
Table 439. City Governments—Revenue for Largest Cities: 2005
[In millions of dollars (77,232 represents $77,232,000,000). 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 . . . . . . . . 77,232 67,309 26,128 4,549 20,633 946 41,181 31,595 11,839 5,779 4,375 464 5,880 68 1,055 3,706 761 7,180 6,509
Los Angeles, CA . . . . . . . 12,721 7,397 895 257 638 − 6,502 3,024 1,016 1,307 525 644 2,356 86 552 1,121 400 2,844 2,481
Chicago, IL . . . . . . . . . . . 6,676 4,925 1,246 428 817 − 3,680 1,936 387 1,273 230 515 1,008 − 145 737 191 332 1,419
Houston, TX . . . . . . . . . . 3,823 2,562 240 167 52 21 2,322 1,356 738 576 371 163 735 25 304 232 115 312 950
Phoenix, AZ . . . . . . . . . . 3,043 2,639 979 504 432 42 1,660 893 240 589 450 78 588 27 210 179 117 424 150
Philadelphia, PA 4. . . . . . . 6,989 5,593 2,501 743 1,628 130 3,092 2,360 393 211 120 − 608 1 223 124 64 943 454
San Antonio, TX. . . . . . . . 2,991 1,295 198 54 141 4 1,096 515 260 232 162 24 397 27 228 184 100 1,507 189
San Diego, CA. . . . . . . . . 3,173 2,161 438 181 236 21 1,724 825 340 383 193 68 621 66 342 277 105 275 745
Dallas, TX. . . . . . . . . . . . 2,712 1,863 101 73 26 2 1,762 828 472 330 195 99 744 29 216 189 122 186 664
San Jose, CA . . . . . . . . . 1,798 1,421 201 55 114 32 1,221 641 281 223 100 107 422 14 185 158 109 19 358
Honolulu, HI 4 . . . . . . . . . 1,337 1,192 179 105 74 − 1,014 694 500 108 − 57 245 21 202 74 20 173 −
Detroit, MI. . . . . . . . . . . . 5,453 3,806 2,118 336 1,781 − 1,688 1,050 498 210 − 53 386 12 314 252 50 372 1,363
Jacksonville, FL 4 . . . . . . . 3,141 1,817 354 75 279 − 1,462 685 344 333 184 100 333 19 153 445 221 1,089 292
Indianapolis, IN . . . . . . . . 3,470 2,802 568 46 510 11 2,234 1,629 1,480 48 − 1 468 24 77 137 62 645 44
San Francisco, CA 4 . . . . . 7,655 5,553 2,304 130 1,584 591 3,249 1,853 839 543 298 86 1,033 27 149 364 101 1,005 1,728
Columbus, OH. . . . . . . . . 1,156 999 194 78 110 7 805 539 40 18 − 6 209 8 164 57 13 157 −
Austin, TX. . . . . . . . . . . . 2,168 983 101 50 27 24 882 436 243 177 118 29 357 22 157 89 24 948 237
Louisville/Jefferson, KY 4 . . 782 678 143 26 114 4 535 320 106 60 − 3 141 11 − 73 29 103 −
Memphis, TN. . . . . . . . . . 3,653 1,904 1,060 57 585 418 843 557 410 135 95 10 120 9 72 166 78 1,417 349
Ft. Worth, TX. . . . . . . . . . 961 579 27 − 27 − 552 352 228 85 75 − 139 5 111 61 38 164 218
Baltimore, MD 4 . . . . . . . . 3,144 2,690 1,396 246 1,116 34 1,294 936 543 76 − 48 251 10 142 107 32 99 355
Charlotte, NC . . . . . . . . . 1,277 1,179 332 83 101 147 847 328 263 33 2 − 296 − 163 224 56 163 34
El Paso, TX. . . . . . . . . . . 699 489 70 53 15 2 420 251 133 110 77 30 129 3 73 39 14 85 137
Boston, MA . . . . . . . . . . . 3,406 2,796 1,147 89 1,056 3 1,649 1,266 1,194 38 − − 188 − 117 195 32 108 502
Seattle, WA. . . . . . . . . . . 2,464 1,348 148 42 105 1 1,200 720 264 285 131 115 365 45 277 116 14 908 214
Washington, DC. . . . . . . . 8,512 7,973 2,497 2,497 − − 5,477 4,235 1,136 1,211 770 221 520 24 165 721 122 102 343
Milwaukee, WI . . . . . . . . . 1,504 900 422 71 301 50 479 241 229 − − − 189 4 103 49 25 58 546
Denver, CO 4. . . . . . . . . . 2,414 2,060 296 27 264 4 1,764 778 185 496 427 24 776 43 67 210 54 142 213
Las Vegas, NV . . . . . . . . 810 810 356 26 248 81 455 212 109 56 − 50 183 9 83 60 13 36 −
Nashville-Davidson, TN 4 . . 2,843 1,785 669 6 431 233 1,116 734 609 55 17 8 235 7 79 147 87 901 174
Oklahoma City, OK. . . . . . 970 863 88 45 40 3 775 415 49 325 294 26 251 13 78 109 19 68 41
Portland, OR . . . . . . . . . . 954 874 167 48 66 53 707 392 241 56 − 42 258 23 185 56 25 79 1
Tucson, AZ . . . . . . . . . . . 904 728 253 70 158 26 475 295 53 209 190 8 140 13 34 41 7 129 57
Albuquerque, NM . . . . . . . 970 877 311 69 216 25 566 303 92 192 163 18 194 11 96 69 17 121 −
Atlanta, GA . . . . . . . . . . . 1,568 1,227 126 33 5 89 1,101 356 188 113 − 46 643 28 164 102 49 165 176

− 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, 2004−2005. See also <http://www.census.gov/govs/www/estimate05.html>; (accessed April 2008).
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