ALSO f NCLUDES ESTIMATE0 DATA FOR COUNTIES. 
8J BASED ON RECORDS OF BUREAU OF INTERNAL AFFAIRS, COLINTY RECORDS AND DATA A V A I L A K E  FOR 

OTHER YEARSs 
e/ INCLUDES $1,961,000 UEFUNDEO BONDS. 
loJ EASED ON~REPORT OF THE AUDITOR OF-PUBLIC ACCOUNTS ON CMPARATIVE COST OF LOCAL GOVERNMENT.' 

INCLUDED WITH INTEREST ON LONG TERM DEBT. 

9 BASED ON "REPORT OF THE STATE TAX COmlSSIONER.. 
EXCLUDES ADVANCES REPAID TO C I T I E S  AND VILLAGES. 



TABLE 64.-DISBURSEMENTS OF HIGHWAY SINKING AND DEBT-SERVICE FUNDS BY COUNTY 

AND LOCAL RURAL AGENCIES DURING 1940 1/ 

(~UOUNTS I N  THOUSANDS OF WLLARS) 

- 

TOTAL 

- 

OTHER 

OEBT SERVICE 

ALL DEBT SERVICE STATE HIGHWAY OBL16ATlONS COUNTY AND LOCAL ROAD OBL16ATION8 

TOTAL 

- 
4,893 
1,425 .. - 

533 
444 

2&f& 
1,882 
1,104 
4,501 rn 
1.934 
2.827 
2,020 
3,999 

186 
1,583 

176 

2,447 
10,w 
3,775 
3 

652 
6 

61 
%!& 

1 I 6  
16,020 
6.241 
2 
4,981 
2,908 
2,610 
1k,228 

91 
3,972 

63 

16,979 
398 
65 

_ I r N  
897 

2,979 
1,213 
e 
79,370 - 

TOTAL 

- 

1,615 

- 
- 
8,302 

- 
1,513 

- 

26 

122 

11,204 

- - 
4,536 - 

27,318 - 

I UTE& 
EST 

- 
1,497 

523 

21899 
28 

369 
1 89 

6.366 
707 
288 

1,000 * 
375 
966 
_?,a 

36 
536 

25 
L L  

866 
2,333 

821 
128 
16B 

6 
13 

32 
3,939 
3~741 
56 
1,270 
1,249 

785 
3A4 

7 
985 
33 

2t771 
9,703 

73 
5 

.-591 
160 

1,014 
884 

8 - 
58,357 

RE- 

DEMP- 
T ION 

INTEREST 

-i STATE 
SOURCE 

v STATE FPOM WRRENT OR / BI REFUNDtNG OR 
S INK ING FUNDS NOTE EXTENSION INTER- RL- 

EST OMPTION 
LONG SHORT 
TERN TERM 
DEBT DEBT 

TOTAL 

- 
1,497 

523 

2,899 
28 

104 
189 * 
707 
288 

1,000 
541 

273 
379 
966 

r,554 
36 

536 
25 
2 

637 
2,333 

821 
128 -- 
1 68 

(% 
2,619 

32 
3.939 
3,741 

7% 
1.249 

3 
7 

935 
33 

-3% 
73 
5 

591 
160 

1,014 
229 

0 - 
50,849 - 

LON% 
TERH 
DEET - 
1,604 

902 

& g E  
4 

423 
255 

6,247 
lli58 

738 
2,910 

1,168 
2,379 

904 
2,011 - 

110 
623 

$2 ,395 

3.446 
3,634 

382 
6 

48 m 
84 

8,375 
2,500 
i m 
3x3 
1.602 
1.675 
32% 

84 
2,987 

d 300 

10 
2 

737 
1,965 

975 
21 - 

91 7 0 7  

TOTAL 

- 
1,234 

- 

6,988 -. 

16 
75 
- 

35 
111 
16 - 

408 

&&! 
361 

4,540 
50 
9s 

-836 
281 

56 

lloo 

3,759 
14 

- 
24,930 

ALABIEIA 

ARIZONA 
ARKANSAS 2/ 
CALIFORNIA 
COLORADO 
CONNCOTICUT LF 

ARKANSIS 2/ 
CALIFORNIA 
CDLORAW 
CCUNECTICUT 

DELAWARE DELAWARE 

FLOR 1 DA 
GEORBIb I LF 

FLORI M - 
GEOR% I A 
l DAHO l DAHO 

ILLI,,, 1 :: l L L l N O l S  
IWDl AHA 
1 OWA 

KANSAS 
K ~ N O K Y  

MASSACHUSETTS 

WQ.AJ(- _- 
M l NNESOTA 

M18S lSS IPP I  
MISSOURI 
MOHTANA 
NERRASKI 
NEVAOA 

NEW JERSEY 

NEW HEX 1 CO 
New YORK 6/ LF NEW YORU 

NORTI( CAROLINA 
NORTH DAKOTA 

OHIO 
OKLAHOMA 
OREBON 
PENNSTLVANIA 
RHODE ISLANO 

SOUTH CAROL I NA 
SOUTH OAKOTA 

"TH CAROLINA I - E ~  
W R T H  OAKOTA 
OHIO 

SOUTH OAKOTA 

TENNESSEC TEXAS 

U T I H  
VErnONT 
V IRGIN IA  
WASHINGTON 

UISCONSII( 
Y T W I  NB LF 

TOTALS I TOTALS 

1/ RESPONSIBILITY FOR THE CONSTRUCTION AND MAINTENANCE OF ALL ROADS OUTSIDE OF INCORPORATED 
PLACES HAS BEEM TRANSFERRED TO TUE STATE I H  DELAWARE, NORTH CAROLINA, AN0 WEST VIROINIA.  A S IM ILAR 
TRANSFER OF AUTHORITY WAS EFFECTED I N  V IRGIN IA  EXOtPT THAT THREE COUNTIES R E T l l N  CONTROL OVER THEIR 
SECONDARY AN0 LOCAL ROADS. THE LOCAL RURAL A u m o R l T l E s  I N  EACH OF THESE STATES CONTINUE TO BE 

IWPORUATION FROM REPORTS OF STATE AWTHORITIES. 
LESS M A N  $500. 
ALSO INCLUOES ESTIMATE0 DATA FOR TOWS. r/ OEBT SERVICE ON STATE H i P W A Y  OBL16ATlONS REPORTED IW TOTAL ONLT WAS ASSUPIED TO BE FOR 

RESPONSIBLE FOR SERYICINP OEBT INCURRED PRIOR TO THE TRANSFER. P4WlENT OF PRINCIPAL. 
2 LF- COUNTY AND LOCAL RURAL ROAD FINANCE STAT IST ICS  COnPlLEO 97 THE STATE H I G W 4 Y  PLANNING INCLUDES $190179000 REFUNDED BONDS. 

8uRvEys{EsTI- ESTIMATES BASED ON H t e w a r - D E P A a m E N T  &No OTHER STATE REPORTS, DATA A v A I L & e L c  FOR P/ BASED ow .mE REPORT OF THE AUDITOR o r  PUBL IC  m c o u N T s  ON COMPAnATIvE COST OF Loca 
OTHER YEARS, OR OCMBINATIOWS THEREOF. GOVERNMENT.. 

2/ lNF0"ATlON NOT AVAILABLE. OEBT RETIRED AS REPORTED I N  TABLE LF-0-1 RCPRESENTS NET DE- INCLUDED WITH INTEREST ON LONG TERH DEBT. 
CREASE IN WARRANTS. BASED ON *THE REPORT OF THE STATE n x  CWISS IONER.. 

& EXCLUOES ADVlNCES REP* I 0  TO C l T  1 ES AND V ILLABES. 



TABLE 65.-DISBURSEMENTS OF HIGHWAY SINKING AND DEBT-SERVICE FUNDS BY COUNTY 
AND LOCAL RURAL AGENCIES DURING 1941 4 

-- 

OTHER 

1 63 
5 

3 

1,495 -- 
298 
35 
2a 
- 

48 
105 
1 0 0  - 
18 

- 
78 

539 

- 
91 

- 

,, 
2 - 

5 0  

- 

rgl 
730 
28 

-7s 

- - 
4,491 

STATE , 
DEBT SERVICE 

COUNTY ANO LOCAL ROAD OBLIPATIONS I STATE H l W w A Y  I ALL DEBT I SERVICE PA'MENTS 

INTER- REDEMP- 
EST T ION 

- 1,497 4,409 5,966 
489 734 1,223 

71 I R W  CURRENT OR BI REFUNOIklO 

OR ExTEWslON 1 T O  R -  1 RE- 
D M P T l  ON 

- 
LONE 
TERN 

OEBT 

SHORT 
S INK ING FUNDS 

DEBT 

- 
TOTAL 

- 
SWO%t 
T E R l  
DEBT 

- 
L O W  
TERM 

DEBT I ( DEBT 

ALABAMA 
ARIZONA 

CALIFORNIA 

COLORAW 
CONNECTICUT 
OELAWARE 

FLORIOA 
GEORGIA 

l OAHO 
I L L I N O I S  
INDIANA LF 

KANSAS L F  
KENTUCKY 
LOUISIANA 
MAINE EST. 

3;279 KENTUWY 
3,865 LOUISIANA 

lk3 I MAINE 

MARYLAND LF 
MASSACHUSETTS 1 EST. 

M I C H I M N  
MINNESOTA 
M I S S I S S I P P I  
M 1 SSOURI EST. 
MONTANA L F  
NEBRASKA I LF 
NEVADA 1 IF NEW HAMPSHIRE EST. 
WEU JERSEY 

NEW ME% 1 CO 
NEW YORK 

NORTH OAUOTA 

OKLlHDnA 
OREGON 1 EST. 2,330 OREGON 

4,283 S o u T n  CAROLI Nn 

38,104 TEXAS 
425 UTAH 

VERnONT 

TENNESSEE 
TEXAS 

VERMONT 

WISCONSIN 
UIOHlNO 

1,057 I V l R 6 1 N l A  

652 WASH 1 NGTON 
2.702 WEST V l R B l N l A  

TOTALS t 
R f S P O l S l B I L l T T  FOR THE CONSTRUCTION AND UAINTENCNCE OF &LL R ) I D S  OUTSIDE OF INCORPORATED It/ BASED ON REPORTS OF STATE AUTHORITIES- 

PLACES HAS BEEN TRANSfERREO TO THE STATE 1N DELAWARE. NORTH CAROLINA. AN0 WEST V IRGIN IA r  A S IM ILAR / INCLUOES $ao.OCQ REFUNDED BONDS. 
TRANSFER OF AUTHORITY YRS EFFECTED IN VIRGINIA, EXCEPT THAT THREE COUNTIES RETAIN CONTROL OVER 

THEIR SECONDARY AND LOCAL ROADS. THE LOCAL RURAL AUTHORITIES It4 EACH OF THESE STATES CONTINUE TO 
BE RESPOWSIELE FOR SERVICING OE8T INCURRED PRIOR TO THE TRANSFER. 

LF-  COUNTY AND LOCAL RURAL ROAD FINANCE STATISTICS CoMPlLEC BY THE STATE HIGHWAY PLANNIAO 
SURVEYS; EST.- ESTIMATES BASED ON HlGHWAV-DEPARlMENT AN0 OTHER STATE REPORTS, DATA AVAILABLE FOR 
OTHER YEARS, OR COMB INAT IONS THEREOF. 

INFORNATION NOT AVAILABLE. DEBT RETIRED AS REPOPTEO IN TABLE LF-D-I REPRESENTS AN 
ESTIMATE b F  THE NET OECREASE I N  WARRANTS. 

- 
&.SO INCLUOES ESTIMATED DATA FOR TOWNS. 
D E W  SERVICE Ct4 STATE HIGHWAY OBL161TIONS REPORTED I N  TOTAL, E R E  ASSWED TO BE FOR PAYMENT 

OF PRINCIPAL. 
BASED ON RECORDS OF BUREAU OF IUTERIPAL AFFAIRS AND DATA AVAILABLE FOR OTHER YEARS. 

INCLUDES $2,8W,W0 REFUNDED BoNOS. 
~ B A S E O  ON STHE REPORT OF THE PIUDlTOU OF P"BLlC ACCOUNTS ON C O ~ P A R A T ~ V E  GO81 OF LCCLL 00VERN- 

HENT.. 
9 INCLUDED WITH INTEREST OH LONG TEW DEBT. 
9 BASE0 OW 'THE REPORT OF W E  STATE TAX CUWISSIONERI' 



TABLE 66.-ADJUSTMENTS TO DEBT-SERVICE PAYMENTS AND OUTSTANDING LONG-TERM 
DEBT OF LOCAL RURAL-ROAD AGENCIES TO ELIMINATE DUPLICATIONS IN 1937 

(AMOUNTS I N  THOUSANDS OF DOLLARS) 

LO-A 

1937 

I l NTEREST OUTSTANDING DEBT AT END OF 1937 

STATE REIM- 

BURSEMEhlT 

O B L l  GATIONS 

THAT DUPLI  - 
GATE LOCAL 

O B L l  GATIONS 

(8) 

STATE 

PAYMENTS 

ON REIM- 

BU?SEMENT 

O B L I G A T I O N S  

THAT O U P L I -  

CATE LOCAL 

PAYMENTS 

NET LOCAL 

PAYMENTS 

NOT O U P L I -  

CATED I N  

STATE 
F l  NANCE 

TABLES 

STATE 

PAYMENTS 
NET I°CAL 

ON REIM- 
PA.MENTS 

BUQSEMENT 
NOT O W L ! -  

O B L I G A T I O N S  
GATED IN  

THAT D U P L I -  
STATE 

CATE LOCAL 

P A W L N T S  
TABLES 

NET LOCAL 

RURAL-ROAD 

OBLIGATIONS 
NOT D U P L I -  

CATED I N  

S T A T E  BOND 

TABLES 

(9) 

TOTAL 

P A l D  

6 Y  

LOCAL 
RURAL 

AGENCI ES 

TOTAL 

P A l D  

BY 
LOCAL 
RURAL 

AGENCIES 

(4) 

7 5 0  

1,187 

5,175 
4 

1,232 

275 
30,720 

9 4 0  
1 , 0 7 6  

2 ,300 
6,287 

1 2 , 4 5 7  

2 ,095 
1 ,200 

3,997 
1 1 4  

865 
21 3 

14,138 
3,264 

3,481 
1,852 
1 , 6 3 3  

5 8 0  

76 
64 

6 , 0 1 4  

76 
8,308 

2 ,500 

74 
a,ov 
1,998 
1,515 
6,878 

15 
3,246 

9,121 
1 0 , 0 0 0  

42; 

899 
1,464 
1 , 9 0 5  

4,975 
18 

- 

157,436 

TOTAL 

LOCAL 

RURAL- 

ROAD 

O B L I -  
GATIONS 

(7) 

S T A T E  STATE 

(1  ) ( 2 )  (3) 

ALABAMA 1,069 1 , 0 6 9  

AR I ZONA ' 
7 6 0  760 

ARKANSAS 

CALIFORNIA 2,181 2,181 
COLORADO 1 
C O N N E C T ~ C U T  3 7 2  3 0 8  
DELAWARE 

64 
2 4 5  

FLOQ I DA 8,674 
245 

8,609 65 
GEORGIA 7 8 0  7 8 0  

I OAHO 395 395 
I L L I N O I S  1 , 0 0 0  1 .OOO 

ALABAMA 

A R l  LONA 
ARKANSAS 

C A L I F O R N I A  

COLORAOO 
CONNECTICUT 
DELAWARE 

FLORl  DA 

GEORGIA 

1 DAHO 
ILLINOIS 
INDIANA 
l OWA 

INDIRNA 1;231 1;231 
I OWA 2,847 2,422 

KANSAS 
4 2 5  

5 5 2  552 
KENTUCKY 1,200 1.2CO KENTUCKY 

L O U I S I A N A  - 
M A I N E  

MARYLPN MASSACHUSETTS D 

MJCHIGAN 
MINNESOTA 

M I S S I S S I P P I  

MISSOURI 

MONTANA 
NEBRASKA 

NEVADA 

NEW HAMPSHI RE 

NEW JERSEY 
NEW MEX 1 0 0  

NEW YORK 
N l R T H  CAROLINA 

NORTH DAKOTA 

O H l O  
OKLAHOMA 

OREGON 
PENNSYLVANIA 

RHODE I S L A N D  
SOUTH CAROL1 NA 

SOUTH DAKOTA 

TENNESSEE 

TEXAS 

UTAH 
VERMONT 

V I R G I N I A  

WASHINGTON 

WEST V I R G I N I A  

WISOOYSIN 

WYOMING 

LOUISIANA 1,910 1 , 9 1 0  

M A  I NE 5 2  5 2  

MARYLAND 642 
MASSACHUSETTS 

6 4 2  
36 7 6  

MICHIGAN 1,561 1 5 6 1  

MINNESOTA 

MISSISSIPPI 2,665 
E( ISSOURI 1,051 1,051 

MONTANA 
NEBR4SKA 1 L1 1 hl 
NEVADA 

NEW HAMPSHIRE 

NEW JERSEY 
NEW MEX I CO 

hEW YORK 
NORTH CAROL I NA 
NORTH DAKOTA 
O H l O  

OKLAHCWA 
OREGON 
PEIUNSYLYANI A -- 
R H m E  ISLAND 
SOUTH CAROL I NA 

SOUTH DAKOTA 

TENNESSEE 3,204 1,609 1 ,595 
TEXAS 10,500 4 ,520 5 ,980 

UTAH 1 2 5  1 25 
VERMONT 4 4 
V I R G I N I A  

WASHINGTON 

WEST V I R G I N I A  1,287 1,287 
W l SCONS l N 1,313 1,313 
W Y W I N G  

TOTALS 70,426 10,500 59,926 TOTALS 

S T A T E  PAYMENT INCLUDES $ 5 6 8 , 0 0 0  PA!  O TO THE COUNTIES I N  1937 WHICH THE COUNTIES DO NOT SHOW R E T I R E D  U N T I L  T h F l R  F I S C A L  YEAR, 1 9 3 8 .  
2 AMOUNT REPORTED I N  P U B L I C  ROADS ADMINISTRATION T A E L E  58-2, 1 9 3 7 ,  INCLUDES LANDOWNER'S SYARE OF OUTSTANDING REIMJURSCYENT O B L I G A T I O N S  WHICH Y 

CANNOT B E  SEGREGATED FROM THE COUNTY AND TOWNSHIP SHARE. 

V EXCLUDES I N T E R E S T  ON REIM9URSEMENT BOW05 REFUNDED BY T V E  STATE, WHICH WERE CONS l DERED S T A T C  O D L I G A T I O N S a  

SOURCES: COLUMNS 1 AND 4 FROM TABLE LO-S-2, 1 9 3 7 ,  COLllMNS 2 + 1 2  AN3 5 + 8 -4 13, RESPECTIVELY.  COLUMN 2 CALCULATED FROM 

P U 8 L l C  ROADS A D M I N I S T R 4 T I O N  TASLE SF-4, 1937, COLUPN 14. COLUMN 5 CALCULATED FROM P U B L I C  ROAQS ADMl N l  S T R A T I O N  

TABLE SF-4, 1937, COLUMW 18, W I T H  M O D I F I C P T I O N S  AND R F V I S I O V S  AS MADE =OR TARLE S B - 2 0 2  ISSUED J U L Y  
l9h7. COLUMN 7 FROM TABLE LD-C-1, 1 9 3 7 ,  COLUMN 3.  COLUMN 8 CALCULATED FROM P U B L I C  

ROADS AOMIN I S T R A T I O N  TARLE 88-2. WITH R E V I S  IONS A S  M l n r  FOR TAR! F 



TABLE 67.-ADJUSTMENTS TO DEBT-SERVICE PAYMENTS AND OUTSTANDING LONG-TERM 
DEBT OF LOCAL RURAL-ROAD AGENCIES TO ELIMINATE DUPLICATIONS IN 1938 

LO-A 
1938 

S T A T E  

TOTAL 

P A I D  

BY 

LOCAL 

RURAL 

AGENCIES 

(1 ) 

A L A ~ A N A  ' 7,393 
4 R I  ZONA 

ARKANSAS 

C A L I F O R N I A  2,728 
COLORADO 

CONNECT I CUT 

OELAWARE 

FLORIDA 7,426 
ZEORG I A 

13AHO 

ILLINOIS 993 
I N D I A N A  

I O W A  2,55/ 
KANSAS 499 
KENTUCKY 1 095 
LOUISIANA 1,782 
MA1 NE 

MARYLAND 603 
MASSACHUSETTS 1 M I C H I G A N  

M 1 NNESOTA 

MISS IS SIP?^ / 2 , i ;  
M I S S O U R I  

-NEVADA 

NEW UAMPSHIRE 

NEW JERSEY 

NEW M E X I C O  

NEW YORK 4,194 
NORTH CAROL! NA 8.007 
NORTH DAKOTA 

1,625 
OKLAHOMA 1,215 
OREGON 

PEWSYLVANIA 4,332 
RHOCE ISLAND 
SOUTI+ CAROLINA 1,500 
SOUTH DAKOTA 

TE~,NESSEE 3,161 
TEXAS 10,473 

V E m O N T  4 
V I R G I N I A  

WASH1 kGTCN 

WEST V I R G I N I A  

WISCONSIN 

WYOMING 

INTEREST 

STATE 

PAYMENTS 

ON REIM- 

BURSCMEFtT 

O 8 L l G A T I O N S  

THAT D U P L I -  

CATE LOCAL 

OAYMENTS 

(2) 

NET L 0 3 A L  
TOTAL 

PAYMENTS 

NOT D U P L I -  
By 

CATED I N  
LOCAL 

STATE 
RURAL 

AGENOl ES 
TA@LES 

RETIREMENT 

I 
STATE 

PAYMENTS 
NET 

ON ,?El,.,- 

BURSEMENT DUPL1- 

O B L I G A T I O N S  

THAT OUPLI -  
STATE 

CATE LOCAL 

P l W E M T S  
TABLES 

OUTSTANDING D E B T  A T  END O F  1938 

TOTAL S T A T E  REIM-  

LOCAL BLRSEMENT 

RURAL- o e L i  GATIONS 
ROAD T H A T  O U P L I -  

O B L I -  CATE LOCAL 

GA:;;Ns 

oELl~~AloNs 
27.481 
10,377 

76,728 
17 

N F T  LOCAL 

RCIRAL-ROAD 

O B L l  GATIONS 

NOT D U P L I -  

CATED I N  

STATE e o w  

TABLES 

(9) 

27,481 
10,317 

76,728 
12 

b,123 

78,175 
15,108 
6,772 

21,640 
17,544 
6,338 

11,904 
23,816 
32,148 

1,301 
73,170 

856 
24,127 
13,745 
49,566 
20,723 
3,142 
4,553 

163 
388 

60.774 
892 

99,944 
74,127 

1 ,Oh0 
33, U25 
22,48 
17,885 

129,157 
20.5 

15,252 
289 

3a. 093 
120,716 

1 ,884 
171 

12,292 
5,012 

24,531 
6,083 

1 62 

1,128,512 

S T A T E  

CALIFORNIA 

COLORADO 

CONNECTICUT 
OELAWARE 

FLOR l DA -- - . . - . 
GEORGIA 

I OAHO 

ILLINOIS 
INDIANA 
1 OWA 

KANSAS 

KENTUCKY 

LOUISIANA 

M A I N E  

MARYLAND 

MASSACHUSETTS 

MICHIGAN - 
MINNESOTA 

M I S S I S S I P P I  

M I S S O U R I  

MONTANA 

NEBRASKA 

NEVADA 
NEW HAM-SHI RE 

NEW d i R S E Y  -_ 
NEW MEX l CO 

NEW YORK 

NORTH CAROLINA 

NORTF DAKOTA 

Or lo  
OKLALIOVA 

OREGON 
PCUNSYLVANIA 

RHODE I S L A N D  

SOUTH CAROL1 NA 

SOUTH DAKOTA 

TENNESSEE 

TEXAS 

UTAH 

VERMONT 

V I R G I N I A  

WASHINGTON 

WEST V I R G I N I A  

WISCONSIN 

WYOMING 

TOTALS 

?j AMOLNT REFORTED I N  P U B L I C  ROADS A D M I N I S T R A T I O N  T A 3 L E  SB-2, 1938 INCLUDES LANDOWNER!S SHARE O f  OUTSTANDING REIPIZURSEMENT O B L I G A T I O N S  WHICH 

CANNOT B E  SEGRCGPTED FROM T V E  COUNTY AND TOWNSHIP SHARE. 

ZJ' EXCLUDES INTEREST ON REIMBURSEMENT BCN3S REFUNDED B Y  THE STATE, W H l C q  WERE CONSIDESED STATE OBLIGATIONS.  

S O ~ R O E S :  COLJMNS 1 AND 4 FROM TPBLE LD-S-2, 1938, COLUMNS 2 + 12 4ND 5 + 8 + 13, RESPECTIVELY.  COLUMN 2 CALCULATED FROM 

F U B L I O  ROADS A W I N I S T R A T I O V  TABLE SF-4, 1938, COLUMN 14. COLUMN 5 CALCULATED FROM P U B L I C  R04DS AOMIN1STRPT:ON 

TABLE SF-4, 1938, COLUMN 18, U I T P  M O D I F I C A T I O N S  AND R E V I S I O N S  AS MADE FOR T A B L E  SB-2C2 ISSUED J U L Y  

1947. COLUMN 7 FROM TABLE LO-C-I, 1938, COLUMN 8. COLUKN 8 CALCULATED FROM P U B L I C  

ROADS A D M l N l S T R l T l O N  TABLE SB-2, W I T H  R E V I S I O N S  AS MADE FOR TABLE 

SB-202, I S S U E D  JULY 1947. 



TABLE 68.-ADJUSTMENTS TO DEBT-SERVICE PAYMENTS AND OUTSTANDING LONG-TERM 
DEBT OF LOCAL RURAL-ROAD AGENCIES TO ELIMINATE DUPLICATIONS IN 1939 

LO-A 
1939 

S T A T E  

S T A T E  

P-AYMENTS 

Gu R E I M -  

BURSEMENT 

O E L l  G A T I O N S  

T H A T  D U P L I -  

C A T E  L O C A L  
P1YMENTS 

( 2 )  

N F T  L O O A L  

PAYMFNTS 

V O T  C L I 3 L I -  

C A T F O  I N  

S T A T E  

F l  NAUCE 
T A B L E S  

(3) 

STATE 

PAW4ENTS 

ON RCIM-  

BURSEYENT 

0 B L l : A T I O N S  

T H A T  O U P L I -  

C A T E  L O C A L  

PAYMENTS 

( 5 )  

NET LOCAL 

PAYMENTS 

UOT O U m L I -  

GATED l"l 

S T A T E  
F I N A N C E  

T A B L E S  

( 6 )  

N E T  L O C A L  

R U R 4 L - R 0 4 D  

O B L I  C A T I O N S  

N O T  O U P L I -  

CATCO I N  

S T A T E  SON@ 

T A B L E S  

(9) 

T O T A L  
P A I D  

B Y  

L O C 4 L  

RURAL 

A G E N C I E S  

(1) 

T O T A L  

P A I D  

B Y  

L O C A L  

RURAL 

A G E N C I E S  

(4: 

TOTAL 

L O C A L  

RURAL-  

ROAD 

O [ ? L I - -  

S A T I O N S  

( 7 )  

S T A T E  REIM-  

B L R S E M E h T  

J 3 L  I CA-I ONS 

M A T  D U P L I -  

C A T E  L O C A L  

J B L I C A T I O N S  

(8) 

ALASAYA 

ART LONA 
ARKANSAS 

ALABAMA 

A R I  ZONA 

ARKANSAS 

C A L I F O R N I A  1 3 , 1 5 4  / 
COLORADO 1 
C O N N E C T I C U T  h09 262 

CAL!  F O R N I A  

C o L o R n e o  

CONNECT1 C U T  
DELAhrARr  DELAWARE 

F L O R I  DA 6,225 
G E O R Z l A  

I DAHO 

I L L I N O I S  1 . 0 0 7  

I DAUO 

I L L I N O I S  , . 
I N D I A N A  721 1 
! OWA 1 2.370 1 2.073 

I WDIANA - -.- 
IOWA 

K A N S A S  

KENTUCKY 

i U N S A S  

KENTUCKY 

L O U I S I A N A  -- 
M P I N E  46 
MARYLAND 565 

L O U I S I A N A  

I A  I N E  

" ~ A H Y L A N D  

MASS4CHUSETTS 

M I C H I G 4 N  

M I  YKESDTA 

MISSISSIPPI  2 , 4 7 4  

M I  SSOURI  

MONTANA 

NEBRASKA 181 
NEVADA 

4ASSACPUSETTS 

I I C H I G A M  

I I NNESOTA 

I I S S l S j l F F l  

Y I SSOURI  

IcONTANA 

NEBRASKA 

NEVADA 

NEW H A r P S Y  l RE 

NEW J E R S E Y  

NEW M E X I C O  

NEW YORK 

NORTH CSIOLINA 

NEW HAMPSHIRE 2 3  

NEW JERSEY 2 . 5 3 3  

NEW M E X I C O  4 0  

N E ' ~  YORK 3,679 
~ O R T *  CAROLINA 3,672 
NORTH DAKOTA 4 l  ;-- 
OYIO 1,4c8 
OYLAPMIP 1,161 
OREGON 928 
PENNSYLVANIA - 3,707 - . 
RHODE I S L A N D  9 
SOUTH C A R o L l  NA 1,2L3 795 

NORTH DAKOTA 

O h l O  

OKLAHOMA 
DREGON 

P E N N S Y L V A N I A  

RI 'OOE l S L A N D  

SOUTH CAROL1 NA 

SOUTH DAKOTA 

TENUESSEE 

TEXAS 

UTAH 

V E M D N T  

YIRGINIR-... _- 
dAS:iI NGTCN 

JEST V I R G I N I A  

d l I C O N S l N  

~ Y o M !  NG 

SOUTW D A K O T A  
TENNESSEE 

TEXAS 

V I R G I P I I A  

WASHINPTON 

k t S T  V I R G I N I A  
W I S C O N S I N  1 , 0 5 3  

TOTALS 
* 

ATOlJNT R t P O R T E l  I N  PUBLIC ROADS I D M I N I S T ' ~ A T I O N  T A B L E  SB-2, 1939 I N C L b C E S  LAIDO*INE;ITS SHARE O F  O U T S T A N D I N G  R E I M E U 7 S E M E N T  O B L I G A T I O N S  W H I C H  
CANNOT BE SEGREGATED FROM THE COUNTY AND TOWNSHIP SHARE. 

2,' E X C L ~ C S  I N T E R E S T  ON Rf lMBURSEMENT BONDS REFUNDED B Y  T H E  STATE,  'WHICH ARE CONSIDE?ED STATE O B L I C A T I O M S .  

S O U R C I S :  SOLCMNS 1 AND FROM T n B L E  LO-S-2, 1939, COLUYNS 2  + ' 2  4ND 5 f 9 + 13, R E S P E C T I V E L Y .  COLUMN 2 C A L C U L A T E D  F R M I  

P U P L I C  ROADS A D M I N I S T R A T I O N  TAZLF SF-4, i g ~ ,  COLUMN II;. COLUMN 5 C A ~ C U L R ~ F D  FROM P U B L ! C  ROADS ADMINISTRATION 

T 4 6 L C  SF-4, 1 9 3 9 ,  COLUMN 1 8 ,  W I T H  V O D I F I C A T I O N S  AND R E V I S I O N S  AS MADE FOR T A B L E  5 8 - 2 0 2  I S S U E D  J U L Y  

194'7. COLUMN 7 FROM TABLE LO-C-1, 1939, COLUMN 8. COLUMV 8 CPLCULATED FRON =UBLIC 

ROADS A D M I N I S r R A T I O N  T A B L E  SB-2, W I T H  R E V I S I O N S  AS MADE FOR T A B L E  

SB-202 ,  I S S U E D  d U L Y  1947- 



TABLE 69.-ADJUSTMENTS TO DEBT-SERVICE PAYMENTS AND OUTSTANDING LONG-TERM 
DEBT OF LOCAL RURAL-ROAD AGENCIES TO ELIMINATE DUPLICATIONS IN 1940 

(AMOUNTS I N  THOUSANDS O F  DOLLARS) 

LD-A 

1940 

NG DEBT A T  END OF 1940 INTEREST OUTSTAN 

STATE 

PAYMENTS 

ON REIM- 

BURSEMENT 

3 B L I  GATIONS 

THAT DUPLI-  

CATE LOCAL 

PAYMENTS 

(2) 

NET LOCAL 

PAYMENiS 

NOT D U P L I -  
CATED I N  

STATE 

FINANCE 

TABLES 

(3) 

STATE 

TOTAL PAYMENTS 

P A 1 0  ON REIM- 

BY BURSEMENT 

LOCAL OBLIGATIONS 
RIJRAL THAT D U P L I -  

AGENOIES CATE LOCAL 

PATWENTS 

NET LOCAL 

PAYMENTS 

NOT DUPLI-  

CATED I N  
STATE 

FINANCE 

TABLES 

(6) 

TOTAL 

LOCAL 
RURAL- 

ROAD 

O B L I -  
GATIONS 

(7) -- 
32931 1 
8,856 

64,917 
4 

1 6,539 
5,140 

123,945 
129 764 
5,153 

20,226 
10,636 
72,591 
10,932 
22,759 
28,380 
1,019 

11,954 
559 

17,293 
15,013 
44,439 
17,419 
2,186 
3,927 

1 07 
465 

&@L 
740 

84,223 
70,000 

945 
27,909 
19,598 
1 4,535 

1 2 2 a  
148 

33,405 
923 

55,736 
200,529 

1,197 
1 38 

10,966 
2,710 

20,600 
22,169 

133 

STATE REIM- NET LOCAL 
BURSEMEN' RURAL-ROAD 

DBLIGAT1ONS O B L I  CATIONS 
THAT D U P L I -  

NOT OUPL,- 
CATE LOCAL 

IN 
D E L I  GATIONS STATE BOND 

STATE 
P A I D  

BY 
LCCAL 

RURAL 
AGENCl ES 

TABLES 

(8) I (9, 

ALABAMA 

ARIZONA 523 
ALABAMA 

ARIZONA 

ARKANSAS 

C A L I F O R N I A  

COLORADO 

CONNECT1 CUT 

DELAWARE 

FLOR 1 DA -- 
GEORGIA 

I OAHO 

I L L I N O I S  

INDIAWA -. 
1 OWA 

KANSAS 

KENTUCKY 

L o u l s l a w  

MA I NE 

MARYLAND 

MASSACHUSETTS 

ARKANSAS 

CALI FORN I A 

COLORADO 

CONNECTICUT W 
DELAWARE 1 189 
FLORl  DA 

GEORG 1 A 

l DAHO 

I L L I N O I S  

I N D I A N A  

KANSAS 

KENTUCKY 

L O U I S I A N A  
M A I N E  
MARYLAND 5% 
MASSACHUSETTS 1 25 
M I C H I G A N  

M INNESOTA 

MISSISSIPPI 2,321 

M I C H I G A N  

MINNESOTA 

M I S S I S S I P P I  

MISSOURI 

MONTANA 

NEBR4SKA 

NEVADA 

NEW HAMPSHIRE 

MISSOURI 

MONTANA 

NEBRASKA 

NEVADA 

NEW HAMPSHIRE 

NEW YORK 

HEW JERSEY 

NEW NEW M E X l  YORK CO 

NORTH CAROL1 NA 

NORTH DAKOTA 

OHlO 

OKLAHOMA 

OREGON 

PENNSYLVANIA 

RHODE ISLAND 
SOUTH CAROLINA 

S o w n  DAKOTA 

TENNESSEE 

TEXAS 

UTAH 

VEBIONT 

V I R G I N I A  

WASHINGTON 

WEST V I R G I N I A  WEST V I R G I N I A  

WISCONSIN 

WYOMINE 

WISCONSIN 

WYaVilNG 

TOTALS I TOTALS 

L/ AMOUNT REPORTED 1H P U B L I C  ROADS A ~ I N I S T R A T I O N  TABLE 85-2, 1940 INCLUDES LANOOWNER'S SHARE OF OUTSTANOING REIMBURSEMENT OBLIGATIONS V H l C H  

CANNOT BE SEGREGATED F3OM THE COUNTY AND T O W S H I P  SHARE. 

SOURCES: COLUWNS 1 AND 4 FROM TABLE L3-S-2, 1940, C O L M N S  2 + 12 AND 5 + 8 + 13, RESPECTIVELY. COLUMN 2 CALCULATEO F R m  

P U B L I C  ROADS ADE(!NISTRATION TABLE SF-4, 1940, COLUMN 14. COLUMN 5 CALCULATED FRCW P U B L I C  ROADS ADMINISTRATION 

TABLE SF-4, 1940, COLUnN 18, W l T n  MOOIFIC( ITI0NS &NO R E V I S I O N S  AS MADE FOR TABLE SB-202 ISSUED J U L Y  

1947. COLUMN 7 F R m  TABLE LO-C-1, 1940, COLUMN 8. COLUMN 8 CALCULATED FROM P U B L I C  

ROADS ASM!NISTRATION TABLE SB-2, W I T H  R E V I S I O N S  AS MADE FOR TABLE 

SB-202, ISSUED J U L Y  1947. 



TABLE 70.-KDJUSTMENTS TO DEBT-SERVICE PAYMENTS AND OUTSTANDING LONG-TEFW 
DEBT OF LOCAL RURAL-ROAD AGENCIES TO ELIMINATE DUPLICATIONS IN 1941 

I / 
l NTEREST 

I 

STATE 

TOTIL 

P A I D  
BY 

LOCAL 

RURAL 

AC-ENCI ES 

STATE 

P A M E t ' T S  

ON R E l M -  

B I I R S W E N T  

O B L I f i A T I O N S  
M A T  O U P L I -  

CATE LOCAL 

P A W E N I S  

NET LOCAL 

PAYMENTS 

NOT W P L I -  

CATED I N  
S T A T E  

FINANCE 

T A 6 L E S  

ALABAMA 

A R I  LONA k88 k88 
ARKANSAS 

C A L I  FORYI  4 2,605 2,605 
C @ L O W 4 ~ 0  I 

O K L A H M A  1,115 1,116 
ORFGON 675 675 
CFNNSYLVANIA 3,031 - ,?.031 
RHODE I S L A N D  5 5 
SOUTH CAROLINA 909 58 4 325 
8 n U T H  OAKDTA 30 - 30 
TENNFSSEE 2,7751 533 2.246 
TEXAS 9,201 3,391 5,31 0 
UTAH lI9 h9 
V E P l O N T  3 3 
V l R O l N l A  554 2, C<4 
WASHINGTON 119 r i g  
W C S T  V I R G I F ! ! ~  926 926 

(~r (011YT5 I N  WOUSAND? O F  DOLLAPS) 

LD-A 

1941 

I OUTSTANnlNG O E s T  A T  EN0 OF 1941 / 

TOTAL 

F P l D  

BY 

L O O l L  
RURAL 

4GFHCI ES 

(4) 

3,730 
7311 - 

4,000 
4 

1,706 
220 

32,981 
1,126 

M4 
3,077 
2,490 -- 
8,945 
2,235 
1,946 
1,918 

111 
1,059 

31'0 
4.?65 
31 346 
6,799 
1 385 

507 
397 
26 
50 

- 7.153 
50 

8,379 
2,500 

146 
2,736 
1 1 9 9  
1,500 

-.iLiZL 
28 

3,374 
58 

9.216 
27,560 

346 
5 

-% 
1,776 
4.445 

17 

163,475 

STATE 

PAYMENTS 
ON REIM- 

RllRCEMENT 

O @ L I G A T l O N S  
THAT D U P L I -  

CATE L O C L L  

P A I M E N T S  

( 5 )  

1,350 
220 

7 s  -- 

6,582 
521 

1,707 

168 
--- 

- 

2,565 

2.5%- 
9,883 

- 

3,643 

77,349 

NET LOCAL 

LOCAL 
HOT W P L  I - 

CATED I N  ROAD 
STATE 

0 B L  1 - 
FINANCE 

GATIONS 
T &OLE5 

STATE R E I N -  
NET 

BURSmENT 
RURAL-ROAD 

O B L I G A T I O N S  
OE'LIGAT1ONS 

THBT ,P,I- 
STnTE 

CATE LOCAL 

O B L I G A T I O b S  / ":EL':"" I 
32,705 ALABAMA - 8,122 A R l r o M  

ARKANS4S 

58,494 CAL 1 CORN1 A 
COLORADO 

11,6M 3,209 CONNECT1 CUT 

4,920 - DELAWARE 
0.0-fl FLORIDA 

1,679 1 MONTANA 

1 3,545 ] : r r s R a s x A  

; 
NEbADA 

hi64 HAPPSHI RE 

8 65 NEW JERSEY - 
bgo NEW M E X I C O  - 78,032 SFW VORK 

4 0  67,452 NORTH CAROLI MA - R7L NORTH DAKOTA 

26,098 OHIO 

19,106 O x L A H W A  

13,035 OREGON - 118.618 P F ~ ~ Y S Y L V A N J A  

120 RHODE I S L A N D  

14,032 16,355 936 SOUTH SOUTH DAKOTA CAROL! FIA 

1 L l V  ?7&!53< IEC(wE%%EE 
82,495 113,667 TEXAS 

858 UTAH - 133 V F m o N T  I 10,4% V t R 5 l N f A  . 
2,283 v.qsfli PIGTON 

18,824 WEST V I R G I N I A  

13,279 5,122 WISCONSIN 
116 M Y W I N G  

&MOUNT REPORTEO I N  P U B L I C  ROADS AC~INISTRATION TABLE 88-2, 1941 INCLUDES LAPWOWNER'S SHASE OF OUTSTANDING S E I M L I P S E M E N T  O R L I G A T I O N S  WHICH 

CANNOT RF SEGRFR4TEO FROM THE COUNTY AND T O W S H I P  SHARE. 

SOURCES: L9LUMNS 1 AND 4 FROM 1 A B L E  LO-S-2, 1941, COLUMNS 2 + 12 AND 5 + 8 + 13, RESPECTIVELY.  COIUMN 2 CALCULATED F R O n  

W I I L I D  ROAnS 4 C n l N I S T R A T I O N  T A E L E  SF+, 1941, COLllClN 14. COLUMN 5 CALCIILATEO F R W  P U R l l C  ROAOS A C M I N I S T R 4 T I O M  

The*  E SF-4, 1941, OOLLMN 18, W I T H  MOD1 F I C L T I O N S  Awn R E V I S I O N F  A5 MADE FOR TAELE 55-202 I S S U E D  J U L Y  

19b7. COLUMN 7 FRcM TAP1 E LD-C-1, lq.1, COLUMN 8. COLIININ 8 CALCULATED FROM P U Z C l O  

R 0 4 L S  A N l N l S T R A i l O N  TABLE S&2, W I T H  R E V I S I O N S  AS MADE .OR TABLE 

SE-202. ISSUED J U L Y  19b7. 


