
Table 443. City Governments—Revenue for Largest Cities: 2004
[In millions of dollars (74,542 represents $74,542,000,000). For fiscal years ending in year shown; see text, this section. Cities ranked by estimated resident population as of July 1. Data reflect inclusion of fiscal
activity of dependent school systems where applicable. Regarding intercity comparisons, see text, this section. See Appendix III]
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New York, NY 4 . . . . . . . . 74,542 60,966 23,939 3,154 20,689 96 37,027 28,680 11,831 5,351 4,042 422 5,423 63 1,075 2,924 534 3,232 10,344
Los Angeles, CA. . . . . . . . 13,471 6,741 978 300 540 138 5,763 2,774 991 1,061 381 572 2,300 107 494 689 292 2,918 3,812
Chicago, IL . . . . . . . . . . . 7,752 5,065 1,253 433 820 − 3,812 2,166 729 1,192 187 513 958 − 142 687 175 318 2,369
Houston, TX . . . . . . . . . . 3,644 2,301 243 152 67 23 2,058 1,249 661 552 343 161 609 23 256 200 87 276 1,067
Philadelphia, PA 4 . . . . . . . 6,563 5,054 2,203 743 1,153 306 2,851 2,135 381 198 108 − 594 13 215 122 51 919 590
Phoenix, AZ. . . . . . . . . . . 2,862 2,388 868 416 405 47 1,520 821 224 540 411 76 540 27 191 159 112 247 227
San Antonio, TX . . . . . . . . 3,103 1,315 203 41 158 4 1,112 485 242 224 156 24 402 27 213 225 58 1,581 207
San Diego, CA . . . . . . . . . 3,036 2,096 493 221 180 91 1,604 774 268 389 214 67 426 51 227 404 142 253 687
Dallas, TX . . . . . . . . . . . . 2,638 1,752 84 53 30 2 1,668 804 468 314 183 102 678 31 210 185 123 193 693
San Jose, CA. . . . . . . . . . 1,955 1,426 137 36 94 8 1,289 648 279 241 126 100 388 14 166 253 51 20 509
Detroit, MI . . . . . . . . . . . . 4,526 3,767 2,272 390 1,864 17 1,496 910 400 186 − 51 409 11 320 177 25 280 479
Indianapolis, IN . . . . . . . . 2,448 1,797 561 58 491 11 1,236 764 611 43 − 1 357 22 23 115 42 607 45
Jacksonville, FL 4 . . . . . . . 3,150 1,753 330 74 256 − 1,422 662 328 326 60 101 306 12 141 454 224 1,015 382
San Francisco, CA 4 . . . . . 8,596 6,202 2,401 381 1,368 652 3,800 1,695 762 527 294 84 1,349 30 138 756 115 477 1,917
Columbus, OH . . . . . . . . . 1,089 939 166 63 96 7 773 525 41 18 − 6 190 8 146 58 23 150 −
Austin, TX . . . . . . . . . . . . 2,395 976 115 52 41 23 861 417 233 170 110 29 340 26 152 104 52 1,052 367
Memphis, TN . . . . . . . . . . 3,380 1,618 1,088 172 425 491 530 358 301 43 − 14 106 7 65 66 34 1,290 473
Baltimore, MD 4 . . . . . . . . 3,037 2,561 1,350 257 1,056 36 1,211 864 532 69 − 27 232 10 134 116 33 103 373
Ft. Worth, TX . . . . . . . . . . 960 576 52 5 43 4 524 326 203 79 71 − 120 4 93 77 34 153 232
Charlotte, NC. . . . . . . . . . 1,126 1,019 252 53 63 135 767 349 261 31 2 − 209 − 124 209 54 60 47
El Paso, TX . . . . . . . . . . . 597 486 79 58 19 2 407 245 131 107 69 36 122 3 69 40 15 60 52
Milwaukee, WI . . . . . . . . . 1,929 930 442 75 312 56 488 233 222 − − − 188 4 104 67 20 65 934
Seattle, WA . . . . . . . . . . . 2,512 1,320 135 38 92 4 1,185 713 268 278 125 114 346 40 266 127 22 860 332
Boston, MA . . . . . . . . . . . 3,087 2,739 1,223 132 1,088 3 1,516 1,194 1,133 26 − − 176 − 112 146 22 104 244
Denver, CO 4 . . . . . . . . . . 2,172 1,936 253 19 234 − 1,683 684 153 453 411 17 750 40 66 249 61 139 97
Louisville/Jefferson
County, KY 4 . . . . . . . . . 841 738 147 26 118 4 594 320 106 60 − 3 245 11 − 29 29 103 −

Washington, DC . . . . . . . . 8,087 7,535 2,751 2,474 139 139 4,922 3,964 1,028 1,153 726 224 389 12 99 570 93 66 355
Nashville-Davidson, TN 4 . . 2,914 1,745 653 8 405 240 1,092 701 602 36 − 7 242 11 80 149 90 872 296
Las Vegas, NV . . . . . . . . . 881 800 142 43 43 56 658 377 229 55 − 41 237 22 175 44 17 80 1
Portland, OR . . . . . . . . . . 905 758 76 41 35 1 682 394 48 334 306 26 202 12 77 86 6 68 79
Oklahoma City, OK . . . . . . 757 757 297 11 218 68 460 201 100 49 − 43 173 8 75 85 3 1 −
Tucson, AZ . . . . . . . . . . . 847 640 234 75 146 12 407 274 48 208 175 24 96 18 15 37 14 118 88
Albuquerque, NM . . . . . . . 892 794 264 45 197 21 531 264 88 159 132 18 200 12 96 67 9 98 −
Long Beach, CA . . . . . . . . 1,340 1,175 196 103 92 − 980 250 100 124 50 60 632 19 80 98 40 161 4
Atlanta, GA . . . . . . . . . . . 1,523 1,180 108 26 4 78 1,072 339 183 105 − 43 590 11 163 144 104 178 165

− Represents or rounds to zero. 1 Includes revenue sources not shown separately. 2 Includes solid waste management. 3 Includes water, electric, and transit. 4 Represents, in effect, city-county consolidated
government.

Source: U.S. Census Bureau, Federal, State, and Local Governments, Government Finances, 2003−2004. See also <http://www.census.gov/govs/www/estimate04.html>.
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