U. S. DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE

Dawier C. Rorer, Secretary
BUREAU OF THE CENSUS

WiLLiaM Lane AusTiN, Director

FINANCIAL STATISTICS
OF CITIES HAVING A POPULATION
OF OVER 100,000

1936

PREPARED UNDER THE SUPERVISION OF

C. E. RIGHTOR

Chief Statistician for Financial Statistics of States and Cities

UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT PRINTING OFFICE
WASHINGTON : 1938

For sale by the Superintendent of Documents, Washington, D.C. + » « - - « - - .+ Price 70 cents (Buckram)

Digitized for FRASER
http://fraser.stlouisfed.org/
Federal Reserve Bank of St. Louis



Digitized for FRASER
http://fraser.stlouisfed.org/
Federal Reserve Bank of St. Louis



LETTER OF TRANSMITTAL

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE
BUREAU OF THE CENSUS

Washington, D. C., Apr. 25, 1938

SIR: I transmit herewith the annual report of the Bureau of the Census showing for
the fiscal year 1936 +the financial transactions of the 94 cities having an estimated
population of over 100,000, including receipts and expenditures, the assessed valuation
of taxable property, the amount of taxes levied thereon, their indebtedness, and specified

assets at the close of that year.

The collection and compllation of these statistics and the preparation of this volume
were under the supervision of C. E. Rightor, chief statistician for financial statisties
of States and cities, and L. A. Carruthers, assistent chief statistician. The text

discussion was prepared by Miss Cora Higgins.
Respectfully,

WILLIAM LANE AUSTIN,
Director of the Census.

HON. DANIEL C. ROPER,
Secretary of Commerce.
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FINANCIAL STATISTICS OF CITIES HAVING A
POPULATION OF OVER 100,000: 1936

INTRODUCTION

SCOPE OF REPCRT.—The present report of the Bureau of the Census is practi-
cally limited to a presentation of statistics of the financial transactions
during the fiscal year 1936 of the 94 cities, each of which had a population of
over 100,000, as enumerated oy the Federal census of April 1, 1930, and of the
financlal condition of those citles at the close of the fiscal year reported.
The report also presents financial data releting to the clty and county of
Honolulu, Hawaii.

The report includes the financial transactions of all local, municipal gov-
ernments,regardless of the number of legally independent political subdivisions
and types of administrative organization locally established to levy taxes, in-
cur debt, and perform the functlions of government. The statlstics, therefore,
cover the government of the city corporation proper and also independent school
districts, sanltary districts, and other independent districts practically co-
extensive with the cltles, and also lnclude a percentage of the financiel sta-
tistics of the county governments for cities having over 300,000 population.

The report for each clty or other independent dilstrict covers the financial
transactions of all public funds,whether they are general, or current operating
funds, special revenue funds, working -capital funds, special assessment funds,
bona funds,slinking funds,public trust and private trust funds, investment funds,
and public utllity funds; and whether they are recorded by the chief finance
officer or by other agencies.

Dependent upon the nature of the transactions, receipts may be reported as
revenue or nonrevenue, and payments as governmental-cost or nongovernmental-
cost. Each of these types of transactions is defined in the text discussion of
table 2, p. 4.

The statistics are as accurate and as comparable as it has been feasible to
complle from the records of the citles and other local subdivisions, and relate
to a number of subjects,the principal of which are (1) the total and per capita
receipts from revenues and from the principal classes thereof; (2) the total
and per capita payments for expenses,or operation and maintenance,and interest,
and total outlays, and totals for each of the principal classes of expenses and
outlays; (3) the total value of specified assets; (4) the total and per capita
municipal 1ndebtedness;and (5) the total assessed valuation of property subject
to the general property tax, and total and per capita levies.

This series of reports included through 1931 all cities having a population
of over 30,000. By Executive Order dated June 10, 1933, the annual collection
and compilation was limited to cities of over 100,000.

CITIES HAVING A POPULATION OF OVER 100,000 IN 1930.—In the tables of this
report, with the exception of table 25, the cities are arranged in the order of
their estimated population, and each 1s glven a number corresponding to its po-
sition in the table. TFor convenience 1in finding the position 1in the table of
the data for each of the cities, there is shown on p. 2 a 1list of the cities
arranged alphabetlcally by States, with the number assigned to each. The type
or plan of city government effective in 1936 also is indicated. The location of
each of these cities 1s shown on the map of the Unlted States on page VI.

1
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2 FINANCIAL STATISTICS OF CITIES

These 94 citles represented an estimated population of 37,658,812 as at
July 1, 1833, or 29.9 percent of the total estimated population of the Nation
as at that date of 125,770,000,

City City City
STATE AND CITY cumber STATE AND CITY mber STATE AND CITY umber
LOUISIANA: QGHIO—Contipued
34 New Orleans 1/------ 16 84
17
8
52 8 27
5 41
29 28
51 9 45
1 75
74 OKLAHOMA:
COLORADO ¢ 94 Oklshoma City 2/--- 42
DeNYer=—vn-——mnwmemmn e 30 90 Tulsa 1/------=---- 4 55
76
CONNECTICUT: a7 OREGON:
Brid 56 54 Portland 1l/---- 26
48 43
50 PENNSYLVANIA:
93 Erie 1/ 70
4 Philadelphia-. 3
DELAWARE: 49 Pittaburgh--- 10
Wilmington------n------ 85 46 Reading 1/ 77
Scranten---~ 58
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA:
Washington 1/~-wem--mmv N 12 92 RHODE ISLAND:
15 Providence---~------ 37
FLORIDA: St, Peul 1/-- 33
Jacksonville-- 62 .
82 MISSOURT: 66
86 Kansas City 2/ 19 78
St. Louis---- 7 36
GEORGIA: 53
Atlante-----=—=-—cmmweuod 31 NEBRASEA:
Omsha 1/-~-----=---~4 39
ILLINOIS: 32
2 88
79 69 47
71 24
23 San Antonio 1/- 38
89 18
68 61 UTAH:
83 Trenton 2/--- 65 Salt Lake City 1/--o 59
21
80 NEW YORK: VIRGINIA:
Norfolk 2/---w----- 64
A 4
Des Moines 1/-- 57
H 20
Kansas City 1/--------- &7 73
Wichita 8/«ewm--memoamd 72 81
KENTUCKY: OHIO: WISCONSIN:
Louisville~-v—r—-ww---o 25 35 Milwaukee----emecend 13

1/ Commission plan of govermment.
gj Council-manager or comnission-manager plan of govermment.

NOTE: Unless otherwise noted, during 1936 the citles listed operated under the council-mayor plan.

PURPOSE OF REPORT.-—The purpose of the reports of this series is to provide
Information in regard to the financlal administration of the cities, in such
form as to be comparable, with the hope that it may be »f assistance to the of-
ficials who are charged with responsibilities incident to the administration of
local government and the betterment of the communities; directly, through per-
sonal study of the reports, and, indirectly, through the interpretations and
recommendations of practical students of civic affairs and of 1local civic
bodies.

Digitized for FRASER
http://fraser.stlouisfed.org/
Federal Reserve Bank of St. Louis



DESCRIPTIVE SUMMARY 3

The 94 clties of thls class are responsible for the protection of the lives,
property, and health of their own inhabitants, constituting almost one-third of
the population of the Natlon, and of many millions of persons who visit them,
as well as for providing educational and recreational services, caring for the
indigent, defective, and delinguent classes, and providing a constantly growing
number of convenlences and services which are demanded by associations in-
terested In the betterment of the several urban communities, including in many
communities the conduct of public-service enterprises.

To assure the maximum of comparabllity of the statistics, the Bureau has
compiled the data for each clty according to uniform <classifications of re-
celpts, expendlitures, and Indebtedness, so far as possible. In reporting the
statlstics for any city, therefore, extensive reclassification of data in the
city's records may be necessary. For this reason, it is not possible in all
cases to ldentify 1in the Bureau's publication the various 1items appearing in
the clty's report.

During 1936, the unit of government administering certain 1local services
and maintaining the records of receipts and expendltures thereof, such as wel-
fare outdoor relief, varied among the cities. If administered by Pederal or
State agencies, the figures are not included in this report,which is limited to
the officlal records of cities and overlying independent local units. The dif-
fering practice resulted in a wide wvariation in the statistics of receipts and
payments for these services among the citles, which should be recognized in us-
ing the figures for comparisons.

DESCRIPTION OF GENERAL TABLES

NUMBER AND CHARACTER OF GENERAL TABLES.—The statistics of the 94 citles
covered by this report are presented in 25 general tables. Table 1 gives cer-
tain statistics relating to population and area. Table 2 summarizes all re-
ceipts, payments, and cash balances by divislons of government. Tables 3 and 4
summarize the revenue recelpts and governmental-cost payments by divisions of
the city government, and make certain comparisons between those receipts and
payments. Table 5 presents the per caplta averages, and table 6 the percent
distribution, of the receipts and payments shown in tables 3 and 4. Tables 7
to 11, inclusive, present detalled statistics relating to revenue receipts.
Tables 12, 15, 16, and 17 give detailed statistics for governmental-cost pay-
ments. Table 13 summarizes certaln groups of these payments and presents per
capita averages therefor, and table 14 gives the percent distribution of these
payments. Tables 18 and 19 present details of nonrevenue receipts and non-
governmental-cost payments. Tables 20 and 21 set forth certain assets of clities
and the value of their permanent properties. Tables 22, 23, and 24 relate to
municipal indebtedness. Table 25 presents statistics of the assessed valuation
of property subject to taxation and the amounts and rates of tax levles.

GROUPS OF CITIES.—-The statistical data presented in this report are ar-
ranged in three principal groups, for each of which, as well as for the entire
94 citles, totals are given. Group I includes cltles having a population of
500,000 and over; group II, clities having a population of 300,000 and less than
500,000; and group III, citles having a population of 100,000 and less than
300,000, The grouping 1s based upon the estimated population of the city as at
July 1, 1933, no later estimates having been made, except for Washington, D. C.
Data for the clty and county of Honolulu are not included in the group or grand
totals of the 94 clties.

The financlal statistics of each city include, in addition to the figures
of the clty corporation, the data of all independent local governmental units
which are practically coextenslive with the city; they include also, for the 18
"county clities™ 1in groups I and II, a proportion of the independent county gov-
ernments. A 1list of these "county cltles' is given on p. 5.
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4 FINANCIAL STATISTICS OF CITIES
TABLE 1

YEAR OF INCORPORATION AS A CITY.—In the column under the heading "year of
incorporation as a city" are given for 94 municipalities covered by the report
the years in which they were organized as cities.

DATE OF CLOSE OF FISCAL YEAR.—The date shown is the close of the fiscal
year of the general treasury of the city -corporation, even though independent
governmental districts or independently administered funds may heve fiscal years
which do not coincide with that of the city's general treasury.

POPULATION.—Except as indicated by footnotes,the table shows for each city
the estimated population as at July 1, 1933. The estimates shown in the table
were computed as follows: The estimated increase for the United States from the
1930 census to July 1, 1933,was computed from statistics of births, deaths, im-
migration and emigration. The increase during this period, which amounted to
2,995,000 inhabltants, was distributed among the States and citles on the basis
of thelr proportion of the lncrease for the United States between 1920 and 1930.
Due allowance 1s made for any annexatlons or detachments of territory that may
have taken place and of which the Bureau has been advised.

In separate columns 1is shown the population of each city as enumerated at
the decennial censuses of 1930, 1920, and 1910.

AREA.—The last column of the table shows, for each city,the land area sub-
Ject to the administration of the city corporation on July 1, 1936.

TABLE 2

DATE OF CLOSE OF FISCAL YEAR.—In this column are shown the date of the
close of the Tfiscal ysar of the general treasury of the clty corporation and
that of the fiscal year of the Zeneral treasury of each independent unit of
government for which financlal data are included.

PERCENT OF INDEPENDENT DIVISIONS INCLUDED.—The second column indicates for
each independent, overlapping governmental unit the percent of its transactions
which has been included in the report,the percent 1n each case being based upon
the ratio between the taxable valuation of the city and that of the entire
district.

RECEIPTS, PAYMENTS, AND CASH BALANCES.—Table 2 presents for the municipal-
1tles a summary of their recelpts classified as revenue and nonrevenue and of
their payments classified as governmental-cost and nongovernmental-cost. In the
column for recelpts headed "Revenue' are summarized all amounts that are shown
by the local government records as having been received on revenue account.
They represent amounts of moneys or other wealth rece;ved by or placed to the
credit of the local units for governmental purposes under such conditions that
they 1ncrease the assets without increasing the debt 1liabilitles or decrease
the debt liabilities without decreasing the assets. In the second column for
receipts are summarized all other recelpts under the heading "Nonrevenue." The
latter amounts are included in local accounts and must be set up to secure a
complete statement, although they do not result in an 1lncrease of the net value
of municipal assets.

In the column for payments headed "Governmental-cost'" are summarized all
amounts recorded in the books of the local divislons of government as having
been paid on account of operation and maintenance,interest,and capltal outlays.
In the second column for payments are summarized all other payments under the
heading "Nongovernmental-cost.'" The latter payments do not result 1ln a decrease
in the net value of municipal assets.
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DESCRIPTIVE SUMMARY 5

The revenue recelpts and governmental-cost payments here summarized are
given in detail in tables 3 through 17. Detalls of nonrevenue receipts and non-
governmental-cost payments are shown in tables 18 and 19, respectively.

DIVISIONS OF MUNICIPAL GOVERNMENT.—The wide diversity of ,organization of
municipal government 1s indicated by the number of independent units employed
to perform the functions and services of local government. In all cases there
is the city corporation, which 1s charged with the administration of all munic-
ipal functions except those entrusted to independent districts created to pro-
vide specific services for the community, the extent of authority in each case
being determined by statute or charter enactments. For 32 municipalities the
clty corporation was the only local governmental unit,while in the other 62 the
functions of local government were carrled on by two or more governments as in-
dependent units, each having the power of taxatlon,for the purpose for which it
was constituted, over all or part of the territory of the city.

The term "county" appears as the designation of 1independent governmental
units in 18 of the clties of groups I and II, as follows: Chicago, Detroit, Los
Angeles, Cleveland, Pittsburgh, Milwaukee, Buffalo, Minneapolis, Cincinnati,
Newark, Kansas City, Mo.,Seattle, Indianapolis, Rochester,Jersey Clty, Houston,
Louisville,and Portland, Oreg. The data shown for these units include percent-
ages of the entire data for the county government,the percent being determined,
as in the case of other Independent units, by the ratio bvetween the assessed
valuation of the city and that of the entire county. This procedure was adopted
by the Bureau Dbecause in elght of the cities of these groups, viz, New York,
Pniladelphla, St. Louis, Baltimore, Boston, San Franclsco, Washington, and New
Orleans, the original county organlzation has been merged with that of the clty.
The addition of the county figures,therefore, places the cities of groups 1 and
II on a more nearly comparable basis than would be secured without the county
figures. The data for cities of these two groups, however, are not comparable
with those for cltles of group III, with the exception of those for Denver, a
municipality in which the county organization is merged with that of the city,
and the autonomous cities of Richmond and Norfolk, Va.

SPECIAL TABLES FOR COUNTY CITIES.—In text tables I, II, III, and IV, which
follow, there is a presentation of revenue receipts, payments for operation and
maintenance and outlays of general departments, and gross and net debt for the
18 citles which include a percentage of county data. These tables show on a
separate line the total and per capita figures for the county.

The total and per capita amounts shown on the line ™"All other™ include
those for the government of the city corporation proper, for school, sanitary,
park, and other ‘independent districts practically coextensive with the cities,
and are comparable with the data presented for cltles in group III in the cor-
responding general tables.
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REVENUE RECEIPTS: 1938

TABLE I TAXES

SPECIAL ASSESS- | pryps, FORFEITS,
ALL REVENUES MENTS AND
Business and nonbusiness licenses SPECIAL CHARGES AND ESCHEATS
City| CITY General property Special Poll
no. Liquor All other
Per Per Per Per Per Per Per . Per

Total capita Total capita Totel caplta Totel capita Total capita Total capita Total capita Total capita
2 CHICAGO, ILL. -4$238,837,433 | $68.42 || $150,826,397 | $43.21 185,421,880 | $1.55 §9,778,995 | $2.80 | $3,851,916 | $1.10 $875,442 | $0.25
-+ 27,285,770 7.81 18,505,355 5.30 54,880 .02 11,767,592 W8l | mmmmmmmmmm | e 32,755 .01
All other----- 1 211,581,663 | 60.61 132,321,042 37.91 5,367,000 1.53 | 8,005,403 2.29 | 3,851,916 1.10 | 842,687 .24
4 DETROIT, MICH.-----< 128,609,593 | 77.19 73,329,280 | 44.01 $135,253 810,354 <49 | 7,246,644 4,35 | 1,493,173 .90 | 678,643 o4l
-4 19,539,238 | 11.73 11,657,489 7.00 122,954 - 5,694,313 3442 | mommmmmem o | mmeee 51,665 «03
All other-----o 109,070,355 | 65.46 61,671,791 | 37.01 12,299 810,354 .49 11,552,331 .93 1,493,173 .90 | 626,978 .38
5 LOS ANGELES, CALIF. 123,964,853 91.55 69,653,487 44.05 190,396 .14 | 6,638,728 4.90 | 1,745,467 1.29 0,099,016 .81
27,273,987 20.14 20,785,455 | 15.34 16,287 .01 (3,619,293 2067 | ~mmmmmmmmm | mem= 211,636 <16
96,690,846 71.41 38,868,032 | 28.71 174,109 .13 | 3,019,435 2.23 | 1,745,467 1.29 | 887,380 +65
6 74,310,836 80,91 41,981,848| 45.71 A 1,105,065 1.20 | 3,023,464 3.29 | 1,479,130 1.61{ 128,791 .14
14,917,787 16.24 7,109,143 Te74 | mm——mmmem | mmemn | mmmmmen | mmmmee [ e ee | —m e 1,255,306 1.37 765,694 .83 6,847 .01
69,393,049 64,67 34,872,705 37.97 246,139 .27 1,20 | 1,768,158 1.92 713,436 .78 | 121,944 .13
10 54,891,815 80.90 43,262,113 63.76 $15,090 [ $0.02 807,870 1.19 413,336 .61 82,162 .12 1 292,238 .43
15,212,607 22.42 11,754,370 | 17.32 15,090 02 [ mmmmmmeee [ mmeee 16,086 202 | mmemmmem e | e 63,567 .09
39,679,208 | 58.48 31,507,743 | 46.44 807,870 1.19 397,250 .59 82,162 .12 | 228,871 <34
13 48,300,403 | 80.62 33,123,083 | 55.29 (2,298,854 507,870 .85 651,364 1.09 577,764 .96 [ 267,528 +45
9,224,044 | 15.40 5,776,226 9.64 531,548 - | == 17,328 .03 49,573 .08 14,065 .02
39,076,359 65.22 27,346,857 45.65 | 1,767,306 507,870 .85 634,036 1.06 528,191 .88 253,463 «43
14 50,539,598 86.48 26,871,634 | 45.98 396,917 798,061 1.37 | 1,401,679 2,40 257,190 .44 78,331 .13
8,097,797 13.86 5,807,748 I I el Bl B B el B bl 729,126 1,25 | =mmmmcmen | ememe 3,048 .01
42,441,801 72.62 21,063,886 | 36.04 396,917 798,061 1.37 672,553 1.15 257,190 44 75,283 .12
15 34,093,361 71.37 22,924,871 | 47.99 114,493 438,740 .92 432,625 .91} 1,816,454 3.80 | 146,980 +31
3,334,393 6.98 2,695,402 5.64 73,197 5,319 .01 11,146 .02 15,918 .03 13,212 .03
30,758,968 64.39 20,229,469 | 42.35 41,296 433,421 .91 421,479 +89 1,800,536 3.77 133,768 .28
17 39,248,795 85.30 18,265,762 | 39.70 518,597 | 1l.l3 | ======= | menoen 405,073 .88 11,771,560 3.85 | 1,282,919 2,79 | 192,429 42
8,207,702 17.84 3,651,619 7.94 | =-rmmmmmm 537 (y) 785,828 1.71 370,488 .81 8,788 .02
31,041,093 67 .46 14,614,143 | 31.76 518,597 | 1,13 | ====vme | =memem 404,536 .88 985,732 2.14 912,431 1.98 {1 183,641 +40
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All other--

ROCHESTER, N. Y.---

LOUISVILLE, KY.----

47,394,376
6,208,655
41,185,721

23,856,382
5,968,768
19,887,594

34,177,823
5,721,515
28,456,208

22,365,576
2,436,082
19,929,494

32,990,081
4,278,254
28,711,827

30,856,972
6,817,900
24,039,072

19,351,513
3,865,285
15,486,228

15,305,901
1,929,183
13,376,718

19,982,943
4,790,700
15,192,243

1/ Less than 1/2 of 1 cent.

Digitized for FRASER
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60.11

53.56

98,92
12.83
86.09

96.46
21.31
75.15

60.87
18.16
48.71

48.21
6.08
42.13

64.65
15.50
49.15

33,112,802
4,588,911
28,523,891

16,190,298
3,415,797
12,774,501

13,171,734
3,836,362
9,335,372

13,032,357
2,107,480
10,924,877

20,584,048
3,076,538
17,507,510

22,887,046
5,896,510
16,990,536

11,221,485
1,565,616
9,655,869

10,262,857
1,706,691
8,556,166

14,086,698
3,931,030
10,155,668

74.08
10.27
83.81

3¢.24
8.28
30.96

35.21
10.2%
24.96

35.02

29.386

61.72
9.23
52.49

71.54
18.43
53.11

35.30
4.92
30.38

32.32

5.38
26.94

45.87
12,72
32,85

111,369
80,900
30,469

345,834
44,939
24,573
20,366

.25
.18
.07

71,137
48,493
22,644

612,323 | 1.37 | 946,098
612,323 | 1.37 | 946,098
237,734 .58 | 1,724,678
46,494 .11 22,058
191,240 .47 11,702,620
261,266 70| 674,077
36,688 .10 19,300
224,578 .60 | 654,777
217,464 .58 | 957,629
1,547 | (1/) 141,628
215,917 .58 | 816,001
496,707 | 1.49 | 973,483
--------------- 462,309
496,707 | 1.49 | 511,174
387,636 | 1.21 | 641,696
- 1,754
387,636 | 1.21 | 639,942
105,883 .33 | 236,193
52,546 .17 | 153,888
53,337 .16 82,305
88,774 .28 | 460,623
--------------- 3,712
88,774 .28 | 456,911
62,032 .20 | 822,612
5,242 .02 | 551,969
56,790 .18 | 270,643

4.18
4.13
1.80
1.75
2.57

.38
2.19
2.92
1.39
1.53
2.01

.01
2.00

.26

1,45
.01
l.44

2.66
1.79
.87

144,328 .32 | 119,386
---------------- 54,382
144,328 .32 65,004
369,279 .90 | 96,876
---------------- 2,541
369,279 .90 | 94,335
124,431 .33 | 229,199
---------------- 31,314
124,431 .33 | 197,885
30,927 08| 29,817
1,392 | (1/) | =---=-mv
29,545 .08| 29,817
1,436,879 39,546
---------- - 843
1,436,879 | 4.31| 38,703
89,475 .28| 18,267
14,514

89,475 .28 3,753
81,641

11,739

69,902

47,701 .15 | 51,338
47,701 15| 51,338
1,158,949 | 3.75| 123,165
---------------- 15,975
1,158,949 | 3.75| 107,190

<27
.12
.15
.23
.01
.22
.81

.53

+35
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REVENUE RECEIPTS: 1938—Continued

TABLE I—Continued

PENSION EARNINGS OF GENERAL | EARNINGS OF PUBLIC-
GRANTS-IN-ATD DORATIONS FIGHRAY PRIVILEGES | RENTS AND INTEREST DEPARTMENTS SERVICE ENTERPRISES
City]
no. CITY
Per Per Per Per Per Per Per
Total capita Total capita Total capita Total capita Total capita Totsl capita Totsl capita
2 -4 $29,001,219 | $8.31 931,288 ! $0.01 | $5,068,632 | $1.45] $5,660,902 | $1.62| 95,895,111 | $1.69| $5,760,801 | $1.94 | $15,670,850 | $4.49
2,964,679 P (RSN, 415,864 IS E- [ 204,001 .06 | 3,310,644 095 | mmmmemmmme | e
All other-- 26,036,540 | 7.46 31,288 01| 4,652,768| 1.33] 5,660,902| 1.62| s,601,110] 1.63| 3,450,157 .99 | 15,670,850 4,49
4 | DETROIT, MICH.- 12,798,856 7.68 7,123 | (1/) 701,405 .42 25,149 .02 946,902 .57 6,474,313 | 3.89 | 23,962,498 | 14.38
58,657 e el Rl e B B e IS 24,090 .01 1,910,152 1.15 19,918 .01
12,740,199 7.64 7,123 (y) 701,405 42 25,149 .02 922,812 +56 4,564,161 2,74 | 23,942,580 14.37
5 18,965,186 14.01 729,430 «54 617,584 46 694,998 «51 1,988,398 1.47 2,785,624 2.06 28,858,519 21.31
58,510 .04 963 | {1/) 232,391 .17 91,761 .07 672,481 .50 | 1,561,487 1.15 23,723 .02
18,906,676 | 13.97 | 728,467 .54 385,193 .28 603,237 .44 | 1,313,917 .97 1,224,137 .91 | 28,834,796 | 21.29
6 13,298,331 | 14.48 38,779 .04 401,834 4 22,382 .02 528,746 «58 2,385,004 2.60 9,671,323 10.53
4,964,144 I S R e el Bt RS EEE L LR T IR 384 (y) 168,085 .18 648,184 BN B el
8,334,187 9.07 38,779 <04 401,834 .44 21,998 02 360,661 .40 1,736,820 1.89 9,671,323 10.53
10 3,187,682 4.70 255,644 +38 791,021 1.17 70,459 <10 724,890 1.07 1,624,364 2.39 3,364,946 4.96
1,505,574 2,22 1 (y) 169,223 «25 15,070 .02 389,589 S57 1,244,292 1.83 39,745 .06
1,682,108 2.48 255,643 «38 621,798 92 55,389 .08 335,301 «50 380,072 +56 3,325,201 4.90
13 5,439,828 9.08 17,219 .03 322,306 .54 6,682 »0L 713,952 1.19 1,746,749 2.92 2,627,204 4.39
2,151,091 oL B el B Bl I e Tl e e 42,246 .07 628,936 1.05 13,031 .02
3,288,737 .49 17,219 .03 322,306 .54 6,682 .01 671,706 l.12 1,117,813 1.87 2,614,173 4.37
14 16,058,530 27.48 37,765 .06 897,308 1.54 132,822 23 263,922 .45 744,249 1.27 | . 2,601,190 4.45
1,197,595 2,05 | —mmmmmeen | mmmmee 53,861 09 | mremmrmmee | ———eae 16,185 .03 290,234 80 [ mrmmmrcmee | cm—————
14,860,935 25.43 37,765 .06 843,447 1.45 132,822 23 247,737 .42 454,015 77 2,601,190 4.45
15 4,298,431 9.00 19,614 <04 624,450 1.31 27,999 .06 686,156 l.44 925,190 1.94 1,637,358 3.43
289,546 B B e Il Il I B 24,835 .05 205,818 B el R e
4,008,885 8.39 19,614 .04 624,450 1.21 27,999 .06 661,321 1.39 719,372 1.51 1,637,358 3.43
17 7,246,472 15.75 527,292 1.15 348,089 .76 67,697 .15 3,875,492 8.42 1,964,770 4.27 2,782,643 6.05
2,836,884 6,17 | memmmeon [ [ e [ cmmmen m———) me—— 166,888 +36 386,670 - e
4,409,588 9.58 527,292 1.15 348,089 .76 67,697 «15 3,708,604 8.06 1,578,100 3.43 2,782,643 6.05
18 5,905,485 13.21 445 (_1_/) 617,897 1.38 692,485 1.55 924,378 2.07 1,249,172 2.79 2,956,389 6.6
371,809 B3 | memmemenn | wmm—ae 44,385 .10 999 (y) 191,095 .43 876,174 1.96 | meerorraren | ccccaan
5,533,676 12,38 445 (l./) 573,512 1.28 69),4886 1.55 733,283 1.64 372,998 .83 2,956,389 6.6
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20

21

22

23

24

25

26

KANSAS CITY, MO

County

1,824,909 | 4.42 12,728 .03 12,469 .03 235,738
182,357 PPV [ Y [N,
1,642,562 | 3.98 12,728 .03 12,469 .03 235,738
4,814,935 | 12.87 | —mcmmeeen 382,643 | 1.02 160,269
1,087,815 | 2.9 | ~commmmoe | coene [ comimemceeo | ool 33
3,727,120 [ 9.96 [ ~=-r=m-n 382,643 | 1,02 160,236
1,149,794 | 3.09 | 104,271 .28 83,651 22 6,000
1,149,704 | 3,09 104,271 .28 83,651 .22 6,000
6,053,484 | 18.15 10 (1) 467,429 | 1.40 53,052
340,981 | 1502 | cmemcmmen | muzam-m 70,189 JE5 1) [—————
5,712,503 | 17.13 10| (1) 397,240 | 1.19 53,052
2,432,020 | 7.60 15] (1) 501,740 | 1.87 355,882
365,031 | 1,14 | mmmmmmeem | emmea 51,751 .16 914
2,066,989 [ 6.46 15( (1) 449,989 | 1.41 354,968
4,480,036 | 14.09 203,234
1,587,228 | 4.99
2,892,808 [ 9.10 203,234
1,277,157 | 4,02 73,756 .23 23,332 .07 48,089
122,376 1)) R AN DR R
1,154,781 | 3.63 73,756 .23 23,332 .07 48,089
181,330 .59 1,810 .01 230,526 .75 231,402
36,506 12— | e ———— 14,346
144,824 .47 1,810 .01 230,526 .75 217,056

70

262,464
20,817
241,647

332,103
30,945
301,158

159,600
20,819
138,781

189,723
12,655
177,068

382,465
52,257
330,208

271,422
46,464
224,958

343,872
115
343,757

564,713
19,195
545,518

64
.05
.59

.89
.08
.81

43
.06
37

.57
.04
.53

1.20
.16
1.04

.85
.15
.70

1.08

(/)

1.08

1.83
.08
1.77

609,963
278,724
331,239

1,113,738
663,510
450,228

542,027
114,723
427,304

731,900
314,739
417,161

951,360
410,596
540,764

799,123
447,804
351,319

759,764
96,289
663,475

324,607
216,437
108,170

1.48

2,279,246

2,279,246

12,913,428
15,548
12,897,880

5,980,892

5,980,892

1,617,986

1,617,986

2,163,313

2,163,313

1,952,496
1,952,49
1,868,638
1,868,6;;
2,195,099

2,195,099

1/ Less than 1/2 of 1 cent.
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GOVERNMENTAL-COST PAYMENTS FOR OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE OF GENERAL DEPARTMENTS:

1938

City|
no.

13

18

18

Digitized for FRASER
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Federal Reserve Bank of St. Louis

TABLE II II.—PROTECTION TO PERSON AND PRCPZRTY
ALL GENERAL T. —GENERAL IIT. —CONSERVA- | T SANTTETION | s
DEPARTHENTS GOVERNMENT - TION OF HEALTH cmm °
cITY Police department Fire department All other
Fer Per Per Per Per Per Per Per

Total capiva Total capita Total capita Total capita Total capita Total capita Total capita Total capita

CHICAGO, TLL.------ 1$150,697,625 | $43.17 ||$17601,130 $5.04 [$18518,173 $5.31 187,352,592 $2.11 2,228,436 $0.64 $4,623,153 $1.32 $8,727,376 $2.50 10,159,197 $2.91
County--------4 16,247,210 4.65 7,124,611 2.04 206,496 206 | moemmmeem - 596,393 .17 218,648 W06 | —mmmmmmee | —m e 772,645 .22

All other-----{ 174,450,415 | 28.5% {[10,476,519 | 3.00 [18,311,677 5.25 | 7,352,592 2.11 | 1,632,043 .47 | 4,404,505 | 1.26 | 8,727,376 | =2.30| 9,386,552 2.69
77,644,538 | 46.60 5,974,394 3.59 |10,048,063 6.03 | 4,563,019 2.74 829,676 .50 | 3,103,584 1.86 | 4,709,293 2.83 | 3,644,360 2.19

12,728,253 7.64 3,203,382 1.92 219,873 R I e e Ell I T et 334,941 .20 (1,767,023 1.06 48,280 .03 1,247,854 .8l

' 64,916,285 38.96 2,771,012 1.67 | 9,828,190 5,90 | 4,563,019 2.74 494,735 .30 1,336,561 .80 | 4,661,013 2,80 | 2,296,506 1.38
L0S ANGELES, CALIF.| 71,923,729 | 53.1z || 7,205,433 | 6.32 5,939,132 | 4.39 [ 5,537,778 | 4.09 1,468,125 | 1.08{1,601,434 | 1.18]1,954,674 | 1.44| 4,290,699 | 3.17
21,551,836 15.92 4,993,017 3.69 5,051 (1/) 266,805 .20 908,924 .67 900,856 «67 106,155 .08 1,005,156 .74

50,371,893 37.20 2,212,416 1.63 | 5,934,081 4.39 | 5,270,973 3.89 659,201 .41 700,578 .51 | 1,848,519 1.36 3,285,543 2.43

CLEVELAND, OHIO----| 47,280,647 | 51.4€ || 3,964,327 4.32 | 4,083,565 4.45 | 2,772,872 3,02 301,877 .33 1,721,248 1.87 | 2,599,423 2.83 | 3,398,085 3.70
County------ 12,559,797 | 13.66 || 2,240,291 2,44 43,161 .05 | ~- - 122,726 .13 | 875,391 .95 47,454 .05 562,613 .61
All other------| 34,720,850 | @7.80 || 1,724,036 | 1.88| 4,040,404 | 4.40 |2,772,872 | 3.02] 179,151 .20 845,857 .92 | 2,551,969 2.78 | 2,835,472 | 3.09
PITTSBURGH, PA.----| 34,852,095 | 51.37 || 5,034,387 7.42 | 2,582,276 3.81 | 2,007,300 | £.96 341,312 .50 817,015 | 1.20 | 1,984,488 | =2.92 | 2,486,429 | 3.66
County--- 7,761,071 | 11.44 || 3,728,154 | 5.49 | 108,845 W16 | mmmmmmmen | mmmeam 130,143 .19 99,112 P T3 P R, 923,212 | 1.36
All other------ 27,091,024 | 3e.9z || 1,306,233 | 1.93 | 2,473,431 | 3.65 2,007,300 | 2,96 211,169 .31 | 717,903 | 1.05 1,984,488 | 2.92 | 1,563,217 | 2.30
MILWAUKEE, WIS.---- 33,932,802 i 56.64 2,377,539 3.97 | 2,832,514 4.73 11,958,132 3.27 345,503 .58 973,452 1.62 | 3,151,443 5.26 1,915,798 3.20
County-- - ©,968,587 16.€4 1,151,561 1.92 81,638 4 f mmeemeae —————— 78,539 .13 414,126 89 | memmemmnn | mmmee 448,861 .75

All other: - 23,965,215 40.00 1,225,978 2,05 | 2,750,876 4.59 11,958,132 3.27 266,964 <45 559,326 .93 | 3,151,443 5.26 1,466,937 2.45
BUFFALO, N. Y.-----| 44,513,659 76,17 2,688,504 4.60 | 2,754,790 4.71 | 2,266,474 3.88 309,528 .53 11,198,371 2,05 (1,806,254 3.09 2,373,631 4.06
County-- - 6,150,187 10.52 994,124 1.70 15,110 O T e 132,938 .23 92,764 S R e el Bt 611,583 1.05
All other------ 38,363,472 €5.68 1,694,380 2.90 | 2,738,680 4.68 3.88 176,590 .30 | 1,105,607 1.89 | 1,806,254 3.08 1,762,048 3.01
MINNEAPQLIS, MINN.-| 23,992,958 50.24 1,569,529 3.26 | 1,194,928 2.50 2,45 286,707 .60 910,679 1l.91 542,114 1.13 | 1,521,457 3.18 |
2,716,155 .69 818,761 1.71 £0,597 .04 113,334 .24 610,229 l.28 26 (1/) 259,253 .54

21,282,803 44,55 740,768 1.55 1,174,331 2,46 2.45 173,373 .36 300,440 63 542,088 1.13 } 1,262,204 2.64

23,422,060 50.91 1,907,632 4,15 {1,317,16€ 2.86 2,72 198,862 .43 689,424 1.50 900,621 1.96 1,508,302 3.27

6,226,772 13.53 1,062,140 2.31 6,909 W02 | mmcmeeeen [ woeaea 62,408 .14 455,140 .99 17,410 .04 256,437 .56

17,195,288 37.28 £45,492 1.84 {1,310,257 2,84 | 1,261,732 R.72 136,454 .29 234,284 .51 883,211 1.92 | 1,248,865 2.71

29,155,527 | 65.2¢ || 2,503,317 5.60 | 3,318,762 7.42 12,043,366 4.57 301,441 .67 | 1,283,495 2.87 | 1,927,821 4.31 | 1,055,203 2.36

county-- 4,285,045 9.5¢ ©28,331 2.0% 80,608 R I e el IEEE T 77,756 .17 626,033 1440 | wwmmmemen [ mmnnna 256,558 W57

All other----- 24,870,482 | 55.63 Il 1,574,986 3.52 13,238,156 7.2¢ 12,043,366 4.57 223,685 .50 657,462 1.47 11,027,821 4.31 758,645 1.79

ot
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20

T—88—0 98

21

22

23

24

25

26

ROCHESTER, N. Y.---+
County---
All other-

JERSEY CITY, N+ J.o

15,165,109
2,294,105
12,871,004

16,732,990
4,627,559
12,105,431

12,625,649
1,950,930
10,674,719

23,768,308
3,609,987
20,168,321

21,049,410
4,532,292
16,517,118

9,083,348
1,403,324
7,680,024

10,438,149
1,464,557
8,973,592

10,996,148
2,817,712
8,178,436

36.75
5.56
31.19

44.73
12.37
32.36

33.93
5.24
28,69

71.27
10.82
60.45

65.80
14.17
51.63

28,57
4.41
24,16

32.88
4,61
28,27

35,37
9.12
26,45

2,004,623
1,137,424
867,199

1,838,881
1,104,593
734,288

1,033,329
789,938
243,391

1,656,474
764,929
891,545

2,226,832
1,298,736
928,096

958,459
653,531
304,928

786,305
353,945
432,360

1,265,660
798,556
470,104

1,200,214 | 2.91| 869,320
23,154 206 [ memmmmmam
1,177,060 | 2.85| 869,320
1,119,959 | 2.99| 1,215,857
1,119,959 | 2.99 | 1,215,857
1,096,218 | 2.95] 1,589,137
58,957 .16 23,411
1,037,261 | 2.79| 1,565,726
1,123,335 | .37 | 1,169,538
54,537 V16 | —mmmmmem
1,068,796 | 3.21 (1,169,538
2,762,580 | 8.64 | 1,385,050
125,843 .39 29,785
2,636,737 | 8.25 | 1,356,265
648,340 | 2.04| 653,779
15,684 05 | mmmmmmmen
632,656 | 1.99| 663,779
965,906 | 3.04| 596,886
147,712 .48
818,194 | 2.56 | 596,886
848,979 | 2.75 | 1,063,657
848,97¢ | 2.75| 1,063,657

181,139
76,5322
104,817

234,098
71,731
162,365

99,940
40
99,900

295,647
210,186
85,461

190,931
49,962
140,969

77,087

77,0867

197,821
57,267
140,554

163,007
41,373
121,634

44
.18
.26

.63
.19
.44
.27
)
.27
.89
.63
+26

.60

.53

.40

290,092
17,865
272,227

560,791
98,241
462,550

296,407
132,728
163,679

728,038
327,647
400,391

788,150
451,295
336,855

185,644
15,610
170,024

516,183
24,038
492,145

161,750
40,758
120,992

.58

53

1.63
.08
1.55

+52
.13
.39

781,223

781,223
618,309

4,028
614,271

642,312

642,312

1,342,864
14,362
1,328,502

969,061
13,474
955,587

439,992

439,993

476,759
2,923
473,836

345,938

345,938

1.6%

1.64

1.73

4.03

.04
3.99
3.03

2.99

1,695,434
386,019
1,309,415

2,873,656
1,460,417
1,393,239

767,850
128,790
639,060

1,914,356
437,693
1,476,662

941,117
444,065
457,082

1,122,863
297,706
825,167

785,271
213,064
572,307

1,085,458
584,011
501,447

3.51
1.89
1.62

1/ Less than 1/2 of 1 cent.
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GOVERNMENTAL-COST PAYMENTS FOR OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE OF GENERAL DEPARTMENTS: 1936—Continued

TABLE II—Gon. VI.—CHARTTIES, HOSPITALS, AND CORRECTIONS VII.—EDUCATION
VIII.~—RECREATION | IX.-—MISCELLANEOUS
Cityl cITY Supervision Charities Hospitals Corrections Schools Libraries
no.
Per Per Per Per Per Per Per Per

Total capita Total capita Total capita Total capita Total capita Total capita Total capita Total capita
2 | CHIGAGO, ILL.------ $14,299 | (1/) [$14,666,491 | $4.20 2,650,616 | $0.76 $1,760,717 | $0.50 | $39,780,601 | $11.40 1,369,377 | $0.39 | $8,574,769 $12,670,698 | $3.63
) 2,411,765 .69 | 2,628,616 .75 | 1,199,139 .34 24,555 WOL | mmmmemmee | e 1,049,843 .30
------ 12,254,786 3. 51 21,800 .01 561,578 .16 | 39,756,046 | 11.39 1,369,377 .39| 8,574,769 11,620,855 3.33
4 $0.05 | 7,084,863 4.25| 3,436,333 2.06 845,693 .51 23,780,783 14.27 | 1,031,947 621 1,716,427 1.03 6,794,736 4,08
7,069 (/) 3,132,659 1.88| 1,926,261 1.18 478,333 «29 73,673 «04 83,286 .05 90,130 .05 15,489 .01
74,298 .05 | 3,952,204 2.37 1,510,072 .90 367,360 .22 | 23,707,110 14.23 948,661 57| 1,626,297 .98 6,779,247 4.07
5 74,051 .05 8,621,780 6.37 | 3,258,857 2.4l | 1,482,421 1,09 { 25,100,027 | 18.54 | 1,043,879 .77} 1,805,759 1.33 2,539,680 1.88
74,051 .05 8,030,735 5.93 { 2,936,329 2,17 848,035 63 83,030 .06 172,979 .13 250,680 .19 970,033 .72
------ 591,045 o 322,528 .24 634,386 .46 | 25,016,997 | 18.48 870,900 .64| 1,555,079 l.14 1,569,647 1.16
6 .02 8,822,140 9.61] 1,384,062 1.51 529,827 .58 | 13,610,844 14.82 1,467,573 1.60 610,078 +66 1,997,398 2.17
------------- 7,922,808 8.63 435,907 <47 208,987 .23 17,924 02 | memmmmmen | —memee 9,280 .01 73,255 .08
17,328 .02 899,332 .98 948,155 1.04 320,840 .35 13,592,920 14.80 (1,467,573 1.60 600,798 «65 1,924,143 2,09
10 75,631 .11 * 2,250,730 3.32 407,392 «60 771,735 1.14 | 12,044,465 ) 17,75 501,204 .74 1,146,068 1.69 2,401,663 3.54
40,855 .06 993,316 1.46 | 395,966 .58 771,735 1.14 2,59 | (1/) 14,910 .02 277,147 .41 276,080 A4l
34,776 .05| 1,287,414 1.86 11,426 $02 | wweemmmn | mmeee 12,041,869 | 17.7%6 486,294 .72 868,921 1l.28 2,126,583 3.13
13 5,435,882 9407 | 1,885,486 3.15 362,090 «60 9,066,885 15.13 381,371 .64 2,012,989 3.36 1,234,719 2.06
5,357,181 8,94 ; 1,809,999 3402 362,090 .60 12,708 .02 23,283 .04 210,516 +35 18,085 .03
78,701 .13 75,486 S e 9,054,177 [ 15.11 358,088 601 1,802,473 3.01 1,216,634 2.03
14 13,950,914 ( 23.87 | 1,656,518 2.83 435,840 .75} 10,308,912 | 17.64 600,218 .864 1,522,143 2,60 2,503,038 4.28
17,582 .03 | 3,310,522 5.66 273,573 47 399,598 .68 21,779 04 ] ~memmmmnn | momeee 106,957 .18 172,657 30
280,942 .38 10,640,392 18.21 { 1,382,945 2.36 36,242 .07 | 10,287,133 | 17.60 500,218 .86 | 1,415,186 2.42 2,330,381 3.98
15 5,434,742 | 11.38 869,807 1.82 211,535 44 7,947,066 | 16.64 449,641 .94 722,643 1.61 1,175,921 2.46
697,738 1.46 52,338 .11 78,375 .16 8,487 .02 28,392 .06 16,276 ,03 12,339 .03
4,737,004 9.92 817,469 1.71 133,160 .28 7,938,579 | 16.62 421,249 .88 706,367 1.48 1,163,582 2.43
17 .05( 3,735,632 8.12 | 1,269,732 2,76 292,247 .64 8,376,701 | 18.21 363,433 79 386,525 .84 1,201,807 2.61
------------- 3,666,836 7.97 172,164 .37 105,909 23 19,356 .04 363,433 .79 2,330 .01 36,300 .08
.05 68,796 .15 | 1,097,568 2.39 186,338 41 8,357,345 | 18,17 | —=-emseen | cvaean 384,195 +83 1,165,507 2.53
18 3,102,342 6.94 (1,864,943 4.17 468,662 1.05 8,799,046 ) 19.68 423,139 +95 616,324 1.38 1,447,666 3.24
337,126 .75 868,565 1.94 331,747 .74 304,219 .68 1,669 (y) 338,870 76 133,565 «30
2,765,216 6.19 996,378 2.23 136,915 «31 8,494,827 | 19.00 421,470 .95 277,454 .62 1,314,101 2,94
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All other-

SEATTIE, WASH.
County----
All other-----4

INDIANAPOLIS, IND.o

ROCHESTER, N. Y
County--
All other-

N. d

JERSEY CITY,

HOUSTON, TEX
County~--
All other------

LOUISVILLE, KY.----

381,275
164,203
217,072

45,57%

302,914
284,584
18,330

1,091,354
1,080,272
11,082

630,816
518,778
112,038

5,149,749
1,126,489
4,023,260

1,420,822
407,346
1,013,476

308, 229
149,299
158,930

1,067,353
502,506
564,847

840,051
740,717
99,334

1,026,514
122,641
903,875

646,906
642,255
4,651

682,389
144,113
538,276

774,367
101,356
673,011

2,525,741
952,205
1,573,536

375,964
65,183
310,781

442,164
28,885
413,279

229,568
229,568

2.49

+30
2.19
1.73
1.72

.01
1.83

1.44

1.39

1.30

267,891
156,046
111,845

158,708
100,986
57,722

33,833
33,823

163,080
83,008
80,072

271,077
271,077

184,777
162,151
22,626

148,604
93,860
54,744

100,629
81,585
19,044

.17

.33
«26
.07

5,429,584
3,928
5,425,656

4,862,800
12,726
4,840,074

4,615,849
23,181
4,592,668

6,766,112
51,904
6,714,208

5,189,265
1,502
5,187,763

3,815,066
744
3,814,322

3,733,345

3,733,345

3,768,912
6,864
3,762,048

13.16
13.15
12.97
12.94
12.40

.06
12.34
20.29

20.13

279,229

279,229

236,580

236,580

264,360

264,360

257,811
6,580
251,231

235,569

235,569

86,279
17,058
69,221

154,490
7,615
146,975

250,975
250,911
64

.77
.02
.78

.22
.49
.02
.47
.81

)

598,206
11,404
587,802

389,671

389,671

401,375

665,749
61,662
594,087

539,659
243,930
295,729

174,799
1,252
173,547

273,691
1,853
271,838

1.97
1.79
1.69

«76
.93

214,435
74,718
139,717

895,422
32,300
863,122

439,387
64,714
374,673

1,389,916
205,431
1,184,485

1,567,977
243,072
1,314,905

52,089
25,106
26,983

198,423
16,833
181,590

597,873
44,516
553,357

.52
.34

2.39
.09
2.30

1.18
1.01

4.17
.62
3.55

4.87
.76
4.11

.16
.08
.08

.62
.05
.57

1.93
W14
1.79

1/ Less than 1/2 of 1
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GOVERNMENTAL-COST PAYMENTS FOR OUTLAYS OF GENERAL

DEPARTMENTS: 1936

TABLE III
II.-~PROTECTION TO FERSON VI, —CHARITIES, HOSPI- .
1. —cEnd 'AND PROPERTY HXI{SE.TR TIX.-—SANI- TALS, AND CORRECTTONS VII.—EDUCATION | VIII.—RECREATION =
City ERAL CONSER- | TATION,OR | o _ proy_ -—
o CITY Total COVERS VATION | PROMOTION e MISCEL-
° Police Fire oF OF CLEAN- LANEOUS
MENT All Chari- | Hospi- | Correc— Libra- | Rduca-
depart- | depart- other HEALTH LINESS ties tals tions Schools res | tional All other
ment ment
2 $39,225,249 (|$420,609 |#240,456 [$500,693 [ -=-=---- $17,356 $14,663,091 $11,439,027 465,490 39,102 $20,610 3,471,735 $342,403 $83,300 97,901,226 | $20,151
4,992,779 || 415,989 5,701 4,466,497 | 65,490 {39,102 | ~=m=m | cmmmmmmem | mmmmmee | oo
34,232,470 4,620 | 234,755 | 500,693 17,356 | 14,663,091 | 6,972,530 | -—--=- | ——=—-- 20,610 | 3,471,735 | 342,403 | 83,300 | 7,901,226 | 20,151
4 7,352,848 || =6,897 | 12,580 11,261 112,289 | 5,974,052 {261,392 {198,431 | 19,231 | 449,724 | 113,574 { 11,555 | 108,066 | 33,670
2,240,911 18,782 | ~=~=mmm | mmemee 1,292 | 1,702,515 261,392 [192,446 | 16,278 | ——e-emmm 8,727 | —---mn 39,419 | —--—---
5,111,927 18,175 | 12,580 11,261 110,995 | 4,271,537 | —----- 5,985 2,953 | 449,724 | 104,847 | 11,555 68,647 | 33,670
5 19,152,285 || 118,150 | 113,931 | 134,390 4,621,511 711,125 | %,196,195 69,902 { 35,304 | 11,629 | 9,054,792 | 163,132 06,884 77,548 | 207,868
5,741,792 68,806 | ~~-—=-- 13,908 §,616,900 51,645 731,752 | 69,809 | 31,733 | 5,603 1,042 | 40,067 | 1,238 28,771 | 55,442
13,410,493 || 49,344 | 113,931 | 120,482 4,611 659,480 | 2,464,443 93| 3,571 | 6,026 | 9,053,750 | 123,065 05,646 48,777 | 152,426
6 7,586,010 31,016 [ 13,805{ 11,324 1,762 3,658,533 | 1,849,131 913 | 33,793 | 36,915 | 1,272,165 | 554,857 | 2,910 | 106,885 532
783,535 24,029 516 LA IR B R el e e
6,802,475 6,987 | 13,805 | 11,324 1,762 3,658,017 { 1,090,141 913 | 33,793 | 36,915 | 1,272,165 | 554,857 | 2,910 | 106,885 532
10 7,816,225 || 78,458 | 23,021| 20,904 | 14,405 128,266 | 2,800,784 {248,044 $35,644 151,866 | 1,976,072 | 129,445 | 16,926 | 1,060,917 | 480,156
3,973,322 || 66,460 2,464 | —----m- 14,047 | 39,728 | —mmmm-mmam 1,901,283 {119,183 §35,644 [151,866 27 3,163 54 { 1,036,403 [ -~-----
3,842,903 11,998 { 20,557 | 20,904 358 128,266 899,501 (128,861 | ===-== [ ~-==-- 1,976,045 | 123,282 | 16,872 24,514 | 480,156
13 2,318,963 69,849 | 74,515| 4,000 | ~-m=-nn- 323,314 510,989 | 41,832 | 42,970 | 1,628 | 732,285 | 13,054 | 4,934 367,079 | 99,693
516,365 6,186 | mmmmmme | mmmmmee [ cemee ] 32,821 | meeeeeeeee 102,245 | 41,832 | 42,970 | 1,628 | mmeemmmom [ commmn | 2meeee 188,990 | 99,693
1,807 598 || 63,663 | 74,515 323,314 408,744 | —----- 732,285 | 13,054 | 4,934 | 178,089 |-------
14 | BUFFALO, N. Y. 5,377,232 || 205,096 | 425,067 | 3,009 4,912 | 72,626 604,883 | 2,325,123 | 44,719 1,058,660 | 39,562 | 50,973 | 382,211 [148,618
1,087,757 || 183,047 475 | ~memeem 4,733 [ 729,663 | 33,649 | —----n | 7,087 | =--memmon | cmmmemn [ mmoeem 125,586 | 2,624
All other------ 4,289,475 22,049 | 424,592 | 3,009 179 | 71,733 604,883 | 1,595,460 | 11,070 1,058,660 | 39,562 | 50,973 [ 256,625 | 145,994
15 | MINNEAPOLIS, MINN. | 2,020,653 19,006 8,313 | 34,994 | 12,842 | 22,381 249,126 | 1,147,203 | 7,284 204,782 | 65,855 178,054 [ 59,400
Ccounty-—m-nm-- 4 110,156 12,059 A 526 | 19,332 | ~em-mmmeo 74,845 142 | —===-- 440 | wmmmmmeen 2,359 | ~m==vm | mmmmmemam 432
All other-----4 1,910,497 6,947 8,292 | 34,994 | 12,316 3,049 249,126 [ 1,072,358 7,142 | 5,004 | 5,969 204,782 | 63,496 178,054 | 58,968
17 CINCINNATI, OHIO—- 4,613,547 35,754 | 25,820 | 17,666 1,676 | 59,208 259,987 | 2,571,732 851 [129,910 | 4,462 598,996 |112,377 097,154 | 500,613 | 97,341
531,920 10,435 | ==-==w= | ~=mmam- 44 | 55,446 63,533 276,900 76 | 2,011 | =mmmvn | —mmmemaee 112,377 | ~m==m= | mmmmmmmae 11,098
4,081,627 25,319 | 25,820 | 17,666 1,632 3,762 196,454 | 2,294,832 775 p27,899 | 4,462 | 598,996 | - 97,154 | 500,613 | 86,243
18 1,027,072 13,298 | 51,261 60,517 | ~--=---- 1,678 6,975 446,592 | 35,495 137,237 | 7,161 87,918 98,520
294,797 4,748 B4 | memmmmem - 65,981 [ ~==-n- 126,574 | —==-=-= 9,045 88,415
732,275 8,545 | 51,2611 60,517 | ~eue-ene 1,644 6,975 380,611 | 35,495 { 10,663 | 7,161 78,873 10,105
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20

21

22

23

24

25

26

KANSAS CITY, MO.--
County----
All other-----

INDIANAPOLIS,

County-
All other------

ROCHESTER, N.
County---
All other-----4

JERSEY CITY, N. J.4
County----
All other~----4

HOUSTON, TEX.-
County---
All other

3,566,444
249,172
5,307,272

2,205,609
525,147
1,680,462

1,334,675
15,111
1,319,564

4,172,419
662,529
3,509,890

2,022,962
805,921
1,217,041

6,504,405
2,931,547
3,572,858

2,190,544
339,594
1,850,950

473,249
24,026
449,223

547,648

547,648

19,566
12,941
6,625

5,142
3,742
1,400

35,651
12,462
23,189

27,233

130,707 | 19,863 | 161,504 7,895 136,375
FTCIN:": 20 (SSOGIY DRSNS [ [———————
29,818 | 19,863 | 161,504 7,895 136,375
30,687 | 27,979 | 61,002 9,119 492,789
---------------------- 2,543 | —cmomoemee
30,687 | 27,97¢ | 61,002 £,576 492,789
15,698 | 46,700 | 29,969 | 60,099 390,964
16 5,642 511 -
15,682 | 46,700 | 24,327 | 59,588 390,964
22,203 | 273,994 | 157,955 7,149 359,971
964 | —---mmm 3,785 6,335 679
21,239 | 273,994 | 154,170 814 359,292
632,556 543

---------------------- 632,556 | ~-mmmmmemn
543

L0 [— 4,325 245,777

700 4,325 245,777

3,704 | 2,867 | —o-ommnn 76,895 | 1,115,545
3,233 2,471
471 | 2,867 | —cmemnen 76,895 | 1,113,074
18,782 | 12,669 | 43,679 2,123 11,953
296 [ =mcm-mmean

18,782 | 12,669 | 43,679 1,827 11,953

1,351,696
145,291
1,206,405

1,392,914
508,498
884,416

260,525
137
260,388

1,114,782
579,590
535,192

223,941
120,913
103,028

2,841,944
2,638,762
203,182

573,523
258,226
315,298

262,403
10,190
252,213

#13,653

k13,653

902
649
253

709,284

26,837

396,762

396,762

1,307,330
133
1,307,197

74,067

25,230

68,196
68,196
539,580

2,105
537,475

64,086
64,086

68,778
1,924
66,854

049685
64,789
290,949
73,840

145,681

L45,681

6,182
6,182

2,606,819

137,605

116,479

47,111

47,111
185,239

39,463
145,776
52,452
52,452

36,352

22,642
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16 FINANCIAL STATISTICS OF CITIES
GROSS AND NET DEBT: 1936
TABLE TV GROSS DEET NET DEBT
City
o CITY
Per Per
Total capita Total capita
2 | CHICAGO, ILL. $701,898,353 | $201.08 $429,169,388 | $122.95
County. 49,427,195 14,16 39,189,170 11.23
A1l other 652,471,158 186.92 389,980,218 111.72
4 | DETROIT, MICH.---- 443,107,387 265.95 381,118,098 228.75
County 9,995,564 6.00 4,150,801 2.49
All other 433,111,823 259.95 376,967,297 226.26
5 | LOS ANGELES, CALIF. 291,825,445 215,51 270,638,809 199.87
County 34,505,232 25.48 29,752,026 21,97
All other 257,320,213 190.03 240,886,783 177,90
6 | CLEVELAND, OHTO 159,102,274 173.24 130,008, 237 141.56
County 31,061,946 33.82 15,899,945 17.31
All other -4 128,040,328 139.42 114,108,292 124.25
10 | PITTSBURGH, PA. 155,535,187 229.23 138,147,841 203,61
County 72,509,423 106.87 59,899,596 88.28
All other- 83,025,764 122.36 78,248,245 115.33
13 | MILWAUKEE, WIS. 70,292,847 117.33 54,471,690 90.92
County 10,805,862 18.04 8,386,357 14.00
All other. 59,486,985 99.29 46,085,333 76,92
14 | BUFFALO, N. Y. 150,197,692 257.01 128,287,013 219.52
County 27,633,478 47.29 21,935,385 37.53
All other 122,564,214 209.72 106,351,628 181.99
15 | MINNEAPOLIS, MINN. 72,806,455 152,41 57,876,078 121.16
County 3,915,679 8,20 2,186,045 4.58
All other 68,890,776 144.21 55,690,033 116.58
17 | CINCINNATI, OHIO 116,892,526 254,06 72,390,658 157.34
County: 13,457,958 29.25 7,229,191 15.71
All other: 103,434,568 224,81 65,161,467 141.63
18 | NEWARK, N. J. 148,748,235 332.77 125,404,987 280.55
County 22,688,593 50.76 17,963,417 40.19
Al other 126,059,642 282.01 107,441,570 240.36
19 | EANSAS CITY, MO. 76,873,561 186,31 66,605,561 161.43
County: 15,118,897 36.64 12,551,917 30.42
All other 61,754,664 149.67 54,053,644 131.01
20 | SEATTLE, WASH. 103,288,311 276.10 90,351,629 241,52
County: 12,677,803 33.89 8,672,862 23,18
All Other--m-sm-mmesecemcemceem e 90,610,508 242,21 81,678,767 218.34
21 | INDIANAPOLIS, IND. 41,030,296 110.27 37,651,829 101.19
County 6,403,378 17.21 6,240,591 16.77
All other 34,626,918 93,06 31,411,238 84.42
22 | ROCHESTER, N. Y. 80,325,366 240.86 64,633,486 193.80
County 13,583,540 40.73 11,727,815 35.17
All other: 66,741,826 200.13 52,905,671 158.63
23 | JERSEY CITY, N. 7. 93,317,513 291,71 81,346,107 254.29
County 15,608,713 48.79 12,291,244 38.42
All other 77,708,800 242,92 69,054,863 215.87
24 | HOUSTON, TEX. 60,228,692 189,46 52,368,993 164.73
County 11,607,805 36.51 10,338,411 32.52
All other 48,620,887 152,95 42,030,582 132,21
25 | LOUISVILLE, KY. 41,852,091 131.82 33,736,551 106,26
County 136,041 .43 841 (/)
All other: 41,716,050 131.39 33,735,710 106.26
26 | PORTLAND, OREG. 68,386,542 221.24 52,145,795 168.70
County: 13,332,198 43.13 11,509,188 37.23
All other 55,054,344 178,11 40,636,607 131.47

1/ Less than 1/2 of 1 cent.
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DESCRIPTIVE SUMMARY 17

TABLE 3

REVENUE RECEIPTS.—Table 3 is designed to present the revenue receipts for
each of the 94 municipalities,and for each lndependent governmental body organ-
ized for the purpose of supplying services to these local communities. The
governmental units of each city, which have power to levy and collect taxes and
to incur 1indebtedness, are shown under the heading "City, and divisions of
municipal government." When the city corporation is the only governmental unit
having such power, only one line is devoted to the city, the data of all funds
and accounts of the city,whether under the accounting control of the auditor or
comptroller or not, belng shown on that line. The data for additional govern-
mental units are shown on the 1line of the descriptive title of the unist.
"Revenue receipts" 1s defined in the text discussion of table 2, p. 4, while
the significance of the terms employed 1n table 3 as designations of the sever-
al sources of revenue receipts 1s set forth in the paragraphs which follow.

GENERAL PROPERTY TAXES.—The general property tax is the common designation
of the direct tax upon real property and upon other property when it 1s appor-
tioned and levied by substantially the same methods as those employed in appor-
tioning and levylng taxes upon privately owned real property.

SPECIAL TAXES.—Speclal taxes are direct %axes which are assessed, levied,
and collected by methods that are not generally applied to the case of private-
ly owned real property. They include taxes upon the property of corporations
levied upon the basis of the amount of corporate stock, corporate indebtedness,
or of both corporate stock and indebtedness, or on any pasis other than an as-
sessed valuation applied to all property of the corporation; taxes upon savings
banks and kindred corporations, which are levied in proportion to a certain
specified portion of the deposits, as their excess above the value of specified
investments; and taxes upon life-1insurance corporations assessed upon the valu-
ations of their policies. Special taxes also include all taxes 1levied upon
martgages at the time of their execution or entry of public record; inheritance
taxes and taxes on incomes; taxes on investments, bonds and notes for specified
periods of time, and on corporation bonds held by residents and all specific
taxes upon property, &s taxes upon land at a specified amount per acre, taxes
upon horses, mules, and other animals at a specified amount per head, taxes on
vessels at a specified amount per registered ton, and taxes upon grain at a
specified amount per bushel.

POLL TAXES.—Under the term "Poll taxes" are lncluded all per capita taxes,
uniform or graded, whether such taxes are levied as specific amounts against
the persons subject thereto or as ad valorem taxes based upon an arbltrary
valuation of polls or occupation.

BUSINESS AND NONBUSINESS LICENSE TAXES.—Business taxes are taxes upon
business and business activities,exacted,with or without the issue of licenses,
from persons natural and corporate in proportion to the volume of thelir busi-
ness, or by reason of the business in which they are engaged. These taxes are
divided primarily into liquor and other business licenses.

Nonbusiness license taxes are taxes other than upon business that are ex-
acted primarily for purposes of regulation,and are collected in connection with
the 1ssues of so-called 1licenses or permlts, and are always levied with refer-
ence to measurable or assumed measurable benefits conferred upon or enjoyed by
the licensee. They include (1) license taxes on dogs,collected from the owners
in connection with the 1ssue of licenses or permits to keep such animals for a
specified time; (2) general license taxes,or licenses for nonbusiness purposes,
such as licenses to use motor and other vehlcles, where the license 1s not re-
quired because of any specific business 1n which they are to be used; and (3)
receipts from departmental permits, other than those 1issued by public-service
enterprises, such as marriage licenses, bullding permits, and permits to make
sewer connections and to dig in the streets.
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18 FINANCIAL STATISTICS OF CITIES

The term '"general 1llcense taxes'" 1s used to designate the taxes exacted
with the granting of all licenses under general statutes or ordinances, other
than dog 1licenses and buslness llcenses. The tax on motor vehlcles forms the
most important ltem among recelpts of thls class.

SPECIAL ASSESSMENTS AND SPECIAL CHARGES.—Special assessments are compulso-
ry contrivbutions levied under the taxing or police power to defray the costs of
specific public improvements or public services undertaken primarily in the in-
terest of the public. They differ from the general property tax in that they
are apportioned according to the assumed benefits to the property affected by
the lmprovements, or the assumed benefits to 1ndividuals or corporations by
reason of the services performed. The amounts shown 1n the table include all
amounts received on account of assessments levied to meet such costs for street
and sewer construction and maintenance,and for other improvements and services,
assessed against the beneflted properties or persons.

Special charges differ somewhat from special assessments. Such a charge is
made where the cost of a public improvement,the payment for which is classifled
as an outlay,is made a charge against the beneflited person or property, and the
amount of the charge 1s the amount of the actual cost to the city of an im-
provement, such as the construction of a sidewalk,the charge being made agalnst
the beneficliary without any levy against others.

FINES, FORFEITS, AND ESCHEATS.—Fines are amounts of wealth exacted from
individuals, firms, and corporations under the sovereign power of inflicting
punishment as penalties for violation of law; forfeits are amounts accruing to
governments in accordance with the terms of contracts as penalties for nonob-
servance of such contracts;and escheats are amounts of money or amounts receiv-
ed from the disposal of property the owners of which cannot be ascertained or
located.

GRANTS-IN-AID.—Grants-1in-ald are amounts contributed by one civil division,
as a State or a county, to another to ald in the support of specified functions.
When, however,any of the divisions of the government of a city receives for 1ts
own use from any other civil division the proceeds ot any general property tax
levy or of any other tax or revenue collected wholly within the territory of
the local division receiving same, and the amount so received 1s substantlally
proporticnate to the amount produced or collected within such territory, the
amount so received 1s reported under the proper classification as a receipt
from taxes and not as a grant.

DONATIONS.—Donations consist of gratultous contributions received from
private persons and corporations, the principal or income of which can be ex-
pended for municipal uses, which in most cases are designated by the donor.

PENSION ASSESSMENTS.—Pension assessments are amounts received by or for
policemen's, firemen's, teachers',or other pension or retirement funds that are
contributed by the city employees as dues,percentages of salarles, or so-called
assessments for the establishment or maintenance of such funds.

HIGHWAY PRIVILEGES.—Hlghway privilege dues 1s the designation applied by
the Bureau of the Census to amounts received from individuals and corporations
enjoying a special privilege of using the streets and alleys of citles 1in pro-
viding public services, such as those furnished by street rallways, subways,
electric-light, telephone, or water companies, when such receipts are in the
nature of compensation for the use of or privilege in the streets and are col-
lected under the terms of the original or a subsequent franchise;also to amounts
received for grants of the privilege of maintaining private sewers, drains, and
vaults under the street, fruit and other stands,and other property on the slde-
walk, and of extending awnings, bay and show windows, and other structures and
convenlences, including signs, beyond the bullding line.
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RENTS AND INTEREST.-—The recelpts from rents tabulated in table 3 comprise
all amounts recelived by the various divisions and funds of the government of
the city from the rental of real property held principally or wholly for in-
vestment purposes.

Table 3 shows the total amount of Interest received on revenue account by
the general treasuries of the various divisions of the governmeht of the city
and by thelr separate funds, except such amounts as were recelved as interest
on taxes and special assessments, which are tabulated with the recelpts from
revenues of those two classes.

EARNINGS OF GENERAL DEPARTMENTS.-—-General departments, as the term 1s used
by the Bureau of the Census, include all departments of administration which
have charge of municlipal activities, except those charged with the administra-
tion of public-service enterprises. The revenue recelpts of general departments
are derived from fees, charges, minor sales, and allied sources and constitute
what economists call contractual as distinguished from compulsory revenues,such
as taxes, speclal assessments, and fines. The fees and charges here included
are those which represent the actual compensation Tfor services performed, and
are to be distinguished from recelpts which secure for the Individuals or
corporations making the payments the privilege or right of doing something,such
as license fees and permits. These earnings are shown by departments 1n table
10.

EARNINGS OF PUBLIC-SERVICE ENTERPRISES.-—Under the designation '"public-
service enterprises" the Bureau of the Census includes those enterprises or
branches of municipal service which are established and fmaintalned by clty gov-
ernments for the purpose of providing the public, or the public and the clty,
with some utiiity or service, such as water, electricity, gas, markets, ware-
houses, +transit systems, ports, wharves, harbors, auditoriums, stadiums, and
alrports.

TABLE 4

GOVERNMENTAL COST PAYMENTS.—Under the general heading "Governmental-cost
payments" of table 4 are included all costs of municipal governments,consisting
of the costs of the services employed, properties constructed, purchased, or
utilized, and interest on borrowed moneys, which are incurred for protecting
person, property, and health, providing social necessities and convenlences,
caring for the dependent and delinquent classes, and performing other services
and carrying on other activities for which those governments have authority.
These costs are readily separable 1Into three classes—expenses, or operation
and maintenance, 1interest, and outlays. The governmental-cost payments are
shown for the municipality and for each of its independent divisions in the
same form as are revenue recelpts, as explained in the text for table 3, p. 17.

EXPENSES, OR PAYMENTS FOR OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE.—Municipal expenses,or
payments for operation and maintenance, are the costs and losses of clities from
which no permanent or subsequently convertible value is received or recelvable,
They are costs, exclusive of those arlsing from the construction or acquisition
of permanent properties or improvements, which are Incurred by cities and their
independent divisions of government on account of services employed, property
rented, and materials utilized in connection with the malntenance and operation
of government, and the management of trusts. Table 4 presents these costs
separately for general departments and for public-service enterprises.

INTEREST CHARGES.—The term "municipal Interest charges" 1s a designation
of interest costs incurred by municipalities for the use of credit capital. All
payments on account of such charges are shown 1n a single column of table 4,but
in table 16 are shown the amounts paid on each class of debt.
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OUTLAYS.—Municipal outlays are the costs of land and other properties and
public improvements, more or less permanent 1n character, which are owned and
used by municipalities in the exerclse of their municlpal functions or in con-
nection with the buslness undertakings conducted by them. In the column "For
outlays'" 1s shown the aggregate of all payments for the purchase and improve-
ment of land, the erection of new buildings, the purchase of equipment for the
police, fire, health,or other departments,purchases to lncrease the collectlions
of libraries, museums, and art galleries, the installation and extension of
water-supply systems,electric-light systems,and other enterprises, and payments
on account of all other acqulsitions which add to the number and value of the
permanent possessions of the municipallty. Paymentis for outlays for the general
departments are shown separately 1n table 17, as are also those for the princi-
pal classes of public-service enterprises.

COMPARISON OF REVENUE RECEIPTS AND ALL GOVERNMENTAL-COST PAYMENTS.-—Compar-
isons between revenue receipts and governmental-cost payments are of the great-
est significance in municipal finance. If a clty is recelving more from revenue
than 1t is paying for operation, maintenance, interest,and outlays, 1t has a
balance which may be applied to reducing indebtedness,while if 1ts payments for
operation, maintenance, interest, and outlays are greater than its revenue re-
ceipts, the city 1s 1increasing its indebtedness. If it is realizing from rev-
enues enough money to pay for all operating and malntenance costs and interest,
but for only a portlon of its outlays, it 1s imposing upon the future a part of
the burden of paying for its permanent properties and public improvements.

In the last three columns of table 4 are shown the results of comparisons
between revenue receipts and governmental-cost payments. In the first of these
columns is shown the excess of governmental-cost payments over revenue receipts
for each of the cltles 1n which such payments were in excess of revenue re-
ceipts, and in the second column 1s shown the excess of revenue receipts over
governmental-cost payments for each of the cities in which revenue receipts
were the greater. Of the 94 cities covered by this report,27 made governmental-
cost payments 1in excess of thelr revenue receipts and 67 realized enough from
revenues to meet all their payments for operatlon, maintenance, Interest, and
outlays, and to have a balance available for paying debt.

COMPARISON OF REVENUE RECEIPTS AND PAYMENTS FOR OPERATION, MAINTENANCE, AND
INTEREST.—The last column of table 4 shows the excess of revenue receipts over
payments for operation, maintenance, and interest. These payments correspond
approximately to the costs of a business corporation for maintenance, operating
expenses, and interest, except that no allowances have been wmade for depreci-
ation.

Of the 94 cities, 92 recelved from revenues amounts in excess of their pay-
ments for operation, malntenance, and interest.

NET AND TRANSFER REVENUE RECEIPTS AND GOVERNMENTAL-COST PAYMENTS.-—The
totals of tables 3 and 4 include both actual recelpts and payments, or receipts
from and payments to the public, and nominal or transfer receipts and payments,
or amounts received by one department, fund, or account,as payments by another.

In text table V the total revenue receipts of table 3 and governmental-cost
payments of table 4 are separated into net, or actual, and transfer, receipts
and payments.
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TABLE V
GOVERNMENTAL-COST
REVENUE RECEIPTS PAYMENTS
City cITY
no,
Net Transfer Net Transfer
Grand total-- 4 42,830,503,333 | $62,718,680 || $2,712,829,824 | $62,197,464
Group I 1,921,330,521 49,657,768 1,869,601,160 | 49,127,331
Group II 341,807,108 5,652,129 319,846,244 | 5,652,251
Group III 567,365,704 7,408,783 533,382,420 | 7,417,882
GROUF I.—CITIES HAVING A POPULATION OF 500,000 AND OVER
1 | New York, N. Y. $821,156,827 | $25,592,868 $767,453,454 | $25,592,868
2 | Chicago, Ill.- 234,082,567 4,754,866 226,951,172 | 4,224,429
3 | Philedelphia, Pa. 114,721,967 7,333,622 110,771,310 | 7,333,622
4 | Detroit, Mich.--- 126,298,798 2,310,795 130,999,013 | 2,210,795
5 | Los Angeles, Calif.~ 120,698,773 3,266,060 131,103,723 | 3,266,060
6 | Clevelana, Ohio 72,973,136 1,337,700 67,593,615 | 1,337,700
? 8t. Louis, Mo.- 43,452,458 287,721 43,402,727 287,721
8 Baltimore, Md.------=-cscomoaa—ea 64,064,629 1,305,278 50,824,465 1,305,278
9 | Boston, Mass. 79,633,119 1,638,641 76,489,107 | 1,638,641
10 Pittsburgh, Pa. 54,486,594 405,221 51,100,998 405,221
11 San Francisco, Calif 65,940,814 173,262 53,032,507 173,262
iz Washington, D. C. 46,232,572 | --ccvmonnaann 50,188,222 | —~mwmmmmmam
13 Milwaukee, Wis 47,450,258 850,145 41,188,788 850,145
14 Buffalo, N. Y.- 50,138,009 401,589 68,502,059 401,589
GROUP II.—CITIES HAVING A POPULATION OF 300,000 TO 500,000
15 Minneapolis, Minn.- $33,807,073 $286,288 $33,289,112 $286,288
16 | New Orleans, La.- 27,728,913 106,601 24,770,220 106,601
17 Cincinnati, Ohioc---- 37,653,872 1,594,923 34,555,343 1,594,923
18 Newark, Ni: J. 46,576,010 818,366 37,879,059 818,366
19 Kansas City, Mo 23,806,815 49,567 26,033,039 49,567
20 Seattle ’ Wash,-~-- 32,825,526 1,352,297 31,517,635 1,352,419
21 Indianapolis, Ind.- 22,359,116 6,460 21,600,294 6,460
22 | Rochester, N. Y.- 32,897,675 92,406 32,158,283 92,406
23 Jersey City, N. J.- 30,334,849 522,123 27,587,489 522,123
24 Houston, Tex. 19,169,010 182,503 19,683,356 182,503
25 Louisville, Ky.-- 15,111,570 194,331 15,287,053 194,331
26 Portland, Oreg.-- 19,536,679 446,264 15,485,361 446,264
GROUP III.~—CITIES HAVING A POPULATION OF 100,000 TO 300,000
27 Columbus, Ohi. $12,725,703 $162,034 412,588,242 $162,034
28 Toledo, Ohi 15,075,414 47,943 13,161,298 47,943
29 Oakland, Calif,-------mco-cmcccoooaaq 17,988,621 302,301 16,240,848 302,301
30 Denver, Colo. 21,914,745 205,014 23,509,039 205,014
31 Atlanta, Ga. 10,257,978 84,555 9,659,603 84,555
32 | Dallas, Tex. 11,090,249 45,888 11,971,818 45,888
33 St. Paul, Minn.-- 13,957,420 503,983 13,763,694 503,983
34 Bimingham, Ala.- 6,518,192 42,170 6,434,854 T 42,170
35 Akron, Ohi 13,993,147 90,734 11,359,174 90,734
36 | Memphis, Temm.---=--m--mmeceemmmaaaad] 10,457,952 33,160 9,559,971 33,160
37 Providence, R. I.-- 16,514,305 935,929 17,592,527 935,929
38 San Antonio, Tex.-- 7,065,143 101,765 7,543,699 101,765
39 Omaha, Nebr. 11,838,531 368,604 9,840,565 368,604
40 Syracuse, Ne Y.e-ro-roommosmeooomamaad 14,993,729 | cmememommeaee 14,825,002 { ---=-emmme-
41 Dayton, Ohi 9,905,499 97,108 8,048,952 97,108
42 Oklahoma City, Okla. 9,325,385 84,669 7,096,134 84,669
43 Worcester, Mass.- s 13,61:?,125 44,001 13,843,595 44,001
44 Richmond, Va. 10,318,401 426,400 9,456,154 426,400
45 | Youngstown, Ohio---- 7,603,004 20,024 7,368,559 20,024
46 Grand Repids, Mich. 6,853,582 181,633 6,102,126 182,189
47 Fort Worth, Tex.- 7,641,746 9,770 9,844,928 9,770
48 Hartford, Conn.-- 12,863,474 68,497 12,129,628 61,334
49 | Piint, Mich. 8,214,456 197,419 5,686,526 197,419
50 New Haven, Conn.-~ 9,856,934 25,641 8,667,586 25,641
51 Sen Diego, Calif. 9,575,521 87,849 7,681,669 87,849
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TABLE V—Continued
REVENUE RECEIPTS GOVERNMENTAL -GOST
PAYMENTS
Cit CITY
10|
Net Trensfer Net Transfer
GROUP III.--CITIZES HAVING A POPULATION OF 100,000 TO 300,000—Continued
52 Long Beach, Calif.-—- $11,464,307 $9,214 311,871,780 29,214
53 | Nashville, Tenn.----- 6,039,468 42,283 6,775,496 42,283
54 Springfield, Mass.,------omwuommeooo-d 12,195,555 | =-emmmmocaan 10,823,945 | ~—-—=-mmm—-
55 Tulsa, Okla. 7,809,167 51,318 4,873,667 51,318
56 Bridgeport, Conn,---==-c—c-mmeo-—wa-d 8,270,275 { =~~m—mmmmem 7,248,423 | ~mmmmmmmm e
87 Des kioines, Iowa-- 7,043,419 87,831 6,058,675 103,537
58 Scranton, Pa,----- 1 5,931,760 20,033 5,758,925 20,033
69 salt Lake City, Utah- 4 6,110,536 1,322 5,196,772 1,322
60 Yonkers, N, Y. 14,628,760 49,628 14,011,568 49,628
61 Paterson, N. J. 8,803,164 188,914 7,420,189 188,914
62 Jacksonville, Fla,------===cee—memu-- - 8,021,503 301,405 7,339,504 301,405
63 | Albany, N. Y. 9,708,879 44,413 9,757,879 44,413
64 Norfolk, Va.- 7,462,737 464,692 5,967,822 464,692
65 Trenton, N. J 8,032,162 50,963 7,151,439 50,963
66 Chattanooga, Tena. 4,161,775 12,292 4,382,286 12,292
67 Kansas City, Kens.-- 6,768,436 270,253 7,012,528 270,253
68 | Fort Weyne, Ind 4,661,103 13,351 4,271,607 13,351
69 Camden, N. J. 5,952,032 90,980 5,587,203 90,980
70 Erie, Pa. 5,229,687 6,458 4,546,192 6,458
71 | Elizabeth, Ne Ji---emmeoommmoecomomaed 6,864,874 66,101 5,614,417 66,101
72 Wichita, Kans.- 4,298,752 3,743 3,780,320 3,743
73 | Spokane, Wash.- 5,197,507 38,696 5,248,287 38,696
74 | Fall River, Mass.- 5,578,862 6,531 4,546,490 6,531
75 | Cambridge, Mess. 8,600,151 28,733 7,747,729 28,733
76 | New Bedford, Mass. 5,745,992 17,480 5,631,011 17,480
77 | Reading, Pa. 5,473,439 240 6,054,625 240
78 | Knoxville, Tenn.----—=m==—=-mcome-——o 5,099,796 180,842 5,038,959 180,842
79 Peoria, Ill. 4,208,901 626 4,393,752 626
80 | South Bend, INd.--m-=-==--—-emmma-mue 3,385,146 14,786 3,100,044 14,786
81 Tacoma, Wash,=-=----=vroeeoeomo 7,636,384 228,328 6,610,684 228,328
g2 { Miami, Fla. 7,045,992 250,028 7,042,796 250,028
83 | Gary, Ind. 3,495,678 570 3,054,811 570
84 | Cantom, Ohio 3,538,140 76,846 3,635,726 76,846
85 Wilmington, Del.---ccccrcrommnmmaa g 5,312,672 32,758 5,067,132 32,768
86 Tampa, Fla. 4,334,879 136,261 4,144,633 136,261
87 Somerville, Mass,~ 5,939,092 [ =w—mommmmomm 6,392,024
88 El Paso, Tex.-- k| 3,364,539 97,129 3,051,125
89 Evansville, Ind. 3,635,533 24,737 4,482,469
20 Lyon, Mass. 6,078,834 5 5,682,090
91 Utica, N. Y. 6,627,423 3,233 6,110,532
92 Duluth, Minn. 5,994,362 69,271 5,032,881
93 Waterbury, Cobn.----mcrrocemma e 6,167,677 252,540 6,585,894
94 | Lowell, Mass. 5,284,098 6,858 5,294,858 6,858

The amounts shown in the preceding table as transfer receipts and payments
comprise (1) service transfers,which are amounts paid as costs of operation and
maintenance or outlays by one department or enterprise to another from which it
recelves services or the use of quarters; and (2) interest transfers, which re-
present payments made by the clty corporation or a division of the city to one
of its funds on account of interest on municipal securities held by that fund.
Of the transfer receipts reported, $50,811,346 were interest transfers, and
$11,907,334 were service transfers. Of the total transfer payments, $50,811,346
were interest transfers, and $11,386,118 were service transfers.

TABLE 5
PER CAPITA REVENUE RECEIPTS AND SPECIFIED GOVERNMENTAL-COST PAYMENTS.-—The

per capita receipts and payments of table 5 are based on the absolute amounts
shown in tables 3 and 4. The most significant figures of the table are those
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for the three groups of cltles arranged according to population. They show that
the per capita receipts and payments tend to increase with the size of the
cities. The population upon which the per capita amounts are based is the es~
timated population of the clity as at July 1, 1933, no later estimates having
been made, except for Washington, D. C.

TABLE 6

PERCENT DISTRIBUTION OF REVENUE RECEIPTS AND GOVERNMENTAL-COST PAYMENTS.—
Table 6 shows for the several citles and for the three groups of cities the
percent which the receipts from each of the classes of revenue constitute of
the total revenue recelpts and the percent which the payments for each of the
classes of governmental costs—operation and maintenance, interest, and outlays
—constitute of the total of such payments, the figures for operation and main-
tenance being shown under two heads, '"Operation and maintenance of  general
departments'' and "Operatlon and maintenance of public-service enterprises.”
The percentages are in all cases computed upon the basis of the receipts and
payments shown in tables 3 and 4.

PROPORTIONAL DISTRIBUTION OF REVENUE RECEIPTS, BY DIVISIONS OF THE GOVERN-
MENTS OF CITIES.—An examination of table 3 discloses that the proportion of
revenues received from property taxes is much greater, as a rule, for city
corporations in cities having a single division of government than in those
having two or more divisions, while the relative contributions from special
assessments are larger in the cities having more than one division of govern-
ment. Independent divisions of the city government receive relatively small
amounts from speclal assessments.

PERCENT RELATION OF REVENUE RECEIPTS TO GOVERNMENTAL-COST PAYMENTS.—Of the
total revenue receipts of the 94 citles covered by this report,68.5 percent was
required for meeting payments for operation and maintenance, 12.2 percent was
required for meeting interest payments, and the remainder, 19.3 percent, was
available for outlays or other purposes.

The last five columns of table 6 show the percent of governmental-cost pay-
ments applied on operation and maintenance of general departments,operation and
maintenance of public-service enterprises, interest,and outlays,and the percent
of the total governmental costs that were represented by revenue receipts. For
67 of the 94 cities the revenue receipts were greater than the governmental-
cost payments, while for the remaining 27 cities the revenues were not suffici-
ent to meet the cost of the year for operation,malntenance,interest,and outlays.

TABLE 7

RECEIPTS FROM THE GENERAL PROPERTY TAX.—The receipts of the several cities
from the general property tax are shown in table 7 in four columns. The first
colunn gives the total amount collected in each of the several cities; the
second, the amount collected as part of the current levy; the third, the amount
collected on levy of prior years; and the fourth, the amount received as penal-
ties and interest on deferred payments.

RECEIPTS FROM SPECIAL TAXES.—In the text for table 3 will be Tfound a
discussion of the character of taxes classlfied as special. In table 7 recelpts
from special taxes are shown under two heads, 'Property' and "All other." The
amounts received from the different classes of speclal property taxes are shown
in text table VI, which follows.
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24 FINANCIAL STATISTICS OF CITIES
TABLE VI SPECTAL PROPERTY TAX
Clilzy‘ oTTY Corporation
. Total AL
Other than
Bank beak otnerd/
Grand total $5,731,248 $993,779 $4,724,057 | $13,412
Group I R 1,830,744 866,347 952,349 12,048
Group IJ=---==--r=smr oo E 112,045 112,045 | ~--esemmeem } omeeeo
Group IIT-rmmrmmmmmmmmmemmmmmmmmmmc oo e e -] 3,788,459 15,387 3,771,708 1,364
GROUP I.—CITIES HAVING A POPULATION OF 500,000 AND OVER‘
4 Detroit, Mich. $56,561 $44,644
8 Baltimore, Md. 866,347 || 2/$866,347 | -----eemeee
9 Boston, Mass. 907,705 907,705
13 Milwaukee, Wis. 131 |} —eeememeem | e
GROUP II.—CITIES HAVING A POPULATION OF 300,000 TO 500,000
18 Newark, N. J.ermmmere e e e e o $74,246 874,246
23 Jersey City, N. J. 37,799 37,799
GROUP III.—CITIES HAVING A POPULATION OF 100,000 TO 300,000
43 Worcester, Mass, $418,823 $418,823 | ------n
48 Hartford, Conn. 456,316 456,316
50 New Haven, Conn. 508
54 Springfield, Mass. 545,322 545,322
61 Paterson, N. J. 9,164 |I = $9,164 | ----m-mee—n
65 | Trenton, N. J. 5,220 || 5,220 | —mmeceeeoeo
71 | Elizabetn, N. J. 1,003 I [
74 Fall River, Mass.-- 665,097 664,767 330
75 Cambridge, Mass. 269,000 269,000 | --v--e-
76 New Bedford, Mass. 721,407 720,881 526
ar Somerville, Mass,. 67,996 67,996
90 Lynn, Mass. 353,039 353,039
94 Lowell, Mass. 275,564 || ----mmee-- 275,564 | -------
1/ Amounts shown are for tonnage tax, except tax on shellfish cammission in New Haven, and street

railway tax in Fall River.
2/ Includes $383,503 on savings-bank deposits.

The amounts recelved from the different

classes of special taxes shown in

the column headed "All other" are presented 1ln text table VII, which follows.

TABLE VII OTHER SPECIAL TAXES
ity CcITY
no. Total Inheritance Income Mortgage All other
Grend total--------cmca--o 4 $20,593,518 $1,376,339 [$17,741,510 $1,298,064 $177,605
15,570,346 418,987 14,019,234 1,119,666 12,459
1,023,187 624,511 284,980 113,696 | ---comeem
3,999,985 332,841 3,437,296 64,702 165,146
GROUP Y.—CITIES HAVING A POPULATION OF 500,000 AND OVER

1 | New York, N. Y.- $8,512,231 $7,493,787 $1,018,444

4 | Detroit, Mich.- 78,692 |} -mmmmcooe ) cmmemeeees 78,692

6 Cleveland, Ohio 246,139 -—

9 Boston, Mass. 4,025,185 || --------- 4,025,185 | ---me-eee-

12 Washington, D. C 12,459 -

13 Milwaukee, Wis. 2,298,723 172,848 2,125,875 | -~-e---e-s

14 Buffalo, N. Y.~ 396,917 || ----mm--- 374,387 22,530

GROUP II.~—CITIES HAVING A POFULATION OF 300,000 TO 500,000

15 | Minneapolis, Minn. $114,493 $61,651 | —m-m-mmme $52,842 | —--mmmmenm

17 Cincinnati, Ohio 518,597 518,597 -

18 Newark, N. 37,123 37,123 - -

22 | Rochester, N. Y.-- 345,834 [ -----mee- $284,980 60,854

23 Jersey City, N. J. 7,140 7,140 ---
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) TABLE VII—Continued oTE SPECTAL TAXES
City
no.| CITY
Total Inheritance Income Mortgage All other
GROUP III.—CITIES HAVING A POPULATION OF 100,000 TO 300,C00
27 Columbus, Ohio-=w=-sm-wmoua— o $90,856 TR R R e T e P——
28 Toledo, Ohio--—-~roveommcnaaad 89,688 83,688
33 | St. Paul, Minn.-=e--ceeo—eamead 20,454 || ~mmmeemen | cemmeees $20,454 | --mmeoeee
35 Akron, Ohio---- e 32,620 32,620
36 Memphis, Tenn.- - 48,062 $48,062
40 Syracuse, N. Y.-~---ovoweoaomaad 179,179 |} ---—-—--- $173,386 5,793 | —=m—---ee
41 Dayton, Ohio-~=-==-c-w-eracucna-d 46,084 46,084
43 Worcester, Mags.-=~=vm—=—aoamad 524,603 || -------e- 524,603 ———————— —————————
45 Youngstown, Ohio-------ccn----y 35,540
53 Nashville, Teni.---——=w-e—m—w-o 39,580
54 Springfield, Mass.w-w—c——ceenu 441,848 441,848 | coecmmeeee
60 Yonkers, N. Y.--wresmmmcaee—ny 164,661 144,839 19,822
63 Albany, No Yo--ommmcmcamae o 113,526 105,041 8,485
66 Chattanooga, Tenn.-----=~-ew--d 59,954 -
74 Fall River, Mass.--~-~c----=-- 246,453 || --------- 246,453 | --m-m-meme
75 | Cambridge, Mass,--~----=cauc- ] 537,706 | —--meemem 537,706 | --—--=--=v
76 New Bedford, Mass.------=---u- 255,453 | memeeeoee 255,453 | ~emmeemean [ mmcedean
78 Knoxville, Tenn.-----=-=u=-zs-ad 17,550 17,550
84 Canton, Ohig----n-eeeam 38,053 38,053
87 Somerville, Mesa.------ 1 307,769 307,769 | -----mme-me
90 | Lynn, Mess.—-=--—-=v 374,080 374,080 | —-ommemmee
91 | Utica, N, Yeo-—mmm=mm 63,903 59,311 4,592
92 | Duluth, Minn.------ 5,556 || ——ommmeem | mmememmee 5,556
94 | Lowell, MasS.-——~-=-=m-=--muar] 266,807 266,807 | —~-m-m-==n

RECEIPTS FROM POLL TAXES.—Poll taxes, defined 1in the discussion of table 3
and amounting to $1,560,180 in 1936 were reported by 32 of the 94 citles locat-
ed 1n 10 States.

RECEIPTS FROM BUSINESS TAXES.~—In 1936 the revenues derlved from business
taxes, exacted with or without the 1ssue of licenses, defined in the dlscussion
of table 3, amounted to $169,876,768,a relatively small percentage of the total
revenues., Of thls amount, 22 percent was recelved from alcoholic beverage per-
mits.,

RECEIPTS FROM NONBUSINESS LICENSE TAXES.-—The receipts from nonbusiness
license taxes, as defined in the discusslion of table 3, are tabulated 1in three
columns, the headings of which are generally descriptive of the classes of rev-
enue 1ncluded under each.

Some of the clties not reporting receipts from dog taxes collected such
taxes for the States, recelving ‘back a portion of the same as grants-in-aid,
receipts from which are included in table 8. In other citles dogs are assessed
as property, and receipts from taxes on dogs are included with general property
taxes.

RECEIPTS FROM SPECIAL ASSESSMENTS AND SPECIAL CHARGES.—Recelpts from spe-
cial assessments and special charges,defined in the text for table 3,constitute
but a small portion of revenue recelpts for the citles as a whole and 1n recent
years the percentage of revenues from thls source has decreased.

Speclal assessments for operation and malntenance were reported for 38
citles and aggregated $3,933,056.

Special assessments and spéclal charges for outlays were reported by 89
citles, with a total of $41,590,664. They were collected in the majority of
clties for the construction of sewers, paving, curbing, and sidewalks; but in
some cities for the grading and widening of streets, the bullding of retalning
walls, bridges, and viaducts, and for park lmprovements.

RECEIPTS FROM FINES, FORFEITS, AND ESCHEATS.—The text discussion of table
3 presents definltions of these terms. With the exception of receipts from
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26 FINANCIAL STATISTICS OF CITIES

court fines and forfeits, the amount of revenue from these sources 1s for most
cities comparatively small.

TABLE 8

RECEIPTS FROM GRANTS-IN-AID.—The total amount received as grants-in-aid
from other civlil divisions,as defined in the text for table 3,was $372,682,581.
Of this amount, $101,997,737, or 27.4 percent, was recelved fromr the Federal
Government, principally for unemployment relief, and used chiefly for the con-
struction or acguisition of municipal properties. Of the amount shown for
Washington, D. C., $5,700,000 represents an annual apportionment of the Federal
Government as its share of local government expense. Because of increased
grants for wunemployment rellef, grants for education did not, as in years
previous to 1933, constitute the major portion of the amounts received from
other civil divisions, the proportion for education for 1936 being 43.6 percent
of the total.

RECEIPTS FROM DONATIONS.—The receipts from donations from private indivia-
uals and corporations, as defined in the text for table 3, are shown separately
for principal of public trust funds, such as those established for retirement
of city employees, endowment of lnstitutions, and relief of poor.

Recelpts shown 1in the column "All other'" represent contributions to the
civy principally for maintenance or acquisition of educational and recreational
facilities and for the furtherance of health and charitable projects.

RECEIPTS FRQM PENSION ASSESSMENTS.—Recelpts from pension assessments, as
defined in the text for table 3, are reported Dy all but three of the cities
and are arranged 1in four classes, the largest contributions being from school
teachers.

TABLE 9

RECEIPTS FROM HIGHWAY PRIVILEGES.—Under this classification, as defined in
the text for table 3, are reported revenues amounting to $20,094,122, more than
70 percent of which appears in citles of group I.

RECEIPTS FROM RENTS OF INVESTMENT PROPERTIES.—The receipts from rents, as
defined in the text for table 3, are separated into two classes—those from the
properties of public trust funds, and those from all other properties.

RECEIPTS FROM INTEREST.-—-Table 9 1ncludes all interest receipts, as defined
in the text for table 3.

The first column of the interest section of table ¢ shows the total revenue
receipts from interest; that is, the total receipts from interest,less receipts
of accrued 1interest on original sales of debt obligations. These receipts
are arranged 1in four groups—those received by sinking funds, by public trust
funds, by investment funds and from investments, and those received on current
deposits. With the interest here tabulated are the receipts of sinking funds,
public trust funds, and investment funds that were paid by the divisions of the
city government to these funds as 1nterest on their debt obligations held as
investments. The aggregate of such interest transfer receipts was $50,811,346,
of which $25,592,868, or 50.4 percent, was reported by New York. If this aggre-
gate be deducted from the total 1interest receipts there remains $13,070,165
which is the actual interest, or that received from the public by the 94 cities
in 1936.

TABLE 10

CHARACTER OF RECEIPTS TABULATED AS FROM GENERAL DEPARTMENTAL EARNINGS.—As
receipts from rents there are included in table 10 only amounts received for
the use of real property employed principally for departmental uses.
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As receipts from sales there are 1included recelpts from the sale of dis-
carded equipment and materlals where the payments for replacement and renewal
are classifled as for malntenance. Similar sales on outlay account are classi-
fled as nonrevenue receipts.

Certaln recelpts from sources other than those above described are classed
as departmental,the principal 1tem being amounts recelved as insurance to cover
losses by fire 1n cases where the repair of flre damages 1s charged to mainte-
nance. Recelpts from insurance where the repair of damages 1s charged to out-
lay are classifled as offsets to outlays, or nonrevenue receipts.

CLASSIFICATION OF GENERAL DEPARTMENTAL RECEIPTS.—The total amount of re-
ceipts from fees, charges, rents, sales, and allied sources is shown in this
report, and als¢ i1ts distribution to the divisions of government by which the
services were rendered. These dlvisions correspond to the classification em-
ployed 1n tabulating the general departmental payments for operation and
maintenance, and outlays, as given in tables 12 and 17.

TABLE 11

PUBLIC-SERVICE ENTERPRISES.—In the text for table 3 will be found a
definition of the term public-service enterprise as used by the Bureau of the
Census.

The statlstics of municlpally operated public-service enterprises are for
most cities defective because of the fact that their accounts are not campletely
segregated, and the enterprises are not credited with all the revenues arising
from thelr activities nor debited with all the payments chargeable to them. For
example, they may not be credited for utilities furnished or services rendered
by them to the various departments and to other public-utility enterprises of
the city, and may not be charged with taxes.

RECEIPTS OF PUBLIC~SERVICE ENTERPRISES.—The receipts shown in table 11 for
the different classes of public-service enterprises include all revenue receipts
of these enterprises recorded in the books of the local governments, with the
exceptlon of interest on current deposits.

The amounts reported in the column headed "All other" were received princi-
pally from ferries, toll bridges, gas-supply systems, radilo stations, land
development, and farms.

TABLE 12

PAYMENTS FOR EXPENSES, OR OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE, OF GENERAL DEPART-
MENTS.—In table 12 are presented statistics showing payments for 1936 for the
operation and malntenance of the local governments for objects or purposes
other than the operation and maintenance of public-service enterprises. Such
payments, classified by the Bureau as expenses of general departments, consti-
tute by far the most important class of payments, comprising 66.3 percent of
the total payments for governmental costs, as shown in table 6. They are given
in table 12 in sufficlent detall to show the relative expenses of the several
departments and functions in each clty and to compare payments of a given ac-
tivity in one city with the corresponding payments in other cities.

These payments are arranged in nine general groups or divisions to each of
which is given a specific designation, and the payments recorded 1in each of
these divisions are subdivided according to specific purpose. In making com-
parisons of the data for individual cities from table 12 it should be noted
that while the payments shown for the main groups of departments or divislons
are fairly accurate, and hence comparable, those for some of the specific ac-
tivities are less exact. For example, a large number of clties made payments
in 1936 for preventlon of tuberculosis and for the care of patients suffering
from that disease. An effort was made to include all payments of this class in

BUTH6 O—BR——
Digitized for FRASER
http://fraser.stlouisfed.org/
Federal Reserve Bank of St. Louis



28 FINANCIAL STATISTICS OF CITIES

those of the health department as part of the total payments for the prevention
and cure of communicable diseases. For most clties all of these payments are
tabulated as for the health department, but in several cases a portion is in-
cluded with payments for hospitals or outdoor poor rellef. 1In the division of
"Charities'" a wide range in payments for care of outdoor poor will be noted,due
to the varying units of government administering this type of relief.

IMPERFECT STATEMENTS OF EXPENSES, OR PAYMENTS FOR OPERATION AND MAINTE-
NANCE.—In the last column of several of the divisions of table 12 are tabulat-
ed payments that could not be distributed to any one of the more specific
columns of the division, owlng to imperfect local accounts.

PAYMENTS CLASSIFIED AS "MISCELLANEQUS".-——In most 1nstances the column head-
ings of this division reveal clearly the nature of the payments tabulated under
each. Under the heading "Unclassified" are tabulated those payments that are
not assignable to any specific classification of any of the divisions. The
amounts included 1n the column "Undistributed™ are, with few exceptions, those
which with complete accounting locally for statistical reports would be distri-
buted to the varlous other columns of the table. The amounts so tabulated
represent (1) undistributed payments for operating plants which are sometimes
referred to as municlpal service enterprises, such as electric-light plants,
heating plants, and garages; and (2) operating plants not classified as munici-
pal service enterprises, and such other payments for accounts with departments
of supplies, purchasing agent, insurance, printing, advertising, workmen's com-
pensatlion, and simllar accounts as cannot be distributed. It should be noted
that for 1936 payments on account of mothers' aid and veterans' relief are
shown under the division of charities instead of miscellaneous.

EXCEPTIONAL PAYMENTS BY MASSACHUSETTS CITIES.-—-The State of Massachusetts
has established for the benefit of a number of cities and towns certain metro-
politan districts in and about Boston for the purchase and improvement of parks
and for the construction and malntenance of sewers and waterworks. The cities
and towns benefited are charged with the costs of maintaining the properties
and public improvements acquired, including the interest on loans made by the
State for the original outlays, and are required to make contributions to the
State sinking fund for the redemption of the debt Iincurred by the State for
their benefit. Other payments to the Commonwealth of the same general nature
are those for the abolitlon of grade crossings.

TABLE 13

PAYMENTS FOR EXPENSES, OR OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE, OF THE PRINCIPAL
GENERAL DEPARTMENTS—TOTAL AND PER CAPITA.—In table 13 are presented the gov-
ernmental-cost payments, total and per caplta, for operation and maintenance of
all departments other than public-service enterpriseés, arranged in most cases
according to nine main groups of municipal functions, and in some cases showing
separately the payments for the more important departments, such as police,fire
and schools.

PAYMENTS FOR OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE INCREASE WITH POPULATION OF CITIES—
Group I shows, with but few exceptions, the highest per capita figures for all
payments included in the table, groups 1I and III following in the order named.
The figures for individual clties of the different groups show striking vari-
ations because of the factors other than population which influence operation
and maintenance payments.

The per capita payments for general governmental operation and maintenance
of the city corporations of groups 1 and II are larger than they otherwise
would be because of the fact that New York, Philadelphia, St. Louis, Baltimore,
Boston, San Francisco, Washington, and New Orleans exercise all the executive
and judicial functions usually possessed by counties., To secure comparablility
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between the payments for all general governmental functions in these cities and
in other clties of groups I and II which exercise no county functions, certain
percentages of the payments for operation and maintenance of county governments
of the other clties of groups I and II are combined with tne city payments, as
explained in the discussion of table 2, page 4.

TABLE 14

PERCENT DISTRIBUTION OF PAYMENTS FOR EXPENSES, OR OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE,
OF THE PRINCIPAL GENERAL DEPARTMENTS.—Table 14 shows,by principal divisions of
the general departmental service, the percent distribution of the payments for
expenses, or operation and maintenance, other than those for public-service en-
terprises. This distribution represents broadly the relative importance of the
principal classes of payments for the several cities and groups of cltles.

For nearly all clities a larger percentage was reported for schools than for
any other purpose shown 1in the table. Although the per capita payments for
schools, as shown in table 13, 1increase with the slze of cities, they do not
increase as rapldly as other per capita expenses; hence the percentages repre-
sented by payments for schools,as given in table 14, are greater for the cities
of group III than for those of group I.

TABLE 15

PAYMENTS FOR OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE OF PUBLIC-SERVICE ENTERPRISES.—The
nature of these enterprises has been explalned 1in the text discussion of table
3.

The water-supply system 1s the most 1important public-service enterprise
operated by American clties. Of the 94 municipalities 1included 1in this report
84 reported water-supply systems, and the payments for operating them amounted
to $68,184,970. The revenue receipts for these enterprises, as disclosed in
table 11, were $184,359,205, or more than double the operating costs.

A number of Massachusetts citles in the vicinity of and 1including Boston
obtain water for thelir respective systems from the metropolltan water system,
which 1s operated by the State, all costs of construction, extension, anda main-
tenance being annually apportioned by the State among the various clties and
towns benefited.

TABLE 16

PAYMENTS FOR INTEREST ON CITY DEBTS.—The interest payments of table 16 are
classiflied as payments for interest on (1) funded or fixed debt, (2) special
assessment debt, and (3) floating debt,including short term loans and interest-
bearing warrants. They are exclusive of payments of interest which balance
amounts previously recelved as accrued interest on the original issue of city
debt obligations. Payments of interest on funded or fixed debt and on floating
debt are further subdlivided to show the amounts pald on obligations incurred
for general municipal purposes and those for public-service enterprises. Inter-
est on public-service enterprise debt is shown separately for revenue obllga-
tlons and for other than revenue.

The amounts included in thils table in the columns headed "Other governmen-
tal units'" are given in detall for the varlous divisions of the city govern-
ments 1n the column headed "Interest" 1n Table 4. Of the total amount of
interest payments, 83.9 percent was reported for clity corporations, 7.1 percent
for independent school districts, and 9 percent for other Independent units,
including certain counties in groups I and II.

The aggregate of all interest payments was $354,114,735. Of this amount,
$50,811,346 or 14.3 percent, represents transfers or amounts of money paid by
the various divisions of the governments of the citles as interest on city se-
curities held by the sinking funds, investment funds, and public trust funds.
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The classification of Interest according to the kind of debt obligation on
which pald shows that 92.7 percent of the total interest payments was on funded
or fixed debt, 3.4 percent on special assessment loans, 3.9 percent on floating
debt.

The interest on speclal assessment loans is paid, usually not from collec-
tions of property taxes or simllar revenues, but from special assessments, such
assessments belng collected in a number of annual or semiannual installments,
each one of which includes an amount for meeting the interest on bonds for the
amortization of which the installment 1s collected.

EXCEPTIONAL PAYMENTS FOR INTEREST BY MASSACHUSETTS CITIES.—In the discus-
sion of table 12 attention 1s called to certain payments by Massachusetts
cities to the Commonwealth for the malntenance of sewer, park, and water-supply
systems that have been constructed for the benefit of the city of Boston and
the adjoining municipalities,and the further payments to the State to reimburse
it for payments of interest on loans which were made to finance the construc-
tion or acquisition of the systems. Similar payments of interest are made to
the State on the advances made by it 1in financing the cost of abolition of
grade crossings, and such interest payments by the cities are included in table
16.

TABLE 17

PAYMENTS FOR OUTLAYS.—The payments for outlays presented in table 17 com-
prise the amounts pald by the several citles for the acquisition and construc-
tion of more or less permanent properties and public improvements, including
additions made to those previously acquired or constructed. They are exclusive
of payments offset by receipts from the public on outlay account, the most
important of which are derived from sales of real property and from insurance
adjustments. These excluded payments and the counterbalancing receipts are
classified as nongovernmental-cost payments and nonrevenue receipts.

The governmental-cost payments for outlays of the 94 citlies reported
amounted to $438,737,948. The Increase in net debt, as shown 1n table 22, was
$79,902,043. The governmental-cost payments for outlays, therefore, exceeded
the Increase in net debt by $358,835,305. For the 94 cities as a whole, the
increase in net debt during the year amounted. to 18.2 percent of the governmen-
tal-cost payments for new properties and public improvements.

TABLES 18 and 19

NONREVENUE RECEIPTS AND NONGOVERNMENTAL-COST PAYMENTS.-—Nonrevenue recelpts,
nongovernmental-cost payments, the relation of those receipts and payments to
the records from which census reports are compiled, and the reasons for includ-
ing them in this report, are set forth in the text for table 2.

RECEIPTS FROM THE ISSUE AND PAYMENTS FOR THE CANCELLATION OF DEBT OBLIGA-
TIONS.—The transactions relating to debt here reported are the net amounts
received and pald, or the par value of the obligations plus premlums and less
discounts, on all obligations 1in the form of funded or <fixed debt, special
assessment loans, and floating debt, including short-term loans and warrants
issued but not pald during the year reported or issued in a former year and
paild in the year reported. The totals of indebtedness outstanding are reported
in tables 22, 23, and 24.

RECEIPTS FOR AND PAYMENTS TO OTHER CIVIL DIVISIONS.—The receipts on ac-
count of other civil divisions represent the total amounts received as taxes
and other revenues, where collections were made by a division of the government
of the city for the State, county, or other division of government not includ-
ed in this report as a division of the government of the city; and the payments
to other civil divisions represent the total amounts disbursed to the civil
divisions for which moneys were collected. Such receipts and payments are
agency transactions that are authorized by statutes.

Digitized for FRASER
http://fraser.stlouisfed.org/
Federal Reserve Bank of St. Louis



DESCRIPTIVE SUMMARY 31

OTHER NONREVENUE RECEIPTS AND NONGOVERNMENTAL-COST PAYMENTS.—Amounts ap-
pearing in the column '*All other' represent receipts and payments on account of
private trusts, investments, supplles, counterbalancing transactlons, general
cash transfers, and interdivision agency transactions.

TABLE 20

AMOUNT OF SPECIFIED ASSETS AT CLOSE OF YEAR.—Table 20 shows,for each city,
the assets at the close of the year reported of the sinking, public trust, and
investment funds as recorded 1in the books of the several divisions of the gov-
ernment of the municipality, whether the funds were administered by the princi-
pal financial officer or by separate boards or commnissions; it shows, also, the
cash held by the general administrative funds at the close of the year. All
cash on hand at the close of the year except that which was held in private
trust funds is shown in the four columns. The data for real property and secu-
rities are shown only. in table 20. The valuation shown for the investments of
the funds are the book values. The flgures for real property may represent its
cost to the fund or its valuation at a recent appraisement. The data for secu-
rities are usually carried on the records of the fund at their face value,
profits and losses being recorded only when the securities are disposed of; but
if for any city they were reported at cost or at their market value on the last
day of the fiscal year, those valuations were used in compiling the table.

ASSETS IN SINKING FUNDS.—The sinking funds maintained by cities and their
independent divisions are of two distinct classes, those with and those without
investments, the distinction depending 1largely upon the method of distributing
the loads to be carried by these funds. The sinking funds with investments are
established and maintained primarily for the redemption of long-term bonds at
maturity, the purpose of converting a part of the cash accumulation into secu-
rities being to augment the lncome of the funds by the amount of the excess of
the interest on the securities purchased over the amount that would be secured
on ordinary bank deposits. The sinking funds without securities are maintained
primarily for the amortization of debt obligations by purchase before their
maturity, or for the redemption of serial or other bonds maturing in practical-
ly equal amounts each year,the purposes of the funds usually being accomplished
without the accumulation of assets In large amounts.

ASSETS IN PUBLIC TRUST FUNDS.—Public trust funds are established by cities
and their independent divisions for the purpose of conserving and administering
moneys and other forms of wealth that come to them by donation; bequest, or
otherwise, under such conditions that the recliplent becomes a trustee charged
with the administration of the fund and with disbursements from it or from in-
come derived from its principal for designated public uses. The usual purposes
for which these funds are created are the support of educational activities in
schools and libraries, of health and hospital services, care of the poor, and
pensions for employees of the cities and independent divisions. Table 20 shows
the amount of the assets of these funds under three heads—Cash,City securities,
and Other investments.

ASSETS IN INVESTMENT FUNDS, AND MISCELLANEOUS INVESTMENTS.-—Under the head-~
ing "Assets in investment funds, and miscellaneous investments" are shown all
assets of funds other than sinking and public trust funds and all interest
bearing securitles and 1investments other than those of the funds mentioned,
including real property used for purposes other than those of the departments
and enterprises of the cities and their independent divisions. Although the
term "investment fund" 1s seldom employed by city officials, it seems to be an
appropriate designation for funds of the class here described. The value of
real property incidentally acquired and ylelding little or no income is includ-
ed as miscellaneous investment. The major portion of the assets in investment
funds consists of utillty properties owned but not operated by the city; in a
few instances. they consist of real property held for securing rents or for the
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profits that may result from an increase in value; 1n other cases they consist
of bonds or mortgages recelved 1in exchange for real property and held as in-
vestments awaltling maturlty or a favorable market.

In most clties reporting I1nvestment funds or investments the 1nvested
assets are comparatively small, and In some instances they are held only tempo-
rarily while awaiting a favorable opportunity for the clty to dispose of them,
when the proceeds are to be turned over to the general treasury. In some
cities permanent funds have been established to enable the citlies to carry
thelr own Tfire risks on municipal bulldings, an amount equal to the premiums
usually charged by insurance companies belng set aslde each year for the cre-
ation of a fund from which fire losses may be paid as they occur. Some of these
insurance funds are built up by annuael appropriations until the assets reach a
prescribed amount. Such funds are usually invested in profitable securities and
are here classed as lnvestment funds. Funds provided for the purchase,construc-
tion,or equipment of bulldings or other permanent properties of the municipali-
ty which are 1nvested during the period of accumulation are also treated as
investment funds. Table 20 shows the amount of assets of all such funds as are
described above, including those of the city corporation and those of all inde-
pendent dlvisions of government which constitute parts of the governing organi-
zatlons of the municipalities.

CASH IN GENERAL TREASURY AND GENERAL ADMINISTRATIVE FUNDS.—General admin-
istrative funds, as the term is here used, are all funds administered by the
city and its 1independent divisions of government, except the sinking, public
trust, 1investment, and private trust funds. The cash shown 1in table 20 as
belonging to the general treasury and general administrative funds at the close
qf the year is presented 1n two columns, sSo as to show separately the amounts
held in private trust accounts.

ASSETS IN PRIVATE TRUST FUNDS.—Private trust funds are of two kinds; (1)
Those under which the city assumes the obllgatlion of applying to speclifled uses
moneys deposlited or the interest derlved therefrom for the person or corpora-
tion whose deposit 1s accepted 1in trust, and (2) those under which the city
merely holds moneys or securltles until the fulfillment of certaln conditions
or the determination of the ownser. The most common of type (1) are those for
the care of cemetery lots, and the most common of type (2) comprise deposits of
public-service corporations or individuals to guarantee fulfillment of contracts.

The cash and other assets belonging to private trust funds are omitted from
this presentation of the assets of municipalities for the reason that the obli-
gations on private trust accounts, of which these assets constitute a part, are
no longer included 1in table 22 as an item 1n the gross debt of the clties.

TABLE 21

VALUE OF PROPERTIES EMPLOYED OR HELD FOR SPECIFIED PURPOSES.—The value of
all permanent public properties except those 1n funds with 1lnvestments is shown
in table 21 in which, for convenience of treatment, these properties are clas-
sified as '"Land, buildings, and equipment of general departments,' and "Land,
buildings, and equipment of publlic-service enterprises." Most of the proper-
tles Included under the first heading are essentlal to the conduct of municipal
affairs and are unproductive; that 1s, any income that may be derived from them
is merely inclidental. The properties of public-service enterprises are produc-
tive; that 1s, they are designed to furnish an income exceeding the cost of
operating and malntaining them.

VALUATION OF MUNICIPAL PROPERTIES.—The importance of carefully and accu-
rately estimating the value of public properties 1s not sufficiently appreciat-
ed by many city officlals. The amounts glven for some cities represent the book
value of lands and buildings equal to thelr original cost,less depreciation and
plus improvement and appreclation, while for others the valuation given is only
an estimate. The result is that the valuation of public possessions shown for
different cities does not furnish absolutely reliable data for comparisons.
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VALUE OF PROPERTIES OF GENERAL DEPARTMENTS.—The total valuation reported
for departmental properties amounted to $4,672,762,345. Of this amount $1,995,-
639,568 represents valuation of schools and $1,135,166,497 represents the valu-
ation of properties employed in recreation.

VALUE OF PROPERTIES OF PUBLIC-SERVICE ENTERPRISES.—Of the total value of
public-service enterprises, 68.4 percent represents the value of water-supply
systems; 8.8 percent, the value of electric light and power systems; 4.3 per-
cent,the value of transit systems; 8 percent,the value of ports, docks,wharves,
and harbors; 2.9 percent, the value of audltoriums, halls, and stadiums; 1.8
percent, the value of alrports; and 5.8 percent, the value of all other enter-
prises,including subways for pipes and wires, gas-supply systems, toll bridges,
ferries, and other enterprises.

TABLE 22

GROSS AND NET INDEBTEDNESS OF CITIES.—Table 22 shows Dboth the gross and
net indebtedness at the close of the year reported for all citles. The term
"gross indebtedness" 1s here used as the designation of the aggregate of all
outstanding debt obligations, and the term ™"net indebtedness" 1is used as the
designation of the total of the amounts representing the funded or fixed debt,
less the assets of sinking funds accumulated for thelr amortization. Sinking-
fund assets accumulated for the amortization of speclal assessment debt, where
they could be ldentified as such, were excluded from the calculation.

INDEBTEDNESS CLASSIFIED BY GOVERNMENTAL UNIT BY WHICH INCURRED.—The table
shows separately the gross debt of the clty corporations and of the independent
school districts, while the total debt of other governmental units is shown In
a single column. Included in the data appearing In the column headed "Other
governmental units" are parts of the debts of the counties 1in which eertain
cltles of groups I and II are located. The object sought to be attained by
thelr inclusion 1s stated in the text for table 2. There 1s included, also, the
debt or a percentage of the debt of such other lndependent divisions of munici-
pal government as park, sanitary, port, water, and improvement districts.

INDEBTEDNESS CLASSIFIED BY CHARACTER OF OUTSTANDING DEBT OBLIGATIONS.—The
indebtedness of the municlpalitles 1s classified by character of obligation
under three principal headings: "Funded or fixed," '"Speclal assessment bonds
and certificates," and "Floating." Subheadlings for funded or fixed and for
floating debt indicate whether the obligations were Ilncurred for general munic-
ipal purposes or for public-service enterprises and investments. The kinds of
debt included under each of the major headings are described 1n the paragraphs
which follow.

FUNDED OR FIXED INDEBTEDNESS.—Funded or fixed debt includes all debts evi-
denced by formal Instruments which have a number of years to run and for the
amortization of which no assets other than those of slnking funds have as yst
been specifically authorized or appropriated. The debts of this class are call-
ed corporation stock, bonds, certificates, serial notes, serial bonds, and

mortgages.

SPECIAL ASSESSMENT INDEBTEDNESS.-—Special assessment loans include all so-
called bonds, certificates, and other short-term obligations issued or incurred
with the understanding that they are to be paid wholly or in part from the
proceeds of speclal assessments. No differentiation ls made as to whether the
speclal assessment debt 1s a general obllgation of the local government or mere-
ly a special obligation of a limited number of properties of the unit. Speclal
assessment debt was incurred for general municipal purposes, except as indlicat-
ed by footnotes.
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FLOATING INDEBTEDNESS.-—~Under the general term "floating' are included all
kKinds of 1ndebtedness except those described above as funded or fixed and
special assessment. In previous reports floating 1ndebtedness comprised only
the following classes: (1) All debts evidenced by bonds, warrants, and accounts
payable, to be redeemed from the levies of a succeeding year; (2) all debts
evidenced by short-term bonds to be redeemed from the proceeds of long-term ob-
ligations; (3) all final judgments against the clity,outstanding at the close of
the year;and (4) all indebtedness to public trust funds and private trust funds
due to the conversion to general public uses of money or other property receiv-
ed for creating trust funds,where the city assumes the annual payment of inter-
est on the -amounts so converted without issuing to the funds its formal bonds
or certificates of indebtedness. 1In the present report floating debt incluges,
also, what has previously been termed '"current indebtedness," comprising inter-
est-bearing short-term obligations, other than serial bonds, and noninterest-
bearing warrants.

In years previous to 1925 current debt included obligations on trust ac-
count, or amounts held in private trust funds and private trust accounts. But
inasmuch as but few cities recognize these obligations as part of their lndebt-
edness, such amounts are no longer 1included in the totals of gross debt. And,
as has been noted in the text discussion of table 20, the assets belonging to
private trust funds, which are an offset to private trust obligations have been
eliminated from the statement of the assets of the cities.

INDEBTEDNESS CLASSIFIED BY CREDITOR.—Under this general heading the total
gross debt included 1In table 22 is separated 1into two classes, that which was
owing (1) to the public, and (2) to city funds with investments. In the column
headed "City funds™ 1s included the par value of all city securities held by
sinking, public trust, and investment funds. Of the total debt, $1,374,826,778,
or 16.6 percent, was held by the three classes of funds mentioned. In the
column headed "The public' is included the par value of all other city debt ob-
ligations outstanding.

INDEBTEDNESS CLASSIFIED BY PURPOSE FOR WHICH INCURRED.-—A fourth classifi-
cation of table 22 segregates debt obligations of cities 1into debts incurred
for (1) the purposes of general departments and (2) the purposes of public-
service enterprises and 1investments. Public-service enterprise debt is
further subdivided 1into two classes, "Revenue'" and "Other than revenue," as
indicated under the headings "Funded or fixed"™ and "Floating.'" Revenue debt is
defined as an obligation payable exclusively from the revenues of a specified
income-producing property or system, for the acquisition, construction, or im-
provement of which the obligation was Incurred. It 1s expressly understood that
the obligation 1is not a general debt of the municipality and that there is no
recourse to any taxing power for payment. Debts of public-service enterprises
that do not come under the definition of "revenue,™ are general obligations of
the city or other district, but do not, as a rule, rest as a burden upon the
general taxpayers, but are pald from revenues derived from those specially
benefited.

INCREASE DURING THE YEAR IN TWO CLASSES OF DEBT AND IN SINXING-FUND
ASSETS.—Under the general title "Increase during the year in—'" there are
given under descriptive headings the 1increase in (1) the total funded or fixed
debt, (2) the sinking-fund assets, and (3) the net debt. The aggregate increase
in net debt for the year for all cities was $79,902,043, but 62 cities showed
decreases during the year in net debt.

PER CAPITA INDEBTEDNESS.-—In the columns headed "Per capita™ there are
given the per capita of (1) the total gross debt, (2) the gross debt incurred
for general departments, (3) the gross debt incurred for public-service enter-
prises and investments, and (4) the net debt. The figures given 1in the column
referred to under (1) are, in the case of each city, the sum of those given in
the columns referred to under (2) and (3). Segregation of net indebtedness
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corresponding to that glven of gross 1ndebtedness was not practicable, as some
clties.do not classify slnking funds as for general and publlc-service purposes.

CHANGE IN DEFINITION OF TERMS.—The terms '"net indebtedness™ and 'net debt"
as here used differ materlally from the use of the term in some of the preced-
ing reports for clties having a population of over 30,000. In the reports for
the years 1902 to 1908, 1nclusive, the Bureau of the Census applied the term
"net debt" to the total outstanding obligation of citles, less the amount of
sinking-fund assets. The net debt so computed seldom represented the actual net
debt because the computation did not take account of the assets of cities pro-
vided for the redemption of current debt,which for those years included special
assessment bonds and certificates, revenue bonds and notes, warrants and trust
liabllities.

Recognizing thls fact, the Bureau of the Census 1n its report for fiscal
years subsequent to 1908 applied the terms "net funded and floating debt", 'met
indebtedness", and "net debt" to the difference between the gross funded and
floating debt and those sinking-fund assets which had been speclfically
provided for the amortization of such debt. In computing the net indebtedness
for the years 1912 and 1913, the total silnking-fund assets were deducted from
the gross funded and floatling debt, but for all years other than those noted
above such assets of sinking funds as were provided for the amortization of
speclal assessment debt were excluded from the calculation. It should be noted
that net debt for 1936 1s excluslve of that class of obligations formerly des-
lgnated as "floating" and included 1n net debt in previous report.

INCREASE OF INDEBTEDNESS WITH SIZE OF CITIES.—In general, per capita debt
increases with population of the cities. This is evidenced by the rigures of
per caplta gross debt, for both general departments and public-service enter-
prises and Investments, and of net debt, which are reproduced from table 22,for
the three groups of cltles, in the following statement:

PER CAPITA GROSS DEBT
GROUPS OF CITIES WITH Publi Per capita
SPECIFIED POPULATION Total General “‘;”"°’ net debt

ota. departments enterprises and

investments
500,000 and $261.18 $163.04 $98.14 $193,24
300,000 and less than 500,000---c--r—-cue—ea_ 217.10 157.92 59.18 176.70
100,000 and less than 300,000~ -------nncnn- 138.01 101.89 36.12 113,70
TABLE 23

FUNDED OR FIXED AND SPECIAL ASSESSMENT INDEBTEDNESS, CLASSIFIED BY PURPOSE
FOR WHICH INCURRED.-—Table 23 presents a summary of that portion of the total
city lndebtedness to which, in the text description of table 22, has been glven
the designation "funded or fixed debt'", and "special assessment bonds and cer-
tificates",classifled according to the reported purpose for which the outstand-
ing obligations were lssued.

The classification for many cities 1s more or less imperfect, owing to the
methods of recording debt by those citles. The classes of debt obligations by
purpose for which 1issued that are most accurately recorded by all cltles are
those for the water-supply,lighting system,and other public-service enterprises.

Bonds issued under such terms as local improvement, street improvement, and
general 1mprovement have been tabulated, so far as possible, under the more
descriptive headlings of the table, and only when such tabulation was impossible
have they been tabulated as for "comblned or unreported purposes.™

Issues of bonds described as "refunding'" or "funding" have been classified
according to the purpose of the orlginal or replaced loan, if these purposes
could be discovered without too extended a search of the earller records. When-
ever the purpose of the origlnal 1issues was not disclosed the amounts of re-
funding and funding bonds have been tabulated as for '"combined or unreported
purposes."
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The amounts shown in the column "Refunding" are an exhibit of obligations
1ssued to redeem funded debt obligations, and those in the column "Funding' are
an exhibit of obligations issued to redeem temporary obligations. The amounts
of these two exhibit columns are distributed among the other columns according
to purpose of 1ssue.

TABLE 24

DEBT CLASSIFIED BY RATE OF INTEREST.—The debt for which statistics are
presented in table 24 comprises only funded or fixed debt. The total interest-
bearing debt for which rates were reported was $7,409,291,534. In addition to
this amount, the table shows $9,821,664, for which the rates were not reported,
and $14,019,003 noninterest-bearing. In the last column of the table is pre-
sented a rate which represents the weighted average.

NOMINAL AND ACTUAL RATES OF INTEREST.—By nominal rate of interest 1is meant
the rate percent stated in the obligation 1itself, and by actual rate is meant
the percentage which the interest payment specified 1in the obligation consti-
tutes of the actual ambunt of money received at its issue after allowance has
been made for the proportional distribution of the premium or of the discount
over the life of the obligation.

There are many elements that determine the rates of interest that cities
pay for the use of money, one of the principal ones belng the condition of the
money market at the time the money 1s borrowed. Thus the rate of interest which
a glven city will be obliged to pay on obligations issued may vary from time to
time. The nominal rates reported 1in table 24 are not the actual rates paid by
the clties, and therefore are not absolute measures of the credit rating of the
cities.

TABLE 25

ASSESSED VALUATION OF PROPERTY.-—The valuations given in table 25 are those
of property which 1s subject to the general property tax for the uses of the
divislons of the governments of the cities covered by this report, and also of
property within these clties that 1s subject to taxation for uses of the State,
county, and minor civil divisions not covered in the report. 1In certain citiles
the city valuations differ from the valuatlons on which State and county taxes
are levied. This difference results largely from the fact that certain classes
of property, especially property of corporations, in certaln States are subject
to State and county taxation,but the valuation of such property does not appear
in the report of property taxed for city purposes. In some lnstances the asses-
sed valuation of an independent division of the government of a city, such as a
school or park district, differs from that of the city corporation., These dif-
ferences are due to (1) difference in the areas of the city corporation and the
independent division, the independent divisions In certain cities 1including
territory outside the city limits, while in others they include only a portion
of the territory within the cities; or (2) different bases of assessment, where
the clty makes an assessment of property for its own levy,while the independent
district through 1ts own agency makes an Independent assessment of the same
property.

In examining the flgures of table 25 relating to assessed wvaluations it
should be noted that those on a line designated as for city, State, county, or
other civll divisions represent the assessed valuation of the property within
the territory included in the jurlsdiction of the city corporation,and which is
subject to taxation for the maintenance of such division. The figures on a line
for one of the divisions of the government of a city represent the assessed
valuation of the property located within the limits of a city corporation sub-
ject to taxation for the maintenance of such division, as appraised at the
assessment made for the purpose of such division, whether it is the same as or
different from that made for clity corporation purposes.
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The table gives separately for the city corporation and each independent
taxing divislon the valuation of all property in the division subject to the
general property tax. (Derinitions of the general property tax and special
property taxes are given in the text for table 3.)

The assessment reported 1s that made in the year covered by the report.
Therefore, 1t may be the basls of the tax levy of the operating year following.

The classlfication of property belonglng to railroads, telegraph companies,
and a number of simllar corporations wvarles in the different States. In some
States such properties are classified as real, in some as personal, in others
as both real and personal, and in still others they are glven a separate classi-
fication. Where such property 1s given a separate classification and 1s taxed
for city purposes the valuation thereof 1s shown in the table under the heading
"Other property", under which heading are also tabulated those property and
franchise valuations of corporations for which the details secured were insuf-
Ticlent for a more complete tabulation.

The Bureau report does not include a statement of the 1legal basis of as-

sessment. The legal basis by statute of certain States is not 100 percent of
the true or cash value of real or personal property or both,but is only a given
percentage of such value. In Alabama,for example,the legal baslis is 60 percent;
in Washington, 50 percent of cash value; in Minnesota, real property is classi-
fied and assessed at values from 20 percent to 4C percent,and personal property
is classified in five classes with assessment at 25 percent to 100 percent. As
a result,the reported valuation of cities in States not prescribing 100 percent
of cash value is comparable with that of cities in States having a legal basis
of 100 percent, provided only that such variations are recognized and adjust~
ments made in the analysis.
. Further, the Bureau report formerly included a statement of the reported
basis of assessment in practice. This basls in several cities and independent
divisions is only a percentage of the full cash value. In some cases real es-
tate 1s reported to be assessed at a percentage of cash value and personal
property at 100 percent. As examples: 1n California, assessed valuations are
approximately 50 percent of cash value; in Chicago, the assessed valuation of
both real and personal property is 37 percent of the cash value, as recognized
by court decision; in New Orleans, the basls of assessment for city and school
purposes 1s authorized to be 8% percent of the valuation for State and levee
purposes; in Florida, assessments used as a basls for the levy of clty or other
local taxes are reported to vary for all types of property from approximately
20 percent to 50 percent of cash value; and in the clties of Texas,the reported
basis of assessment of both real and personal property ranges from 40 percent
to 75 percent for the levies for clty and other units of government. In order
t0 obtain for any number of citles comparablility of assessed valuation and tax
burden data, these varlations 1in basis of assessing in actual practice must be
considered.

TOTAL AND PER CAPITA TAX LEVIES.—The amounts glven 1in the last column un-
der the general headlng "Levy" on the 1lines for the several divisions of the
government show for the individual clties and for the groups of cities the
total and per capita levies of the general property tax, made during the year
covered by the report. These per capita figures furnish a fairly comparable
measure of the tax burden resting upon the inhabitants of the various cities
here reported and should be considered in connection with the other per capita
figures of this repor% given in tables 5, 13, and 22.

It will be observed that for the cities of California, Delaware, Illinois,
Michigan, Ohlo, Oklahoma, and Rhode Island there 1s no line shown for "Govern-
ment of State.'" In these seven States there was no levy of the general property
tax for State purposes. In some other States the levy is but a small amount and
for a specific purpose.

TAX RATES.—The rates of levy for the general property tax per $1,000 of
assessed valuation are glven for each of the several divisions and independent
subdivisions of government.
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CITIES WITH TWO OR MORE TAX RATES.—In the majority of cities all sections

and all property subject to the general property tax are taxed at the same rate.
In a number of cities, however, this tax is levied at different rates, either
upon different classes of property or in different sections. So far as the data
collected were sufficiently definite to make the needed exhibit, such data have
been arranged in text table VIII, which follows,to show for each class of prop-

erty or portion of the

each rate and the amount of taxes levied at such rates.

city the assessed valuations of the property taxes at

TABLE VIII LEVIES
Clty CITY, AND PARTS OF CITY OR Assessed Rate per
no. CLASSES OF PROPERTY valuation 4
Total $1,000 of
assessed
valuation
52 LONG BRACH, CALIF.:

City corporatio $223,183,095 $2,883,170 | 1/ $12.92
Original city: 63,673,970 955,110 15,00
Annexetions nos. 1, 2, 3, end 4-------c-e——— 42,206,905 628,885 14.90
Annexations nos. 5, 7, and 8----------oceuo— 43,329,380 641,275 14.80
Annexation no. 9 520,780 7,447 14.30
Annexations nos. 10, 11, and 18-----——-—c---—- 32,435,090 441,117 13.60
Annexation no. 13 2,149,805 26,013 12.10
Annexations noa. 14 to 20 inclusive--———--——-—- 1,287,780 13,393 10.40
Unsecured personal: 10,954,205 155,387 y 14.19
Stocks, bonds, ete. 17,004,115 11,336 .67
Solvent credit. 9,621,065 3,207 .33

School district 174,571,545 2,307,712 y 13.22
Property in general: 147,946,365 2,293,169 15,50
Stocks, bonds, ete. 17,004,115 11,336 .67
Solvent credit 9,621,065 3,207 33

county 174,571,545 2,056,203 y 11.78
Property in general 147,946,365 2,041,660 13.80
Stocks, bonds, etc. 17,004,115 11,338 67
Solvent credit 9,621,065 3,207 +33

5 105 ANGELES, CALIF.:

City corporati 1,823,935,811 21,714,559 1/ 11.91
Taxation districts nos. 1, 613,758,400 10,004,262 16.30
Taxation district no. 2. 12,527,660 202,948 16.20
Taxation districts nos. 3, 576,954,225 9,288,963 16.10
Texation district no. 7,667,265 131,877 17.20
Taxation district no. 8 13,577,850 245,759 18.10
Taxation district no. 7,556,505 117,882 15.60
Taxation district no. 1,604,815 27,442 17.10
Unsecured personal 23,978,681 402,355 1/ 16.78
Stocks, bonds, etec. 318,988,890 212,659 - .67
Solvent credit 247,321,520 82,441 33
Municipal improvement districts:

No. 1. 189,673,070 37,935 .20
No. 2 4,106,060 19,298 4.70
No. 3. 6,726,870 4,709 .70
No. & 1,253,265 9,901 7.90
No. 11 44,681,060 40,213 +90
No. 17 19,028,310 5,708 «30
No. 18 4,210,625 5,895 1.40
No. 19 4,573,560 18,752 4.10
No. 20 1,561,760 4,217 2,70
No. 22 23,005,510 59,814 2.60
No. 23 4,585,940 16,051 3.50
No. 27 9,357,455 53,337 5.70
No. 35 507,265 19,022 37.50
No. 36 10,564,030 94,020 8.90
No. 37 783,490 60,329 77.00
No. 42 1,239,255 7,435 6.00
No. 45 7,958,915 31,040 3.90
No. 47 22,030,575 11,015 50
No. 52 700,310 16,387 23.40°
No. 53 273,830 6,846 25,00
No. 54 126,605 8,419 6,65
No. 57 -- 928,065 9,744 1.05
No, 58 322,165 2,416 7.50
No. 60 6,740,325 20,895 3.10
No. 61 1,246,270 39,756 31.90
No. &2. 634,325 19,918 31.40
No. 63 221,485 43,765 197.60
No. 64 365,915 15,419 43,20
No. 67 432,600 12,891 29.80
No. 68 1,522,725 10,964 7.20
No. 69 942,365 7,539 8.00
No. 70 4,221,600 5,066 1.20
No. 73- 1,102,880 16,323 14.80

1/ Average rate.
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TABLE VIII—Continued LEVIES
City| CITY, AND PARTS OF CITY OR Assessed Rate per
no.| CLASSES OF PROPERTY valuation P
$1,000 of
Total
assessed
valuation
S 10S ANGELES, CALIF.--Continued
City corporation—Continued
Municipal improvement districts—Continued
No, 75 $650,280 $26,857 $41,30
Unsecured personal. 4,683,269 5,122 1/ 1.08
County waterworks district--—-——--ecemommauand 37,121,735 152,199 ~ 4.0
Acquisition and improvement
districts nos. 1, 7, 29, and 38------conmuand 657,165 78,754 l/ 119.84

County 1,823,935,811 19,269,792 1/ 10.56
Property in general: 1,257,625,401 17,355,231 13.80
Stocks, bonds, etc. 318,988,890 212,659 .67
Solvent credit 247,321,520 82,441 +33
Drainage improvement districts-- < 38,598,322 523,084 y 13.55
Fire protectlon districts. 78,532,370 281,538 l/ 3.59
Free library district. 263,389,740 131,695 +50
Garbage disposal districts-- 28,992,597 47,229 _1_/ 1.63
Lighting district 61,128,359 160,706 1/ 2.63
Lighting maint district 2,705,473 23,946 y 8.85
Park district 1,480,407 4,441 3,00
Roed improvement districts- 5,734,908 72,615 l/ 12.66
Sewer maintenence districts. 41,402,847 26,870 .65
County waterworks districts 2,834,442 25,170 8.88
Acquisition and improvement districtes--- 13,105,821 322,167 24.58

School district 1,823,935,811 15,009,317 .];/ 8.23
Property in general 1,257,625,401 14,714,217 11.70
Stocks, bonds, etc. 318,988,890 212,659 .67
Solvent credit 247,321,520 82,441 .33

Metropolitan water district 1,257,625,401 2,491,272 | _1_/ 1.98
Real and secured person@l----------=--e--e-eeoad 1,233,646,720 2,467,293 2.00
Unsecured personal. 23,978,681 23,979 1.00

29 OAKLAND, CALIF.:

City corporati 257,403,714 4,990,255 y 19.39
original city. 184,047,975 3,644,150 19.80
Annexati 65,408,150 1,223,133 18.70
Unsecured personal. 4,466,732 96,928 21.70

1,216,488 25,060 20.60
Stocks, bonds, etc. 689,049 459 .67
Solyent credit 1,575,320 525 33

School district 257,403,714 2,740,486 1/ 10.65

Property in general. 190,491,980 1,028,657 5.40

D 58,964,145 306,613 5.20
Unsecured personal. 4,552,412 26,859 5.90

Do 1,130,808 6,446 5.70
Oekland High:

Property in general-----—-—----c--—e—cmcoeo--f 249,456,125 1,327,106 5.32

Unsecured personal: 5,683,220 43,761 7.70
Stocks, bonds, etc. 689,049 459 +87
Solvent credit 1,575,320 525 .33

Utility distriect 265,139,345 741,609 2.91
Property in general. 249,456,125 723,423 2.90
Unsecured personal. 5,683,220 18,186 3420

County 257,403,714 2,809,221 1/ 10,91
Property in general 249,456,125 2,744,017 11.00
Unsecured personal: 5,683,220 64,220 11.30
Stocks, bonds, ete. 689,049 459 .67
Solvent credit 1,575,320 525 33

51 SAN DIEGO, CALIF.:

City corporatio 179,546,584 3,238,307 l/ 18.31
Property in general- 136,750,310 3,213,632 23.50
Stocks, bonds, etc. 31,230,561 20,820 67
Solvent credit 11,565,713 3,855 »33

School district 179,546,584 1,850,291 1/ 10.31
Property in general. 136,750,310 1,825,616 13.35
Stocks, bonde, etec. 31,230,561 20,820 .67
Solvent credit 11,565,713 3,855 #33

county 179,546,584 2,069,092 1/ 11.52
Property in general. 136,750,310 2,044,417 14.95
Stocks, bonds, etc. 31,230,561 20,820 87
Solvent credit. 11,565,713 3,855 33

11 SAN FRANCISCO, CALIF.:

City corporati 1,140,998,509 30,533,400 1/ 26.76
Property in general. 765,836,027 28,198,082 36.82
Unsecured personal: 47,293,774 1,827,242 38.64
Stocks, bonds, etc. 179,607,345 359,214 2,00
Solvent credit. 148,261,363 148,261 1.00

t 15,570 601 38.64
56 BRIDGEPORT, CONN.:

City corporati 232,613,300 6,710,873 1/ 28.85
First district. 232,613,300 4,617,374 19.85
Second district 287,554,215 2,093,499 9.20

1/ Average rate.
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TABLE VIII—Continued LEVIES
City| CITY, AND PARTS OF CITY OR Assessed Rat
no. CLASSES OF PROPERTY valuation ate per
$1,000 of
Total
assessed
valuation
48 HARTFORD, CONN.:
City corporation -{ $352,324,793 $8,851,648 1/ §25.12
Urban property 351,978,463 8,846,498 = 25.13
Suburban property: 346,330 5,150 15.00
50 NEW HAVEN, CONN.:
City corporati: 308,411,018 8,015,813 1/ 25,99
General city. 298,918,323 4,603,917 15.40
To 9,492,695 50,216 5.29
City and t 308,411,018 3,361,680 . 10.90
Improvement districts 13,275,086 25,225 17 1.90
Fairmont Assoclati 12,250,283 22,663 1.85
Fairhaven East Assoclation-----vco-oouco—d 1,024,803 2,562 2.50
85 WILMINGTON, DEL.:
City corporati 152,145,650 2,464,018 1/ 16.20
Property in general:
Taxed &t full rat 146,530,700 2,344,491 16.00
Texed at helf rat 3,283,475 26,268 8.00
Corporations 2,331,475 93,259 40,00
12 WASHINGTON, D. C.:
City corporati -4 1,655,437,012 20,622,020 1/ 12.46
Property in general 1,234,483,560 18,517,253 15.00
Personal intangibls 420,953,452 2,104,767 5.00
68 JACKSONVILLE, FLA.:
City corporati 71,950,520 1,214,416 1/ 16.88
Property in general:
Inside fire limit 70,493,353 1,198,387 17.00
Outside fire limit 1,457,167 16,029 11.00
School district 56,920,149 1,032,035 1/ 18.13
Property in general: -
Subject to all tax: 46,400,000 969,018 20.88
3ub ject only to debt service-----------ea-d 10,520,149 63,017 5.99
ag MIAMI, FIA.:
city corporati 108,431,740 2,635,521 1/ 24.31
Property in general:
Originel city 69,194,477 1,893,853 27.37
Coconut Gr 3,574,175 89,890 25,15
Buena Vist 1,695,598 41,051 24.21
Silver Bluff. 4,386,500 102,951 23.47
Annexed territory. 16,634,845 363,205 21.84
Homesteads for debt service only:
Original city 6,262,565 85,609 13.67
Coconut Gro 555,750 6,364 11.45
Buena Vist 322,375 3,388 10.51
Silver Bluff. 1,137,220 11,111 9.77
Annexed territory 4,668,235 37,999 8.14¢
School district 38,597,176 1,085,335 1/ 28.12
Property in general. 33,640,00¢ 681,210 20.25
Homesteads for debt service only: 4,957,170 14,872 3,00
Special districts for debt service only- 38,597,176 389,253 10.09
County 38,597,176 817,274 1/ 21.17
Property in general 33,640,006 807,360 24.00
Homesteads for debt service only~--------——---4 4,957,170 9,914 2,00
86 | TAMPA, FLA.:
City corporati 79,932,411 1,797,086 1/ 22.48
Original city 46,392,229 1,067,021 23.00
Annexati 19,038,176 418,840 22.00
Do 10,706,142 208,737 19,50
D 3,795,864 102,488 27,00
School district 36,006,251 1,214,703 _1_/ 33.74
Property in general. 31,954,031 1,149,705 35.98
Homesteads for debt service only-: 4,052,220 64,998 _1_/ 16.04
County: 36,006,251 1,061,152 l/ 29.47
Property in general 31,954,031 1,041,701 32,60
Homesteads for debt service only--------------d 4,052,220 19,451 4.80
31 | ATLANTA, GA.:
county 258,616,553 2,869,532 1/ 11.10
Fult 250,366,553 2,754,032 11.00
De Kalb 8,250,000 115,500 14.00
89 EVANSVILLE, IND.:
Township 115,510,780 439,794 l/ 3.81
Pig 102,797,440 370,071 3.60
Perry 2,565,310 18,983 7.40
Knight 10,148,030 50,740 5.00
21 INDIANAPOLIS, IND,:
Township - 505,861,680 859,914 1/ 1.70
Center- 420,477,510 756,859 1.80
Perry 816,420 3,021 3.70
Warr 14,064,550 9,845 .70
Washingt 55,006,340 22,003 «40
Wayne 15,496,860 68,186 4.40

1/ Average rate.
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TABLE VIII—Continued LEVIES
City CITY, AND PARTS OF CITY OR Assessed
10 CLASSES OF PROPERTY valuation Rate per
Total $1,000 of
assessed
valuation
80 SOUTH BEND, IND.:

Townshlp $128,171,820 £198,641 1/ $1.55
Portag 128,069,380 198,508 T 1.55
Germ: 102,440 133 1.30

87 DES MOINES, IOWA:

City corporati 163,629,450 2,818,925 1/ 17.23
Property in general: :

With gerbage collection~-~ 130,818,501 2,541,471 19.43

Without garbage collection. 3,801,160 71,944 18,93
Agricultural lend 1,167,496 3,286 2.82
Money and credit 27,574,038 50,598 1.83
Building and lo 268,255 204 .76
Light district 133,949,681 134,485 1.00
Metropoliten light dlstrict--—-------emeeeoc—— 42,130,826 16,937 .40

School district 163,629,450 2,925,760 1/ 17.88
Property in general: 135,787,157 2,871,763 T 21.15
Money and credit 27,574,038 53,769 1.95
Building and 1 268,255 228 .85

Stet 163,361,135 503,775 / 3.08
Property in general: 135,787,157 467,515 T 3,44
Money and credit. 27,574,038 36,260 1.32

County. 163,629,450 1,354,278 1/ 8.28
Property in general 135,787,157 1,329,356 9.79
Money and credit 27,574,038 24,817 .90
Building and 1 268,255 105 «39

67 KANSAS CITY, KANS.:

City corporati 93,707,494 1,600,058 1/ 17.08
Real end personal tengible- 88,454,899 1,591,304 17.99
Personal intengibl 5,252,595 8,754 1.67

School district 93,707,494 1,441,723 y 15.39
Real and personal tangible- 88,454,899 1,432,969 16,20
Personel intangible 5,252,595 8,754 1.67

Drainege district 33,899,391 184,817 1/ 5.45
Kaw Valley: 33,305,530 181,848 5.46
Fairfax. 593,861 2,969 5.00

stat 93,707,494 222,831 1/ 2.38
Reel and personal tangible- 88,454,899 218,454 2.47
Personal intangibl 5,252,595 4,377 .

County 93,707,494 1,148,983 1/ 12.28
Real and personal tangible- 88,454,899 1,144,606 12.94
Personal intengibl 5,252,595 4,377 .83

72 WICHITA, KANS.:

City corporati 135,159,517 1,277,162 y 9.45
Real and personal tangible--~—----ve-cemwomaoan - 114,419,724 1,242,596 10.86
Personal intangibl 20,739,793 34,566 1.87

School district 135,159,517 1,762,304 1/ 13.04
Real and personal tangible------e=-ee——we————uyg 114,419,724 1,727,738 - 15.10
Personal intangibl 20,739,793 34,566 1.67

Stat 135,159,517 248,411 i/ l.84
Real and personal tsngible- 114,419,724 231,128 2.02
Personael intangibli 20,739,793 17,283 .83

County 135,159,517 814,788 1/ 6.02
Reel and personal tangible--——-------c—-----xmd 114,419,724 797,505 = 6.97
Personal intangibl 20,739,793 17,283 .83

25 LOUISVILLE, KY.:

City corporati 420,051,842 9,126,055 i/ 21.73

Property in general:
Subject to all taxes 395,171,013 9,009,894 22.80
Menufacturing plant 964,179 5,881 6.10
Unmenufactured sgricultural products- 7,382,194 11,073 1.50
Bank shar -4 16,534,456 99,207 6.00

County 429,742,835 1,761,788 1/ 4.10
Property in general: 411,371,144 1,727,759 4.20
Unmanufactured egricultural productg----------o 5,429,755 8,145 1,50
Bank shar 12,941,936 25,884 2.00

Stat 651,453,501 1,658,019 l/ 2,55
Real property: 306,633,958 153,317 50
Personal property 289,970,517 1,449,853 5.00
Bank deposit 54,849,026 54,849 1.00

8 BALTIMORE, MD.:

City corporati 1,621,821,239 31,852,145 1/ 19.64

Property in general:
Full rate 793,390,747 20,548,820 25,90
Suburban rat 73,224,580 1,782,726 24,35
Rural rate 22,978,475 523,725 22.79
Annexat i 311,022,267 7,733,258 24,86
Securitie - 421,205,170 1,263,616 3.00

Stat 1,470,910,889 3,021,823 1/ 2,05
Property in general 1,116,491,099 2,484,193 2.22
Securiti - ~=nd 354,419,790 537,630 1.50

_1/ Average rate,
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TABLE VIII--Continued LEVIES
city| CITY, AND PARTS OF CITY OR Assessed
no.| CLASSES OF FROPERTY valuation Rate per
$1,000 of
Total
assessed
valuation
9 BOSTON, MASS.:
City corporati $1,651,505,360 $59,826,156 1/$36.22
Property in general. 1,620,636,100 59,046,972 T 36.43
Motor vehiel 30,869,260 779,184 1/ 25.24
75 CAMBRIDGE, MASS.:
City corporati 184,527,820 6,832,704 y 37.03
Property in general 178,307,900 6,675,483 37.44
Motor vehiecl - 6,219,920 157,221 y 25,28
74 FALL RIVER, MASS.:
City corporati 104,219,240 3,995,821 y 38.34
Property in generml 100,141,850 3,883,511 38.78
Motor vehicle: 4,077,390 112,310 1/ 27.54
94 | LOWELL, MASS.: -
City corporati 108,232,875 4,624,123 1/ 42.72
Property in general. 104,349,850 4,516,860 T 43,29
Motor vehicl. 3,883,025 107,263 1/ 27.59
90 | LYNN, MASS.: -
City corporatio: 141,283,410 4,487,114 _1_/ 31.76
Property in general 136,487,275 4,361,444 31.96
Motor vehicl. 4,796,135 125,670 _1_/ 26.20
76 NEW BEDFORD, MASS.:
City corporati 121,505,905 4,366,067 1/ 35.93
Property in general 117,394,775 4,253,518 36.23
Motor vehiecl 4,111,130 112,549 L/ 27.38
87 SOMERVILLE, MASS.:
City corporati 120,578,540 4,619,058 y 38.31
Property in general. 115,688,600 4,486,866 38.78
Motor vehicle 4,889,940 132,192 1/ 27.03
54 SPRINGFIELD, MASS.:
city corporati 286,429,095 8,728,750 1/ 30.47
Property in general. 277,952,555 8,450,652 T 30.40
Motor vehicl 8,476,540 278,098 1/ 32.81
43 | WORCESTER, MASS.: -
Ccity corporati 299,064,850 9,640,430 1/ 32.24
Property in general. 287,304,950 9,340,217 32.51
Motor vehicl 11,759,900 300,213 1/ 25.53
92 DULUTH, MINN.:
City corporati 125,769,650 2,186,207 1/ 17.38
Property in general. 53,587,440 2,114,025 39.45
Money and credit 72,182,210 72,182 1.00
School district 125,769,650 2,005,617 _];/ 15,95
Property in general. 53,587,440 1,933,435 36.08
Money and credit 72,182,210 72,182 1.00
Stat 125,769,650 690,929 y 5.49
Property in general 53,587,440 654,838 12.22
Money and credits---- 72,182,210 36,091 50
County 125,769,650 1,051,873 1/ 8.36
Property in general 53,587,440 1,015,482 T 18.95
Money and credit 72,182,210 36,091 .50
15 MINNEAPOLIS, MINN,:
City corporation: 550,214,144 17,737,453 1/ 32.24
Property in general. ——~e 243,658,821 17,124,342 ~ no.28
Money and credit 306,555,323 613,111 2.00
county: 550,214,144 2,711,695 !._/ 4.93
Property in general 243,658,821 2,558,417 10.50
Money end credit 306,555,323 153,278 +50
Stat 550,214,144 3,130,789 l/ 5.69
Property in general 243,658,821 2,977,511 12,22
Money and credit 306,555,323 153,278 .50
3B ST. PAUL, MINN.:
City corporati 273,643,954 7,907,420 l/ 28.90
Property in general 134,652,994 7,629,438 56.66
Money and credit 138,990,960 277,982 2.00
Stat 273,643,954 1,714,955 1/ 6.27
Property in general. 134,652,994 1,645,460 12,22
Money end credit 138,990,960 69,495 .50
County - 273,643,954 3,451,978 1/ 12.61
Property in general 134,652,994 3,382,483 25.12
Money and credit 138,990,960 69,495 +50
19 KANSAS CITY, MO.:
City corporati 527,457,605 8,254,541 1/ 15.65
Property in general:
Subject to all te: 527,457,605 7,911,864 15.00
Subject to special park levy-ee-v--s-w---- 137,070,780 342,677 2.50
School distriet 524,254,115 6,542,936 1/ 12.48
Property in general 486,930,450 6,330,096 13.00
Do ———- 2,135,770 2,990 1.40
Railroed property a d by Stat 35,187,895 209,850 5.96

1/ Averege rate.
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TABLE VIII—Continued LETES
City) CITY, AND PARTS OF CITY OR Assessed Rete per
no. CLASSES OF FROPERTY veluation 4
$1,000 of
Total
assessed
valuation
k4 ST. 1OUIS, MD.:
City corporati $1,135,581,594 $18,840,714 _1_/ $16.59
Property in general. 1,049,814,814 18,266,778 17.40
Merchants' end manufacturers*® stock-- 85,642,000 573,811 6.70
17 t 124,780 125 1.00
39 OMAHA, NEBR.:
City corporati 271,955,194 3,910,078 1/ 14.38
Property in general. - 239,510,005 3,844,136 16.05
Personal intengible (class A)-- 10,604,227 8,838 +83
Personal intengible {class B)-- 20,526,722 54,738 2.67
Building and 1 1,314,240 2,366 1.80
School district 252,723,519 2,929,111 1/ 11.59
Property in general. 220,278,330 2,863,618 13.00
Personal intangible (claas 10,604,227 8,838 83
Personal intangible (class 20,526,722 54,738 2.67
Building and I 1,314,240 1,917 1.46
stat 252,723,519 419,740 1/ 1.66
Property in general: 220,278,330 387,690 1.76
Personal intengible (class A}------~mmoemmcoenu 10,604,227 4,418 .42
Personel intangible (class B)~--—--—-cm-mo—am-d 20,526,722 27,369 1.33
Building and 1 1,314,240 263 .20
County 252,723,519 1,098,644 1/ 4.35
Property in general. 220,278,330 1,066,147 T 4.84
Personal intangible (class 10,604,227 4,418 42
Personal intangible {class 20,526,722 27,369 1.33
Building and I 1,314,240 710 54
1 NEW YORK, N. Y.:
City corporati 16,678,763,548 452,363,870 i 27.12
Menhatten Borough-real 8,365,563,444 225,428,746 26.95
Bronx Borough-real. 1,908,861,487 51,862,595 27.17
Brooklyn Borough-real. 3,954,397,953 107,169,866 27.10
Queens Borough-real: 2,154,629,644 59,890,592 27.80
Richmond Borough-real 295,311,020 8,012,071 27.13
22 ROCHESTER, N. Y.:
City corporeti: 625,203,142 17,810,316 1./ 28.49
Property in general. 623,068,540 17,784,018 28.54
Real property of pensioners------------ece—e--d| 2,134,602 26,298 12,32
91 UTICA, N. Y.:
City corporati. 132,796,467 4,398,247 1/ 33.12
Property in general. 132,144,147 4,389,382 33.22
Real property of pengionerse«—----—--e-cocoe—n| 652,320 8,865 13.58
84 | CANTON, OHIO:
Townshi 112,714,580 27,531 1 .24
cant 100,241,664 20,048 .20
Plain 12,472,916 7,483 .60
70 FRIE, PA.:
County 116,216,065 754,900 y 6.50
Property in general: 82,867,395 621,505 7.50
Money at interest, ete.—-----mem—cm—mmem o 33,348,670 133,395 4.00
3 PHIIADELPHIA, PA.:
City corporati 3,624,961,137 47,775,003 1/ 13.18
Urban:
Outside poor district- 498,066,169 8,301,103 16.67
Inaside poor distriect-- 1,998,360,864 33,972,135 17.00
Suburban:
Outside poor district-. 87,161,880 964,591 11.07
Inside poor distriect-- 45,626,440 517,100 11.33
Farm:
Outside poor district 7,122,950 59,358 8.33
Inside poor district 1,383,450 11,759 8.50
Money at interest, etci-------—vo—-emc—cccaaoa 987,239,384 3,948,957 4.00
Poor district 592,350,999 224,186 1/ .38
Urb 498,066,169 199,226 «40
subur 87,161,880 23,535 .27
Far 7,122,950 1,425 .20
10 PITTSBURGH, PA.:
City corporation 1,100,443,930 17,067,058 l/ 15.51
Land 556,552,050 11,464,972 20,60
Buildi. 543,891,880 5,602,086 10.30
County 1,549,884,859 10,948,176 1/ 7.06
Property in general 1,085,402,674 9,090,247 8.38
Money at interest, etC.~-—---c-mm-cocooeeeanaad 464,482,185 1,857,929 4.00
77 | READING, PA.:
County 149,740,869 938,446 1/ 6.27
Property in general: 113,160,868 792,126 7.00
Money at interest, etc.------c---emrmmmmcaaaoaod 36,580,001 146,320 4.00
58 SCRANTON, PA.:
City COrpOration---m-mm-m-emmesmmcee oo e e ] 107,192,963 1,721,268 1/ 16.06
Lend 47,736,653 1,060,708 22.22
Tmprovemen: 59,456,310 660,560 11.11

1/ Aversge rate.
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TABLE VIII—Continued LEVIES
City] CITY, AND PARTS OF CITY OR Assessed t
no., CLASSES OF PROPERTY valuation Rate per
Totel $1,000 of
assessed
valuation
58 SCRANTON, PA.-—Contlnued
Poor district $107,192,963 $584,673 1/ $5.45
Seranton-Dunmor 105,237,423 578,806 = '5.50
Jenkins-Pittst 1,955,540 5,867 3.00
County 183,157,433 893,419 1/ 4.88
Property in general: 107,192,963 589,561 5.50
Money at interest, etc.-——---mmmmcmee e 75,964,470 303,858 4.00
37 PROVIDENCE, R. I.:
City corporati 637,112,120 12,609,461 1/ 19.79
Property in general. 490,781,120 12,024,137 = 24.50
Personal intangibl 146,331,000 585,324 4.00
32 DAITIAS, TEX.:
Clty corporati 281,941,000 6,758,727 y 23.97
Property in general:
Subject to all ta 270,533,550 6,655,125 24.60
Subject to school levy-- 11,407,450 103,802 9.08
County 236,591,579 1,771,838 y 7.49
Property in general 235,011,859 1,762,589 7.50
Rolling stock and intanglble~----ccmmcmmceeeood 1,579,720 9.249 5.88
38 SAN ANTONIO, TEX,:
City corporati 206,537,220 3,011,485 y 14.58
General clty. 206,537,220 2,994,790 14,50
Improvement districta:
Nos. 2 and 8 12,448,830 3,734 30
No. 4 6,754,080 8,105 1.20
Nos. 7 and 10. 8,608,590 3,443 .40
No. l12- 999,910 200 .20
Ro. 14 1,733,460 1,213 <70
64 NORFOIK, VA.:
City oorporati 158,269,566 4,094,872 y 25.87
Real estate and personal tangible-- 157,011,113 4,082,288 26.00
Machinery 1,268,453 12,584 10.00
Stat 30,489,103 178,042 1/ 5.84
Bonds, notes, etc. 13,452,700 67,263 5.00
Capital: 8,149,052 61,118 7.50
Bank stock 3,985,816 39,858 10.00
Money: 4,901,535 9,803 2,00
44 RICHMOND, VA.:
City corporati 263,139,614 5,611,095 1/ 21.32
Real estate and personal tangible--------—---— 252,016,084 5,544,354 22.00
Machi. 11,123,530 66,741 6.00
Stat 114,571,142 708,757 y 6.19
Bonds, notes, etc. 29,672,227 148,361 5.00
Capital 58,372,679 437,795 7.50
Bankstock end yed capital 8,693,562 86,936 10.00
Money, end stock of banks in liquidation-------o 17,832,674 35,665 2.00
20 SEATTLE, WASH.:
City corporati 250,449,590 5,125,491 1/ 20.47
014 limits, new limits, Ravenna, Southeast
Seattle, and South Seattle--------e---—o——— 211,946,557 4,349,982 20.57
Balled, Columbia, Dunlap, Georgetown, South
Park, West Seattle and Yesler-----——-——-a---o 38,503,033 775,509 20.18
73 SPOKANE, WASH.:
City corporati 70,941,977 1,276,721 1/ 18.00
General city: 70,863,814 1,275,549 18.00
Parkwater- 78,163 1,172 15.00
School district. 70,941,977 750,105 y 10.57
Former no. 81 69,026,544 724,779 10.50
Former no. 122 1,823,208 24,431 13.40
Former no. 143 92,225 895 9.70
81 | TACOMA, WASH.:
City corporati 49,520,762 1,165,450 y 23.53
Distriets nos, 1 and 2 45,989,076 1,091,321 23.73
Districts nos, 3, 4, &nd S5-----ececmcmnmmuoaaa 1,719,297 37,446 21.78
District no, 6 1,812,389 36,683 20.24
School district 49,520,762 643,331 y 12,99
Property in general 49,107,774 638,401 13.00
Subject to bond rat 202,588 2,026 10.00
Subjeet to no bond rat 210,400 2,904 13.80
13 MILWAUKFE, WIS.:
city corporati 940,266,341 20,936,329 1/ 22.27
Property in general. 847,236,685 19,575,708 23,11
Public utiliti 91,135,367 1,318,460 14,47
Do. 1,894,289 42,161 22.25
County 938,372,052 6,606,521 1/ 7.04
Property in general. 847,236,685 6,200,841 7.32
Public utiliti 91,135,367 405,680 4.45
Stat 938,372,052 399,845 1/ .43
Property in general. 847,236,685 95,585 11
Public utilities 91,135,367 304,260 3.34

1/ Average rate.
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SPECIAL PROPERTY TAXES.-—In the years prior to 1925 the valuation of prop-
erty subject to speclal property taxes and the total and per capita levy of
such taxes were shown 1in the general table relating to valuatlions and levies;
but for 1925 and subsequent years the data pertaining to special property taxes
are presented separately in text tables., Text table IX, which follows, presents
the data for 1936.

TABLE TX Tax Trate LEVY
city CITY, AND DIVISION OF GOVERNMENT Assessed | o 250 of
no. OR CIASSES OF PROPERTY Valuation :
assessed Per
Total
valuation capita
Total 41,086,726 | $0.03
85 WILMINGTON, DEL.:
City corporation—horses and mul (1/) 125 | (2/)
8 | BALTIMORE, MD.:
City corporation-— $253,000,000 y $3.42 864,375 1.08
Bank stock -- 36,000,000 10.00 360,000 .44
Casualty, surety, guaranty and fidelity and
fire and marine insurance companies? shares- 12,000,000 10.00 120,000 .15
Savings bank depositi 205,000,000 1.88 384,375 .47
69 CAMDEN, N. J.:
City corporation—bank Stock-——-mwcmmmmmowommamae o 1,361,580 3.75 5,106 <04
County—bank stock 1,361,560 3.75 5,106 .04
71 ELIZABETH, N. J.:
City corporation—bank stock 267,580 3.75 1,003 .01
County—bank stock 267,580 3.75 1,003 .01
23 JERSEY CITY, N. J.:
City corporation—bank stock------memmemmmommaa—— 5,470,930 3.75 20,516 .06
County--bank stock: 5,470,930 3.75 20,516 .06
18 NEWARK, N, J.:
City corporation--bank stock-- 16,250,400 3.75 60,939 .14
County-—bank stock: 16,250,400 3.75 60,939 .14
61 PATERSON, N. J.:
City corporation—bank stock 4,887,733 3.75 18,329 13
County—bank stock: 4,887,733 3.75 18,329 .13
65 TRENT(N, N. J.:
City corporation—baenk stock------emreocereane—am 1,392,000 3.75 5,220 .04
County-—bank stock 1,392,000 3.75 5,220 .04
1/ Horses and mules are taxed at §1 each. 2/ Less then one-half of 1 cent. 3/ Average rate.

POLL TAXES.—In reports previous to 1925 the data relating to the levy of
poll taxes were shown in the general table covering assessed valuations and tax
levies, but for 1925 and subsequent years they are presented separately 1ln text
tables. In text table X, which follows, are shown the data for 1936.

TABLE X

POLL TAXES POLL TAXES
City] CITY, AND DIVISION City CITY, AND DIVISION
no. OF GOVERNMENT Rate no. OF GOVERNMENT Rate
of Levy of Levy
levy levy
Total—-=snemccer—eced weme $4,309,149 31 ATIANTA, GA.:
City corporation- $3.00 { $122,885
34 BIRMINGHAM, ALA.: 1.00 35,835
City corporation--- i$1.50 19,705 89
56 BRIDGEPORT, CONN.: 1.00 20,143
City corporation--~-=--- 3.00 191,800 1.00 20,143
48 HARTFORD, CONN.: 1.50 30,215
City corporation-~-=---= 4 3.00 288,000 50 10,071
50 REW HAVEN, CONN.: 88 FORT WAYNE, IND.:
City corporation~~----- 3.00 246,198 City corporation- 41,602
93 WATERBURY, CONN.: School district-- 20,801
City corporation~=--~--- 3.00 169,047 31,201
85 WILMINGTON, DEL.: 31,201
Counpy--~==m-mmmmmmaa—n .25 6,000 83 GARY, IND.:
62 JACKSONVILIE, FLA.: 16,321
School district--~-==--o 1.00 30,523 19,585
82 MIAMI, FLA.: 21 INDJANAPOLIS, IND.:
School district--~---~--- 1.0C 24,797 25,859
86 | TAYPA, FLA.: J 51,718
School district-------- 1,00 45,630 77,877
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46 FINANCIAL STATISTICS OF CITIES

TABLE X—Continued POLL TAXES POLL TAXES
Cityl CITY, AND DIVISIN City CITY, AND DIVISION
no.| OF GOVERNMENT Rate no. OF GOVERNMENT Rate
of Levy : of Levy
levy levy
80 SOUTH BEND, IND.: 37 PROVIDENCE, R. I.:
City corporation--- $11,080 City corporation-------- $1.00 | $127,816
School district- 22,121 86 CHATTANOOGA, TENN.
State-- 33,181 32,000
County-~ 11,060 78
9 BOSTON, MASS.: 90,000
City corporation------- 2.00 491,248 36
75 CAMBRIDGE, MASS.: 4,252
Clty corporation-------+ 2.00 67,540 53
74 FALL RIVER, MASS.: 139,884
City corporation------- 2.00 69,860 32
94 LOWELL, MASS.: 61,178
City corporation-------4 2.00 57,564 10,112
20 LYNN, MASS.: 88
City corporation-------- 2,00 63,684 7,642
76 NEW BEDFORD, MASS.: 1,274
City corporation-------o 2,00 71,334 47
87 SOMERVILLE, MASS.: 30,880
City corporation~------- 2,00 63,164 5,147
54 SPRINGFIELD, MASS.: 24
Clty corporation-------+ 2.00 93,206 77,808
43 WORCESTER, MASS.: 38
€1ty corporation-------4 2.00 117,754 72,411
61 PATERSON, N. J.: 64
1.00 13,947 34,842
70 69,685
(/) 46,917 || 44 | RICHMOND, VA.:
77 City corporation-- 140,625
2.00 137,594 93,750
(2/) 54,629
58 :
City corporation--- 1.00 75,494
School district- 2,50 188,735 City corporation-------- {¢/) 15,589
Poor district---- (3/) 42,894

L/ Occupation taxes levied on a valuation of $6,255,660, at the rate of $7.50 per $1,00C.

2/ Occupation taxes levied on a valuation of $7,804,125, at the rate of $7.00 per $1,00C. .

3/ Occupation taxes levied on a valuation of $7,691,356,in Scranton-Bunmore poor district,at the rate
of $5.50 per $1,000 and $197,190 in Jenkins-Pittston poor district, at the rate of $3 per $1,000.

4/ Not reported.

DESCRIPTION OF SPECIAL TABLES
TABLE 26

DATA INCLUDED.-—Table 26 presents data relating to the methods employed by
the cities in financing their capital outlays and 1s as accurate as was feasi-
ble to compile from the records of the cities and other local subdivisions.

GENERAL DEPARIMENTS.—Of the outlays reported for general departments, 46.1
percent was financed or is to be financed by proceeds from general bonds; 3.1
percent from special assessment obligations; and 50.8 percent from current rev-
enue. Of the portion of outlays met by current revenue, 23.3 percent was from
general revenue, 8.1 percent from special assessments, and 19.4 percent from
grants-in-aid.

PUBLIC-SERVICE ENTERPRISES.—Of the outlays reported for public-service en-
terprises, 65.2 percent was met or 1s to be met from proceeds of bond issues,
41.9 percent Dbelng general obligations and 23.3 percent, revenue obligations,
and 34.8 percent of the outlays was to be met from current revenue. Of the 34.8
percent met from current revenue, 18.6 percent represented general rsvenue, .2
percent, speclal assessments, and 16 percent, grants-in-aid.

TABLE 27

DATA INCLUDED.-—Table 27 presents data relating to the number of municipal
employees as at April 1, 1936, with a subdivision as to the number employed full
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DESCRIPTIVE SUMMARY 47

time and the number employed part time. In making comparisons of the data for
individual cities, it should be noted that while the total number of employees
reported is fairly accurate, those for the separate departments are less exact,
being estimates 1n part. This occurs in those 1instances 1n which persons em-
ployed for full time perform services for two or more departments.

A percentage of the number of persons employed by those’ 1ndependent or
overlapping units of government which are covered by this report, 1s included.
The percent used in each 1instance in determining the number to e included
is indicated in table 2, and the reason for thls procedure is set forth in the
text discussion of that table.

General departments employed 91.5 percent and public-service enterprises,
8.5 percent of the total number of employees reported. Persons on relief pay-
rolls were not included.

School employees for the full school year are reported as for full time.
Part and full time school employees constitute 39.4 percent of the total number
of employees reported for the general departments of the 94 cltles as a whole.
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48 FINANCIAL STATISTICS OF CITIES
TABLE 1.-—YEAR OF INCORPORATION, DATE OF CLOSE OF FISCAL YEAR REPORTED,
POPULATION, AND AREA: 1936
{For alphebetical list of citles, by States, showing rank, see p. 2. For text discussion, see p. 4)
Year POPULATION
f
H (i)n- Date
1 of Land area
- D
2 CITY ;2;_ close of Estimated ecenniel census (acres)
N tion fiscal as at July 1,1936
ot as a year Juigssl’ Apr. 1, Jan. 1, Apr. 15,
e eity 1930 1920 1910
Grand totel--- ---- 37,658,812 | 36,425,638 29,497,009 | 23,248,623 | 2,792,403.3
Group I 22,116,800 | 21,316,411 | 17,264,019 | 13,842,358 | 1,098,850.8
Group IX 4,612,500 | 4,492,864| 3,762,796 3,066,638 474,851.6
Group III —- 10,929,512 10,617,363, 8,470,194| 6,339,627 | 1,218,700.9
GROUP I.—CITIES HAVING A POPULATION OF 500,000 AND CVER
1| New York, N. Y.---- 1653 | Dec. 31,1936| 7,154,300| 6,930,446! 5,620,048 4,766,883 191,360.0
2 | Chicago, Ill.-- 1837 | Dec. 31,1936 | 3,490,700 | 3,376,438 2,701,705| 2,185,283 132,267.2
3 | Philadelphia, Pa, 1683 | Dec. 31,1936 | 1,972,700} 1,950,961| 1,823,779 1,549,008 81,920.0
4 | Detroit, Mich,-----d 1824 | June 30,1936 1,666,100 | 1,568,662 993,678 465,766 88,255.6
5 | Los Angeles, Calif,4 1851} June 30,1936 1,354,100 | 1,238,048 576,673 319,198 287,594.0
6 | Cleveland, Chio-- 1836 | Dec. 31,1936 918,400 900,429 796,841 560,663 46,774.0
7 | St. Louis, Mo.------ 1822 | Apr. 13,1936 830,300 821,960 772,897 687,029 39,276.8
8 | Baltimore, Md, 1796 | Dec. 31,1936 817,100 804,874 733,826 558,485 50,380.8
9 | Boston, Mass. 1822 | Dee. 31,1936 786,900 781,188 748,060 670,585 28,096.0
10 | Pittsburgh, Pa.-- 1816 | Dec. 31,1936 678,500 669,817 588,343 533,905 33,365.2
11 | San Francisco,Calif. 1850 | June 30,1936 656,200 634,394 506,676 416,912 26,880.0
12 | Washington, D. C.--- 1802 | June 30,1936 | 1/ 608,000 486,869 437,571 331,069 39,680.0
13 | Milweukee, Wis, 1846 { Dec. 31,1936 599,100 578,249 457,147 373;857 27,740.2
14 | Buffalo, N. Y.------ 1832 | Juwe 30,1936 584,400 573,076 506,775 423,715 25,261.0
CROUP II.—CITIES HAVING A PCPULATION CF 300,000 TO 500,000
15 | Minneapolis, Minn.-+4 1867 | Dec. 31,1936 477,700 464,356 380,582 301,408 35,445.0
16 | New Orleans, La, 1805 | Dec. 31,1936 471,000 458,762 387,219 339,075 127,808.0
17 | Cincinnati, Ohio---- 1819 | Dec. 31,1936 460,100 451,160 401,247 363,591 45,982.7
18 | Newsrk, N, J,-=---ud 1836 | Dec. 31,1936 447,000 442,337 414,524 347,469 10,927.0
19 | Ksnsas City, Mo.---< 1853 | Apr. 30,1936 412,600 399,746 324,410 248,381 37,395.2
20 | Seattle, Wash,-—---- 1869 | Dec. 31,1936 374,100 365,583 315,312 237,194 43,840.0
21 Indianapolis, Ind, Dec. 31,1936 372,100 364,161 314,194 233,650 33,600.0
22 Rochester, N. Y.~ Dec. 31,1936 333,500 328,132 295,750 218,149 21,924.8
23 | Jersey City, N, J. Dec. 31,1936 319,900 316,715 298,103 267,779 8,320.0
24 | Houston, Tex,-- Dec. 31,1936 317,900 292,352 138,276 78,800 45,970.5
25 | Louisville, Ky. Aug. 31,1936 317,500 307,745 234,891 223,928 23,024.0
26 | Portland, Oreg.----- Nov. 30,1936 309,100 301,815 258,288 207,214 40,614.4
GROUP III.—CITIES HAVING A POPULATION OF 100,000 TC 300,000
27 Columbus, Chio--- 1816 | Dec. 31,1936 299,700 290,564 237,031 181,511 24,551.7
28 | Toledo, Ohio-- 1837 | Dec. 31,1936 298,900 290,718 243,164 168,497 22,316.8
29 | Oskland, Calif, 1854 | June 30,1936 295,600 284,063 216,261 150,174 34,023.0
30 | Denver, Colo.- 1859 | Dec, 31,1936 293,200 287,861 256,491 213,381 37,085.0
31 | Atlanta, Ga.-- 1847 | Dec. 31,1936 280,400 270,366 200,616 154,839 21,932.8
32 | Dallas, Tex,------- 1856 | Sept.30,1936 278,000 260,475 158,976 92,104 26,081.8
33 | St. Paul, Minn, 1854 | Dec. 31,1936 277,900 271,606 234,698 214,744 33,388.0
34 | Birmingham, Ala.~---- 1871 | Aug. 31,1936 273,300 259,678 178,806 132,685 32,128.4
35 | Akron, Ohio--~ - 1836 | Dec. 31,1936 265,100 255,040 208,435 69,067 34,444.0
36 | Memphis, Tenn, - - 1849 | Dec, 31,1936 261,500 253,143 162,351 131,105 29,209.6
37 | Providence, R, I.--4 1832 | Sept.30,1936 255,600 252,981 237,595 224,326 11,462.0
38 | San Antonlo, Tex. 1837 |May 31,1936 243,500 231,542 161,379 96,614 22,860.5
39 | Omaha, Nebr,------- - 1857 | Dec. 31,1936 217,800 214,006 191,601 124,096 24,866.8
40 | Syrecuse, N, Y. Dec. 31,1936 214,500 209,326 171,717 137,249 16,000.6
41 | Dayton, Ohio--- 1841 | Dec, 31,1936 206,600 200,982 152,559 116,577 15,1757
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FISCAL YEAR, POPULATION, AND AREA 49

TABLE 1.—YEAR OF INCORPORATION, DATE OF CLOSE OF FISCAL YEAR REPORTED,
POPULATION, AND AREA: 1936—Continued

(For alphebetical list of cities, by States, showing rank, see p. 2. For text discussion, see p. 4)

==
Year POPULATION
E irn- Date
§ cor- of Decennial census land area
cITY porad close of Estimated (acres)

e t1on fiscal as at July 1,1936

o July 1

o as & year 1333 ' Apr, 1, Jan. 1, Apr. 15,

city 1930 1920 1910
GROUP III.—CITIES HAVING A POPULATION OF 100,000 TC 300,000—Continued
42 | Oklehoma City, Okla,.1891 { June 30,1936 201,400 185,389 91,295 64,205 16,064.0
43 | Worcester, Mass, - 1848 | Dec, 31,1936 198,000 195,311 179,754 145,986 23,808.0
44 | Richmond, Va.-------{ 1782 | Jan. 31,1937 184,900 182,929 171,667 127,628 15,360.0
45 | Youngstown, Ohio---- 1868 | Dec. 31,1936 174,200 170,002 132,358 79,066 21,544.0
46 | Grend Rapids, Mich.- 1850 | Mar. 31,1936 172,800 168,592 137,634 112,571 14,735.0
47 | Fort Worth, Tex.---- 1872 | Sept.30,1936 169,200 163,447 106,482 73,312 29,696.0
48 | Hartford, Conn. 1784 | Mar, 31,1936 168,500 164,072 138,036 98,915 10,162.9
49 | Flint, Mich.~--~ -1 1855 | June 30,1936 167,200 156,492 91,599 38,550 18,771.8
50 | New Haven, Conn. - 1784 | Dec, 31,1936 162,700 162,655 162,537 133,605 11,460.0
51 | San Diego, Calif,--+ 1850 | June 30,1936 160,100 147,995 74,361 39,578 60,581.9
52 | Long Beach, Calif,-- 1897 | June 30,1936 157,000 142,032 55,593 17,809 18,974.0
53 | Nashville, Tenn, 1806 | Dec. 31,1936 156,200 153,866 118,342 110,364 13,583.6
54 | Springfield, Mags.-- 1852 | Dec, 31,1936 153,400 149,900 129,614 88,926 20,288.0
55 | Tulsa, Okla.---- 1903 | June 30,1936 148,000 141,258 72,075 18,182 13,655.4
56 | Bridgeport, Comn 1836 | Mar. 31,1936 147,300 146,716 143,555 102,054 9,370.0
57 | Des Moines, Iowe 1857 | Mar. 31,1936 145,300 142,559 126,468 86,368 34,310.3
58 | Scranton, Pa.-—- 1866 | Dec. 31,1936 144,400 143,433 137,783 129,867 12,361.7
59 | Salt Lake City, Utal 1851 | Dec. 31,1936 144,200 140,267 118,110 92,777 33,493.9
60 | Yonkers, N, ¥,------ 1872 | Dec. 31,1936 140,500 134,646 100,176 79,803 12,880.0
61 | Paterson, N, J,-----| 1851 | Dec. 31,1936 139,000 138,513 135,875 125,600 5,157.0
62 Jacksonville, Fla. 1822 | Dec. 31,1936 138,900 129,549 91,558 57,699 19,129.6
63 1686 | Dec., 31,1936 129,800 127,412 113,344 100,253 12,076.0
64 1845 | Dec. 31,1936 _2/ 129,710 129,710 115,777 67,452 17,920.0
65 | Trenton, N, T 1792 | Dee. 31,1936 124,100 123,356 119,289 96,815 4,630.0
66 | Chattanooga, Tenn.--| 1851 | Sept.30,1936 123,500 119,798 57,895 44,604 17,548.8
67 | Kansas Clty, Kans. 1886 | Dec. 31,1936 123,400 121,857 101,177 82,331 12,938.2
68 | Fort Wayne, Ind 1839 | Dec, 31,1936 120,100 114,946 86,549 63,903 10,955.0
69 | Camden, N, J.-- 1828 | Dec. 31,1936 119,100 118,700 116,309 94,538 5,554.0
70 | Erie, Pa,---- 1851 | Jen. 4,1937 118,300 115,967 93,372 66,525 10,368.0
71 Elizabeth, N. J. ~| 1855 | Dec. 31,1936 117,900 114,589 95,783 73,409 6,231.9
72 | Wichita, Kans 1871 | Dec. 31,1936 117,600 111,110 72,217 52,450 13,419.0
73 | Spokene, Wash 1883 | Dee. 31,1936 116,600 115,514 104,437 104,402 26,547.2
74 i Fall River, Mass 1854 | Dec. 31,1936 g/ 115,274 115,274 120,485 119,295 21,056.0
75 | Cambridge, Mess. 1846 | Dec. 31,1936 114,300 113,643 109,694 104,839 3,968.0
76 | New Bedford, Mass. 1847 | Dec. 31,1936 g/ 112,597 112,597 121,217 96,652 12,160.0
7 Reading, Pa,--e-v-aq| 1847 | Jan. 4,1937 111,800 111,171 107,784 96,071 6,119.2
78 | Knoxville, Tenn. 1815 | Dec. 31,1936 110,600 105,802 77,818 36,346 16,896.0
79| Peoria, I1l.--- 1845 | Dec. 31,1936 109,800 104,969 76,121 66,950 8,218.8
80 | South Bend, Ind 1865 | Dec. 31,1936 109,600 104,193 70,983 53,684 10,793.2
8l | Tacoma, Wash 1875 § Dec. 31,1936 108,200 106,817 96,965 83,743 29,661.0
82 | Miami, Fla 1896 | June 30,1936 108,200 110,637 29,571 5,471 19,200.0
83| Gary, Ind. 1909 | Dec. 31,1936 108,000 100,426 55,378 16,802 25,811.4
84| Canton, Ohio-====an-f 1854 | Dec. 31,1936 107,500 104,906 87,091 50,217 8,716.0
85 | Wilmington, Del 1832 | June 30,1936 | 2/ 106,597 106,597 110,168 87,411 4,783.8
86 | Tempa, Fla,-- 1887 | May 31,1936 106,500 101,161 51,608 37,782 12,160.0
87 | Somerville, Mass, 1871 | Dec, 31,1936 105,800 103,908 93,091 77,236 2,496.0
88| EL Paso, Tex.-- 1873 | Feb. 29,1936 105,800 102,421 77,560 39,279 8,549.0
89| Evansville, Ind.---4 1847 | Dec. 31,1936 105,100 102,249 85,264 69,647 5,577.0
90 1850 | Dee. 31,1936 102,900 102,320 99,148 89,336 6,720.0
91 1832 | Dec. 31,1936 102,600 101,740 94,156 74,419 10,258.0
92 1870 | Dec. 31,1936 101,900 101,463 98,917 78,466 39,897.6
93| Waterbury, Comn, 1853 | Dec. 31,1936 101,300 99,902 91,715 73,141 17,981.0
94! Lowell, Mass.~- 1836 | Dec. 31,1936 | 2/ 100,234 100,234 112,759 106,294 8,576.0
Honolulu, Haweii 4/ | 1907 | Dec. 31,1936 | 2/ 202,923 202,923 123,527 82,028 (s/)

1/ Estimate as at middle of fisecal year, Jan. 1,1936. 2/ Population April 1, 1930; no estimate made.
g/ Included because estimate for 1931, the latest year for which cities of 30,000 to 100,000 were
reported, placed it in this group. g/ Not included in group or grend totals, Q/ Not reported.
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TABLE 2.-—~SUMMARY OF RECEIPTS, PAYMENTS, AND CASH BALANCES, BY DIVISIONS OF MUNICIPAL GOVERNMENT: 1936

(For alphsbetical 1list of citlies, by States, showing rank, see p. 2.

For text discussion, see p. 4)

Percent RECEIPTS Aggregate of PAYMERTS
Date of of inde- Cash on hand receipts and Cash on hand
City c]ﬁuTEicAgD DIVISIONS OF close of pendent at beginmning cash on hand at close
no. IPAL GOVERNMENT fiscal yesar divisions R N of year at beginning of year Governmsn- Nongovern-
ineluded evenue onrevenue of year 1/ tal-cost mental-cost
Grand total -4 $2,893,222,013 | $3,321,643,417 | $792,790,057 || $7,007,655,487 || $841,159,219 | $2,775,027,288 | $3,391,468,98C
Group I 1,970,988,289 2,501,706,497 557,006,812 5,029,701,598 592,292,696 | 1,908,723,491 | 2,528,680,411
Group II 347,459,237 411,852,243 93,273,058 852,584,538 100,813,914 325,498,495 426,272,129
Group III---- 574,774,487 408,084,677 142,510,187 1,128%,369,351 148,052,609 540,800,302 436,516,440
GROUP I, —CITIES HAVING A POPULATICN OF 500,000 AND- OVER
1 New York, N. Y, $846,749,695 $722,357,237 | $189,838,372 || $1,758,945,304 || $180,085,685 $793,046,322 $785,813,297
City corporation-------w--ee-auo-d Dec. 31,1936 || ======--= 838,181,609 709,707,300 | 179,334,941 1,727,223,850 172,651,820 771,048,264 783,523,766
Bridge, parkway and tunnel
district Dec. 31,1936 100.0 8,568,086 12,649,937 10,503,431 31,721,454 7,433,865 21,998,058 2,289,531
2 Chicago, Il1l. 238,837,433 795,155,670 112,043,466 1,146,036,569 120,204,358 231,175,601 794,656,610
City corporation----—=—awcoeaac_qy Dec. 31,1936 || --=ewe—=m 109,859,606 474,732,780 44,457,776 629,050,162 52,074,615 102,437,318 474,538,229
County Nov, 30,1936 82.3 27,255,770 180,605,371 5,807,694 213,668,835 6,619,039 22,787,085 184,262,731
30,1936 100.0 56,569,744 50,667,976 10,584,815 117,822,535 12,937,664 52,188,804 52,696,067
31,1936 100.0 21,680,409 54,925,080 23,393,944 99,999,433 23,334,996 28,301,617 48,362,820
31,1936 84.5 21,558,381 23,224,514 26,021,266 70,804,161 23,976,265 23,347,460 23,480,436
Forest preserve district- 4 Dec. 31,1936 82.3 1,913,523 10,999,949 1,777,971 14,691,443 1,261,779 2,113,337 11,316,327
3 Pniladelphia, Pa. 122,055,589 78,579,505 15,904,651 216,539,745 18,678,383 118,104,932 79,756,430
City corporation: 31,1936 §| ~—=cmm==m 86,475,193 64,160,024 7,584,435 158,219,652 6,704,162 80,618,892 70,896,598
School district 31,1936 100.0 35,202,684 14,272,783 8,302,194 57,777,661 11,941,896 37,107,968 8,727,797
Poor distriet--- 31,1936 100.0 377,712 146,698 18,022 542,432 32,325 378,072 132,035
4 Detroit, Mich. 128,609,593 124,816,980 12,305,537 265,732,110 38,665,100 133,309,808 93,757,202
City corporation-- 30,1936 109,070,355 104,494,157 8,832,997 222,397,509 32,326,617 117,849,275 72,221,617
County 30,1936 19,539,238 20,322,823 3,472,540 43,334,601 6,338,483 15,460,533 21,535,585
5 Los Angeles, Calif. 123,964,833 393,928,387 74,825,862 592,719,082 91,938,501 134,369,783 366,410,798
City corporation: 30,1936 61,332,205 149,911,076 35,267,245 246,510,526 39,352,888 68,556,074 138,601,564
County 30,1936 57.9 27,273,987 231,870,596 24,076,225 283,220,808 30,922,789 28,581,047 223,716,972
School districts 30,1936 || 87.0,87.8 35,358,641 12,146,715 15,482,392 62,987,748 21,662,824 37,232,662 4,092,262
6 Cleveland, Ohi 74,310,836 74,981,491 15,878,174 165,170,501 14,125,356 68,931,315 82,113,830
City corporation-----w-ccccccaoandy 31,1936 || =~======~ 38,526,500 13,578,912 9,713,705 61,819,117 8,382,366 34,828,934 18,607,817
County-- 31,1936 64.0 14,917,787 57,721,476 3,666,750 76,306,013 3,622,825 14,822,862 57,860,326
School district---- - 31,1936 100.0 20,625,254 3,674,773 2,325,856 26,625,883 1,924,751 19,061,237 5,639,895
Park district--~-e-sc-eeecceeo—c_d Dec. 31,1936 84.0 241,295 6,330 171,863 419,488 195,414 218,282 5,792
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7 | St. Louts, Mo. 43,740,179 30,078,556 | 18,514,737 92,333,472 22,790, 645 43,690,448 25,852,379
City corporation Apr, 13,1936 || ----=mnnm 32,984,224 29,281,186 | 12,789,289 75,054,799 16,729,024 33,123,891 25,201,884
School district. June 30,1936 100.0 10,755,955 797,370 5,725,348 17,278,673 6,061,621 10,566,557 650,495
8 | Baltimore, Md. Dec. 31,1936 ]| w-mr-mmum 55,369,907 20,099,205 8,617,955 84,087,067 5,965,741 52,129,743 25,991,583
9 | Boston, Mass. Dec. 31,1936 || =~ewrema- 81,271,760 97,577,701 9,887,165 188,736,626 10,428,018 78,127,748 100,180,860
10 | Pittsburgh, Pa. 54,891,815 29,427,077 | 21,400,809 105,719,701 20,933,104 51,506,219 33,280,378
City corporetion----=--=---w-n-n--d Dec. 31,1936 || ==mmemmwm 23,807,118 6,390,552 5,101,306 35,298,976 6,007,237 20,639,900 8,651,839
County Dec. 31,1936 63,7 15,212,607 18,764,425 9,896,912 43,873,944 8,428,950 15,100,441 20,344,553
School district---—---m-=mmmmmmmnd Dec. 31,1936 100.0 15,872,090 4,272,100 6,402,591 26,546,781 6,496,917 15,765,878 4,283,986
11 | Sen Frencisco, Calif,-~---—-—m—-em—mud] June 30,1936 || -ww-=---m 56,114,076 31,713,712 { 28,221,397 116,049,185 27,007,920 53,205,769 35,835,496
12 | Washington, D, C,-mmeseemmecmemomamaad June 30,1936} -~---emv 46,232,572 4,889,653 | 19,158,963 70,281,188 13,870,138 50,188,222 6,222,828
13 | Milweukee, Wis. 48,300,403 47,784,431 ) 13,793,846 109,878,680 14,586,724 42,038,933 53,253,023
City corporation-------m----meam- Dec. 31,1936 --------- 35,639,130 34,659,877 | 11,983,372 82,282,379 12,237,523 29,091,776 40,953,080
County Dec. 31,1936 77.8 9,224,044 12,436,927 1,618,410 23,279,381 1,769,519 10,878,335 10,631,527
Sewerage d18triCt------=n----a-an o Dec. 31,1936 79.8 3,437,229 687,627 192,064 4,316,920 579,682 2,068,822 1,668,416
14 | Buffalo, N, Y, 50,539,598 50,316,892 | 16,615,878 117,472,368 13,013,023 58,903,648 45,555,697
City corporation-----w-m--—mme-a- June 30,1936 || =~e-mmmmm 41,931,265 32,622,399 | 12,494,810 87,048,474 8,049,440 50,518,164 28,480,870
County Dec. 31,1936 72.9 8,097,797 16,626,029 4,121,068 28,844,894 3,623,289 8,212,638 17,008, 967
Sewer d18tricte---mmmmmmmmmnanand June 30,1936 100.0 510,536 1,068,464 | ~=mnmmmmmenn 1,579,000 1,340,294 172,846 65,860
GROUP II.—CITIES HAVING A POPULATION OF 300,000 TO 500,000
15 Minneapolis, Minn, $34,093,361 $51,979,756 $8,169,067 $94,242,184 $11,078,904 $33,575,400 $49,587,880
City corporation---=-m--=-m-vmmn-d Dec. 31,1936 || ==---m-n- 30,758,968 21,349,614 6,558,482 58,667,064 9,003,732 30,611,571 19,051,761
County Dec. 31,1936 94.3 3,334,393 30,630,142 1,610,585 35,575,120 2,075,172 2,963,829 30,536,119
16 | New Orleans, La. 27,835,514 34,084,615 | 13,504,431 75,424,560 8,332,822 24,876,821 42,214,917
City corporation-- 31,1936 || —-c--men- 20,688,335 23,361,784 | 12,961,850 57,011,969 8,071,529 18,832,961 30,107,479
School district 30,1936 100.0 4,033,671 2,301,940 542,417 6,878,028 260,202 3,555,398 3,062,428
Levee district-- . 31,1936 100.0 3,113,508 8,420,891 164 11,534,563 1,091 2,488,462 9,045,010
17 | Cincimnati, Ohio 39,248,795 67,732,483 8,660,698 115,641,976 12,537,696 36,150,266 66,954,014
City cOrporation-—-==w-m=-mmw--rs - Dec, 31,1936 || =-=mm==m- 22,947,325 37,817,727 5,225,270 85,990,322 9,231,992 21,078,429 35,679,901
County Dee. 31,1936 79.0 8,207,702 27,529,606 2,865,581 38,602,889 2,545,537 7,341,964 28,715,388
School district- 31,1936 96.2 8,066,454 2,384,118 542,011 10,992,583 740,626 7,694,264 2,557,693
Park district--- 31,1936 79.0 27,314 1,032 27,836 56,182 19,541 35,609 1,032
18 | Newark, N, J. 47,394,376 40,621,171 5,005,883 93,021,430 8,642,043 38,697,425 45,681,962
City corporation-- 31,1936 41,185,721 32,402,207 3,175,882 76,763,810 6,982,487 33,104,854 36,676,469
County 31,1936 6,208,655 8,218,964 1,830,001 16,257,620 1,659,556 5,592,571 9,005,493

See footnotes at end of table.
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TABLE 2.—SUMMARY OF RECEIPTS, PAYMENTS, AND CASH BALANCES, BY DIVISIONS OF MUNICIPAL GOVERNMENT: 1938-—Continued

{For alphabeticel list of cities, by States, showing renk, ses p. 2.

For text discussion, ses D. 4}

Percent RECEIPTS Aggregate of
cit CITY, AND DIVISIONS OF Date of of inde- Cash on hand receipts and Cash on hand PADIENTS
my‘ MUNI,CIPAL GOVERNMENT close of pendent at begimning cash on hand at close
‘ fiscal year || divisions R ¥ of year at beginning of year Nong:
1ncluded evenue onrevenue of year 1/ tal-cost mental-cost
GROUP II.—CITIES HAVING A POPULATION OF 300,000 TG 500,000—Continued

19 Eanges City, Mo, $27,856,382 $25,582,195 | $10,935,347 $60,373,924 $7,773,096 $26,082,606 $26,518,222
City corporation--—----------=-c--- Apr, 80,1936 (|| -------== 13,085,535 9,529,187 5,351,455 27,966,177 3,672,045 15,412,973 8,881,159
County Dec. 31,1936 89.2 3,968,788 11,079,928 2,384,782 17,433,498 2,466,266 3,154,244 11,812,988
Bchool districts--aoeaoacocneaond g:’c“’ ig :igg: 100.0 6,802,059 4,973,080 3,199,110 14,974,249 1,634,785 7,515,389 5,824,075

20 Seattle, Wash, 34,177,823 50,177,147 7,420,531 91,775,501 8,691,201 32,870,054 50,214,246
City corporation-- 31,1936 20,646,485 26,140,575 3,193,967 49,981,027 4,704,141 20,691,740 24,585,146
County 31,1836 5,721,515 22,593,972 3,234,653 31,550,140 2,496,527 5,697,659 23,355,954
School district 30,1936 6,836,283 1,104,072 820,931 8,761,286 1,454,142 5,540,458 1,766,686
Port district-- 31,1936 973,540 338.528 170,980 1,483,048 36,391 940,197 506,460

21 Indienepolis, Ind.. 22,365,576 22,346,632 6,372,496 51,084,704 6,633,596 21,606,754 22,844,354
City corporatione-——n-cm~—wow-n-ao 31,1936 || —omccemmn 13,559,012 4,562,669 4,576,302 22,697,983 4,474,618 13,376,813 4,846,552
County 31,1936 85.2 2,436,082 15,153,905 1,140,772 18,730,759 1,012,604 2,276,803 15,441,352
Sehool diatrict--- 30,1936 100.0 6,370,482 2,630,058 655,422 9,655,962 1,146,374 5,953,138 2,556,450

22 Rochester, N, ¥, 32,990,081 22,283,725 8,573,671 63,847,477 9,100,461 32,250,689 22,496,327
City corporation-----v--eeaeee—aoo Dec, 31,1936 || --=====-== 28,711,827 10,941,511 7,355,653 47,008,991 7,872,378 27,519,445 11,617,168
County Dec, 31,1936 80.3 4,278,264 11,342,214 1,218,018 16,838,486 1,228,083 4,731,244 10,879,159

23 Jersey City, N. J. 30,856,972 37,439,480 8,173,776 76,470,228 10,117,903 28,109,612 38,242,713
City corporation~---~-rmcemmm——oaq Dec. 31,1936 || ~~=m===m= 24,039,072 28,145,748 3,826,677 56,011,497 5,538,844 22,087,650 28,385,003
County Dec. 31,1936 52,3 6,817,900 9,293,732 4,347,099 20,458,731 4,579,059 6,021,962 9,857,710

24 Houston, Tex. 19,351,513 18,160,849 8,481,989 45,994,351 9,275,595 19,865,859 16,852,897
City corporations~--semmmmcmwom—ad Dec. 31,1936 || -~~=-=---- 8,406,483 9,371,518 3,485,693 21,263,694 3,872,578 7,323,672 10,067,444
County 31,1936 85,0 3,865,285 6,010,165 2,197,917 12,073,367 2,085,489 4,827,610 5,160,268
School district 31,1936 93,7 6,058,954 2,582,466 2,113,219 10,754,639 2,694,375 7,017,478 1,042,786
Navigation district- 31,1936 85.0 988,819 171,132 669,345 1,829,296 606,896 677,569 544,831
Drainage district Dec, 31,1936 80.0 31,972 25,568 15,815 73,355 16,257 19,530 37,568

25 Louisville, Ky, LD IRl 15,305,901 16,233,964 3,215,535 34,755,400 3,580,868 15,481,384 15,693,148
City corporation---eco-mmcmoeeecmaq| Aug. 31,1936 || ---wmven- 13,376,718 14,668,402 3,153,633 31,198,753 3,466,545 13,670,755 14,061,45
County June 30,1936 83.5 1,929,183 1,565,562 61,902 3,556,647 114,323 1,810,629 1,631,695

26 Portland, Oreg. 19,982,943 25,210,226 4,759,634 49,952,803 5,049,729 15,931,625 28,971,449
City corporatioN-----e-mveremocanu Nov. 30,1936 {[ --=-cemw= 10,332,128 5,186,802 2,481,334 18,000,264 2,586,819 7,520,364 7,893,081
County Dec, 31,1936 90.4 4,790,700 14,541,911 1,050,941 20,383,552 9407227 3,426,737 16,016,588
School distriet-- wmwememmeranat June 30,1936 96.8 4,172,274 4,561,784 930,358 9,664,416 1,136,732 4,334,520 4,193,164
Port district-- Dec. 31,1936 Q9 a 687,841 919,729 297,001 1,904,571 385,951 650,004 868,616
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GROUP III.~CITIES HAVING A POPULATION OF 100,000 TO 300,000

27 Columbus, Ohio $12,887,737 $6,250,241 $3,698,699 $22,836,677 £3,616,744 $12,750,276 $6,469,657
City corporation- Dec. 31,1936 || ~~---m-e- 9,074,080 4,630,180 3,186,272 16,890,532 3,215,409 8,686,056 4,989,067

School district-- Dec. 31,1936 98.8 3,813,657 1,620,061 512,427 5,946,145 401,335 4,064,220 1,480,590

28 | Toledo, Ohio 15,123,357 13,879,711 4,913,647 33,916,715 5,202,803 13,209,241 15,504,671
City corporation- Dec, 31,1936 || —=wm-=mm- 9,041,384 11,372,139 3,646,341 24,059,864 3,952,331 6,438,439 13,669,094

School district-- Dec, 31,1936 97.0 6.081,973 2,507,572 1,267,306 9,856,851 1,250,472 6,770,802 1,835,577

29 | Oakland, Calif, 18,290,922 4,428,671 7,194,174 29,913,767 8,596,571 16,543,149 4,774,047
City corporation--- June 30,1936 || ~w--mm-mm 7,231,104 2,359,683 3,148,472 12,739,259 3,718,553 6,715,298 2,305,408

School districts- June 30,1936 || 95.9,100.0 7,236,654 935,652 1,881,146 10,053,452 2,422,788 6,431,844 1,198,820

Ut1lity district-—-—m--m—mmmmmmmmmmd June 30,1936 52,0 3,823,164 1,133,336 2,164,556 7,121,056 2,455,230 3,396,007 1,269,819

30 | Denver, Colo, 22,119,759 26,937,801 4,857,428 53,914,988 4,234,139 23,714,053 25,966,796
City corporation---- Dec, 31,1936 || ——-m-vmnm 16,617,924 26,393,129 4,025,625 47,036,678 3,498,720 18,504,135 25,033,823

School diatrict Tune 30,1936 100.0 5,501,835 544,672 831,803 6,878,310 735,419 5,209,918 932,973

31 | Atlenta, Ga. Dec. 31,1936 |[ ~----mvnm- 10,342,533 5,737,157 225,696 16,305,386 2,344,500 9,744,158 4,216,728
32 | Dallas, Tex. Sept.30,1936 11,136,137 5,834,407 5,821,086 22,791,630 4,391,255 12,017,706 6,382,669
33 | 8t. Paul, Minn,-—-~-ommmeemm o] Dec, 31,1936 | ~--2----m 14,461,403 11,626,175 3,912,122 29,999,700 2,860,571 14,267,677 12,871,452
34 | Birminghem, Ala, Aug. 31,1936 || ~mmmomwmm 6,560,362 4,699,793 1,519,591 12,779,746 1,989,819 6,477,024 4,312,903
35 14,083,881 11,100,260 4,415,656 29,599,797 3,032,385 11,449,908 15,117,504
Dec. 31,1936 || —---mr--m 9,077,283 9,491,113 3,735,778 22,304,174 2,744,566 7,074,257 12,485,351

Dec. 31,1936 100.0 5,006,598 1,609,147 679,878 7,295,623 287,819 4,375,651 2,632,153

36 | Memphis, Tenn. Dec. 31,1936 | =~=mm=n-m- 10,491,112 7,652,278 3,621,352 21,764,742 4,123,152 9,593,131 8,048,459
37 | Providence, R. I.- Sept.30,1936 17,450,234 19,935,862 1,736,515 39,122,611 3,636,569 18,528,456 16,957.586
38 | San Antonio, Tex. 7,166,908 9,735,828 4,172,035 21,074,771 3,886,603 7,645,464 9,542,704
City corporation- May 31,1936 || —-mwmmmm-m 4,093,643 6,554,521 2,648,042 13,296,206 2,808,923 4,093,219 6,394,064

School district-- May 31,1936 100.0 3,073,265 3,181,307 1,523,993 7,778,565 1,077,680 3,552,245 3,148, 640

39 | Omeha, Nebr. 12,207,135 5,675,054 3,553,086 21,435,275 3,014,289 10,209,169 8,211,817
City corporatio - Dec. 31,1936 |} ~~m-mm-mm 5,004,068 3,820,341 1,845,682 10,670,091 1,348,234 3,842,521 5,479,336

School distric - Aug. 31,1936 98.3 3,482,417 625,793 1,412,202 5,520,412 1,258,587 3,540,017 721,808

Public utilities distr Dec. 31,1936 100.0 3,720,650 1,228,920 295,202 5,244,772 407,468 2,826,631 2,010,673

40 | Syracuse, N. Y. 14,993,729 17,422,790 3,017,108 35,433,627 2,452,148 14,825,002 18,156,477
City corporation- - Deé. 31,1936 14,726,291 17,151,703 3,017,108 34,895,102 2,452,148 14,553,915 17,889,039

County supervisors Oct, 31,1936 267,438 271,087 | —==mwammeman 538,525 || ~---m-mmmuem 271,087 267,438

41 | Dayton, Ohi 10,002,607 2,930,500 1,509,983 14,443,090 1,947,470 8,146,060 4,349,560
City corporation - Dec. 31,1936 6,112,834 1,950,430 1,240,342 9,303,606 1,633,725 4,628,130 3,041,751

School district-- Dec. 31,1936 95.6 3,889,773 980,070 269,641 5,139,484 313,745 3,517,930 1,307,809

See footnotes at end of table.
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TABLE 2.—SUMMARY OF RECEIPTS, PAYMENTS, AND CASH BALANCES, BY DIVISIONS OF MUNICIPAL GOVERNMENT: 1936—Continued

{For alphabeticel list of cities, by States, showing rank, see p. 2.

For text discussion, see p. 4}

Percent RECETPTS Aggregate of PAYMENTS
Date of of inde- Cash on hand receipts and Cash on hand
Clixf;y‘ cﬁcmng%mﬂ. close of pendent at beginning cash on hand at close
M fiscal year || divisions Revenue Nonrevenus of year at beginning of year Governmen- Nongovern-
included enu - of year 1/ tal-cost mental-cost
GROUP III,—CITIES HAVING A POPULATION OF 100,000 TO 300,000—Continued

42 | Oklahoma City, Okla. $9,410,054 $4,861,476 | $3,890,655 $18,162,185 $5,307,336 $7,180,803 $5,674,046
City corporation- 4 June 30,1936 || ----mcume 5,476,354 3,676,383 3,124,327 12,277,064 3,916,774 3,971,048 4,389,242
School Atatricts-— June 30,1936 || 91.6,100.0 3,933,700 1,185,093 766,328 5,885,121 1,390,562 3,209,755 1,284,804
43 Worcester, Mags,-—-~--~~-mocmmonmaaood Dec. 31,1936 || -—===w==m 13,657,126 15,290,601 2,238,406 31,186,133 1,919,430 13,887,596 15,379,107
44 Richmond, Va. Jan, 31,1937 || —--w-m=ee 10,744,801 9,615,220 3,637,727 23,997,748 4,577,483 9,882,554 9,537,711
45 | Youngstown, Ohio 7,623,028 3,531,378 752,991 11,907,397 1,485,330 7,388,583 3,033,484
Dec, 31,1936 [| =-===—=un 4,230,201 2,762,305 545,290 7,537,796 1,091,325 4,330,802 2,115,669
Dec. 31,1936 99.6 3,233,048 767,299 190,317 4,190,664 361,370 2,911,598 917,696
Park district-- Dec. 31,1936 100.0 159,779 1,774 17,384 178,937 32,635 146,183 1lg
46 Grand Rapids, Mich, 7,035,215 6,848,903 1,662,771 15,546,889 1,431,690 6,284,315 7,830,884
City corporation----=-==c-we-eca-q Mar., 31,1936 |{ ~--==~==~ 4,078,018 6,717,200 1,612,967 12,408,185 1,384,385 3,733,457 7,290,343
School district---------=s-mavomnd June 30,1936 100.0 2,957,197 131,703 49,804 3,138,704 47,305 2,550,858 540,541
47 | Fort Worth, Tex.---- 7,651,516 5,790,816 1,756,584 15,198,916 1,223,796 9,854,698 4,120,422
City corporation- Sept.30,1936 4,809,029 2,611,415 1,092,622 8,513,066 1,058,925 5,866,242 1,587,899
School district-- J June 30,1936 2,842,487 3,179,401 663,962 6,685,850 164,871 3,998,456 2,532,523
48 Hartford, Conn, 12,931,971 5,385,142 3,965,153 22,282,266 3,022,044 12,190,962 7,069,260
City corporation: Mar., 31,1936 || -~===m-=-~ 11,140,278 3,488,216 1,602,529 16,231,023 1,327,581 10,022,769 4,880,673
Metropolitan districts- Dec. 31,1936 |} 92.0,92.3 1,791,693 1,896,926 2,362,624 6,051,243 1,694,463 2,168,193 2,188,587
49 Flint, Mieh, 8,411,875 6,995,103 774,268 16,181,246 1,349,116 5,883,945 8,948,185
City corporation- + June 30,1936 |[ ~==~===mv 4,678,642 5,967,006 508,488 11,154,136 978,720 3,065,168 7,110,248
School district-- June 30,1936 100.0 3,733,233 1,028,097 265,780 5,027,110 370,396 2,818,777 1,837,937
50 New Haven, Conn. 9,882,575 7,478,600 1,153,913 18,515,088 1,344,688 8,693,227 8,477,173
City corporatiol~-----e-e-mecoraaq Dec, 31,1936 || —===-=w=- 9,841,628 7,478,539 1,139,547 18,459,714 1,323,974 8,658,628 8,477,112
Improvement assoclation------=w--d Mar, 31,1936 100.0 40,947 61 14,366 55,374 20,714 34,599 61
51 San Diego, Callf, 9,663,370 2,014,995 2,600,182 14,278,547 3,450,911 7,769,518 3,058,118
City corporation- June 30,1936 6,131,789 1,802,367 2,207,176 10,141,332 2,887,785 4,660,014 2,593,533
School district-- June 30,1936 97.8 3,531,581 212,628 393,006 4,137,215 563,126 3,109,504 464,585
52 Long Beach, Calif. 11,473,521 5,497,838 4,137,691 21,109,050 3,999,943 11,880,994 5,228,113
City corporation-- 4 June 30,1936 || ----==--- 6,897,119 3,652,278 1,088,854 11,638,251 1,607,058 5,913,530 4,117,663
School districts-- -+ June 30,1936 11 81.4,80.3 4,576,402 1,845,560 3,048,837 9,470,799 2,392,885 5,967,464 1,110,450
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53 Rashville, Temn,----—mc-e-camcacancnnaq Dec, 31,1936 ]| -—==mm—nme-
54 Springfield, Mass. Dec. 31,1936
55 Tulsa, Okla.
City corporation- June 30,1936
School district-- June 30,1936
56 Bridgeport, Conn. Mar, 31,1936
57 Des Moines, I
City corporation---—~-ece-c-caa - Mar. 31,1936 || --~-—=--=
School district--meemmccomcmaeaag June 30,1936 98.8
58 Scranton, Pa,
City corporation- Dec. 31,1936 || ~=====v=m
School distriet-- July 6,1936 100.0
Apr. 30,1936
Poor A18triets=mmmmmmmmmmmmmmnmm] Doo. 31 1938 || 6-0» 91.0
. 31,
59 Salt Lake City, Utah
City corporation- Dec. 31,1936
Schoel district-- June 30,1936
60 Yonkers, N, Y. Dec. 31,1936
61 Paterson, N, J,-~e=-mcmcmmmcmmaaea 4 Dec. 31,1936 {| -=-=-ww--
62 Jacksonville, Fla.
City corporation- Dec., 31,1936 || —~=-===-v
School district-- June 30,1936 86.9
63 Albeny, N, Y,
City corporation- Dec. 31,1936 || —---~==-=
Port district- June 30,1936 87.9
64 Norfolk, Va. Dec. 31,1936 || —-m-=meamm
65 Trenton, N, J, Dec, 31,1936 || =~ww===m-
66 Chattanooga, Tenn,-=-w---cewmmaaaeaa_d| Sept.30,1936
67 Kansas City, Kans,
City corporation--—-=-—cemcmcmeaad] Dec. 31,1936 || —~memacem
School district-- Dec. 31,1936 96.0
Drainage districte~ Dec, 31,1936 || 86.8,38.6
68 Fort Wayne, Ind.
City corporation- Dec. 31,1936 || ===m==wan
School district-- July 31,1936 100.0
69 Camden, N. J. Dec. 31,1936 |} wwemmeeun

See footmotes at end of table.
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6,081,751
12,195,565

7,860,485
4,340,761
3,519,724

8,270,275

7,131,250
3,937,375
3,193,875

5,951,793
2,375,639
2,940,462

635,692
6,111,858

3,458,773
2,653,085

14,678,388
8,992,078
8,382,908
6,332,706
1,990,202
9,753,292
9,379,892

373,400
?,927,429
8,083,125
4,174,067
7,038,689
5,106,566
1,718,215

213,908
4,674,454
2,806,418
1,868,036

6,043,012

3,121,666
10,800,509

2,001,322
909,834
1,091,488

4,014,308

2,148,559
1,797,423
351,136

1,074,228
359,765
640,198

74,265
2,491,584

2,172,537
319,047

6,031,241
7,301,432
1,375,742
1,249,215
126,527
7,206,669
6,752,404
454,265
3,275,178
5,113,762
2,408,084
3,081,849
1,673,411
1,004,921
403,517
725,627
592,011
133,616

17,146,246

5,176,475
2,547,222

2,808, 644
2,281,522
527,122

690,834

951,934
614,711
337,223

1,125,695
537,491
458,844

129,360
1,299,488

1,098,734
200,754

1,396,083
1,076,524
1,941,953
1,673,470
268,483
1,110,805
946,806
163,999
994,177
3,265,338
435,681
3,868,292
2,825,056
987,944
55,292
901,377
570,765
330,612

987,292

14,379,892
25,543,286

12,670,451
7,532,117
5,138,334

12,975,417

10,231,743
6,349,509
3,882,234

8,151,716
3,272,895
4,039,504

839,317
9,902,930
6,730,044
3,172,886

22,105,712

17,370,034

11,640,603
9,255,391
2,385,212

18,070,766

17,079,102

991,664

12,196,784

16,452,225
7,017,832

13,988,830
9,605,033

3,711,080
672,717

6,301,458
3,969,194
2,332,264

24,176,550

3,374,244
2,799,100

3,904,302
2,852,409
1,051,893

905,510

1,633,147
774,570
858,577

1,054,223
503,512
428,561

122,150
1,007,912

737,181
270,731

642,247
1,373,753
1,617,836
1,149,480
468,356
1,270,179
1,145,337
124,842
1,224,004
2,055,546
640,351
4,409,973
3,543,187
838,790
27,996
997,653
471,891
525,762

2,284,333

6,817,779
10,823,945

4,924,985
2,663,523
2,261,462

7,248,423
6,162,212

3,478,778
2,683,434

5,778,968
2,232,206
3,019,134

527,628

5,198,094
2,788,140
2,409,954

14,061,196
7,609,103
7,640,909
6,036,594
1,604,315
9,802,292
9,213,412

588,830
6,432,514
7,202,402
4,394,578
7,282,781
4,401,189
2,765,330

116,262
4,284,958
2,753,464
1,531,494

5,678,183

3,687,869
11,920,241

3,841,164
2,016,185
1,824,979

4,821,484

2,436,384
2,096,161
340,223

1,318,525
537,177
591,809

189,539
3,696,924

3,204,723
492,201

7,402,269
8,387,178
2,381,858
2,069,317
312,541
6,998,295
6,720,353
277,942
4,540,266
7,194,277
1,982,903
2,296,076
1,660,657
106,960
528,459
1,018,847
743,839
275,008

16,214,034

SIINVTIVE HSV) ‘SINBUAVA ‘SIII0Td



TABLE 2.-—SUMMARY OF RECEIPTS, PAYMENTS, AND CASH BALANCES, BY DIVISIONS OF MUNICIPAL GOVERNMENT: 1936—Continued

{For alphabeticel 1ist of cities, by States, showing renk, sse p..2.

For text discussion, see p. 4)

Percent RECEIPTS Aggregate of YMENTS
o1t CITY. AND DIVISIONS OF Date of of inde- Cash on hand receipts and Cash on hand B
& MUN'icIP GOVERNMENT close of pendent at beglmning cash on hand at close
Bo AL fiscal year || divisions R N of year at beginning of year Nong:
included evenue onrevexue of year 1/ tal-cost mental-cost
GROUP III,—CITIES HAVING A PCPULATION OF 100,000 TO 300,000—Continued
70 Erie, Pa. $5,236,145 $1,076,061 $1,673,409 $7,985,615 $1,772,010 $4,552,650 $1,660,955
City corporation- Jan. 4, 1937 [[ —~-o-can- 2,777,586 645,316 1,279,713 4,702,615 1,304,859 2,262,654 1,135,102
School district-- July 6, 1936 100.0 2,458,559 430,745 393,696 3,283,000 467,151 2.289,996 525,853
k23 Elizabeth, N, J -emcomomommemae e Dec. 31,1936 || -~==wem-m 6,930,975 4,239,627 2,326,097 13,498,699 2,362,874 5,680,518 5,453,307
72 Wichita, Kens, 4,302,495 1,114,019 1,302,744 6,719,258 1,325,535 3,784,093 1,609,630
City corporation-----—=-emmcae—nuoqg Dec. 31,1936 || -==-=-e-m 2,005,344 774,030 378,376 3,157,750 268,041 1,651,724 1,237,985
School district June 30,1936 97.2 1,847,687 117,297 789,638 2,754,622 843,372 1,654,358 256,892
University district- June 30,1936 100.0 449,464 222,692 134,730 806,886 214,122 478,011 114,753
73 | Spokane, Wash. 5,236,203 968,675 1,792,311 7,997,189 1,711,037 5,286,983 999,169
City corporation- Dec. 31,1936 || ~=--w=~em 3,282,771 811,928 1,379,273 5,475,972 1,081,883 3,604,894 787,195
School district-- 31,1936 97.0 1,953,432 156,747 413,038 2,523,217 629,154 1,682,089 211,974
74 Fall River, Magg.----mewommcmcnecaaa—d Dec, 31,1936 || w=-—-em-m 5,585,393 4,227,802 1,069,615 10,882,810 1,087,977 4,553,021 5,241,812
75 | Cambridge, Mass,--=s-mmecemmm—emaeuan 4 Dec. 31,1936 |[ =-a-—-m=n 8,628,804 9,620,872 1,587,715 19,837,471 1,180,778 7,776,462 10,880,231
76 New Bedford, Magg.-~-=~--~ecom—eeoaaad Dec. 31,1936 || —wa--~-—m 5,763,472 6,860,670 1,026,222 13,650,364 751,034 5,648,491 7,250,839
77 Reading, Pa, 5,473,679 2,543,278 2,290,139 10,307,096 1,470,232 6,054,865 2,781,999
City corporation- 4, 1937 || -====m==- 2,757,461 1,480,359 765,433 5,003,253 790,716 2,618,314 1,594,223
School district-- 6, 1936 100.0 2,716,218 1,062,919 1,524,706 5,303,843 679,516 3,436,551 1,187,776
78 Knoxville, Tenn,---~-=-cmemoeommeanan < Dec. 31,1936 {| =====m=~- 5,280,638 5,033,775 763,049 11,077,462 905,283 5,219,801 4,952,378
79 Peoria, I1l. 4,209,527 1,968,682 1,117,533 7,295,742 1,378,872 4,394,378 1,522,492
31,1936 || =-======= 2,128,953 795,551 352,429 3,276,933 538,608 1,701,967 1,036,358
30,1936 96.8 1,523,101 1,072,784 453,383 3,049,268 524,014 2,186,982 328,272
31,1936 92.8 173,228 74,068 59,829 307,125 82,738 188,144 36,243
Sanitary district- 2,1936 93.1 261,428 26,279 188,115 475,822 123,980 240,223 111,619
Tow Mar, 27,1936 100.0 122,817 .- 63,777 186,594 109,532 77,062 -—
80 South Bend, Ind. 3,399,932 1,148,370 1,633,413 6,181,715 1,639,027 3,114,830 1,427,858
City corporation- 31,1936 || —vwmmmm=- 1,619,260 683,054 781,113 3,083,427 929,027 1,450,880 703,520
School district-- 31,1936 100.0 1,780,672 465,316 852,300 3,098,288 710,000 1,663,950 724,338
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81

82

85

86

87

89

90

91

92

93

94

Miemi, Fla.

Tempa, Fla.

El Peso, Tex.

Evansville, Ind.

Lynn, Mass,
Utiea, N, Y.

Duluth, Minn.

Waterbury, Conn.

Lowell, Mass.

7,864,712 6,019,646 1,596,036 15,480,394 1,587,851 6,839,012 7,053,531

Dec, 31,1936 || -=vem~em- 5,817,781 3,801,083 1,205,313 10,824,177 1,490,253 5,091,645 4,242,279

June 30,1936 98.3 1,915,062 2,171,338 366,135 4,452,535 80,839 1,607,436 2,764,260

Park district---- Dec. 31,1936 99.4 131.869 47,225 24,588 203,682 16,759 139,931 46,992

7,296,020 4,833,581 1,206,403 13,336,004 2,408,346 7,299,824 3,627,834

City corporation- June 30,1936 || ~---mnmme 5,519,405 4,390,253 839,213 10,748,871 1,677,662 5,668,990 3,402,219

School district—- June 30,1936 54.2 1,776,615 443,328 367,190 2,587,133 730,684 1,630,834 225,615

3,496,248 1,602,720 545,660 5,644,628 654,203 3,055,381 1,935,044

Dec. 31,1936 || ~-ovoomev 1,753,751 978,377 360,620 3,092,748 448,906 1,389,967 1,253,875

July 31,1936 100.0 1.742,497 624,343 185,040 2,551,880 205,297 1,665,414 681,169

y 3,614,986 3,442,361 1,017,694 8,075,041 1,352,766 3,712,572 3,009,703

Dec. 31,1936 || --=e=--mn 2,580,340 1,876,024 601,649 5,058,013 1,023,930 1,873,953 2,160,130

School district-- Dec, 31,1936 98.1 1,034,646 1,566,337 416,045 3,017,028 328,836 1,838,619 849,573

Wilnington, Del.--=-meemeemecommosesad June 30,1936 || --------- 5,345,430 2,836,208 806, 647 8,988,285 580,560 5,099,890 3,307,835
p

- 4,471,140 2,211,875 610,261 7,293,276 633,329 4,280,894 2,379,053

City COTPOTRLION~~—mmmmmmmmsmmnnad May 31,1936 | —-meeum- 2,788,068 1,934,474 366,625 5,089,167 282,788 2,844,141 1,962,238

School A1trictemmmamaoacanannand June 30,1936 70.2 1,683,072 277,401 243,636 2,204,109 350,541 1,436,753 416,815

Somerville, Mass,«—=-=-=e-mmmm--am--nd Dec. 31,1936 || ~e-rmeaen 5,939,088 6,049,036 516,843 12,504,971 710,093 6,392,024 5,402,854

Fob. 29,1936 || ~wemmmmmma 3,461,668 3,972,405 598,058 8,032.131 905,212 3,148,254 3,978,665

3,660,870 1,733,883 2,119,545 7,513,698 2,401,158 4,507,206 605,334

C1ty COTPOTation---m--cmmmmmmaman Dec. 31,1936 || —-mmeemm- 2,327,716 1,393,273 1,505,928 5,226,917 1,691,917 34098, 676 436,324

8ch00l A18trdCtem—mmmmmmm e mmee July 31,1936 100.0 1,332,554 340,610 613,617 2,286,781 709,241 1,408,530 169,010

Dec. 31,1936 || --~-- “——- 6,078,839 6,811,047 985,995 13,875,881 1,522,136 5,682,095 6,671,650

Dec. 31,1936 6,630,656 8,258,435 912,225 15,801,316 966,272 6,113,765 8,721,279

6,063,633 4,473,523 1,614,736 12,151,892 1,808,929 5,102,152 5,240,811

City eorporation- 31,1936 || —--eeemee 3,643,566 2,083,819 866,978 6,594,363 1,142,255 3,100, 601 2,351,507

School district-- 31,1936 100.0 2,420,067 2,389,704 747,758 5,557,529 666,674 2,001,551 2,889,304

6,420,217 4,466,092 1,503,698 12,390,007 466,668 6,838,434 5,084,905

City corporation- 31,1936 || ==mwmea-n 6,419,560 4,466,092 1,499,599 12,385,251 466,668 6,834,201 5,084,382

School district 4 June 30,1936 100.0 657 - 4,099 4,756 4,233 523

Dec. 31,1936 || ~-=---vn- 5,290,956 6,097,499 587,806 11,976,190 335,329 5,301,716 6,339,145

Honolulu, Hawail 8/---eces-mece | Dec. 31,1936 || —ummwmema 7,074,982 1,967,829 2,726,980 11,769.791 2,126,233 7,134,719 2,508,839

l./ Also the aggregate of payments and cash on

2/ Not included in group or grand totals,
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58 FINANCTAL STATISTICS OF CITIES
TABLE 3.—SUMMARY OF REVENUE RECEIPTS,
{For alphabetical 1ist of cities, by States, showing
REVENUE RECEIPTS
" Taxes
2
5 CITY, AND DIVISIONS OF Business and nonbusi-
A MUNICIPAT GOVERNMENT General ness licenses
= Total proverty Special Poll
5 Liquor All other
(Table 7} (Teble 7) | (Table 7)| (Table 7) | (Table 7)
$2893,222,013 |[$1726,053,447 [$26324,766 $1560,180 B37441,459 $162077,119
1,970,988,289 111,160,138,873 17,401,090 | 260,087 p6,252,545 (135,528,258
347,459,237 212,162,143 | 1,135,232 74,074 | 3,840,473 | 11,357,726
574,774,487 || 353,752,431 { 7,788,444 [1,226,019 | 7,348,441 | 15,191,135
GROUP I.~-CITIES HAVING A
1 | New York, N, Y. $846,749,695 || $477,561,514 $8,512,231 | ~=--mmnm B1L0441,719 [90,736,965
City corporation~-- 838,181,609 477,561,514 | 8,512,231 | ~=~=-—-- 10,441,719 | 90,736,965
Bridge, parkway and
tunnel districts------- 8,568,088
2 | Chicago, I1l.--- 4 238,837,433 || 150,826,397 5,421,880 | 9,772,995
City corporation 4 109,859,606 52,838,109 5,367,000 | 8,005,403
County-—~----- { 27,255,770 18,505,355 54,880 | 1,767,592
School district- 4 56,569,744 45,848,188
Park district- 4 21,680,409 17,822,643
Banitary diatriet-- -~ 21,558,381 14,014,540
Forest preserve district 1,913,523 1,797,562
3 | Pniledelphia, Pa, 122,055,589 82,394,815 1,329,834 | 1,009,475
City corporation 86,475,193 54,160,969 1,329,834 | 1,009,475
School district- 35,202,684 27,866,662
Poor district--- 377,712 367,184
4 | Detroit, Mich. 128,609,593 73,329,280 | 135,253 810,354 | 7,246,644
City corporation- 109,070,355 61,671,791 12,299 810,354 | 1,552,331
County----------- 19,539,238 11,657,489 122,954 | ====mmme | mmemmamee 5,694,313
5 | Los Angeles, Calif,-=- 123,964,833 59,653,487 190,396 | 6,638,728
61,332,205 22,481,131 174,109 | 3,019,435
27,273,987 20,785,455 16,287 | 3,619,293
35,358,641 16,386,901
6 74,310,836 41,981,848 246,139 1,105,065 | 3,023,464
38,526,500 19,549,831 246,139 1,105,065 | 1,768,108
14,917,787 7,109,143 1,255,306
20,625,254 15,135,420
241,295 187,454 50
7 43,740,179 28,568,897 | ——cemmomc | oo 547,737 | 3,439,240
32,984,224 18,870,156 | ~—~emmmoe | ammcmmne 547,737 | 3,439,240
School district-- 10,755,955 9,698,741
8 | Baltimore, Md,-- 55,369,907 31,807,619 | 866,347 | ---cmonan 856,439 | 2,580,700
9 | Boston, Mass,-=---=m=mc-umd 81,271,760 57,876,092 | 4,932,890 | $244,997 | 1,464,462 347,943
10 | Pittsburgh, Pa.- 54,891,815 43,262,113 15,090 [ 807,870 413,336
23,807,118 17,784,684 | ==m=mmmem | coeeeen 807,870 397,250
15,212,607 11,754,370 15,090 | —~=mm=um 16,086
15,872,090 13,723,059
11 56,114,076 30,674,642 [ ~—ccmmmom | commmman 149,229 | 2,328,604
12 46,232,572 22,207,452 12,459 | —ommomanm 1,821,629 | 5,937,121
13 48,300,403 33,123,083 | 2,298,854 507,870 651,364
35,639,130 24,703,760 | 1,767,306 507,870 634,036
9,224,044 5,776,226 531,548 . - 17,328
3,437,229 2,643,097
14 50,539,598 26,871,634 | 396,917 798,061 | 1,401,679
41,931,265 21,063,886 | 396,917 798,061 672,553
1 8,097,797 5,807,748 - 729,126
Sewer district - 510,536
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SUMMARY OF REVENUE RECEIPTS

BY DIVISIONS OF MUNICIPAL GOVERNMENT: 1936

rank, see p, 2.

For text discussion, see p. 17)

REVENUE RECEIPTS—(Continued

Special Fines Earnings Earnings b4
assess- |, : Pension Highway Rents of of public-| <
orfeits, Grants- g
ments and and in-sid Donations 288688~ privi- and general gervice a
special ments leges interest depart- enter-
escheats >
charges ments prises et
o
(Table 7) | (Table 7) | (Table 8} | (Table 8} | (Table 8] | (Table 9) [ {Table 9) | (Table 10} | {Teble 11)
P45523,719 $11037,329 j372682,581 p2,979,074 B36391,172 B20094,122 §84246,478 B64,493,439 B302317,128
b4,277,597 | 6,427,936 R61,006,984 | 1,689,854 R9,008,212 114,090,597 B7,209,779 | 39,903,855 [L87,792,622
7,733,520 | 1,247,734 | 42,394,047 780,696 | 3,469,379 | 2,886,067 | 8,353,372 | 10,541,217 | 41,483,557
h3,512,602 | 3,361,659 | 69,281,550 | 508,524 | 3,913,581 | 3,117,458 | 8,683,327 | 14,048,367 | 73,040,949
POPULATION OF 500,000 AND OVER
$12850,058 B1,390,471 Bl24434,342 $4,565 [$15299,022 B4,389,582 [$29077,429 | 88,014,247 P64,037,550 | 1
12,850,058 | 1,390,471 {l17,114,965 4,565 [15,299,022 | 4,389,582 £9,077,429 | 8,014,247 | 62,788,841
.................. 7,319,377 1,248,709
3,851,916 | 875,442 | 29,001,219 31,288 | 5,068,632 | 5,660,902 | 5,895,111 | 6,760,801 | 15,670,850 | 2
3,595,813 | 751,366 | 11,287,684 66 { 2,362,294 | 5,487,771 | 3,545,213 | 1,776,929 | 14,841,958
--------- 32,765 [ 2,964,679 | --------- | 415,864 [ --- - 204,001 | 3,310,644 | -=-ooeemen
------------------ 6,952,738 31,222 | 1,663,380 | ---- 1,329,139 745,077 | —mmmmmmeem
256,103 91,321 | 1,289,421 - 503,972 | 173,131 679,025 811,185 53,608
------------------ 6,506,697 123,122 [ —=---———- | 127,927 10,811 775,284
9,806 106,155 | ~=wm ————
7,187 333,815 | 6,828,968 33,235 11,155,740 | 631,414 17,769,555 | 3,047,458 | 7,514,093 | 3
7,187 | 333,252 | 1,454,796 33,235 | 291,323} 631,414 16,768,619 | 2,940,996 | 7,514,093
--------- 563 | 5,374,172 | —=mmmmmm 864,417 | —~—m-=-—- | 1,000,476 96,394 | —mmmmmmmme
460 10,068 | —=mmmemmmm
1,493,173 678,643 | 12,798,856 7,123 | 701,405 25,149 { 946,902 | 6,474,313 (23,962,498 | 4
1,493,173 | 626,978 | 12,740,199 7,123 | 701,405 25,149 | 922,812 | 4,564,161 | 23,942,580
- - 51,665 58,657 24,090 | 1,910,152 19,918
1,745,467 | 1,099,016 | 18,965,186 | 729,430 617,584 | 694,998 | 1,986,398 | 2,785,624 | 28,858,519 | 5
1,745,467 887,380 99,428 | 728,467 385,193 | 603,237 | 1,304,890 | 1,068,672 | 28,834,796
- —- 211,636 58,510 963 | 232,391 91,761 672,481 | 1,561,487 23,723
18,807,248 9,027 155,465 | —==-mmmmmn
1,479,130 | 128,791 | 13,298,331 38,779 | 401,834 22,382 | 528,746 | 2,385,004 | 9,671,323 &
713,436 | 121,944 | 3,678,204 13,991 33,328 21,998 | 291,528 | 1,311,605 | 9,671,323
765,694 6,847 | 4,964,144 |-—ooocmme | e 384 | 168,085 648,184 | - —
- -- --~ | 4,634,837 24,788 | 368,506 | ~--w--m-- 68,198 393,505
- 21,146 935 31,710
563,442 | 146,020 | 1,801,181 79,881 { 193,522 1,318,704 | 462,574 | 1,725,230 | 4,893,751 | 7
563,442 | 143,622 { 1,055,644 79,881 | 193,522 | 1,318,704 | 251,135 1,627,390 | 4,893,751
--------- 2,398 745,537 211,439 97,840 | ~==mmmmem
352,102 30,987 | 9,328,413 237 | 742,782 638,947 | 1,801,872 745,176 | 5,618,286 | 8
349,779 | 467,040 | 1,678,769 | 126,723 | 1,137,590 61,266 | 5,585,952 | 1,458,147 | 5,540,110 | 9
82,162 | 292,238 | 3,187,682 | . 255,644 | 791,021 70,459 | 724,890 | 1,624,364 | 3,364,946 |10
82,162 | 228,671 244,262 | 255,643 | 266,459 55,389 | 184,923 174,604 | 3,325,201
63,567 | 1,505,574 1| 169,223 15,070 | 389,589 | 1,244,292 39,745
--------- 1,437,846 355,339 | ~-- - | 150,378 205,468 | - -~
22,561 | 153,058 | 6,885,654 | 320,907 | 805,714 | 406,198 1,120,952 | 1,283,695 |11,862,862 |11
645,666 | 486,556 |11,300,025 7,058 | 873,752 31,092 | 331,524 | 1,008,798 | 1,569,440 |12
577,764 | 267,508 | 5,439,828 17,219 { 322,306 6,682 | 713,952 | 1,746,749 | 2,627,204 |13
528,191 | 253,463 | 3,006,970 17,219 | 322,306 6,682 | 664,261 612,893 | 2,614,173
49,573 14,065 | 2,151,091 42,246 628,936 13,031
------------------ 281,767 7,445 504,920 [ —mmmmmmeee
257,190 78,331 | 16,058,530 37,765 | 897,308 | 132,822 | 263,922 744,249 | 2,601,190 | 14
257,190 75,283 | 14,350,399 37,765 | 943,447 | 132,822 | 247,737 454,015 | 2,601,190
—mm——— 3,048 | 1,197,595 | ~wmmmmmmm 53,861 | ~~mmmmmmm 16,185 290,234 | ~mm-mmmemm
--------- 510,536
62786 0—38—1
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60 FINANCIAL STATISTICS OF CITIES

TABLE 3.—SUMMARY OF REVENUE RECEIPTS, BY

(For alphabetical list of cities, by States, showing

REVENUE RECEIPTS

Taxes

CITY, AND DIVISIONS OF Business and nonbusi-

MUNICIPAL GOVERNMENT General ness licenses
Total property Special Poll

Liguor All other
{Table 7) {Table 7} | (Table?) | (Table 7) | (Table 7)

City number

GROUP II,—CITIES HAVING A

15| Minneapolis, Minn,--
City corporation
County==-----—---

$34,093,361 $23;924,871 | $114,493
30,758,968 20,229,469 41,296
3,334,393 2,695,402 73,197

$438,740 | $432,625
433,421 421,479
5,319 | 11,146

16 | New Orleans, lLa,----
City corporation:
School district-
Levee district--

27,835,514 16,422,185
20,688,335 10,742,993
4,033,671 2,629,863
3,113,508 3,049,329

526,841 | 1,716,452
526,841 | 1,716,452

17 | Cincinmati, Ohio-
City corporation——

$9,248,795 18,265,762 518,597
22,947,325 8,581,613 518,597

405,073 | 1,771,560
404,536 985,732

8,207,702 3,651,619 | -mmcmmeme 537 785,828
8,066,454 6,007,345
27,314 25,185
18 47,394,376 33,112,802 | 111,369 | $1,819| 612,323 946,098
41,185,721 28,523,891 30,469 1,819 | 612,323 946,098
6,208,655 4,588,911 80,900 | --=
19 23,856,382 16,190,298 237,734 | 1,724,678
13,085,535 6,794,865 191,240 | 1,702,620
3,968,788 3,415,797 46,494 22,058

School districts-- 6,802,059 5,979,636

20 | Seattle, Wash. 34,177,823 13,171,734 261,266 674,077
City corporation. 20,646,485 5,203,645 224,578 654,777
County--=--==~- 5,721,515 3,836,362 36,688 18,300
School distriet- 6,836,283 4,006,131
Port district——- 973,540 125,596 | m—w-mmmmm | momemmes | mmemccen b e

21 } Indianapolis, Ind.--

22,365,576 13,032,357
13,559,012 5,989,701

71,137 217,464 957,629
22,644 215,917 803,596

2,436,082 2,107,480 48,493 1,547 141,628
6,370,482 4,935,176 12,405
22 | Rochester, N, Y.-v-- 32,990,081 20,584,048 | 345,834 496,707 973,483

City corporation: 28,711,827 17,507,510 | 345,834 496,707 511,174
4,278,254 3,076,538 462,309
23| Jersey City, N. Jo--oemon 30,856,972 22,887,046 44,939 1,118 | 387,636 641,696
City corporation- 24,039,072 16,990,536 20,366 1,118 | 387,636 639,942
County: 6,817,900 5,896,510 24,573 | commmeoe | comceae 1,754
24 19,351,513 11,221,485 105,883 236,193
8,406,483 5,692,172 53,337 82,305
3,865,285 1,565,616 52,546 153,888

6,058,954 3,396,289

988,819 535,566

31,972 31,852

25 | Louisville, Ky.
City corporation
County--===m=mmu-

15,305,901 10,262,857 88,774 460,623
13,376,718 8,556,166 88,774 456,911
1,929,183 1,706,691 3,712

26 | Portland, Oreg. 19,982,943 14,086,698 62,032 822,612

City corporation- 10,332,128 5,978,654 56,790 270,643
County----~==-m 4,790,700 3,931,030 5,242 551,969
School district- 4,172,274 3,724,382
Port district---- 687,841 452,632

GROUP III.,—CTITIES HAVING A

¢218,850 | $719,052

27 | Columbus, Ohio: $12,887,737 $5,708,793 $90,856

City corporation- 9,074,080 3,435,344 90,856 218,850 719,052
School district------n-d 3,813,657 2,273,449

28 | Toledo, Ohio----- e 15,123,357 8,313,070 89,688 288,682 748,515
City corporation-------- 9,041,384 4,473,713 89,688 288,682 748,515
School district--------d 6,081,973 3,839,357
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REVENUE RECEIPTS—Continued

Special Fines Earnings Earnings 4
assess- forfeit; Grants- Pension Highway Rents of of public-| £
ments and and ! in-aid Donations assess-~ privi- and general service 2
special escheats ments leges interest depart- enter- Iy
charges ments prises e
o
(Table 7) | (Table 7) | (Table 8) | (Table 8) | (Table 8) | {Table 9) | (Tadble 9) | (Table 10) | (Table 11)
POPULATION OF 300,000 TO 500,000
$1,816,454 | $146,980 | $4,298,431 $19,614 | $624,450 $27,999 | $686,156 $925,190 | $1,637,358 | 15
1,800,536 | 133,768 | 4,008,885 19,614 | 624,450 27,999 | 661,321 719,372 | 1,637,358
15,918 13,212 289,546 24,835 205,818 | —-mmmmmmmm
1,232,168 | 119,090 | 2,729,994 40,755 177,153 | 804,220 | 360,984 569,603 | 3,136,069 16
1,232,168 119,090 | 1,492,329 40,755 | 104,678 | 804,220 | 264,487 540,169 | 3,104,153
m————— 1,227,665 [ ~mm=mmnem 72,475 | ~wemmmeee 96,278 7,390 | ~mmmmmmm e
10,000 219 22,044 31,916
1,282,919 7,246,472 | 527,292 | 348,089 67,697 | 3,875,492 | 1,964,770 2,782,643 17
912,431 2,776,905 | 527,292 | 193,129 67,697 | 3,549,672 | 1,463,437 2,782,643
370,488 2,836,884 166,898 386,670 | -- -
-— 1,631,810 | ——=---m-~ 154,960 | ~=-mmmmmm 158,932 113,407
873 1,256
144,328 | 119,386 | 5,905,485 445 617,897 692,485 924,378 | 1,249,172 | 2,956,389 | 18
144,328 65,004 | 5,533,676 445 573,512 691,486 | 733,283 372,998 | 2,956,389
--------- 54,382 371,809 | ---——--—- 44,385 999 | 191,095 876,174 | ——-mmmmmmm
369,279 96,876 | 1,824,909 12,728 12,469 | 235,738 | 262,464 609,963 | 2,279,246 | 19
369,279 94,256 | 1,247,530 12,328 12,469 | 235,738 24,639 121,325 2,279,246
——— 2,541 182,357 20,817 278,724 | -~- --
79 395,022 L el 217,008 209,914
124,431 | 229,199 | 4,814,935 382,643 | 160,260 [ 332,103 [ 1,113,738 | 12,913,428 | 20
124,431 | 197,672 | 1,008,301 336,171 | 160,236 | 285,311 368,596 | 12,082,767
31,314 | 1,087,815 [ ~emmmmmmm | mmmmmmeee 33 30,945 663,510 15,548
213 | 2,686,488 46,472 | —ommmmemem 15,404 81,575 | —mmmmmmmmm
mm————t 32,331 443 57 815,113
29,817 | 1,149,794 | 104,271 83,651 6,000 [ 159,600 542,027 | 5,980,892 | 21
29,817 153,193 2,183 23,908 6,000 | 100,537 201,079 | 5,980,892
20,819 114,723 | -~ --
--------- 996,601 | 102,088 59,743 | —mcmmmmem 38,244 226,225 | -- -
1,436,879 39,546 | 6,053,484 10| 467,429 53,052 189,723 731,900 [ 1,617,986 | 22
1,436,879 38,703 | 5,712,503 10| 397,240 53,052 | 177,068 417,161 | 1,617,986
--------- 843 340,981 | ~mmmmmmm 70,189 | ===m=mm-m 12,655 314,739 | —mmmmmmmmm
89,475 18,267 | 2,432,020 15| 501,740 { 355,882 | 382,465 951,360 | 2,163,313 | 23
89,475 3,753 | 2,066,989 15 449,989 | 354,968 | 330,208 540,764 | 2,163,313
--------- 14,514 365,031 | —=-r-mmmm 51,751 914 52,257 410,596 | =—mmmmemnm
81,641 | 4,480,036 203,234 | 271,422 799,123 | 1,952,496 |24
59,718 401,852 203,234 | 167,201 229,200 | 1,507,464
11,739 | 1,587,228 46,464 447,804 | ~—- -
184 | 2,490,956 49,406 122,119
8,231
120
47,701 51,338 | 1,277,157 73,756 23,332 48,089 | 343,872 759,764 | 1,868,638 |25
47,701 51,338 | 1,154,781 73,756 23,332 48,089 | 343,757 663,475 | 1,868,638
------------------ 122,376 115 96,289 | ~m=-mmmemm
1,158,949 | 123,165 181,330 1,810 | 230,526 | 231,402 | 564,713 324,607 | 2,195,099 |26
1,158,949 | 107,190 40,182 842 32,536 | 217,056 | 407,574 63,877 | 1,997,835
-- — 15,975 36,506 | —-wm=meon [ onmomeen 14,346 19,195 216,437 | -- --
104,642 968 | 197,990 | ~~=eeneum 100,115 44,177 | -- -
37,829 116 197,264
POPULATION OF 100,000 TO 300,000
$469,033 $77,695 | $3,010,377 $23,138 | $114,507 $3,491 | $173,710 $247,013 | $2,031,222 |27
469,033 77,695 | 1,759,674 23,138 6,471 3,491 80,263 158,991 | 2,031,222
------------------ 1,250,708 | —-m-==mnn 108,086 | =~memmoam 93,447 88,022 | —~mmmcmmem
758,470 59,122 | 2,574,589 12,710 | 104,670 209 | 120,452 487,164 | 1,566,016 |28
758,470 59,122 652,631 9,486 10,041 209 56,613 328,198 | 1,566,016
BT R ~=--1 1,921,958 3,224 94,629 | ~wmmmmman 63,839 158,966 | ~==-==-mmm
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62 FINANCIAL STATISTICS OF CITIES
TABIE 3.—SUMMARY OF REVENUE RECEIPTS, BY
{For alphabetical 1list of cities, by States, showing
REVENUE RECETPTS
3 Taxes
E=
E CITY, AND DIVISIONS OF Business and nonbusi-
MUNICIPAL GOVERNMENT General ness licenses
E Total property Special Poll
o Liguor All other
(Table 7) (Teble ?) | (Table?) | (Table 7) | (Tabie 7)
GROUP III.~—CITIES HAVING A POPULATION
29 [ Oekland, Calif, $18,290,922 $10,051,037 $37,265 $438,047
City corporation- 7,231,104 5,308,732 37,255 438,047
School districts 7,236,654 4,009,535
Utility district-- 3,823,164 732,770
30 | Denver, Colo. 22,119,759 11,480,958 183,850 492,965
City corporation- 16,617,924 6,100,334 183,850 492,965
School district-- 5,501,835 5,380,624
31 | Atlanta, G8.--~-c-commeemand 10,342,533 5,523,530 | == $122,884 74,747 745,707
32 [Delles, Tex,--~--ceeeemcamad] 11,136,137 6,632,907 | wmwemmmoe [ cmmmeen 56,014 82,308
33 | 8t. Paul, Minn,ee--cocememuq 14,461,403 8,213,227 $20,454 | -—~--~-- 280,366 600,556
34 | Birmingham, Ala,--rc--c--uuq 6,560,362 3,045,270 | —====ce== | 19,705 | —-~eunene 1,138,962
35 14,083,881 7,820,998 234,196 599,402
9,077,283 4,211,637 234,196 599,402
School district-- 5,008,598 3,609,361
36 | Mamphis, Tenn,~----- R 10,491,112 6,244,192 48,062 | ---ameam 46,869 458,272
37 |Providence, R. I,---—------- 17,450,234 12,186,195 | ~=======- 49,152 404,391 364,392
38 |Sen Antonio, Tex,--- 7,166,908 4,779,108 33,765 73,449
City corporation- 4,093,643 2,853,388 33,765 73,449
School district-- 3,073,265 1,925,720
39 12,207,135 6,798,888 230,758 274,983
5,004,068 3,804,267 117,598 241,448
School district-- -~ 3,482,417 2,994,621 113,150 33,535
Public utilities distric 3,720,850
40 |Syracuse, N. Y. 14,993,729 9,062,587 179,179 316,866 202,936
City corporation- 14,726,291 8,795,149 179,179 316,866 202,938
County supervisors' fund- 267,438 267,438
41 |Dayton, Ohio: 10,002,607 5,788,463 46,084 151,029 516,372
City corporation- 6,112,834 3,187,921 46,084 151,029 516,372
School district-- 3,889,773 2,600,542
42 |Oklahoma City, Okla,- 9,410,054 4,986,567 350,626
City corporation- 5,476,354 2,089,949 350,626
School districts--— 3,933,700 2,896,618
43 |Worcester, Mags,—---~--=--- 13,657,126 9,843,703 943,426 | 109,738 | 280,695 23,601
44 [Richmond, Va.-~ 10,744,801 5,991,128 -— 63,939 121,575 741,697
45 | Youngstown, Ohio----: 7,623,028 4,470,369 149,456 313,609
City corporation- 4,230,201 2,141,873 149,456 313,609
School district 3,233,048 2,252,117
Park district-- 159,779 76,379
46 |Grand Rapids, Mich,-----=-~- 7,035,215 3,949,815 | -mmmmmaen | mmmmeeee 36,122 318,513
City corporation- 4,078,018 2,195,191 | ~==meomes | mommeman 36,122 318,513
School district-- 2,957,197 1,754,624
47 | Fort Worth, Tex.- 7,651,516 4,294,714 | —wmmmmonn | mommaees 25,041 13,509
City corporation- 4,809,029 2,631,918 | ~=mmceann | mmemeeae 25,041 13,509
School district-- 2,842,487 1,662,796 —-—
48 {Hartford, Comn,-- 12,931,971 9,779,576 456,316 15,464 171,520 76,408
City corporation- 11,140,278 9,643,820 456,316 15,464 171,520 76,408
Metropoliten districta~-H 1,791,693 135,756
49 |Flint, Mich. 8,411,875 5,054,911 30,927 49,137
City corporation- 4,678,642 2,700,408 30,927 49,137
School district--- 3,733,233 2,354,503
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REVENUE RECEIPTS—Continued
Special Fines . Earnings Earnings &
assess- .. ; Pension Highway Rents of of publie-| 2
forfeits, Grants- E]
mente and and in-aid Donetions | assess- privi- and general service a
special escheats ments leges interest depart- enter- .
charges ments prises X
©
(Teble 7) | (Table 7) | (Table 8) | (Table 8) | (Table 8) [ (Table 9) | (Table 9) | {Table 10) | {Table 11)
OF 100,000 TO 300,000—Continued
$38,632 | $l68,641 | $3,209,375 $136 $a3,345 | $124,220 | $127,020 $333,531 | §3,674,673 | 29
38,632 124,128 118,700 101 88,345 | 124,220 30,102 197,087 725,745
--------- 3,090,675 136,444 | ~—meemmeem
44,513 | ccommmmem 35 | cmmmmmm e | e 96,918 | ~——mcemmmn 2,948,928
1,066,558 | 166,487 | 4,945,771 57,574 24,508 ] 162,381 | 126,960 633,850 | 2,777,897 | 30
1,066,558 140,426 | 4,916,553 41,405 24,508 162,381 | 121,268 589,779 | 2,777,897
--------- 26,061 29,218 16,169 | ~m=mmemom | mmmomm o 5,692 44,071 [ ~-=mvmmemm
346,901 | 236,068 608,059 | —=m=smmem 32,932 257,226 50,343 316,090 | 2,028,046 | 31
222,064 [ 106,873 | 1,380,065 61,774 15,502 174,371 | 107,868 448,794 | 1,847,597 | 32
808, 947 54,345 | 2,263,249 100 51,633 83,980 698,812 276,770 | 1,108,964 | 33
849,165 179,693 981,754 59 12,091 275 134,433 169,783 29,172 | 34
1,218,169 47,450 | 2,151,044 50,432 96,923 391,042 | 1,345,747 | 35
1,218,169 47,450 950,590 50,432 77,259 309,781 | 1,345,747
------------------ 1,200,454 | ~~~-momem 95,858 19,664 81,261 | wm-—=—-m-m
107,058 143,637 1,692,842 13,283 4,442 47,762 86,572 187,723 | 1,410,398 | 36
31,199 26,778 | 1,070,242 |=~-o-~o-v 280,273 2,467 822,871 423,480 [ 1,788,794 | 37
12;736 | 1,061,674 8,137 11,739 118,429 137,687 930,184 | 38
12,504 | —-ommommee 8,137 11,739 85,473 85,004 930,184
232 1,061,674 32,956 52,683 | wmwmwmeeem
349,831 34,616 197,730 35 30,348 288,507 255,303 228,793 | 3,517,343 | 39
291,967 28,049 | svmeecenae 35 3,334 288,507 69,675 137,426 21,762
--------- 6,567 194,360 | ~eemmmmnm 27,014 | —mcmmmman 21,793 91,367 | ——-——mmc—-

57,864 | ~-ecmcmmw 3,370 163,835 | —cmmmmmeee 3,495,581
636,010 69,411 3,089,873 1,432 232,905 21,673 204,121 976,736 | 40
636,010 69,411 3,089,873 1,432 232,908 21,673 204,121 976,736
237,386 31,117 1,372,695 70,235 65,468 118,908 724,242 872,167 |41
237,386 31,117 472,769 70,235 | ——memmmee 117,827 401,486 872,167

- - 899,926 65,468 1,081 322,756
46,753 133,084 | 1,500,396 18,697 7,022 133,527 861,865 287,160 | 1,084,357 {42
132,610 546,867 18,697 7,022 133,527 800,937 265,009 | 1,084,357
474 953,529 60,928 22,151 | --

97,387 54,875 549,252 7,676 187,929 | =e-mvemmn 109,808 438,407 { 1,011,229 |43
198,909 72,142 585,910 14,823 22,976 254,184 486,728 140,823 | 2,079,967 |44
215,193 35,872 | 1,390,635 [<----emon 75,164 [ ~--mmeeem 14,031 115,191 807,958 | 45
215,193 35,872 465,719 5,165 59,806 807,958

- - .- 866,063 75,164 | ~=-mmmmme 8,785 30,919 | —~-mmemmme
- 58,853 81 24,466 | cmmmemeanm

240,218 32,367 | 1,056,925 85 12,916 1,647 110,792 381,326 894,489 |46
240,218 32,367 7,372 - 1,647 110,762 241,337 894,489
------------------ 1,049,553 85 12,916 | ~==mmmemm 30 139,989 | ~====remem

93,933 46,976 | 1,869,788 6,938 271 75,117 217,187 | 1,008,042 {47
93,933 46,976 808,057 6,938 271 37,882 136,462 | 1,008,042
------------------ 1,061,731 37,235 80,725 | ~==m=m=mmm

139,166 34,409 639,910 5,057 13,113 20,153 | 176,505 386,710 | 1,017,664 {48

38,801 34,409 93,497 5,057 13,113 20,153 158,546 386,686 26,488
100,365 | ==m=cmemm 546,413 17,959 24 991,176
336,189 74,719 | 1,260,902 6,150 26,823 3,362 | 120,582 615,738 832,435 | 49
336,189 74,719 45,733 | =wemmmnm - 4,950 3,362 77,055 523,727 832,435

-------- -l =mmmee—- 1 1,215,169 6,150 21,873 | —-mmemenn 43,527 92,011 | ~=—=mmmamn
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TABLE 3.—SUMMARY OF REVENUE RECEIPTS, BY

(For alphabetical list of cities, by States, showing

REVENUE RECEIPTS

o Taxes

a

g CITY, AND DIVISIONS OF Business and nonbusi-

MUNICIPAL GOVERNMENT General ness licenses

>

3 Total property Special Poll

(£} Liquoxr All other

(Table 7) (Table 7) | (Table?) | (Table 7) | (Table 7)
GROUP III,—CITIES HAVING A POPULATION

50 | New Haven, Conn.—-—~--—m~o——- $9,882,575 $8,409,595 $508 | -=momem $189,107 $54,553
Clty corporation--------- 9,841,628 8,368,748 107 )] [— 189,107 54,553
Improvement association-- 40,947 40,947 -—

51| Sen Diego, Calif, 9,663,370 5,297,248 27,433 184,330
City corporation- 6,131,789 3,427,613 27,438 184,330
School district---- 3,531,581 1,869,635 -

52 | Long Beach, Celif,---- 11,473,521 5,309,200 19,030 351,668
City corporation--- 6,897,119 2,941,261 19,030 351,668
School districts—------- 4,576,402 2,367,939

53 | Neshville, Tenn,-~=-=-=-a--- 6,081,751 3,535,509 39,580 | —=mm-mmm 29,141 206,738

54 | Springfield, Mass.------—-- 12,195,555 9,066,540 987,170 | $98,130 | 158,146 33,853

55 7,860,485 6,065,788 107,561

4,340,761 3,083,945 107,561
School district-- 3,519,724 2,981,843 | ——~=mmmmem | mommmmee | oo el

56.| Bridgeport, Conn.--==~ev--ud 8,270,275 7,335,702 | ~—~ermmma 31,520 165,943 53,254

57 | Des Moines, Iowa--- 7,131,250 5,597,425 | mm—mmwmem | mmmmmeee 69,016 94,876
City- corporation- 3,937,375 2,522,697 | ~—~=mmmmm | mmemeeas 83,016 94,878
School district-- 3,193,875 3,074,728 -

58 | Scranton, Pa. 5,951,793 4,683,094 86,648 183,305
City corporation- 2,375,639 1,781,499 18,890 183,305
School district- 2,940,462 2,396,712 -

Poor districts-- 635,692 504,883

59 | Salt Lake City, Utah. 6,111,858 3,859,627 60,775 131,817
City corporation- 3,458,773 2,148,876 60,775 131,817
School district-- 2,653,085 1,710,751 [ ~~emmmeme | mmmmmmee | e | e

60 | Yonkers, N, Y.--ecc-mecoeoq 14,678,388 10,491,974 164,661 | ~=~cmmmm 203,819 124,415

6L | Paterson, N, J.-=coemceaeecd 8,992,078 6,030,783 9,164 11,000 183,607 156,696

62 | Jacksonville, Fla.- 8,322,908 2,451,599 38,804 32,925 216,203
City corporation- 6,332,706 1,425,685 | —==mwwman [ =mmcmaea 32,925 214,858
School district-- 1,990,202 1,025,914 38,804 | —=mwnenae 1,345

63 [ Albany, N, Y, 9,753,292 6,315,508 113,526 192,869 122,756
City corporation: 9,379,892 6,315,508 113,526 192,869 122,756
Port district- 373,400 - - -—-

64 { Norfolk, Va.--=-=sucocmeanod 7,927,429 4,553,612 | ~~-=ameem 7,978 65,849 618,560

65 | Trenton, N, J,c--cceccaeaa— 8,083,125 5,227,703 5,220 |~=~==m-m 137,063 108,427

66 | Chattenooga, Tenn.- 4,174,067 2,219,522 16,485 126,410

67 | Kansas City, Kans,- 7,038,689 2,974,108 20,198 86,370
City corporation 5,106,566 1,493,151 20,198 85,601
School district-- 1,718,215 1,297,684 | =mmememme | e | e e 769
Drainage districts- 213,908 183,273 - -

68 | Fort Wayne, Ind,--~-- 4,674,454 2,507,585 55,359 65,486 161,257
City corporation 2,806,418 960, 628 37,359 85,486 161,257
School district- 1,868,036 1,546,957 18,000 | ~=~=cmmee | mmcmamaaan

69 6,043,012 4,333,349 | ~wmmmmmen 3,833 125,721 194,364

70 5,236,145 3,887,393 126,357 32,525
City corporation 2,777,586 1,859,389 126,357 32,525
School district- 2,458,559 2,028,004

71 { Elizabeth, N. J. --cocumacand 6,930,975 4,813,399 1,003 {===m=mum 142,370 147,483
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DIVISIONS OF MUNICIPAL GOVERNMENT: 1936—Continued
renk, see p. 2. For text discussion, see p. 17)
REVENUE RECEIPTS—Continued
Special Fines Earnings Earnings E
assess- fori‘eit; Grants- Pension Highway Rents of of public- 8
ments end and ’ in-aid Donations assess- privi- and general service a
special escheats ments leges interest depart- enter- ;':'
charges ments prises 6‘
(Table 7) | (Table 7) | (Table 8) | (Table 8) | (Table 8} | (Table 9} | (Table 9) | (Table 10) | (Table 11)
CF 100,C00 TO 300,000—Continued
$7,988 $6,598 | $699,470 | 11,234 | $111,162 $82,303 | $305,70% 84,248 | 50
7,983 6,598 699,470 11,234 | 111,162 82,303 305,709 4,248
90,596 95,993 | 1,683,520 1,499 77,638 | $117,783 67,794 134,309 | 1,885,162 | 51
90,596 95,993 45,506 1,499 77,638 117,783 67,794 110,377 1,885,162
------------------ 1,638,014 23,932 | <mmmmmcemm
27,524 | 100,324 | 2,538,338 472 16,187 61,865 | 351,103 169,584 | 2,528,206 | 52
27,584 100,324 385,002 472 16,187 61,865 330,292 135,268 | 2,528,206
------------------ 2,153,336 20,811 34,316 | ~mmcommmem
33,262 41,526 | 1,187,721 91 11,505 123,678 22,774 104,286 745,930 | 53
50,630 12,543 331,110 25,477 84,056 10,637 2,795 328,998 | 1,015,470 | 54
45,406 498,057 117,481 - 84,121 45,651 896,420 | 55
43,999 29,480 117,481 32,927 28,948 896,420
1,407 468,577 51,194 16,703 | =-=-—mmvmm
42,417 22,846 123,130 | -m~mmmmmm 82,791 585 17,180 365,473 28,434 | 56
108,761 32,163 42,067 309 52,003 53,310 126,140 901,559 | 57
108,751 25,643 309 8,108 39,870 80,747 901,559
————————— 15,419 43,895 13,440 45,393
69,583 14,663 531,731 8,289 88,990 37,185 162,846 58
69,583 14,663 151,544 8,289 14,444 19,250 28,713
------------------ 380,187 | <mvmmmem 74,546 17,764 23,386
171 110,747
251,725 35,201 903,829 | ~-=rmeam 14,732 29,995 25,044 120,200 678,913 | 59
251,725 35,200 29,995 6,227 115,244 678,913
------------------ 903,829 | =mammmemm 14,732 | ~mmmmeaee 18,817 4,956 | <=-mmmmmam
292,196 8,889 2,142,329 1,795 254,114 24,859 96,284 76,836 796,217 | 60
4,881 16,819 534,102 148,060 190,673 99,547 343,728 | 1,263,018 | 61
184,583 31,661 979,147 28,937 10,232 12,137 71,355 { 4,265,325 ] 62
184,583 31,652 74,543 28,937 10,232 342 63,624 | 4,265,325
--------- 9 904,604 11,795 7,731 | mmmmmmmmem
458,639 26,180 [ 1,025,700 1,198 115,794 4,520 90,743 82,781 1,203,078 | 63
458,639 26,180 | 1,025,700 1,198 107,603 4,520 90,651 82,781 837,961
- 8,190 | ccmmemen 92 | mmmmmemeae 365,117
23,477 90,015 502,038 | —~—--m-emm 31,712 70,258 876,879 110,823 976,528 | 64
82,318 25,173 [ 1,167,680 620 116,777 176,456 67,136 269,927 698,625 | 65
129,542 45,759 | 1,289,669 7,981 10,851 3,596 10,294 227,235 26,769 [ 66
289,538 12,913 456,980 220 47,789 146,691 48,001 2,955,831 | 67
261,865 12,913 78,382 220 47,789 139,493 11,123 | 2,955,831
————————— 377,440 6,756 35,566 -
27,723 1,158 442 1,312 -
21,460 7,308 324,338 1,465 28,399 17,011 28,023 [ 1,456,763 | 68
21,460 7,308 53,690 315 12,409 15,610 14,133 | 1,456,763
------------------ 270,648 1,150 15,990 1,401 13,890 | =m=memmanm
56,881 17,074 192,871 89,995 185,084 102,697 51,087 690,056 | 69
49,606 6,883 323,991 63,552 5,955 11,307 59,039 669,537 |70
49,606 6,883 | cmmmmmmme 3,690 5,955 7,853 18,844 | 666,484
------------------ 323,991 59,862 | —-mm=mmmm 3,454 40,195 3,053
45,013 4,846 668,052 285 88,176 142,528 77,125 39,129 761,586 {71
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66 FINANCIAL STATISTICS OF CITIES
TABLE 3.-—SUMVARY CF REVENUE RECEIPTS, BY
{For elphabetical list of cities, by States, showing
REVENUE RECEIPTS
% Taxes
|
g CITY, AND DIVISIONS OF Business and nonbusi-
MUNICIPAL GOVERNMENT General ness licenses
:? Total property Special Poll
o Liquor A1l other
(Table 7) (Table 7) | {Table?) | {Table 7} | (Table 7}
GROUP III.—CITIES HAVING A POPULATION
72| Wichita, Xans, $4,302,495 $3,230,721 $98,970
City corporation 2,005,344 1,256,330 94,506
School district-- 1,847,687 1,758,605 4,434
University district- 449,464 215,788 - -

73 | Spokens, Wash, 5,236,203 2,151,066 $84,267 184,611
City corporation 3,282,771 1,285,690 84,267 184,611
School district-- 1,953,432 865,376 -

74| Fall River, Mass. 5,585,393 3,812,519 | $911,550 | $60,468 122,345 18,757

75 | Cambridge, Mass.------w-n-- 8,628,884 6,706,330 806,706 43,631 141,625 26,959

76 | New Bedford, Mass,---~------ 5,763,472 3,610,082 976,860 56,934 108,603 16,769

77 | Reading, Pa. 5,473,579 3,831,906 93,000 76,148
City corporation: 2,757,461 1,702,089 93,000 76,148
School district- 2,716,218 2,129,817 -

78 | Knoxville, Tenn.-------~---| 5,280,638 3,271,341 16,167 99,075

79 | Peoria, 4,209,527 3,079,737 143,772 234,066
City corporestion 2,128,953 1,312,194 143,772 234,066
Schoeol district-- 1,523,101 1,266,787
Park district 173,228 EPSINE)Y: 20 [PUUOUSRII | [P0 [ —
Sanitary district 261,428 255,448

122,817 103,789

80 | South Bend, Ind.----=--=-=m= 3,399,932 2,274,346 24,217 61,333 139,076
City corporation-- 1,619,260 905,253 8,645 61,333 139,076
Schcol district-- 1,780,672 1,369,093 15,572 | memmmmwmn | mmmmmmmmmm

81 | Tacoma, Wash. 7,864,712 2,080,744 65,624 40,779
City corporation~- 5,817,781 1,192,213 85,624 39,225
School district--- 1,915,062 792,259
Park district 131,869 96,872 | mmmmmmmmm | mmmmemee | 1,554

82 | Miami, Fla. 7,296,020 3,923,293 24,797 51,316 459,378
City corporation-- 5,519,405 2,864,127 | ~~-—memmm | ememenan 51,31€ 448,005
School district---------+ 1,776,615 1,059,166 | w=~w=m—mm 24,797 | ~~eemmme— 11,373

83 3,496,248 2,871,737 14,584 81,122 129,491

1,753,751 1,498,705 | wmmmmmman [ aceceas 81,122 129,491
School district--- 1,742,497 1,373,032 14,584 | ~eccmmene | amommeees

84 | Canton, Ohig-==-c-m==cmmc-- 3,614,986 1,828,973 38,053 | ~===mmnm 109,210 245,674
City corporation-- 2,380,340 975,866 38,053 | ~——mmam 109,210 245,674
School district--- 1,034,646 853,107

85 5,345,430 2,618,987 94,897

86 4,471,140 2,520,694 34,544 23,828 198,813

2,788,068 1,626,982 | m=mcmmamm | mccmmman 23,828 197,934
1,683,072 893,712 34,544 | =<mcemnem 979

a7 5,939,092 4,561,564 55,213 70,840 20,474

88 3,461,668 2,215,036 | —mmmmmmmm | mmommmee 5,501 23,066

89 3,660,270 2,017,854 18,687 41,562 162,430

2,327,716 1,127,635 9,397 41,562 162,430
1,332,554 890,219 9,290 | =mmm=mmmm .

90 6,078,839 4,358,898 | 727,119 | 57,790 | 106,916 23,436

91 6,630,656 4,611,325 63,903 | ==mmmmm 154,008 85,491

92 { Duluth, Minn. 6,063,633 3,858,756 5,556 75,235 47,848
City corporation 3,643,565 1,957,749 2,778 75,235 47 ,64%
School district--- 2,420,067 1,901,007 2,778 | mmcmman | e eeem

93 | Waterbury, Conn, 6,420,217 5,315,499 452 109,063 38,075
City corporation. 6,419,560 5,314,842 452 109,063 38,075
School district-------— g 657 657 -

94 | Lowell, Mags,~~-=--cemmonn- 5,290,956 4,014,654 542,371 49,625 94,679 15,690

Honolulu, Hawaii 1/-==-----o 7,074,982 3,365,457 | —~~-eemmm 15,589 | ~==ememun 1,181,009

;/ Not inmcluded in group or grand totals.
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SUMMARY OF REVENUE RECEIPTS

DIVISIONS OF MUNICIPAL GOVERNMENT: 1936—Continued

rank, see p. 2.

For text discussion, see p.

17)

67

REVENUE RECEIPTS—Continued

Speeial Fines Earnings Earnings 8
assess~ f‘orfeit; Grants- Pension Highway Rents of of public- 'g
ments and and > in-aid Donstions assess~ privi- and general service a
speecial escheats ments leges interest -depart- enter— 5
charges ments prises 5
(Tzble ?7) | {Table 7) | (Table 8) | (Table 8) | (Table 8) | (Table 9) { {Table 9) | (Table 10) | (Table 11)
OF 100,000 TO 300,000—Continued
405,991 $41,987 £108,035 $10,707 31,811 $46,862 $7,250 $286,806 $65,555 | 72
405,991 41,987 24,730 | -~--—omm- 1,811 46,862 4,203 63,569 85,555
35,305 | -- 189 49,124
46,000 10,707 | =owmcmmas [ ccmmemae 2,858 174,113 -
478,932 71,466 | 1,355,948 25 30,197 41,500 17,486 166,088 654,717 | 73
478,932 71,466 326,753 25 14,533 41,500 13,639 126,638 654,717
------------------ 1,029,095 | —mmmmmmam 15,664 | ~~mm=eoam 3,847 39,450 | ——mmmmmmmm
————————— 37,891 67,040 2,086 38,283 | —----—--- 50,579 60,631 403,244 | 74
5,520 4,248 32,012 987 82,863 178 111,319 134,119 532,386 | 75
53,485 11,180 332,881 43,412 481 45,201 99,323 408,261 | 76
66,123 11,826 582,818 2,841 58,111 544 9,763 58,597 601,281 (77
66,123 11,826 150,536 2,84L | memmmeem 544 4,549 38,524 601,281
—————————————————— 422,080 | =-=--=-m- 58,111 { -~-==m-mm 5,214 20,073 | ~=—=m~=uem
101,025 33,371 686,875 8l 28,286 107,732 128,814 790,319 | 78
294,026 [ 103,327 132,628 270 13,727 22,986 161,459 16,279 | 79
291,655 103,327 | =-=ammmmmm 270 10,414 1,250 808 14,918 15,279
—————————————————— 127,164 | ——====mnm 9,313 | —mmmmemm 21,662 98,175 ————
2,371 29,338
------------------ 5,464 516 | ——mmmmmmmm
--------------------------- 19,028
2,000 4,134 358,817 2,114 18,670 2,371 19,725 43,018 450,111 | 80
2,000 4,134 | ~ommcnmeen 2,114 3,885 2,371 15,943 24,395 450,111
------------------ 358,817 | ~—-mmauen 14,785 | ~mmommeme 3,782 18,623 | ~mmmmaemee
52,877 1,838,155 2,669 42,366 40,447 41,778 253,145 | 3,403,742 |8l
52,845 781,529 2,396 26,190 40,447 24,550 186,634 | 3,403,742
--------- 1,056,626 | =~===mumm 16,176 | —=m=mmmmm 17,228 32,773 -
32 | —mmmmeme e 273 33,738
323,731 191,577 873,941 7,251 11,964 9,778 286,209 482,942 649,843 | 82
323,731 191,577 226,842 7,251 11,964 9,778 285,592 449,379 649,843
------------------ 647,099 617 33,563 | —mmmmmmmmm
525 5,275 303,688 18,372 6,196 60,332 4,926 | 83
525 5,275 |=emmcamaun 2,757 5,555 30,321 | -—-—mmmm——
—————————————————— 303,683 15,615 641 30,011 | 4,926
416,741 28,497 269,920 995 62,674 138,914 435,388 | 84
416,741 28,497 178,557 995 43,096 108,263 435,388
————————————————— 91,363 | ~w=e—mmwm 39,947 19,578 30,651 | —m-——mm—mm
96,540 41,020 { 1,701,669 7,720 15,962 11,736 84,358 42,033 630,508 |85
95,834 46,731 750,952 31,031 6,876 3,500 83,752 170,937 503,648 [ 86
95,834 46,731 774 31,031 6,876 3,500 82,159 168,871 503,648
—————————————————— 750,178 1,593 2,066 |===mmcuncun
4,035 5,958 228,727 1,000 73,898 [—e-eeeeu- 8,720 83,558 469,340 (87
2,638 11,535 523,697 533 3,285 2,825 63,742 60,714 549,096 | 88
8,608 1,694 657,975 2,885 18,078 739 31,764 91,500 506,494 | 89
8,608 1,694 310,520 2,885 5,109 739 23,674 26,969 606,494
------------------ 347,455 | ~cmmmmaae 12,969 | ~cmmmmmme 3,090 64,531 | =—-mmmmamm
24,534 7,644 50,975 10,000 46,029 {=m=-—mmem 41,453 122,142 501,903 | 90
136,378 9,541 1,375,798 17 120,668 [ --ceaeaum 18,722 60,034 14,971 |91
101,795 24,63) 346,059 6,175 60,506 878 168,678 117,825 1,249,893 | 92
101,795 24,631 52,673 5,485 6,529 878 70,361 47,913 | 1,249,893
———————————— ————— 293,386 690 2 e 98,317 69,912 | ~=-=mmmama
54,463 12,068 54,768 6,669 57,147 300 " 20,455 99,008 652,250 | 93
54,463 12,068 54,768 6,669 57,147 300 20,455 99,008 652,250
9,451 4,075 71,546 [ ~~<emmeem 43,790 { =amammuan 5,620 82,643 356,812 | 94
370,164 80,865 273,976 | ==m=mmmem 33,611 264,919 24,755 282,253 [ 1,182,384
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TABLE 4.—SUMMARY OF GOVERNMENTAL-COST PAYMENTS, BY DIVISIONS OF MUNICIPAL GCVERNMENT: 1938

(For elphabetical 1list of cities, by States, showing renk, see p. 2.

For text diacussica, see p. 19)

EXCESS OF REVENUE
'AL-COST PAYMENTS
COVERIMENT. RECEIPTS OVER—
Excess
For operation, maintenance, end interest of
govern-
mental-
City CITY, AND DIVISIONS OF Operation Operation cost Payments
no, MUNICIPAL GOVERNMENT ALl and . Etmd i‘;r payments Governmen- 1’0:i
governmental maintenance m‘; n ex;ililce Intervest outleys over tal-cost 01;’:8 on,
costs Total of general o sepr:icec- revenue payments ma na::ancs,
departments enterprises receipts interest
(Table 12) (Table 15) (Table 16) (Table 17)
Grand totale---—=—~-em--moonom-d #2,775,027,288 || $2,336,289,340 || $1,838,803,017 | $143,371,588 [1/$354]114,735 | $438,737,948 || ~-vem-mnam $118,194,725 | $556,932,673
Group I 1,908,728,491 1,603,511,726 1,273,349,643 86,046,864 y244,115,215 305,216,765 62,259,798 | 367,476,563
Group II 325,498,495 277,105,226 209,003,777 24,355,324 43,746,125 48,393,269 21,960,742 70,354,011
Group IIL 540,800,302 455,672,388 356,449,591 32,969,400 66,253,397 85,127,914 33,974,185} 119,102,099
GROUP 1.—CITIES HAVING A POPULATION OF 500,000 AND OVER
1 New York, N, ¥, eeceomamcmcancmaaoa $793,046,322 $656,646,385 $535,934,295 $21,500,403 | $99,211,687 | $136,399,937 $53,703,373 | $190,103,310
City corporation-=----w--=a--e--d 771,048,264 655,413,808 535,934,295 21,469,915 98,009,598 115,634,456
Bridge, parkway and tunnel
digtricts-m-m-ecmmcucaccaaaaaqg 21,998,068 1,232,577 || =—=emmmmmmmmaa— 30,488 1,202,089 20,765,481 || ~=mcmcemoo || ~mmemmmmmes | e
2 Chicago, Ill. 231,175,601 186,988,515 150,697,625 10,125,026 26,165,864 44,187,086 || ~~~==~--=~ 7,561,832
City corporation- 102,437,318 93,801,794 76,588,837 8,901,703 8,311,254 8,635,524 ———
22,787,065 17,794,286 16,247,210 1,547,076 4,992,779
52,188,804 48,717,069 43,175,542 5,541,527 3,471,735 || =~=eenvee=
Park district-- 28,301,617 15,930,126 11,543,718 55,998 4,330,410 12,371,491 -
Senitary district- 23,347,460 8,893,881 2,259,166 1,167,325 5,467,390 14,453,579
Forest preserve district 2,113,337 1,861,359 883,152 | =~m===mmmmea— 968,207 261,978 we | - -
3 Philadelphia, Pa.- 118,104,932 111,319,803 82,743,448 2,257,396 26,318,959 6,785,129 || -=--=m====
80,618,892 79,826,570 53,774,294 2,257,396 23,794,880 792,322 || =-mme=mmm——
37,107,968 31,115,967 28,595,828 - 2,520,129 5,992,001 -
Poor district-- 378,072 377,266 373,316 3,950 806 |} —~--=--m--
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4 | Detroit, Mich, 133,309,308 124,362,673 77,644,538 16,838,915 |i/ 29,879,225 8,947,130 }| $4,700,215 || —-——-—---== 4,245,915
City corporation-- 117,843,275 111,143,056 64,916,285 16,777,173 [1/ 29,449,598 6,706,219
County 15,460,533 13,219,622 12,728,253 61,742 429,627 2,240,911
5 | Los Angeles, Calif.--- 134,369,783 96,482,985 71,923,729 12,117,210| 12,442,046 37,836,798 || 10,404,950 || —--mcmmmemmm 27,481,848
City corporation-- 68,556,074 45,485,860 24,744,725 12,090,287 8,630,848 23,090,214
County 28,581,047 22,938,213 21,551,836 26,923 1,259,454 5,742,834
School districtS—=—m—mem—ema—od 37,232,662 28,178,912 25,627,168 | —=mmmmmmemmem 2,551,744 9,053,750
6 | Cleveland, Ohio--- . 68,931,315 60,478,731 47,280,647 5,607,091 7,590,993 8,452,584 f| —-m-mecoe- 5,379,521 | 13,832,105
City corporation-- 34,828,934 29,023,313 18,215,521 5,607,091 5,200,701 5,805,621
County 14,822,862 14,039,327 12,559,797 - 1,479,530 783,535
School A1SErictermmmmmem——maeaad 19,061,237 17,234,215 16,323,453 | - - 910,762 1,827,022
Park districte--m--e--—wo—e-ao-d 218,282 181,876 181,876 36,406
7 St. Louls, Mo,--emmmmmmmemmmee e 43,690,448 37,876,990 31,624,995 2,751,915 3,500,080 5,813,458 49,731 5,863,189
City corporation-- 33,123,891 27,834,473 21,722,508 2,751,915 3,360,050 5,289,418
School district--- 10,566,557 10,042,517 9,902,487 | —mmemmmmeme e 140,030 524,040
8 Bsltimore, Md.-- 52,129,743 43,794,166 34,304,269 1,789,845 7,700,052 8,335,577 || ~-mmm-mmem 3,240,164 | 11,575,741
’
9 Boston, Mass,~—-—-mmmmmmmameemooo w 78,127,748 69,451,009 58,145,946 3,012,603 8,288,460 8,676,739 || —~-—mm-mmv 3,144,012 1 11,820,751
10 | Pittsburgh, Pa. 51,506,219 43,164,281 34,852,095 1,865,723 6,446,463 8,341,938 || ~----m-mem 3,285,596 | 11,727,534
City corporation-- 20,639,900 18,616,225 14,196,728 1,796,304 2,623,193 2,023,675 -
County 15,100,441 10,758,223 7,761,071 69,419 2,927,733 4,342,218
School districte----—r-mmmmmmon-d 15,765,878 13,789,833 12,894,296 | ~-mmmmmmosmem 895,537 I el | B I
11 | San Francisco, Callf,--~meonmmemod 53,205,769 43,446,446 31,115,463 4,561,965 7,769,018 9,759,323 || —--mm-mmm 2,908,307 | 12,667,630
12 Washington, D, €,—-=-—w~memmamanoad 50,188,222 39,733,340 38,631,138 1,102,202 | ~--mmmmmmmem 10,454,882 || 3,955,650 || -------c-me- 6,499,232
13 | Milwaukee, Wis.- - 42,038,933 38,170,349 33,933,802 1,179,671 3,056,876 3,868,584 || —=--m--mmm 6,261,470 | 10,130,054
City corporetion 29,091,776 26,005,901 22,961,513 1,158,379 1,886,009 3,085,875
County 10,878,335 10,361,411 9,968,587 21,292 371,532 516,924
Sewerage district--~-co-—-onoa- 4 2,068,822 1,803,037 1,003,702 - 799,335 265,785
14 | Buffalo, N. Y, 58,903, 648 51,596,048 44,513,659 1,336,899 5,745,490 7,307,600 | 8,364,080 || ----cmeameam 2/ 1,056,450
City corporation-- 50,518,164 44,471,167 38,363,472 1,336,899 4,770,796 6,046,997 ~--
County 8,212,638 7,124,881 6,150,187 | =m=mmmmmmmemm 974,694 1,087,757 -
Sewer district-------meacauoood 172,846 172,846
GROUP II.—CITIES HAVING A POPULATION OF 100,000 TC 500,000
15 Minneapolls, Minn,-- 4 $33,575,400 $27,870,630 $23,998,958 $1,093,112 $2,778,560 $5,704,770 || ~~-------- $517,961 $6,222,731
City corporation-- 30,611,571 25,016,957 21,202,803 1,093,112 2,641,042 5,594,614
County 2,963,829 2,853,673 2,716,155 | ~=mmmmmmmmeee 137,518 110,156 -

See footnotes at end of table,
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TABLE 4.—SUMMARY OF GOVERMMENTAL~COST PAYMENTS, BY DIVISIONS OF MUNICIPAL GOVERNMENT: 1936-—-Continued

(For elphabetical 1list of cities, by States, showing renk, see p. 2,

For text discussion, see p. 19}

GOVERMMENTAL-COST PAYMENTS

EXCESS OF REVENUE

RECEIPTS OVER—
Excess
For operation, maintenance, and interest of
govern-
City CITY, AND DIVISIONS OF Operation Operation m::::l- Payments
no. MUNICTPAL GOVERNMENT and For for
All and 1ntenanc utle: payments Governmen- operatl
governmental maintenance m; o e:’i N © Interest o ve over tal-cost 1; + o:;
costs Total of general ° sez‘;icec- Tevenue payments e na:;an !
departments enterprises recelpts interest
(Teble 12) (Table 15) (Table 16) (Table 17)
GROUP II.~-CITIES HAVING A POPULATICN OF 300,000 TO 500,000—Continued
16 New Orleans, La. $24,876,821 $20,129,977 $12,568,121 $2,477,867 $5,083,989 $4,746,844 $2,958,693 $7,705,537
City corporation 18,832,961 15,064,858 9,134,383 2,369,542 3,560,933 3,768,103 || ==m==vmmeme || wmmmmeemmmoe | mmemcmcoe oo
School district 3,555,398 3,535,719 3,171,380 | ——-omommemmem 364,339 19,679 -
Levee district-- 2,488,462 1,529,400 262,358 108,325 1,158,717 959,062 || --
17 Cincinnati, Ohio- 36,150,266 29,677,857 23,422,060 1,344,954 4,910,843 6,472,409 || —--m~-v—mm 3,098,529 9,570,938
21,078,429 15,278,084 10,224,882 1,339,332 3,713,870 5,800,345 S
7,341,964 6,810,044 6,226,772 5,622 577,650 531,920
7,694,264 7,567,216 6,947,893 [ —=-mmenmmnmee 619,323 127,048 [| ~~====m=== || —mrmmmemceos | ommmmeemoeeo
35,609 22,513 22,513 13,096
18 Newark, N. 7J. 38,697,425 37,283,498 29,155,527 1,488,653 6,639,318 1,413,927 (| —-==-mmmmm 8,695,951 10,110,878
33,104,854 31,985,724 24,870,482 1,488,653 5,626,589 1,119,130 ——
County 5,592,571 5,297,774 4,285,045 | —=-memmmnmn e 1,012,729 294,797
19 Kansas City, Mo. 26,082,606 20,015,154 15,165,109 1,617,059 3,232,986 6,067,452 || $2,226,224 || ~----ee-mea- 3,841,228
City corporation-- 15,412,973 10,378,044 7,050,510 1,617,059 1,710,475 5,034,929
County 3,154,244 2,905,072 2,294,105 ——— 610,967 249,172
School districts-~--v-wcm—cooaad 7,515,289 6,732,038 5,820,494 911,544 783,351
20 Seattle, Wash. 32,870,054 28,086,306 16,732,990 6,918,801 4,434,515 4,783,748 ([ ===ev=m=—m 1,307,769 6,091,517
City corporation-- 20,691,740 16,590,503 7,063,556 6,367,488 3,159,459 4,101,237 -
County 5,697,659 5,172,512 4,627,559 33,809 511,144 525,147 -—
School district- 5,540,458 5,513,621 5,010,815 | ~==-mmmmmmmem 503,306 26,837
Port district--- 940,197 809,670 31,560 517,504 260,606 130,527 ———
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21 | Indienapolis, Ind,--- 21,606,754 19,557,545 12,625,649 5,107,928 1,823,968 2,049,209 || ~=mmmmmmmm 758,822 2,808,031
City corporation- 13,376,813 11,807,673 5,624,164 5,107,928 1,075,581 1,569,140
County: 2,276,803 2,261,692 1,950,930 - 310,762 15,111
School Alstrict-—m—mmmnromacan| 5,953,138 5,488,180 5,050,555 | -- - 437,625 464,958
22 | Rochester, N. Y, 32,250,689 27,534,593 23,768,308 658,574 3,107,711 4,716,096 || ~—=mmemav 739,392 5,455,488
City corporation. 27,519,445 23,465,878 20,158,321 658,574 2,648,983 4,053,567
County 4,731,244 4,068,715 3,609.987 - 458,728 662,529
23 | Jersey City, N. J..-- 28,109,612 26,021,019 21,049,410 767,562 4,204,047 2,088,593 || ~me-veamme 2,747,360 4,835,953
22,087,650 20,804,978 16,517,118 767,562 3,520,298 1,282,672
6,021,962 5,216,041 4,532,292 - 683,749 805,921
24 19,865,859 13,055,134 9,083,348 1,154,749 2,817,037 6,810,725 514,346 || ~—memmmmeme 6,296,379
7,323,672 6,118,403 3,785,470 858,703 1,474,230 1,205,269
4,827,610 1,896,063 1,403,324 492,739 2,931,547
7,017,478 4,410,659 3,887,389 -— 523,270 2,606,819
Navigation district 677,569 610,479 955 296,046 313,478 67,090
Drainage district--- 19,530 19,530 6,210 | mmmmmmmmmemee 13,320
25 | Louisville, Ky. 15,481,384 12,778,724 10,438,149 666,767 1,673,808 2,702,660 175,483 || ===mmmmmvenn 2,527,177
City corporation- 13,670,755 11,307,689 8,973,592 666,767 1,667,330 2,363,066 -
County: 1,810,629 1,471,035 1,464,557 | ~momcmmameeee 6,478 339,594
26 15,931,625 15,094,789 10,996,148 1,059,298 3,039,343 836,836 || ——mmmmmmmm 4,051,318 4,888,154
7,520,364 6,995,125 4,125,217 871,416 1,998,492 525,239
3,426,737 3,402,711 2,817,712 -- 584,999 24,026
4,334,520 4,302,149 3,942,030 360,119 32,371 -
650,004 394,804 111,189 187,882 95,733 255,200
GROUP III.—CITIES HAVING A PCPULATION OF 100,000 TO 300,000
27 Columbus, Ohioc $12,750,276 $9,758,722 $6,863,154 $1,020,031 $1,875,537 $2,991,554 || =--=mmmaem $137,461 $3,129,015
City corporation - 8,686,056 5,696,229 3,224,802 1,020,031 1,451,396 2,989,827 .
School district-- - 4,064,220 4,062,493 3,638,352 | mmmammmemma- 424,141 1,727 || —memmmmmem || mmmmmmmemmen | e
28 | Toledo, Ohio 13,209,241 10,812,051 8,123,582 788,618 1,899,851 2,397,190 {| ~—emmeeeen 1,914,116 4,311,306
City corporation- 6,438,439 6,128, 609 4,071,742 788,618 1,268,249 309,830 -——
School district- 4 6,770,802 4,693,442 4,051,840 | wmmmmmmammnee 631,602 2,087,360 || --~memmmen || mmmmmmmemmn [ omeee
29 16,543,149 14,841,721 9,986,133 2,097,348 2,758,240 1,701,428 || —==-emmeem 1,747,773 3,449,201
6,715,298 5,390,289 4,421,234 492,474 476,581 1,325,009
6,431,844 6,089,811 5,563,450 | w=ammmmmmmme 526,361 342,033
Utility district- 3,396,007 3,361,621 1,449 1,604,874 1,755,298 34,386
30 | Denver, Colo. 23,714,053 17,604,112 14,931,267 722,509 1,950,336 6,109,941 || $1,594,294 [ ----eceuonen 4,515,647
City corporation 18,504,135 12,464,745 10,169,061 722,509 1,573,175 6,039,390 || -
School district-- 5,209,918 5,139,367 4,762,206 | ~--mmmmmemmam 377,161 70,551

See footnotes at end of table.
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TABLE

(For alphabetical list of cities, by States, showing rank, see p. 2.

4.~—SUMVARY OF GOVERNMENTAL-COST PAYMENTS, BY DIVISIOKNS OF MUNICIPAL GOVERNMENT: 1936—Continued

For text discussion, see p. 19)

EXCESS QF REVENUE
GOVERNMENTAL-COST PAYMENTS
* RECEIPTS OVER—
Excess
For operation, maintenance, and interest of
govern-
tal-
City] CITY, AND DIVISIONS OF Operation Operation mz:s: Payments
0., MUNICIPAL GOVERNMENT ALl and and For payments Governmen for
govermnental maintenance maintenance Interest outlays over tal-cost operation,
costs Total of general of public- revenue payments maintenance,
departments service receipts and
enterprises interest
(Table 12) (Table 15) (Table 16) (Table 17)
GROUP III.—CITIES HAVING A POFULATION OF 100,000 TO 300,000—Continued
31 Atlanta, Ga. $9,744,158 $8,996,259 47,834,632 $484,735 $676,892 $747,899 || —~~-m=em-m $598,375 $1,346,274
32 Dallas, Tex, 12,017,706 8,300,714 6,048,868 513,954 1,737,892 3,716,992 $881,569 || ----mcmmmaem 2,835,423
33 St, Paul, Minn,- - 14,267,677 11,127,986 8,159,£10 916,276 2,052,200 3,139,691 || ——=m=memee 193,726 3,333,417
34 Birmingham, Al@,-==ceemmcommuaaana 6,477,024 5,893,872 4,708,289 48,976 1,136,607 583,152 || ==~=~m~~mm 83,338 666,490
35 Akron, Chio 11,449,908 9,370,232 6,734,430 351,298 2,284,504 2,079,676 2,633,973 4,713,649
City corporation 7,074,257 5,078,402 2,850,641 351,298 1,876,463 1,995,855
School district- 4,375,651 4,291,830 5,883,789 | —-~emmmmmanan 408,041 83,821
36 | Memphis, Tenn.-----=--=cc=m=cemm-- 9,593,131 6,683,420 4,881,670 478,543 1,323,207 2,909,711 || —mceeemeem 897,981 3,807,692
37 Providence, R, I ---m~co—macmranaana 18,528,456 15,262,622 12,017,202 836,328 2,409,092 3,265,834 1,078,222 || ==--===-=-e- 2,187,612
38 San Antonio, Tex,--- 7,645,464 6,789,052 5,025,035 267,360 1,496,657 856,412 478,556 || ~===-wemmn=m 377,856
City corporation 4,093,219 3,606,291 2,227,034 267,360 1,111,897 486,928
School district- 3,552,245 3,182,761 2,798,001 384,760 369,484 -
39 Omaha, Nebr, 10,209,169 9,575,934 | 5,768,966 2,360,279 1,446,689 633,235 || ==~~=m——m- 1,997,966 2,631,201
3,842,521 3,611,715 2,865,458 19,862 726,395 230,806 || -~
3,540,017 3,282,612 2,874,883 | ~-vmm-eenmmaan 408,329 257,405 -
Public utilities 2,826,631 2,681,607 29,225 2,340,417 311,965 145,024 -
40 Syracuse, N, Y, 14,825,002 14,154,556 12,231,208 366,463 1,556,885 670,446 || ~--~==--mm 168,727 839,173
City corporation~- 14,553,915 13,883,469 11,960,121 366,463 1,556,885 670,446
County supervisors' fund- 271,087 271,087 271,087
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41

42

43

45

46

47

49

50

51

52

5%

54

Dayton, Ohi
City corporation---«-e--—-eeae-d
School district——-=-acccommaaa—d

Oklahoma City, Okla.-=~==-sm---m=an-d
City corporation-
School districts--

Park district---

Grand Rapids, Mich,- -
City corporation: ~
School dilstriet---

Fort Worth, Tex.
City corporation
School district-

Hartford, Conn.
City corporation
Metropolitan districts.

Flint, Mich.
City corporation-----emeemeae—aq
School districte------——awmaaaad

New Haven, Conmn,-w-mcm—mmccmaawae
City corporation~---------
Improvement association---

San Diego, Calif,-
City corporation
School dlstriet~--

Long Beach, Calif,----.
City corporation:
School districts

Nashville, Tenn,--~--m--eeec—a= PR

Springfield, Mags,~=—---wcmmmmmaaanad

See footnotes at end of table.
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8,146,060
4,628,130
3,517,930

7,180,803
3,971,048
3,209,755

13,887,596
9,882,554

7,388,583
4,330,802
2,911,598

146,183

6,284,315
3,733,457
2,550,858

9,854,698
5,866,242
3,988,456

12,190,962
10,022,769
2,168,193

5,883,945
3,065,168
2,818,777

8,693,227
8,658,628
34,599

7,769,518
4,660,014
3,109,504

11,880,994
5,913,530
5,967,464
6,817,779

10,823,945

6,595,328
3,454,448
3,140,880

5,586,850
3,015,194
2,571,656

12,312,588
9,016,494

6,044,050
3,048,355
2,901,568

94,127

5,682,194
3,131,336
2,550,858

5,576,163
3,263,175
2,312,988

10,476,853
9,818,142
658,711

5,845,657
3,043,018
2,802,639

7,767,474
7,732,875
34,599

6,916,967
3,925,756
2,991,211
7,808,663
4,882,655
2,926,008
4,710,236

9,846,698

5,210,174
2,422,439
2,787,735

4,279,735
2,005,272
2,274,463

11,518,032
6,299,769

5,059,380
2,188,854
2,776,399

94,127

4,469,249
2,089,041
2,380,208

4,071,060
2,026,233
2,044,827

8,949,660
8,831,112
118,548

4,592,016
2,177,920
2,414,096

7,120,117
7,085,518
34,599

5,385,276
2,606,334
2,778,942
5,364,590
2,817,863
2,546,727
3,587,330

8,768,443

276,309 1,108,845 1,550,732 |} —~-ommmm-- 1,856,547 3,407,279
276,309 755,700 1,173,682
------------- 353,145 377,050
295,796 1,011,319 1,593,953 2,229,251 3,823,204
295,796 714,126 955,854
------------- 297,193 638,099
383,904 410,652 1,575,008 230,470 || ~--mmemmeemm 1,344,538
1,038,595 1,678,130 866,060 || —===nnmam- 862,247 1,728,307
434,498 550,172 1,344,533 || <-cewemoen 234,445 1,578,972
434,498 425,003 1,282,447
- 125,169 10,030
52,056
431,682 781,263 602,121 750,900 1,353,021
431,682 610,613 602,121
------------- 170,650
300,234 1,204,869 4,278,535 || 2,203,182 || ~-ecmmmmmme- 2,075,353
300,234 936,708 2,603,067
------------- 268,161 1,675,468 JR—
457,507 1,069,686 1,714,109 741,009 2,455,118
58,296 928,734 204,687 || ~=-emcomen || cmmommemo o | meee e
399,211 140,952 1,509,482 |
292,902 960,739 38,288 [| —==-mommem 2,527,930 2,566,218
292,902 572,196 22,150 -
------------- 388,543 16,138
14,980 632,377 925,753 || ~m-ccmmmnm 1,189,348 2,115,101
14,980 632,377 925,753
531,437 1,000,254 852,551 [ ~-mmemcmmn 1,893,852 2,746,403
531,437 787,985 734,258 - -
------------- 212,269 FRLYPT I | [R——
1,291,170 1,152,903 4,072,331 407,473 || cammmmcmeeae 3,664,858
1,291,170 773,622 1,030,875
379,261 3,041,456 - -
344,480 778,426 2,107,543 AT T | R — 1,371,515
409,226 669,029 977,247 1| —emccmeean 1,371,610 2,348,857
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TABLE 4.—SUNMMARY OF GOVERNMENTAL-COST PAYMENTS, BY DIVISIONS OF MUNICTPAL GOVERNMENT: 1936—Continued
(For alphabetical 1ist of cities, by States, showing renk, see p. 2, For text discussion, see p. 19)

EXCESS OF REVENUE
GOVERMMENTAL-COST PAYMENTS RECETPTS OVER—
Excess
For operation, maintenance, and interest of
govern-
City CITY, AND DIVISIONS OF operation Operation montal- Payments
no. MUNICIPAL GOVERNMENT All and . and F;r payments Governmen- for
governmental maintenance m§ nts:a;x;ce Interest outlays over tal-cost o[;emtion,
costs Total of general ° sef':icsc- revenue payments ma n:;:ance,
departme:
epe nts enterprises recelpts interest
(Table 12) (Tavle 15) (Table 18) (Table 17)
GROUP III.-—CITIES HAVING A POPULATION OF 100 »,000 TO 300,000—Continued
55 Tulsa, Okla, $4,924,985 $4,581,230 43,275,239 $285,748 $1,020,243 $343,755 || —mmomeeeem $2,935,500 $3,279,255
City corporation- 2,663,523 2,369,986 1,338,418 285,748 745,820 293,537
School district-- 2,261,462 2,211,244 1,936,821 --~=ewmmm—ean 274,423 50,218 |[ ~vvmmwmmen | mememmemenee | e
56 Bridgeport, Conn,-w-mvam-on—emuaaad 7,248,423 6,984,493 6,281,506 15,844 687,143 263,930 || —~=mecmaa-m 1,021,852 1,285,782
57 Des Moines, Iowa. 6,162,212 5,653,691 4,419,653 392,521 841,517 508,521 |} ~--mmmoamm 969,038 1,477,559
City corporation- 3,478,778 2,993,014 2,081,874 392,521 518,619 485,764 -
School district 2,683,434 2,660,677 2,337,779 | —mmmmmmmee—ae 322,898 22,757
58 5,778,968 5,351,439 4,863,375 2,392 485,672 427,529 [] ~==mmamasan 172,825 600,354
2,232,206 2,012,473 1,879,183 2,392 130,898 219,733
3,019,134 2,826,451 2,502,410 - 324,041 192,683 -
527,628 512,515 481,782 30,733 15,113 —--
59 5,198,094 4,921,275 3,984,334 367,262 569,679 276,819 || —=memcmaun 913,764 1,190,583
2,788,140 2,576,444 1,820,736 367,262 388,446 211,696
School district-- 2,409,954 2,344,831 2,163,598 - 181,233 65,123
60 Yonkers, N, Y.--nmmmmcmccsmnanamacd 14,061,196 12,177,475 10,103,273 393,095 1,681,107 1,883,721 || ~~==~v=v-- 617,192 2,500,913
61 Paterson, N, J.- 7,609,103 7,072,262 5,239,351 291,480 1,541,431 636,841 1,382,975 1,919,816
62 Jacksonville, 7,640,909 6,805,797 4,201,539 1,858,378 745,880 835,112 || ~===wmee—- 681,999 1,517,111
City corporation- 6,036,594 5,230,434 2,826,923 1,858,378 545,133 806,160
School district-- 1,604,315 1,575,363 1,374,616 - 200,747 28,952 R
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63

64

65

—8E—0 9839

66

67

68

69
70

71

72

73

74
75
76
77

78
79

Port district----

Norfolk, Va.

Trenton, N. 7T,

Chattanooga, Tenn,--==-==-a=mwe-amm--

Kansas City, Kang.--ee-ccecmmmanaod
City corporation-
School district--
Drainage districtS-----

Fort Wayne, Ind.
City corporation-
School district--

Camden, N, J,cemvmmrm e ﬂ

Erie, Pa.
City corporation---
School district-----

Elizabeth, N, J.-ccocmomcmaaoo

Wichita , Kans,-

University district-

Spokane, Wash.
City corporation-
School aistrict----

Fall River, Mag8,~---vmee—cacmeoean ]
Cambridge, Magg,---~---wmoeaeemcmmof
Now Bedford, Mass,—-~--ccmmcmeruaaad

Reading, Pa,
City corporation~---
School district--

Knoxville, Tenn,--~
Peoria, 111,

See footnotes at end of table
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9,802,292
9,213,412
588,880

6.432,514
7,202,402
4,394,578

7,282,781
4,401,189
2,765,330

116,262

4,284,958
2,753,464
1,531,494

5,678,183

4,552,650
2,262,654
2,289,996

5,680,518

3,784,093
1,651,724
1,654,358

478,011

5,286,983
3,604,894
1,682,089

4,553,021
7,776,462
5,648,491
6,054,865

2,618,314
3,436,551

5,219,801

4,394,378
1,701,967
2,186,982
168,144
240,223
77,062

8,634,734
8,122,360
512,374

5,780,751
5,879,642
3,293,349

4,824,786
3,232,465
1,476,059

116,262

3,493,836
2,011,222
1,482,614

5,528,492

4,293,178
2,035,087
2,258,141

5,349,257

3,354,665
1,381,528
1,662,663

320,474

3,818,318
2,153,109
1,665,209

4,401,692
7,013,698
4,802,196
4,059,342
1,798,192
2,261,150
4,312,317

3,243,034
1,545,603
1,300,816
165,472
154,081
77,062

6,379,788
6,364,043
15.745

3,561,060
4,532,244
2,503,869

2,514,626
1,075,297
1,401,028

38,301

2,378,830
1,011,953
1,366,877

3,963,033

3,298,038
1,287,439
2,010,599

4,108,556

2,892,690
1,051,890
1,539,290

301,510

3,408,405
1,785,273
1,623,132

3,922,266
6,168,813
4,213,138
3,177,520

1,245,478
1,932,042

2,797,857

3,053,693
1,449,084
1,284,036
164,549
78,962
77,062

665,872
476,830
189,042
271,821
427,893
41,732
1,706,738
1,706,738

876,534
876,534

249,680
349,091
345,180

3,911

365,217
69,480
69,480

226,605
226,605

170,724
375,909
241,994

264,966
264,966

230,898

7,064
7,064

1,589,074
1,281,487
307,587

1,947,870
919,505
747,748

603,422
450,430
75,031
77,961

238,472
122,735
115,737

1,315,779

646,049
402,418
243,631

875,484

392,495
260,158
113,373

18,964

183,308
141,231
42,077

308,702
468,976
347,064

616,856
287,748
329,108

1,283,562

182,277
89,455
16,780

923
75,119

1,167,558 $49,000 || ----emmmmmen 1,118,558
1,091,052
76,506
651,763 [| —mmecema—e 1,494,915 2,146,678
1,322,760 [ —=meeonmnn 880,723 2,203,483
1,101,229 220,511 || =-mmmmmmmmme 880,718
2,457,995 244,092 | ~--mmmmeoeen 2,213,903
1,168,724
1,289,271
791,122 || =mmmmemmee 389,496 1,180,618
742,242
48,880
149,691 || —weommemen 364,829 514,520
259,472 || —mmmmemmme 683,495 942,967
227,617
31,855
331,261 || —=mmeememe 1,250,457 1,581,718
429,428 |} —mmcomeeen 518,402 947,830
270,196
1,695
157,537
1,468,665 50,780 || —==memmmmman 1,417,885
1,451,785
16,880 -~
151,329 |} ~—mmmemmee 1,032,372 1,183,701
762,764 || ~m=mmmeeme 852,422 1,615,186
846,295 || ~~-mmmmemm 114,981 961,276
1,995,523 1,414,337
820,122
1,175,401 - -
907,484 |} cmmmcmeman 60,837 968,221
1,151,344 184,851 || ~m=-mmmmmeme 966,493
156,364
886,166 -—-- -
22,672 || --
86,142
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{For elphabetical 1ist of cities, by States, showing rank, see p. 2.

TABLE 4.—SUMMARY OF GOVERNMENTAL-COST PAYMENTS, BY DIVISIONS OF MUNICIPAL GOVERNMENT: 1936-—Continued

For text discussion, ses p. 189)

EXCESS OF REVENUE
GOVERNMENTAL-COST PAYMENTS RECEIPTS OVER—
Excess
For operstion, maintenance, and interest of
J govern-
cit CITY, AND DIVISIONS OF operation Operation "‘::::1' Payments
no., MUNICIPAL GOVERNMENT A1l and . and For peyments Govermmen- for
governmental maintenance m; nte:ance Interest outlays over tal-cost operation,
costs Total of gensral o ses':i]z;:c- Tevenue payments min:z:ancs,
d
epartments enterprises receipts interest
(Teble 12) (Table 15) | (Table 16) | (Table 17)
GROUP III,—CITIES HAVING A POPULATION OF 100,000 TO 300,000—Continued
80 $3,114,830 $2,821,622 $2,267,420 $285,466 $268,746 $293,208 || -~=-mmmmmm $285,102 $578,310
1,450,880 1,331,289 912,234 285,466 133,589 119,591
1,663,950 1,490,333 1,355,176 - - 135,157 173,617
8l 6,839,012 5,323,711 3,409,107 1,192,683 721,921 1,515,301 || —-==m-=nmv 1,025,700 2,541,001
5,091,645 3,609,664 1,786,927 £1,192,683 630,054 1,481,981
1,607,436 1,597,223 1,506,961 | ~~wme—cmacaam 90,262 10,213
139,931 116,824 115,219 | —~ewmmmamman 1,605 23,107
a2 7,299,824 6,385,376 4,140,985 329,546 1,914,845 914,448 $3,804 || —cmoommmeeen 910,644
5,668,990 5,097,380 3,082,407 329,546 1,685,427 571,610
1,630,834 1,287,996 1,058,578 [ —-ecmmmmeanwn 229,418 342,838
83 3,055,381 2,893,687 2,622,237 6,049 265,401 161,694 (| =====vu=m= 440,867 602,561
1,389,967 1,261,480 1,150,917 | ==-c==mmme—nm 110,563 128,487
1,665,414 1,632,207 1,471,320 6,049 154,838 33,207 -
84 Canton, Ohio 3,712,572 3,563,696 2,757,320 223,004 583,372 148,876 97,586 || ==c-=remme— 51,290
City corporation 1,873,953 1,744,808 1,208,377 223,004 313,427 129,145
School distriet 1,838,619 1,818,888 1,548,943 [ ~cmcommmemaae 269,945 19,731 -
85 Wilmington, Del.-w-c-cowmmacacuanod 5,099,890 4,117,948 3,108,146 393,989 615,813 981,942 || ====-==m—v 245,540 1,227,482
86 Tempa, Fla. 4,280,894 4,017,968 2,941,720 191,682 884,566 262,926 190,246 453,172
City corporation- 2,844,141 2,593,921 1,703,384 191,682 698,855 250,220 [{ ---
School district-- 1,436,753 1,424,047 1,238,336 1 ~mcmmmmmaeran 165,711 12,706
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88

89

90

91

92

93

94

Samerville, MaSS,~-e—~mwe—anan ———|
El Paso, TeX,--~eemmmcmcmm e mee
Evensville, Ind.

City corporation-
School district--

Lynn, Mass.

Utica, N. Y.

Duluth, Minn,
City corporation-
School district--

Waterbury, Conn,
City corporation-
School district--

Lowell, MaSg,~—-mmmmmcemmem e ]

Honolulu, Hawaii 3/----

6,392,024 5,988,645 5,494,523 205,292 288,830 403,379 452,932 || -----mmmmmmn 2/ 49,553
3,148,254 2,479,376 1,818,186 209,085 452,105 668,878 |{ <-ccccaman 313,414 982,292
4,507,206 2,865,116 2,353,043 313,848 198,225 1,642,090 846,936 || ----mmrmmmmm . 795,154
3,098,676 1,673,152 1,243,752 313,848 115,552 1,425,524
1,408,530 1,191,964 1,109,291 | cmmmomommcann 82,673 216,566
5,682,095 5,156,061 4,593,661 266,533 295,867 526,034 || ~=--mmevem 396,744 922,778
6,113,765 5,452,215 4,943,853 16,642 491,720 661,550 || <=mmmmmunv 516,891 1,178,441
5,102,152 4,716,188 3,348,360 890,646 477,182 385,964 || ~~--mcmmmv 961,481 1,347,445
3,100, 601 2,754,250 1,553,142 890,646 310,462 346,351
2,001,551 1,961,938 1,795,218 | —ccmmommeeeo 166,720 39,613
6,838,434 5,875,183 4,903,734 215,957 755,492 963,251 418,217 || —m-mmmmmmeee 545,034
6,834,201 5,870,950 4,899,501 215,957 755,492 963,251
4,233 4,233 || 4,233
5,301,716 5,027,179 4,515,833 324,602 186,744 274,537 10,760 || ~-mmmemmmmam 263,777
7,134,719 5,908,176 4,573,021 602,451 732,704 1,226,543 59,737 || ~~mmmcmmmmnm 166,706
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y Includes $13,757,351 interest of prior years pdid in 1936,
y Excess of payments for operation, maintenance, and interest over revenue receipts.
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78 FINANCIAL STATISTICS OF CITIES
TABLE 5.—PER CAPITA REVENUE RECEIPTS AND
(For alphabetical 1ist of cities, by States, showing rank, see p. 2.
PER CAPITA REVENUE RECEIPTS FROM—
Taxes
Special | Fines,
Cityl
CITY assess~- | for-
no. rﬁt- 5:512955 azrii nEn; ments | feits, | Grants-
ues General usiness licens and and in-aid
B prop- |Special [ Poll special | es-
erty All charges | cheats
Liquor other
Grend total----| $76.83 $45.83 $0.70 | $0.04 $0.99 $4.30 $1.21 | $0.29 $9.90
89.12 52.46 <79 .01 1.19 6.13 1.10 .29 11.80
75.33 46.00 .25 .02 «83 2.46 1.68 27 9.19
52.59 32.37 .71 .11 .67 1.39 1.2¢ «31 6.34
GROUP I.—CITIES HAVING A
1 $L18.36 $66.75 $1.46 $12.68 $1.80 | $0.19| $17.39
2 Chicago, Ill.~ 68.42 43.21 1.55 2.80 1.10 .25 8.31
3 Philadelphia, Pa. 61.87 41.77 .67 «51 (y) W17 3.46
4 Detroit, Mich,--- 77.19 44,01 .49 4.35 .90 .41 7.68
5 Los Angeles, Calif.-| 91.55 44.05 .14 4.90 1.29 +81 14.01
] Cleveland, Ohio----- 80.91 45.71 1.20 3.29 1.61 .14 14.48
7 St. Louls, Mo.,------| 52.68 34.41 .66 4,14 .68 .18 2.17
8 Baltimore, Md. 67.76 38.93 1.05 3.16 43 .04 11.42
9 Boston, Mass. 103.28 73.55 1.86 44 a4 +59 2.13
10 Pittsburgh, Pa. - 80,90 63.76 1.19 .61 .12 .43 4.70
11 San Francisco,Calif.! 85.51 46,75 «23 3.55 03 .23 10.49
12 Washington, D. C. 76.04 36.53 3.00 9.77 1.06 .80 18.59
13 Milwaukee, Wis 80.62 55.29 +85 1.09 .96 +45 9.08
14 Buffalo, N. Y.~ 86.48 45.98 1.37 2.40 44 .13 27.48
GROUP II.—CITIES HAVING A
15 | Minneapolis, Minn.-- $71.37 $47.99 $0.92 $0.91 $3.80 | $0.31| $9.00
16 New Orleans, La.- 59.10 34.87 1l.12 3.64 2.62 25 5.80
17 Cincinnati, Ohio---«f 85.30 39.70 .88 3.85 2.79 .42 15.75
18 Newark, N. J.-~ 106.03 74,08 25 (y) 1.37 2.12 32 .27 13.21
19 Kansas City, Mo 57.82 39,24 | mmmmmm | momee .58 4.18 +90 «23 4.42
20 Seattle, Wash.- 91.36 3548l | mmmmmmn | mmmm »70 1.80 33 «61 12.87
21 Indianapolis, Ind.-- 60C.11 35,02 | ~=mmamm $0.19 +58 2.57 .08 .08 3,09
22 Rochester, N. Y,~---{ 98.92 61,72 1,04 | —-mmm 1.49 2,92 4.31 .12 18.15
23 Jersey City, N. 96.46 71.54 e (y) 1.21 2.01 28 +06 7.60
24 Houston, Tex.-- 60.87 35.30 -- +33 W74 | —remm e 26 14,09
25 Louisville, Ky. 48.21 32.32 .28 1.45 +15 .16 4.02
26 Portland, Oreg. 64.65 45,87 | mommmmm | e «20 2.66 3.7 .40 .59
GROUP III.~—CITIES BAVING A
27 Colucbus, Ohio- $43.00 $19.05 $0.73 $2.40 $1.57 | $0.26| $10.04
28 Toledo, Ohio--~ 50.60 27.81 .97 2.50 2.54 «20 8.61
29 Oakland, Calif. 61.88 34,00 «13 l.48 .13 57 10.86
30 Denver, Colo.- 75.44 39.16 «63 1.68 3.64 #57 16.87
31 Atlenta, Ga.-- 36.88 19.70 «27 2.66 l.24 .84 2,17
32 Dallas, TeX.--- 40,06 23.86 +20 +30 +80 .38 4.96
33 52.04 29,55 1,01 2.16 2.91 +20 8,14
34 24,00 11,14 | =—mm=em | 407 § mommmen 4,17 3.11 +66 3.59
35 53.13 29.50 .88 2.26 4.60 .18 8.11
36 40,12 23.88 .18 1,75 o4l +55 6.47
a7 Providence, R. I.--- 68.27 47.68 1.58 1.43 .12 .10 4.19
38 San Antonio, Te 29.43 19.63 .14 #30 | m=mmeee .05 4.386
39 Omaha, Nebr.--- 56.05 31.22 1.06 1.26 1.61 +16 .91
40 Syracuse, N. Y 69.90 42,25 1.48 .95 2.97 .32 14.41
41 Dayton, Chio-- 48.42 28,02 73 2.50 1.15 .15 6.64
42 Oklahoma City, Okla.] 46.72 24,76 | mmmmeem [ wmmme e 1.74 .23 +66 7.45
43 Worcester, Mass -- 68,98 49.72 4.76 «55 1.42 .12 .49 27 2,77
44 Richmond, Va.- 58.11 32.40 «35 .66 4.01 1.08 39 3.01
45 Youngstown, Ohio----1 43.76 25.66 .86 1.80 1.24 .21 7.98
46 Grapd Rapids, Mich.4 40,71 22,86 | =m==mmm [ mmmam W21 1.84 1.39 .19 6.12

See footnotes at end of table.
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SPECIFIED GOVERNMENTAL-COST PAYMENTS: 1936

PER CAPITA REVENUE RECEIPTS AND GOVERNMENTAL COSTS

For text discussion, see p, 22.

For absolute amounts, see tables 3 and 4)

79

PER CAPITA GOVERNMENTAL-COST
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PER CAPITA REVENUE RECEIPTS FROM-—-Continued Per capita
PAYMENTS FOR— excess of
opera revenue
~| Opera- receipts
Earn- Opera- tlon | ¢ion ana over
High- | Rents Earn- ings of tion, end mainte- payments Fity
Done- Pension way and ings of public- mainte- || meinte- nance of | Inter- for no.
tions | 289088~ privi-| inter- goneral service nance, uance publie- est operation,
ments leges est depart- enter- and of gen- service meinte-
ments prises inter- eral enter= nance, and
est depart-|  iges interest
ments
$0.08 $0.97 | $0.53] $2.24 $1.71 $8.03 $62,04 $48.83 $3.81 | $£9.40 $14.79
.08 1.31 264 3.04 1.80 8.49 72.50 57.57 3.89 11.04 16.62
.17 75 «63 1.8 2.29 8.99 60,08 45.31 5.28 9.48 15.25
.05 .36 .29 .79 1.29 6.68 41.69 32,61 3.02 6.06 10.90
POPULATION OF 500,000 AND OVER
(1/) $2.14| 40,61 $4.06 | $1.12| $8.95(| #91.78(| #74.91 $3.01 | $13.87 $26.57 | 1
$0.01 1.45 1.62 1.69 1.94 4.49 53.57 43.17 2.90 7.50 14.85 2
.02 «59 32 9.01 1.54 3.81 | 56.43 41,94 l.14 | 13.34 S.44 3
(2/) .42 .02 .57 3.89 | 14.38 74,64 46.60 10.11 p/17.93 2.55| 4
.54 46 «51 1.47 2,06 21.31 71.25 63.12 8.95 9.19 20.30 S5
.04 44 .02 .58 2.60 10.53 65,85 51.48 6,11 8,27 15.06 13
.10 «23 1.59 «56 2.08 5.89 45,62 38.09 3.31 4.22 7.06 7
1) .91 .78 2.21 .91 6.88 53.60 41.98 2.19 9.42 14.17 8
.16 1.45 .08 7.10 1.85 7.04 88.26 73.90 3.83 | 10.53 15.02 9
.38 L.17 .10 1.07 2,39 4.96 63.62 51.37 2.75 9.50 17,281 10
.49 1.23 .62 1.71 2,11 18,08 66.21 47.42 6.95 1l.84 19.30§ 11
.01 l.44 .05 .55 1.66 2.58 65,35 63.54 1.8) | ——~--- 10.69 | 12
.03 54 .01 1.1¢9 2,92 4,39 63.71 56.64 1.97 5.10 16.91 | 13
.06 1.54 .23 .45 1.27 4.45 88.29 7€.17 2.29 9.83 §/ l.81 | 14
POPULATION OF 300,000 to 500,000
$0.04 $1.31 | $0.06{ $1.44 $1.94 $3.43 $58.34 $50.24 $2.29 | $#5.82 $13.03| 15
.09 .38 1.71 77 l.21 6.66 42,74 26.68 5.26 | 10.79 16.36 | 16
1.15 .76 .15 8.42 4.27 6.05 64450 50.91 2.92 | 10.67 20.80 | 17
(1/) 1.38 1.55 2,07 2,79 6.61 83.41 65.22 3.33 ] 14.85 22,62 18
.03 .03 57 64 1.48 5.52 48,51 36,75 3.92 7.84 9.31 19
----- 1.02 +43 .89 2.98 34,52 75.08 44.73 18.49{ 11.85 16.28 1 20
.28 .22 .02 <43 1.46 16.07 52.56 33.93 13.73 4.90 7.55} 21
(_l_/) 1.40 .16 #5957 2.19 4.85 82.56 71.27 1.97 9.32 16.36 | 22
(y) 1.57 111 1.20 2,97 6.76 81.34 65.80 2.40} 13.14 15.121 23
------------ .64 .85 2.51 6.14 41.07 28.57 3.63 8.86 19.81| 24
«23 .07 .15 1.08 2.39 5.89 40.25 32.88 2.10 5.27 7.96 25
<01 «75 <75 1.83 1.05 7.10 48,83 35.57 3.43 9.83 15.81 | 26
POPULATION OF 100,000 TO 300,000
$0.08 | $0.38| $0.01| $0.58| $0.82| $6.78|| $32.56| $22.90 $3.40 | $6.26 $10.44 | 27
.04 35 (y) «40 1.63 5.24 36,17 27.18 2.64 6.36 14.42 | 28
(1/) .30 .42 .43 1131 12,43 50.21 33.78 7.10{ 9.33 11.67 | 29
.20 .08 «58 43 2,16 9.47 60,04 50.93 2,46 6.65 15.40} 30
————— .12 .92 .18 1.13 7.23 32,08 27.94 1.73 2.41 4.80 | 31
22 .06 <63 39 1.61 6.65 29,86 21.76 1.85 6.25 10.20 [ 32
(/) .19 +30 2,51 1.00 3.99 40,04 29.36 3.30 7.38 12,00 | 33
(1 .04 (1/) .49 .62 A1 21,57 17,23 a8l 4.6 2.44 | 34
«19 W36 [ mmmmn .37 1.48 5.08 35.35 25,40 1.33 8.62 17.78 | 35
+05 .02 .18 .33 .72 5.39 25.56 18.67 1.83 5.06 14.56 { 36
----- 1.10 .01 3.22 1.66 7.00 59.71 47,02 3.27 9.43 8.56 ( 37
.03 05 | =e—mem .49 57 3.82 27.88 20.64 1.10 6.15 1.55| 38
(/) W14 1032 1.7 1.05| 16.1% 43.97 26,49 10.84 | 6.64 12.08 | 39
01 1,09 | —==vmm .10 .95 4,55 65,99 57.02 1.71 7.26 3.91 40
<34 32 .04 .58 3.51 4.22 31.92 25.22 1.34 5.37 16,49 | 41
.09 .03 66 4.28 1.43 5.38 27,74 21.2% 1.47 5.02 18,98 | 42
04 295 | mmmme .55 2,21 5.11 62.18 $8.17 1.94 2.07 6.79 | 43
.08 .12 1.37 2,63 .78 11.25 48,76 34.07 5.62 9.08 9.35 | 44
----- B .08 .66 4.64 34.70 29.04 2.49 3.16 9.06 { 45
(1/) .07 .01 .64 2.21 5.18 32.88 25.86 2.50 4.52 7.831 46



80 FINANCIAL STATISTICS OF CITIES
TABLE 5,—PER CAPITA REVENUE RECEIPTS AND SPECIFIED
(For alphabetical 1ist of cities, by States, showing rank, see p. 2.
PER CAPITA REVENUE RECEIPTS FROM—
Taxes
Citﬂ Special | Fines,
no,| cITY All Business and non- | 258ess- | fore
Teve- business licenme | MeBts | felts, | Grants-
nues General and and in-aid
prop- | Special | Poll speclal | es-
erty Liquor ALl charges | cheats
other
GROUP III.—CITIES HAVING A POPULATION
47 4 $45.22 || $25.38 | ~——emoe | -—--- $0.15 $0.08 | $0.56 | $0.28 | $11.05
48 j 76.75 58.04 $2.71 [40.09 1.02 .45 .83 «20 3.80
49 Flint, Mich.~- 50.31 30.23 | ~-===-- .18 .29 2.01 45 7.54
50 New Haven, Conn. < 60.74 51.69 (y) 1.16 .34 «05 04 4.30
51 San Diego, Calif.--4 60.36 33.09 | —=-mmmm .17 1.15 +57 +60 10.52
52 Long Beach, Calif.-~ 73.08 33,82 | coommmm [ mmmme .12 2,24 «18 «64 16.17
53 Nashville, Tenn.- 38.94 22.63 25 | m=--- .19 1.32 .21 .27 7.60
54 Springfield, Mass 79.50 59.10 6.44 «57 1.03 .22 .33 .08 2.16
55 Tulsa, Okla. - 53.11 40,99 | rmmmmmm [ mmmm | mmomm e 73 | mmmmmeem «31 3.37
56 Bridgeport, Comn.--- 56.15 49.80 | =-=wmmm .21 1.13 36 29 +16 .84
57 Des Moines, Iowa---- 49.08 38.52 .47 +65 «75 .22 29
58 Scranton, Pa.--~-=—=f 41.22 32.43 1.27 .51 .48 .10 3.68
59 Salt Lake City, Utah 42.38 26.77 42 .91 1.75 .24 6.27
60 Yonkers, N. Y.----- 104.47 74.68 1.45 .89 2,08 .06 15.25
61 Paterson, N. J.----- 64.69 43.39 1.32 1.13 04 .12 3.84
62 Jacksonville, Fla.-- 59.92 17.85 .24 1.56 1.33 «23 7.05
63 Albany, N. ¥ 75.14 48.66 1.49 .95 3.53 +20 7.90
64 Norfolk, Va. -1 6l.12 35.11 +51 4.77 .18 .69 3.87
65 Trenton, N. J.-- 65.13 42,12 1.10 .87 «66 -20 S.41
66 Chattanooga, Tenn.-% 33.80 17.97 .13 1.02 1.05 37 10.44
67 Kansas City, Kans.--| 57.04 24,10 «16 .70 2,35 .10 3.70
68 Fort Wayne, Ind. 38.92 20.88 .55 1.34 .18 .08 2.70
69 Camden, K. T 80.74 236.38 1.06 1.63 .48 .14 1.82
70 Erie, Pa.--- 44.26 32,86 1.07 .27 .42 086 2.74
71 lizabeth N. J.———— 58.79 40.83 1.21 1.25 .38 04 5.67
72 Wichita, Keng.----- - 36.59 27.47 | mmmmmmm | mmmmm | mmemeem .84 3.45 .36 .90
73 Spokene, Wash.- <4 44.91 18.45 .72 1.58 4.11 <61 11.63
74 Fall River, Mags.---{ 48.45 33.07 1.06 16 | e 33 .58
75 Cambridge, Mass.---- 75.49 58.67 1.24 .24 +05 .04 .28
76 New Bedford, Mass.-- 51.19 32.06 +96 .15 .48 .10 2.96
77 Reading, Pa.--w----d 48,96 34.27 | -~memmm .83 .68 .59 W11 5.21
78 Knoxville, Tenn 47.75 29.58 .15 .90 W91 +30 6.21
79 Peoria, Ill. - 38.34 28.05 1.31 2.13 2,68 94 1.21
80 South Bend, Ind. <4 31.02 20.75 .56 1.27 .02 04 3.27
81 Tacome, Wash.------- 72.69 19,83 [ =mv-mmm= | ==mm .61 .38 .02 49 16.99
82 Miemi, Fia. - 67.43 36.26 .23 .47 4.25 2.99 1,77 8.08
83 | Gary, Ind.- - 32.37 26.59 .14 .75 1.20 (1)) .05 2.81
84 Canton, Ohio - 33.63 17.01 1.02 2,29 3.88 27 2,51
85 | Wilmington, Del. 50,15 FYIS- 8 [RESRRE, U, .89 .91 .38 | 15.96
86 Tampa, Fla,--------- 41.98 23,67 | ===mumm .22 1.87 +S0 44 ?7.05
87 Somerville, Mass.---{ 56.14 43.11 .52 .67 .19 .04 .06 2,16
88 El Paso, Tex.- - 32.72 20,94 .05 .22 .02 W11 4.95
89 Evensville, Ind - 34.83 19.20 .18 +40 1.55 .08 .02 6.26
90 Lynn, Masg,--~=r--—- 59.08 42,36 .56 1.04 +23 .24 .07 +50
91 Utica, N. Y.-- 64.63 44.94 1.50 .64 1.33 .09 13.41
92 Duluth, Minn.- 4 59.51 37.87 74 .47 1.00 24 3.40
93 Waterbury, Conn, - 63.38 52.47 1,08 .38 .54 A2 54
94 Lowell, Mass,~~~~--- 52,79 40.05 .94 .16 .09 04 71
Honolulu, Haweil 4/4 34,87 16.58] ~=--=m= 0B} —m-mmme 5.82 1.82 «40 1.35

Digitized for FRASER
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1/ Less than 1/2 of 1 cent,
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PER CAPITA REVENUE RECEIPTS AND GOVERNMENTAL COSTS 81
GOVERNMENTAL-COST PAYMENTS: 1936—Continued
For text discussion, see p. 22. For absolute amounts, see tables 3 and 4)
PER CAPTTA REVENUE RECETPTS FROM—Continued PER CAPITA GOVERNMENTAL-COST Por capita
PAYMENTS FOR—
excess of
Opera- op rev(;n:c
era- rece 8
RBarn- Opera- tlon | yyion and ovsf-
High- | Rents Earn« ings of tion, and mainte- payments Fity
Pension ings of majinte- || mainte- no.
Dona- way and public- nence of | Inter- for
agsess= general nance, nance
tions privi- {inter= service public-| est operation,
ments depart- and of gen-
leges | est enter- service meinte-
ments inter- eral
prises enter- nance,and
est depart- prises interest
ments
OF 100,000 TO 300,000—Continued
----- $0.04 | (1/) $0.44 $1.28 $5,96 $32.96 $24.08 $1.77 1 $7.12 $12.27| 47
$0.03 .08 | $0.12 1.05 2.30 6.04 62,18 53.11 2,72 6.35 14.57 ] 48
.04 <16 .02 72 3.68 4.98 34.96 27.46 1.75 5.75 15,35 | 4%
<07 51 1.88 .03 47.74 43.76 .09 3.89 13.00 | 50
.01 .42 .84 11.77 43,20 33.64 3.32 6.25 17.15} 51
(_l/) .10 «39 2.24 1.08 16.10 49.74 34,17 8.22 7.34 23.34] 52
<07 <79 «15 «87 4.78 30.16 22,97 2.21 4.98 8,781 53
«55 .07 .02 2.14 6.62 64.19 57.16 2.67 4.36 15.31] 54
——————— 79 57 #31 6.06 30.95 22.13 1.93 6.89 22,16} 955
.56 | (1) .12 2,48 .19 47.42 42.64 1| 4.66 8.73] &6
36 .37 37 87 6.20 38.91 30.42 2,70 5.79 10,17 57
.62 .07 .26 1.13 .01 37.06 33.68 02 3.36 4.16 | 58
—-——— .10 .21 .17 .83 4,71 34.13 27.63 2.55 3.95 | 8.26| 59
01 l1.81 .18 «69 «55 5.67 86.67 71.91 2.80 11.87 17.80{ 60
----- 1.07 1.37 72 2.47 9.09 50.88 37.69 2,10{ 11.09 13.81} 61
————— .21 07 <09 «51 30.71 49,00 30.25 13.38 537 10.92 | 82
.01 +89 <03 70 64 9.27 66.52 49.15 5.13}| 12.24 8.62 | 63
----- 24 .54 6.76 .85 7.53 44,57 27.45 2.10 15.02 16.55| 64
(1) 94| 1.2 .54 2,18 5.63 47.38 36,52 3.45| 7.41 17.76 | 65
.06 .09 .03 «08 1.84 .22 26.67 20.27 34 6.05 7.13| 66
------- .39 1.19 39 23.95 39.10 20.38 13.83 4.89 17.94) 67
24| —mmmmm .14 23 12.13 29.09 19.81 7.30 1.99 9.83| 68
.76 1.55 «86 43 5.79 46.42 33.27 2,10 11,05 4,32 69
54 «05 »10 .50 5.66 36.29 27.88 2.95 5.46 7.97 70
.75 1.21 .65 33 6.46 45.37 34.85 3.10 7.43 13.42 | 71
.09 «01 .40 .06 2.44 «56 28.53 24.60 «59 3.34 8.06 [ 72
(y) <26 «36 «15 1.42 5.62 32.75 29.23 1.94 1.57 12.16| 73
.02 o3B3 | wvmme- 44 «53 3.50 238.18 34.03 1.48 2,68 10.27 | 74
.01 .72 (y) .97 1.17 4.66 61.36 53.97 3.29 4.10 14.13 75
----- L3910 (1) «40 .88 3.63 42,65 37.42 2,15 3.08 8.54} 76
.03 52 (y) +09 52 5.38 $6.31 28,42 2.37 5.52 12.65 ) 77
(1/) W26 | —-—-- .97 1.16 7,15 38,99 25,30 2,09 | 11,61 8.76 | 78
1/} .18 .01 .21 1.47 .15 29.54 27.81 06| 1.66 8,80 | 79
o2 W17 .02 .18 «39 4.11 25.74 20.69 2.60 2.45 5.28| 80
«02 «39 «37 .39 2,34 31.46 49.20 31.51 11.02 6.67 23.48| 81
.07 <11 .09 2,65 4.46 6.01 59.01 38.27 3.05] 17.70 8.42 | 82
————— 17 «06 «56 +05 26.79 24,28 .06 2.46 5.58 | 83
<01 37 .58 1.29 4.05 33.15 25.65 2.07 5.43 481 84
.07 «15 <79 «39 5.91 38,63 29.16 3.70 5.78 11.52 (| 85
«29 «06 .03 79 1.61 4.73 37.73 27.62 1.80 8.31 4.26 | 86
#01 «70 +08 «60 4.44 56,60 51.93 1.94 2.73 g/ 47 87
.01 03 «60 57 5.19 23.43 17,19 1.98 4.27 9.28 | 88
.03 17 «30 .87 5.77 27.26 22.39 2.99 1.89 7.57 | 89
.10 45 | wmmemm «40 1.19 4.88 50,11 44,64 2.59 2,88 8.87 | 90
(1/) 1,18 [ —memem .18 .59 .15 53.14 48.19 W61 4,79 11.49 | 91
L06 59 .01 1.66 1.16 1z.27 46,28 32.86 8.74 4.68 13.22 | 92
#07 56 (y) «20 .98 6.44 58,00 48.41 2.13 7.46 5,381 93
----- od4 | -m-nmm «06 .82 3.56 50.15 45.05 3.24 1.86 2,63 | 94
————— .17 1.31 .12 1.39 5.83 29.12 22,54 2,97 3.61 .82
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TABLE 6.--—PERCENT DISTRIBUTION, BY PRINCTPAL CLASSES, OF

(For alphabeticel list of cities, by States, showing rank, see p. 3. For text

PERCENT OF REVENUE RECEIPTS OBTAINED FROM—
Taxes

E2l

o

=

E CITY Business and non- ig::::l F;::E" Pen-
busi. - N
?:' Gen- usiness license ments { feits, | Grante- | Dona- a:gr_;
o eral | Spe- N and and in-aid | tioms sess-
prop- | eial oll speclal es- ments
erty All charges { cheats
Liquor other

0.9 0.1 1.3 5.6 1.6 0.4 12.9| 0.1 1.3
9 (1) 1.3 6.9 1.2 .3 13.2 .1 1.5
3| {Y) 1.1 3.3 2.2 .4 12.2 .21 1,0
1.4 .2 1.3 2.6 2.4 .6 12.1 2 7
GROUP I,—CITIES HAVING A
1| New York, N, Y . 1.2 10.7 1.5 0.2 1.7} (/)| 1.8
2 | Chicago, Ill.- - 2.3 4.1 1.6 .4 2.1 (/)] 2.1
3 | Philadelphia, Pa. < 1.1 .81 (1)) .3 5.6 | (1/) .9
4 | Detrolt, Mich,--- g .6 5.6 1.2 .5 10.0 | (1/) .5
5 | Los Angeles, Calif —— .2 5.4 1.4 .9 15.3 0.6 5
6 | Cleveland, Ohio 4 56,5 .3 1.5 4.1 2,0 .2 17.9 1 .5
7 | St. Louis, Mo.--- 65,3 [ ==-= | -=-- 1.3 7.9 1.3 .3 4.1 .2 4
8 | 8altimore, Md,--------- 57,4 1.6 | ---- 1.5 4.7 .6 .1 6.8 {1/} | 1.3
9 | Boston, Mass - 71,2 6.1 0.3 1.8 4 4 .6 2.1 2 1.4
10 | Pittsturgh, Pa, 4 8.8 | ---- | (1/) 1.5 .8 .1 .5 5.8 .5 1.4
11 | San Francisco, Calif,-- 54,7 | -—— [ === .3 4.1 (/) .3 12.3 6] 1.4
12 | Washington, D, C,------| 48.0 | (1/) | -—~ 3.9 12.8 l.4 1.1 24.4 | (1/) 1.9
13 | Milwaukee, Wis, 68,6 ] 4.8[---- 1.1 1.3 1.2 .6 1.3 (/) .7
14 | Buffalo, N, Y,--- 53,2 -3 1.6 2.8 .5 .2 31.8 1] 1.8
GROUP II.—CITIES HAVING A
15 | Minneapolis, Mimm,- 67.2 | 0.3 |-=-= 1.3 1.3 5.2 0.4 2.6 01| 1.8
16 | New Orleans, La,- - 59.0 | === | ==== 1.9 6.2 4.4 4 9,8 d 6
17 | Cincinnati, Ohio- 4 46.5] 1.3 |---- 1.0 4.5 3.3 .5 18,5 1.3 .9
18 | Newark, N, J,-- 4 69.9 .2 [ () 1.3 2.0 .3 .3 12.5 [ (1/) 1.3
19 | Ransas City, Mo - 67.9 - 1.0 7.2 1.5 4 7.6 .1 .1
20 | Seattle, Wash. - 38,5 | ---- | === .8 2,0 4 .7 1la.1 | ----- 1.1
21 | Indienapolis, Ind.- 58,3 | =~~~ | 0.3 1.0 4,3 .1 .1 5.1 .5 4
22 | Rochester, N. Y,- 1.5 3.0 4.4 .1 18.3 | (1/) 1.4
23 | Jersey City, N. J. 1.3 2.1 .3 .1 7.9 | (1/) 1.6
24 | Houston, Tex.--- 5 1.2 | =memnm 4 23,2 [--=mn | —mm-=
25 | Louisville, Ky .6 3.0 .3 .3 8.3 .5 .2
26 | Portland, Oreg.- .3 4.1 5.8 .6 3| () 1.2
GROUP III,-~CITTES HAVING A
27 | Columbus, Ohio-- 0.7 1.7 5.6 3.6 0.6 23.4 0.2 0.9
28 | Toledo, Ohio-- N 1.9 4,9 5.0 .4 17.0 W1 7
29 | Oaklend, Calif.- - .2 2.4 .2 9 7.5 | (1/) .5
30 | Denver, Colo ———- .8 2.2 4.8 .8 22,4 3 PP
31 | Atlanta, Ga,-- --—- ] 1.2 .7 7.2 3.4 2.3 5.9 [----- .3
32 (Dallas, Tex. A 59,6 [---m | === .5 7 2.0 1.0 12.4 .6 .1
33 | St, Psul, Minn - s56.8 B 1.9 4.2 5.6 .4 15.7 | {1/) “
34 | Birmingham, Ala 4 46.4 | ---- B R 17.4 12.9 2,7 15.0 | (1/) .2
35 | Akron, Ohio=-- 55.5 2 1.7 4.3 8.6 .3 15,3 4 .7
36 | Memphis, Tenn,=-- - 59.5 K- .4 4,4 1.0 1.4 16.1 A ()
3?7 | Providence, R, I,------ 69.8 2.3 2.1 2 .2 6.1 | =—nmm 1.6
38 | San Antonio, Tex .5 I .2 14.8 .1 2
39 | Omaha, Nebr,-- 1.9 2.3 2.9 3 1.6 | (/) .2
40 | Syracuse, N, Y 2.1 1.4 4.2 .5 20.6 | (/) | 1.6
41 | Dayton, Ohio---- 1.5 5.2 2.4 .3 13.7 7 7

See footnotes at end of table.
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REVENUE RECEIPTS AND GOVERNMENTAL-COST PAYMENTS: 1936

PERCENT REVENUE RECEIPTS AND GOVERNMENTAL COSTS

discussion, see p. 23. For amounts on which percentages are based, see tables 3 and 4}
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PERCENT OF REVENUE RECEIPTS PERCENT OF GOVERMMENTAL-COST
OBTAINED FROM~-Continued PAYMENTS REPRESENTED BY—
Per:;nt . . Perc;nt - .
ercen o nts for--—
revenue of Tevenue e s
Earn- recelpts | . ovenue receipts 'g
1; Earn- required receipts | avail- Opera- Opere- a
Rents | 1R&8 for P tion D Reve-
High-) opa of ings of neeting required able and tion and e | 2
way in. |®&en- |public- opera— for for out- mainte- | Maimte- In- Out e 3
privi- ter- eral service tion and meeting lays and nance nance of | ter- lays | ceipts
leges est de-~ enter- mainte- interest other of public- | est
part- | prises Ppurposes service
nance general
ments depart- enter-
ments prises
0.7{ 2.9 2.2 10.4 68.5 12.2 19.3 66.3 5.2 12,8 [15.8| 104.3
.7 3.4| 2.0 9.5 69.0 12.4 18.6 66,7 4.5}12,8 | 16,0 | 103.3
B8 2.4) 3.0 11.9 &7.2 12.6 20.2 64.2 7.5 13,4 (14,9 106.7
S 1.5] 2.4 12,7 67.8 11.5 20,7 65.9 6.1|12.3|15.7 | 106.3
POPULATION OF 500,000 AND OVER
0.5| 3.4| o.9 7.8 65.8 1.7 22.5 67.6 2,7112.5|17.2| 106.8| 1
2.4| 2.5| 2.8 6.6 67.3 11.0 21,7 65.2 4,4111.3119.1 ) 103.3] 2
51 14.6) 2,5 6.2 69.6 21.6 8.8 70.1 1,9)22,3{ 5.7 | 103.3| 3
(/) 7 5.0 18.6 73.5 23.2 3.3 58.2 12,6 (22.4| 6.7 96.5| 4
6| 1.6 2.2 23.3 67.8 10.0 22.2 53.5 9.0} 9.3128.2| 92.3{ 5
(/) .7 3.2 13,0 71.2 10.2 18.6 68.6 8,1111,0 (12,3 | 107.8| 6
3,0 1.1| 3.9 11.2 78.6 8.0 13,4 72.4 6.3 | 8,0|13.3| 100.1| 7
1.2 3.3| 1.3 10.1 65.2 13.9 20.9 65.8 3.414,8 /16,0 106.2( 8
.1 6.9 1.8 6.8 75,3 10.2 14.5 74.4 3.9]10,6 }11,1| 104.0| 9
| 13| 3.0 6.1 66,9 11,7 2l.4 67.7 3,6 (12,5 [16.2 | 106.6 10
.7 2.0 2.5 21.1 63.6 13.8 22.6 58.5 8.6 114.6|18.3| 105.5|11
.1 .7 2.2 3.4 85,9 [ =mmmmmme 14.1 77.0 2.2|-~--|20.8] 92,112
1/} 1.5 3.6 5.4 72.7 6.3 21.0 80.7 2.8| 7.3| 9.2| 114.9|13
. 5| 1.5 5.1 90.7 11.4 (3/) 75.6 2.3 9.8|12.4( 85.8|14
POPULATION OF 300,000 TO 500,000
0.1| 2,0 2.7 4.8 73.6 8.1 18.3 71.5 3.3 8.3/17.0] 101.5|15
2.9| 1.3| 2.0 11.3 54.1 18.3 27.6 50.5 10.0 | 20,4 {19.1] 111.9|16
.2 9.9 | 5.0 7.1 63,1 12,5 24.4 64.8 3.7 |13,6 [17.9 | 108.6 17
1.5 2.0{ 2.6 6.2 64,7 14,0 21,3 75.3 3.8|17.2 | 3.7 ] 122.5]|18
.0| 11| 2.6 9.6 70.3 13,6 16,1 58.1 6.2 {12.4 [23.3| 91.5[19
S| 1.0 3.3 37.8 69,2 13,0 17,8 50,9 21,0 |13.5 ) 14.6 | 104.0{ 20
(/) 7] 2.4 2647 79.3 8.2 12,5 58.4 23.6| 8,4| 9.5| 103.5|21
.2 6| 2.2 4.9 74,0 9.4 16.6 3.7 2.0 9.6{14,6| 102.3| 22
12| 2| 3.1 7.0 70,7 13.6 15,7 74.9 2.7 15,0 | 7.4| 109.8]| 23
1.1} 1l.4| 4.1 10.1 52,9 14,6 32.5 45.7 5.8 14,2 {34,3| 97.4( 24
B 22| 5.0 12.2 72.6 10.9 16.5 67.4 4,3|10,8[17.5( 98.9/25
1.2| 2.8| 1.6 11.0 60,3 15.2 24,5 69,0 6.6 [19.1 | 5.3| 125.4} 26
POPULATION OF 100,000 TO 300,000
(/) 1L.3[ 1.9 15,8 51,2 14,6 24.2 53.8 8.0 | 14,7 ( 23.5 | 01,1 |27
(1/) .8 3.2 10,4 58.9 12.6 28,5 61.5 6,0 | 14,4 [ 18,1 | 114,528
0.7 7 1.8 20,1 66,1 15.1 18.8 60.4 12,7 {16.7 {10.3 [ 110.6 | 29
.7 610 2.9 12.6 70.8 8.8 20.4 63.0 3,0{ 8,2 |25.8| 93.3}30
2.5 SoB.1 19.6 80.4 6.5 13,1 80.4 5.0 6.,9| 7.7 106.1 3L
1.0 4.0 16,6 58.9 15.6 25,5 50.3 4,3 14,5 (30,9 92.7 |32
4.8 1.9 7.7 62.8 14,2 23,0 57.2 6.4 14,4 (22,0 101.4 |33
2.0 2.6 .4 72.5 17.3 10.2 72.7 .8117.5| 9.0 101.3{ 34
cu7l 2.8 9.6 50.3 16.2 33,5 58.8 3.1)20.0 18,2 | 123.0 35
8| 1.8 13.4 51.1 12.6 36,3 50,9 5.0 |13.8 | 30.3 | 109.4 36
4.7 | 2.4 10.3 73.7 13.8 12.5 64.9 4.5|13,0{17.6| 94.2|37
7| 19 13,0 73.8 20.9 5.3 65.7 3,5|19.6 11,2 93,7}38
2.1 1.9 28.8 66.6 11.9 21,5 56.5 23,1 ]114.2 6.2 | 119.6 | 39
—————— .1 1.4 6.5 84.0 10.4 5.6 82.5 2,5 10.5| 4.5| 101.1 |40
15 U I -2 O 8.7 54.9 11,1 34,0 64,0 3.4 113.6 119,01 122.8141
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TABLE 6.-—~PERCENT DISTRIBUTION, BY PRINCIPAL CLASSES, OF REVENUE

(For alphabetical list of cities, by States, showing rank, see p. 2, For text

PERCENT OF REVENUE RECEIPTS OBTAINED FROM—
f Taxes
i
: CITY Business and non- 21;::::1 F::::s’ Pon-
§ Gen- Pusiness license ments | feits, | Grants- | Dona~ st:x-x
eral | Spe- and and in-aid | tioms | o .
prop~ | cial Poll special es~ ments
erty ALl charges | cheats
Liguor other
GROUP III.--CITIES HAVING A POPULATION
42 | OKlahoma City, Okla,-~4 53.0 | ~-—- | —=== [==--=== 3.7 0.5 1.4 13,9 0.2 0.1
43 | Worceater, Mass, 2.1 2 .7 .4 4.0 .1 1.4
44 | Richwond, Va. 1.1 6.9 1.9 7 5.2 .1 .2
45 | Youngstown, Ohio 2.0 4.1 2.8 .5 8.2 | ---— 1.0
46 | Grand Rapids, Mich .5 4.5 3.4 .5 15.0) {1/} .2
47 | Fort Worth, Tex, .3 2 1.2 .6 24,4 | ~meme 1
48 | Hartford, Conn. 1.3 .6 1.1 .3 49| 1/} .1
49 | Flint, Mich, - 4 .6 4.0 .9 15.0 A .3
50 | New Haven, Comn, —— 1.9 -3 .1 .1 7.1 .1 1.1
51 | Sen Diego, Calif,-----o 54.8 | -—-= | -~-- .3 1.9 .9 1.0
52 | Long Beach, Calif, 46.3 .2 3.1 .2 .9
53 | Nashville, Tenn,-- 58.1 -] 3.4 .5 .7
54 | Springfield, Mass. 4.3 1.3 .3 -4 .1
65 { Tulsa, Okla, A e e 1.4 -—mmme .6
56 | Bridgeport, Comn.- 88.7 2,0 .6 5 3
57 | Des Moines, Iowe: 78.5 1,0 1,3 1.5 .5
58 | Scranton, Pa,-~----. 8.7 3.1 1.2 l.2 2
59 | Salt Lake City, Utah 63.1 1.0 2.2 4.1 .6
60 | Yonkers, N. Y,w—--. 71.5 1.4 .8 2.0 .1
61 [ Paterson, N, J,.- 67.1 2.0 1.7 .1 .2
62 | Jacksonville, Fla 29.5 .4 2.6 2.2 4
63 |Albany, N, Y. 64.8 2.0 1.3 4.7 3
64 { Norfolk, Va. 57.4 .8 ?.8 .3 1.1
65 { Trenton, N, J 64,7 1.7 1.3 1,0 .3
66 { Chattanooga, Tenn. 53.2 .4 3.0 3.1 1.1
67 |Kansas City, Kans, 42.3 .3 1.2 4.1 .2
68 | Fort Weyne, Ind,-~ 53.6 1.4 3.4 .5 .2 6.9 (1/) .6
69 71.7 2.1 3.2 .9 .3 3.2 1.5
70 74.2 2.4 .6 .9 .1 6.2 1.2
71 |Elizabeth, N, 69.4 2.1 2.1 .6 1 9.6 1.3
72 |Wichita, Kans L 1:75 T Qi DR PU—— 2.3 9.4 1.0 2.5 1/}
73 | Spokane, Waesh,- 41.1 1.6 3.5 9.1 1.4 25.9 .6
74 | Fall River, Mass, 68.3 2.2 o3 feemmemm o7 l.2 7
75 | Cambridge, Mass.-- 77.7 1.6 .3 A @) - 1.0
76 | New Bedford, Mass. 62.6 1.9 3 .9 2 5.8 .8
77 |Reeding, Pa. 70.0 1.7 l.4 1.2 .2 10.6 1.1
78 | Knoxville, Tenn, 3 1.9 1.9 N 13.0 K]
3.4 | 5.6 7.0 2.5 3.2 5
1.8 4.1 A .1 10.6 .5
.8 .5 (/) 7 23.4 .5
7 6.3 4.4 2.6 12,0 2
2.3 3,71 () .2 8.7 5
3.0 6.8 11.5 .8 7.5 1.1
85 | Wilmington, Del, 1.8 1.8 .8 31.8 3
86 | Tempa, Fla. 4.4 2.1 2,0 16.8 .2
87 | Somerville, Mass,«----- 76,8 | 6.3 3 .1 .1 3.9 1.2
88 | El Paso, Tex.=-- 64,0 | =-=- .7 .1 .3 15,1 d
89 | Evansville, Ind 56,1 |---- 4.4 21 (1) 18,0 .5
90 | Lynn, Mass,-- 71,7 |12.0 4 o4 1 .8 .8
91 | Utica, N, Y.~ 69.5 | 1.0 1.0 2.1 .1 20.7 1.8
92 | Duluth, Mipn, 63.6 ol .8 1.7 .4 5.7 1.0
93  Waterbury, Conn 82,8 [ -~=- .6 .8 2 .9 .9
94 | Lowell, Mass.--- 75,9 |10.3 3 .2 .1 1.4 .8
Honolulu, Hewaii 4/---4 47.6 |-~-- R 16.7 5.2 1.1 3.9 | —-~em .5

1/ Less then 1/20 of 1 percent. 2/ Includes interest of prior years paid in 1936.
§/ Payments for operation, maintenance, and interest are in excess of revenue receipts.
4/ Not included in group or grand totels.
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PERCENT BEVENUE RECEIPTS AND GOVERNMENTAL COSTS

RECEIPTS AND GOVERNMENTAL-~COST PAYMENTS: 1936—Continued

digcussion, see p. 23.

For smounts on which percenteges are based, see tables 3 and 4)

PERCENT OF REVENUE RECEIPTS PERCENT OF GOVERNMENTAL-COST
OBTAINED FROM—Continued PAYMENTS REPRESENTED BY—
Percent
of Parcent
revenue Psrg;nt rev(;:us Payments for— 4
Earn- ;:c:g:; revenue | receipts Opera- ’§
Rents | 1788 | Eern- qro receipts | avail- g 1 Opera- R a
High- of ings of o required able % | tion and eve- ] o,
and meeting and nue £
way in- | 890~ publie- opera- tor for out- | i te. | mainte- In- Out- re- 3
privi- [ yor_ eral | service tion and meeting | lays and nence | RARCe of | ter- 1ays | ceipts
leges | gy de- | enter- mainte- | iBteTest other of public- | est
part- | prises nance purpoges general service
ments e enter-
part-
nents prises
OF 100,000 TO 300,000—Continued
9.2 3.1 11.5 48.6 10.7 40.7 59.6 4.1]14.1}22.2| 131.0| 42
.8 3.2 7.4 87.1 3.0 9.9 82.9 2,8| 3.0]11.3 98.3 | 43
4.5 1.3 19.4 68.3 15.6 1s.1 63.7 10.5| 17.0| 8.8 | 108.7 | 44
.2 1.5 10.6 | 72.1 7.2 20.7 68.5 5.94 7.4 18.2| 1l03.2 ] 4%
1.6 5.4 12,7 69.7 11.1 19.2 71.1 6.9]12.4( 9.6| 111.9| 46
1.0 2.8 13,2 57.1 15.7 27.2 41.3 3.0]12.2 | 43.4 77.6 | 47
l.4 3.0 7.9 72.7 8.3 19.0 73.4 3.8| 8.8(114.1 | 106.1 |48
1.4 7.3 9.9 58.1 1l.4 30.5 78.0 5.0 16.3 .7 | 143.0 49
.8 3.1 (1/) 72.2 6,4 2l.4 8l.9 .21 7.3110.6| 113.7 |50
1.2 .7 1.4 19.5 61.2 10.4 28.4 69.3 6.8 [12.911.0 | 124.4 {51
5 3.1 1.5 22.0 58.7 10.0 31.3 45.2 10.9| 9.7 | 34.3 96.6 | 52
2.0 o4 1.7 12.3 64.6 12.8 22.6 52.6 5.1}11.4}30.9 89.2 | 53
A/ 27 8.3 75.3 5.5 19.2 8l.0 3.8| 6.2 9.0| 112.7 |54
1,5 1.1 .6 11.4 45.3 13.0 41,7 66.5 5.8120.7) 7.0 159.6 | 55
(/) 2] 4.4 .3 76,1 8.3 15,6 86.7 2| 9.5| 3.6 114,156
.8 o7 1.8 12,6 67.5 11.8 20.7 71.7 6.4 [ 13.7 8.3 | 115.7 |57
.2 60 z.2) (W) 81.8 8.2 10.0 84,2 | (1/) 8.4| 7.4 103.0 58
5 4 2.0 1.1 71.2 9.3 19.5 76.6 7.1(11.0; 5.3 | 117.6 |59
2 o7 .5 5.4 71.5 11.5 17.0 71,9 2.8 |12.0|13.4 | 104.4 |60
2,1 1.1 3.8 14.0 61,5 17.1 2l.4 68.9 3.8 |20.3( 7.1 118.2 |61
. .1 9 5l.2 72.8 9.0 18.2 55.0 24.3 9.8 20,9 | 108.9 | 62
(/) .9 .8 12.3 72.2 16.3 1.5 65.1 6.816.2 (11,9 | 99.5|63
.97 11,1 1.4 12.3 48.3 24.6 27.1 55.4 4.2 )30.3|10.1 | 123.2 | 64
2.2 .8 3.3 8.6 6l.4 11.4 27.2 62.9 5.9112.8 | 18,4 112.2 | 65
1 2 S.4 .6 61.0 17.9 21.1 87.0 +91]17.0 | 25.1 95.0 | 66
o7 2.1 .7 42.0 60,0 8.6 3l.4 34.5 23,4, 8,3(33.8 96.6 | 67
------ .4 .6 3l.2 69.6 5.1 25.3 55.5 20.5| 5.6{18.5 | 109.1 68
3.1 1.7 .8 11.4 69.7 21.8 8.5 69.8 4.4 [ 23.2] 2.6 | 106.4 |69
ol 2 1.1 12.8 69.7 12.3 18.0 72,4 7.7 | 14.2 5.7 115.0 | 70
2.1 1.1 6 11.0 64.5 12.6 22.9 72.3 6.4]15.4 | .5.8 | 122.0 |71
1.1 2 6.7 1.5 68.8 9.1 22.1 76.4 1.8110.4(11.3 | 113.,7 |72
.8 o3 3.2 12,5 69.4 3.5 27,1 64.5 4,3 | 3.5|27.8 99.0 [ 73
------ .9 11 7.2 73.3 5.5 2l.2 86.1 3.7 6.8 3.3 | 122.7 |74
(1/) 1.3 1.6 6.2 75.8 5.4 18.8 79.3 48| 6.0 9.8/ 111.0(75
(1/) 8 1.7 7.1 77.3 6.0 16,7 74.6 4.3 6.1[15.0| 102.0 (76
1/} L2100 1.1 11.0 62,9 11,3 25.8 52.5 4,4)10,2 | 33,0 90.4|77
------ 2.0 2.4 15,0 57.4 24.3 18.3 53.6 4.4 124.6|17.4| 101.,2 |78
(1/) .5 3.8 4 2.7 4.3 23,0 69.5 .2 4.1}26.2 95.8 | 79
.1 6 1.3 13.2 75.1 7.9 17.0 72.8 9.2 8.6 9.4 | 109.2 |80
.5 ¥ 3.2 43.3 58.5 9.2 32,3 49.8 17.4 ]10.6 { 22.2 [ 115.0 |81
WA 3.9 6.6 8.9 61.3 26.2 12,5 6.7 4.5 | 26.2112.5 99.9 182
------ 2 1.7 A 75.2 7.6 17.2 85.8 .2) 8.7 5.3 114.4 {83
------ 1.7 3.8 12,0 82.4 16.1 1.5 74.3 6.0 |15.7 | 4.0 97.4 |84
.2 1.6 .8 11.8 65.5 11.5 23.0 60.9 7.7 112.1 119.3 | 104.8 |85
o1 1.9 3.8 11.3 70.1 19.8 10.1 68.7 4,5 (20.7 | 6.1 | 104.4 |86
------ A1 7.9 96.0 4.9 (3/) 86.0 3.2] 4.5} 6.3| 92.9|87
1.8 1.8 15.9 58.6 13.1 28,3 57.8 6,6 114.4|21.2 | 110.0 88
.9 2,5 16.6 72.9 5.4 21.7 52.2 7.0| 4.4]36.4 81,2 |89
o7 2.0 8.3 80.0 4.9 15.1 80.8 4,7 %5.2] 9.3| 107.0|90
3 .9 2 74.8 7.4 17.8 80.9 .3] 8.0 10.8| 108,59
2.8 1.9 20.6 69.9 7.9 22.2 65.6 17.5| 9.4} 7.6| 118.8 |92
] 1.5 10.2 79.7 11.8 8.5 71.7 3.2 |11.0] 14.1 93.9 | 93
o1 1.6 6.7 91.5 3.5 5.0 85.2 6,1 3.5| 5.2 99.8 | 94
L 3.7 3 4.0 18,7 73.2 10.4 16.4 64.1 8.4 10.3| 17.2 99.2
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TABLE 7.—REVENUE RECEIPTS FROM TAXES, SPECIAL ASSESSMENTS, FINES, FORFEITS, AND ESCHEATS: 1936

(This teble is presented in two sections, the second section beginning on p. 89. For alphabetical list of cities, by States, showing rank, see p. 2. For text discussion, see p. 23)

RECEIPTS FROM TAXES
C:zy cITY Aggregate The general property tex Special taxes
Total Poll taxes
Prior years' | Penalties and
Total Current levy 1ev 1” interest Property All other
Grand total-----—--- { $2,010,018,019 $1,953,456,971 $1,726,053,447 $1,370,051,046 | $319,810,414 | $36,191,987 $5,731,248 | $20,593,518 | $1,560,180
1,370,286,386 1,339,580,853 1,160,138,873 915,655,484 217,715,845 26,767,544 1,830,744 15,570,346 260,087
237,550,902 228,569,648 212,162,143 169,656,966 38,401, 905 4,103,272 112,045 1,023,187 74,074
402,180,731 385,306,470 353,752,431 284,738,596 63,692,664 5,321,171 3,788,459 3,999,985 1,225,019
GROUP 1.-—CITIES HAVING A POPULATION OF 500,000 AND OVER
1 [ New York, N. Y. $601,492,958 $587,252,429 $477,561,514 $398,079,074 $68,037,901 | $11,444,539 | ----cmc-oe $8,512,231 | —eemmmemee
2 Chicago, 111.-- 1 170,748,630 166,021,272 150,826,397 78,613,978 65,382,427 6,829,992 -
3 Philadelphie, Pa 85,075,126 84,734,124 82,394,815 64,500,181 16,856,713 1,037,921
4 Detroit, Mich.-- 83,693,347 81,521,531 73,329,280 51,746,268 19,279,697 2,303,315 $56,561 78,692 | ~e-cm-----
5 Los Angeles, Calif 69,327,094 66,482,611 59,653,487 54,522,423 4,882,377 248,687
6 Cleveland, Ohio- 47,964,437 46,356,516 41,981,848 41,147,479 834,369 246,139 | ~-—=------
7 8t. Louis, Mo.-- 33,265,336 32,555,874 28,568,897 24,003,770 4,092,123 473,004
8 Baltimore, Md.- 36,494,194 36,111,105 31,807,619 27,389,279 3,726,713 691,627 866,347 —-— -
9 Boston, Mass. 65,683,203 64,866,384 57,876,092 43,709,903 13,413,584 752,605 907,705 4,025,185
10 Pittsburgh, Pa. 44,872,809 44,498,409 43,262,113 34,966,899 7,628,651 666,563
11 Sen Francisco, Calif 33,328,094 33,152,475 30,674,642 29,475,793 1,071,971 126,878
12 Weshington, D. C 31,110,883 29,978,661 22,207,452 18,835,105 2,845,180 527,167 12,459
13 Milwaukee, Wis. 37,426,463 36,581,171 33,123,083 24,313,514 7,391,096 1,418,473 131 2,298,723
14 Buffalo, N. Y.~ 29,803,812 29,468,291 26,871,634 24,351,818 2,273,043 246,773 | —=mewmmee- 396,917
GROUP II.—CITIES HAVING A POPULATION OF 30C,000 TO 500,000
7
15 Minneapolis, Minn $25,874,163 $23,910,729 $22,924,871 $19,555,085 $3,258,106 $111,680 | -----n--e- $114,493 | -e-commee-
16 New Orleans, Le. 20,016,736 18,665,478 16,422,185 11,774,752 4,238,332 409,101 -
17 Cincinnati, Chlo 22,436,340 20,960,992 18,265,762 17,243,345 1,022,417 518,597 | -~-----mm--
18 | Newark, N, J.-- 35,048,125 34,784,411 33,112,802 24,665,286 7,223,511 1,224,005 $74,246 37,123 $1,819
19 Kanses City, Mo. 18,618,865 18,152,710 16,190,298 14,345,629 1,674,305 170,364
20 Seattle, Wash. 14,460,707 14,107,077 13,171,734 9,672,573 3,049,413 449,748
21 Indienepolis, Ind. 14,339,341 14,278,587 13,032,357 9,547,329 3,485,028 —— 71,137
22 Rochester, N. Y. 23,876,497 22,400,072 20,584,048 17,592,570 2,508,479 482,999 | —m-mmw---- 345,834 | ~-c-e--a--
23 | Jersey City, No Jo=mmev- 24,070,177 23,962,435 22,887,046 15,713,393 6,322,586 851,067 37,799 7,140 1,118
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24 | Houston, Tex.-- 11,645,202 11,563,561 11,221,485 9,610,717 1,433,139 177,629

25 | Louisville, Ky. 10,911,293 10,812,254 10,262,857 8,664,251 1,563,641 34,965

26 | Portland, Oreg.- 16,253,456 14,971,342 14,086,698 11,272,086 2,622,948 191,714

GROUP III.—CITIES HAVING A POPULATION OF 100,000 TO 300,000

27 | columbus, Ohio-- $7,284,279 $6,737,551 $5,708,793 45,645,789 $63,004 $90,856 | ——------ee
28 | Toledo, Ohio- 10,257,547 9,439,955 8,313,070 6,026,978 2,286,092 89,688 | ------omen
29 | oeklend, calif. 10,733,622 10,526,349 10,051,037 9,015,919 984,081 $51,037

30 | Denver, Colo. 13,390,818 12,157,773 11,480,958 10,923,750 466,724 90,484

31 | Atlanta, ca. 7,049,837 6,466,868 5,523,530 4,523,334 917,317 82,879 $122,884
32 | Dpallas, Tex.- 7,100,166 6,771,229 6,632,907 6,009,841 481,779 141,287

33 | 3t, Peul, Minn, 9,977,895 9,114,603 8,213,227 7,585,470 603,920 23,837 | —ommcoeeee 20,454 | -mcmmmmmen
34 | Birminghem, Ala. 5,232,795 4,203,937 3,045,270 2,768,151 256,511 20,608 19,705
35 | Akron, Ohio---- 9,952,835 8,687,216 7,820,998 6,479,421 1,341,577 32,620

36 | Memphis, Tenn. 7,048,090 6,797,395 6,244,192 4,820,322 1,338,463 85,407 48,062

37 | Providence, R. I.- 13,062,107 13,004,130 12,186,195 11,737,473 326,439 122,283

38 | Sen Antonio, Tex 4,899,058 4,886,322 4,779,108 3,764,466 907,383 107,259

39 | Omeha, Nebr. 7,689,076 7,304,629 6,798,888 5,920,014 791,121 87,753

40 | syracuse, N. Y.- 10,466,989 9,761,568 9,062,587 7,992,719 940,075 129,793 | cmeemeeann 179,179

41 | Dayton, Ohio 6,770,451 6,501,948 5,788,463 5,788,463 46,084

42 | Oklahoms City, Okla. 5,517,030 5,337,193 4,986,567 2,987,090 1,946,975 52,502 —

43 | Worcester, Mass. 11,352,825 11,201,163 9,843,703 7,014,160 2,709,157 120,386 $418,823 524,603 109,738
44 | Richmond, Va.-- 7,189,390 6,918,339 5,991,128 4,996,619 941,030 53,479 - 63,939
45 5,220,049 4,968,984 4,470,369 3,337,120 1,133,249 35,540 | ~---eoooee
46 4,577,035 4,304,450 3,949,815 2,779,811 1,087,043 82,961

47 | Fort Worth, Tex. 4,474,173 4,333,264 4,294,714 3,314,494 884,888 95,332

48 | Hartford, Conn. 10,672,859 10,499,28¢ 9,779,576 8,034,962 1,431,281 313,333 456,316 | --=-mmm---e 15,464
49 | Plint, Mich.--- 5,545,883 5,134,975 5,054,911 3,451,779 1,554,012 49,120 - -
50 | New Haven, Conn. 8,668,449 8,653,863 8,409,695 7,319,376 940,383 149,936 508 | =mmmmmmemem | mmemmeeeas
51 | San Diego, Calif,-- 5,695,665 5,509,076 5,297,248 4,744,187 498,410 54,651

52 | 1long Beach, Calif. 5,807,766 5,679,918 5,309,200 4,935,725 363,083 10,392 -
53 | Nashville, Tenn,--- 3,885,766 3,810,968 3,535,509 2,839,516 675,804 20,189

54 | Springfield, Mass.- 10,397,012 10,333,839 9,066,540 6,605,265 2,331,344 129,931

55 | Tulsa, Okle,---- 6,218,755 6,173,349 6,065,788 3,568,636 2,404,500 92,652

56 | Bridgeport, Conn. 7,652,682 7,587,419 7,335,702 6,509,621 662,823 163,258

57 | Des Moines, Iowa 5,902,241 5,761,317 5,597,425 5,022,986 574,439 | ~mvocmemmam

58 | Scranton, Pa.--- 5,111,542 5,027,296 4,683,094 3,116,521 1,444,170 122,403

59 | salt Lake City, Utah-- 4,339,145 4,052,219 3,859,627 3,157,167 682,409 20,051 --

60 | Yonkers, N. Y.--- 11,285,954 10,984,869 10,491,974 7,522,718 2,448,036 521,220 | --mo-memee 164,661 | -=m---o-en
61 | Paterson, N. J. 6,412,950 6,391,250 8,030,783 3,577,005 2,271,196 182,582 9,164 | —ommmmmmaem 11,000
62 | Jecksonville, Fla.- 2,955,775 2,739,531 2,451,599 1,892,353 473,603 85,643

63 | Albeny, N. Y.-- 7,229,478 6,744,659 6,315,508 6,237,897 | —-mmmmeeeeee 77,611

64 | Norfolk, Va.--- 5,359,191 5,245,699 4,553,612 3,259,983 1,134,987 158,642

65 | Trenton, N. J.--=-- 5,585,904 5,478,413 5,227,703 2,688,794 2,189,550 349,359

66 | Chattanooga, Tenn. 2,597,672 2,422,371 2,219,522 1,947,843 227,640 44,039

67 | Kenses City, Kans.- 3,383,177 3,080,676 2,974,108 2,723,685 250,209 214
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(This table is presented

TABLE 7.—REVENUE RECEIPTS FROM TAXES, SPECIAL ASSESSMENTS, FINES, FORFEITS, AND ESCHEATS: 1936—Continued

in two sections, the sscond section beginning on p. 89. For alphabetical list of cities, by States, showlng rank, see p. 2. For text discussion, see p. 23)

City]

RECEIPTS FROM TAXES

The general property tax

Special taxes

1o CITY Aggregate
Total Poll taxes
ears' 3
Total Current levy Pri;:v{esrs Pel;ni‘:::: tand Property All other
GROUP III.--CITIES HAVING A POPULATION OF 100,000 TO 300,000—Continued
68 Fort Wayne, Ind $2,818,455 $2,789,687 $2,507,585 $2,454,121 $53,464 $55,359
69 Camden, N, J 4,731,222 4,657,267 4,333,349 2,345,796 1,803,127 $184,426 | ---------= | —mmmmmmeeae 3,833
70 | Erie, Pa. 4,102,764 4,046,275 3,887,393 2,996,658 848,138 42,597
71 | Elizebeth, N. T 5,154,094 5,104,235 4,813,399 2,723,074 1,816,300 274,025 $1,003
72 | wichite, Kans. 3,777,669 3,329,691 3,230,721 2,322,392 908,329
73 Spokane, Wash. 2,970,342 2,419,944 2,151,066 1,696,856 452,295 1,915 -—
74 | Fall River, Mass. 4,963,530 4,925,639 3,812,519 3,114,777 664,086 33,656 665,097 $246,453 60,468
75 Cembridge, Mass.- 7,735,020 7,725,252 6,706,330 4,813,131 1,784,006 109,193 269,000 537,706 43,631
76 | New Bedford, Mass. 4,833,913 4,769,248 3,610,082 2,811,358 785,127 13,597 721,407 255,453 56,934
77 | Reading, Pa.--- 4,159,926 4,081,977 3,831,906 3,068,826 711,541 51,539 80,923
78 Knoxville, Tenn 3,538,530 3,404,134 35,271,341 2,330,272 851,854 89,215 | =~emeoeeee 17,550 | —emeemmen-
79 Peoris, Ill. 3,854,928 3,457,575 3,079,737 2,444,565 635,172
80 South Bend, Ind 2,505,106 2,498,972 2,274,346 1,976,683 297,663 24,217
81 | Tacoma, Wash 2,242,410 2,187,147 2,080,744 1,404,035 676,709
82 | Miemi, Fla. 4,974,092 4,458,784 3,923,293 3,326,489 516,048 80,756 24,797
83 Gary, Ind.- 3,102,734 3,096,934 2,871,737 2,541,661 330,076 14,584
84 | Centon, Ohio 2,667,148 2,221,910 1,828,973 1,763,584 65,389 38,053 | —-mmmmmmem
85 | Wilmington, Del.- 1 2,851,444 2,713,884 2,618,987 2,184,766 434,221
a6 2,920,444 2,777,879 2,520,694 1,862,876 597,754 60,064 34,544
87 5,093,849 5,083,856 4,561,564 2,867,390 1,604,944 89,230 67,996 307,769 59,213
88 El Paso, Tex.-- 2,257,776 2,243,603 2,215,036 1,479,134 658,636 77,266
89 Evansville, Ind 2,250,835 2,240,533 2,017,854 1,874,788 143,066 18,687
90 Lynn, Mass.---- 5,306,337 5,274,159 4,358,898 2,872,526 1,357,031 129,341 353,039 374,080 57,790
91 | Utica, N. Y. 5,040,446 4,894,727 4,611,325 3,918,042 631,538 61,745 63,903 ———
92 Duluth, Minn 4,113,619 3,987,193 3,858,756 3,564,139 291,655 2,962 5,556
93 Waterbury, Conn. 5,529,620 5,463,089 5,315,499 4,578,371 649,245 87,883
94 | Lowell, MesS.---==mame-mund 4,730,545 4,717,019 4,014,654 2,814,863 1,160,543 39,248 275,564 266,807
Honolulu, Hawail }/ -------- 5,013,084 4,562,055 3,365,457 3,365,457 15,589

1/ Not included in group or grand totels.
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TABLE 7,--REVENUE RECEIPTS FROM TAXES, SPECIAL ASSESSMENTS, FINES, FORFEITS, AND ESCHEATS: 19836—Continued

(This teble is presented in two sections, the first section beginning on p. 86. For alphabetical 1ist of cities, by States, showing rank, see p. 2. For text discussion, see p. 23)

RECEIPTS FROM SPECTAL ASSESS- RECEIPTS FRGM FINES, FORFEITS,
RECEZIPTS FROM TAXES—Continued MENTS AND SPECIAL- CHARGES AND ESCHEATS
C:;;y CITY Business license taxes Nonbusiness license taxes
N For operation
and For outlays Court fines Cammercisl Eschests
and forfeits forfeits
Liquor All other Dog General Permits 1/ maintenance
licenses licenses
Grand totale---------d $37,441,459 $132,435,309 $1,134,179 $24,781,929 $3,725,702 $3,933,055 $41,590,664 $10,333,814 $74,326 $629,189
26,252,545 113,160,307 674,712 19,695,120 1,998,119 1,367,771 22,909,826 5,984,760 37,228 405,948
3,840,473 7,934,521 181,176 2,677,748 564,281 729,022 7,004,498 1,189,837 1,275 56,622
7,348,441 11,340,481 278,291 2,409,061 1,163,302 1,836,262 11,676,340 3,159,217 35,823 166,619
GROUP I.—CITTES HAVING A POPULATION OF 500,000 AND OVER
1 New York, N. Y. $10,441,719 $86,023,292 | ~mcmemeone $4,490,471 $223,202 $12,850,058 $1,350,560 $8,890 $31,021
2 Chicago, I11,-- 5,421,880 5,210,243 $132,891 4,187,397 242,464 3,851,916 853,019 17,910 4,513
3 | Philedelphia, Pe. 1,329,834 869,725 31,772 2,511 105,457 7,187 330,791 3,024
4 | Detroit, Mich,-~~-- 810,354 1,410,232 91,985 5,591,974 152,453 1,493,173 667,292 8,511
5 Los Angeles, Calff. 190,396 5,682,300 179,344 272,797 504,287 465,304 1,084,582 14,424
6 Cleveland, Ohio=--- 1,105,065 1,096,643 47,270 1,806,858 72,693 1,479,130 125,721 3,070
7 | St. Louis, Mo.- 547,737 2,663,635 5,946 733,475 36,184 562,914 141,663 1,859
8 | Baltimore, Md 856,439 1,624,581 23,563 863,014 69,542 352,102 30,019 968
9 | Boston, Mess. 1,464,462 188,609 27,538 3,211 128,585 343,571 162,943 304,097
10 | Pittsburgh, Pa.---- 807,870 294,910 26,306 1,315 90,805 82,162 292,238 | =mmcmeeene | mmceeoeee
11 | Sen Francisco; Calif. 149,229 1,653,210 14,671 575,141 85,582 22,561 139,863 13,195
12 | Washington, D. C.- 1,821,629 5,179,512 48,130 566,660 142,819 2,121 643,545 464,301 19,255
13 | Milwaukee, Wis. 507,870 520,234 21,313 4,064 105,753 71,509 506,255 263,654 1,784
14 | Buffelo, N, Y.-- 798,061 743,171 23,983 596,232 38,293 7,242 249,948 78,114 217
GROUP II.—CITIES HAVING A POPULATION OF 300,000 TO 500,000
15 Minneapolis, Minn. $438,740 $337,036 $13,435 48,931 $73,223 $323,095 $1,493,359 $146,959 $21
16 | New Orleans, La,-- 526,841 1,600,077 4,620 87,046 24,709 2,116 1,230,052 114,669 4,421
17 | Cincinnati, Ohio 405,073 668,406 40,756 997,867 64,531 140,287 1,142,632 160,098 32,331
18 | Newark, N, J.-- 612,323 859,385 12,850 2,400 71,463 103 144,225 119,386
19 | Kansas City, Mo. 237,734 1,215,005 20,898 443,050 45,725 369,279 88,031
20 | Seattle, Wash.,-~-- 261,266 606,722 2/ 10,293 297 56,765 124,431 224,964
21 Indienapolis, Ind. 217,464 883,775 21,813 350 51,691 8 30,929 29,400 | 4emcmemo—o 417
22 | Rochester, N. Y.-- 496,707 544,644 28,662 382,817 17,360 263,413 1,173,466 39,350 | —;ecoeceaen 195

See footnotes at end of taeble.
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(This table is presented

TABLE 7.—REVENUE RECEIPTS FROM TAXES, SPECIAL ASSESSMENTS, FINES, FORFEITS, AND ESCHEATS: 1936—Continued

in two sections, the first section beginning on p. 86. For alphabetical list of cities, by States, showing rank, ses p. 2,

For text discussion, see p. 23)

RECEIPTS FROM TAXES—Continued

RECEIPTS FRQM SPECIAL ASSESS-

RECEIPTS FRQM FINES, FORFEITS,

MENTS AND SPECIAL CHARGES AND ESCHEATS
City cITy B
no. usiness license taxes Nonbusiness license taxes = tto
or operation s
and For outlays | COuTt fimes | Commercial | po.onyg
Dog General maintenance and forfelts forfeits
Liquor All other Permits 1/
licenses licenses
GROUP II.—CITIES HAVING A POPULATION OF 300,000 TO 500,000—Continued
23 | Jersey City, N. J. $387,636 $610,744 $3,049 $3,045 €24,858 | —-mooooemeo $89,475 $18,267 -
24 | Houston, Tex. 105,883 38,355 2,796 151,998 43,044 80,361 $1,280
25 Louisville, Ky. 88,774 378,774 2,082 64,326 25,471 47,701 51,180 18
26 Portland, Oreg.- 62,032 191,598 19,952 545,621 65,441 1,158,949 117,171 5,994
GROUP III.—CITIES HAVING A POPULATION OF 100,000 TO 300,000

27 Columbus, Ohio- $218,850 $434,168 $248,959 $35,925 $62,528 $406,505 $77,695

28 Toledo, Ohio- 288,682 476,072 244,123 28,320 459,524 298,946 59,122

29 Oaklend, Calif. 37,265 367,530 - 64,730 38,632 - 124,128

30 Denver, Colo. 183,850 179,818 21,042 270,613 21,492 | ~~ermemeee- 1,066,558 116,487

31 Atlanta, Ga. 74,747 705,356 6,468 307 33,576 214,842 132,059 236,064

32 Delles, Tex.- 56,014 57,912 403 [ emmmmmeeeae 23,993 R 222,064 106,875

33 St. Paul, Minn,- 280,366 575,950 2,209 | ~ememmmeeeen 22,397 160,936 648,011 53,927

34 Bimingham, Ala. -— 1,026,520 745 96,240 15,457 | ~mmmme—een- 849,165 178,803

35 Akron, Ohio=~ 234,196 371,225 218,216 9,961 178,515 1,039,654 47,450

36 Memphias, Tenn 46,869 183,479 232,272 26,225 —— 107,058 143,637

37 Providence, R. I 404,391 332,512 612 20,221 31,199 26,778

38 San Antonio, Tex. 33,765 56,515 168 16,766 12,504

39 Omgha, Nebr.--- 230,758 113,113 14,625 120,029 27,216 | =—w-cmmmem—en 349,831 33,087

40 Syracuse, N. Y. 316,866 166,581 | = 23,543 | --me-mmecan 12,812 241,005 395,005 69,411

41 Dayton, Ohio--- 151,029 336,200 160,552 19,620 21,854 215,532 31,117

42 Oklehoma City, Okla,--=-cacd accececanca—o 114,495 70,560 159,935 | eemecacom-e- 46,753 131,799

43 Worcester, Mass,---+=vecaa-d 280,695 18,894 4,707 23,517 73,870 9,008

44 121,575 575,533 15,847 141,947 8,370 187,711 11,198 72,057

45 149,466 200,640 | =~-c-meaeo 112,341 628 15,252 199,941 35,672

46 Grand Repids, Mich - 36,122 300,747 §/ 18 [ emccmcemea- 17,781 240,218 32,367

47 Fort Worth, Tex 25,041 6,005 1,630 | —-eememmean 5,874 93,933 46,976

48 Hartford, Conn. 171,520 63,450 | ~-mreeceewe 63 22,895 139,166 34,409

49 Flint, Mich.-~- q 30,927 39,322 9,815 336,189 74,719

50 New Haven, Conn,-~===---- - 189,107 21,198 3,958 192 29,205 7,988 6,598
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51 | Sen Diego, Calif.-- 27,498 125,232 16,333 1,859 40,906 16 95,993 | —-emmmmmem | mmmemeeee
52 | Long Beach, Calif. 19,050 243,402 7,113 60,452 40,701 27,522 89,215 11,109
53 | Nashville, Tenn.- 29,141 189,113 17,625 33,262 41,536

g 54 | Springfield, Mass 158,146 24,214 9,639 50,630 12,488

8 55 | Tulsa, Okla. 46,163 1,109 10,555 42,495
56 | Bridgeport, Conn. 166,943 45,117 2,893 5,244 | —oemememeem 42,417 22,846
67 | Des Moines, Iowe 69,016 75,821 3,408 15,647 62,943 32,151

1. 58 183,305 61,273 5,519 7,457 - 69,583 14,663
59 60,775 91,348 13,059 27,126 51,342 200,383 33,877
60 203,819 100,531 13,752 9,911 161 292,035 5,283
61 | Paterson, N. J. 183,607 125,727 6,693 24,276 200 4,681 16,819
62 | Jacksonville, Fla 32,926 216,069 134 183,133 31,652
63 | Albeny, N. Y. 192,869 116,516 4,358 | ~emeomememn 1,882 458,639 26,180
64 | Norfolk, Va 65,549 373,141 10,441 219,154 15,824 23,477 90,015
65 | Trenton, N. J. 137,063 84,136 10,194 | —cmmeememen 14,097 82,318 25,137
66 | Chattanooga, Tenn 16,485 85,596 [ ——-eoeee- 33,152 7,662 129,542 45,759
67 | Kensas City, Kens - 20,198 70,751 B,750 | commmmmeeee 11,869 289,588 12,837
68 | Fort Wayne, Ind. 65,486 151,134 10,123 21,460 7,308
69 | Camden, N. J. 125,721 184,690 1,428 | <omememeeen 8,246 56,881 14,451
70 | Erie, Pa.~- 126,357 30,046 2,479 49,606 6,873
71 | Elizabeth, N, J.---- 142,370 125,810 1,495 20,158 45,013 4,846
72 | Wichita, Kans. 77,399 12,370 9,201 405,991 41,987
73 | Spokene, Wash.--- 84,267 174,176 9,351 20 16,637 462,295 70,794
74 | TFall River, Mass 122,345 16,417 26 2,314 4,891
75 | Cembridge, Mass.- 141,626 15,707 224 11,028 5,520 4,248
76 | New Bedford, Mass 108, 603 11,700 5,069 53,485 11,180
77 | Reading, Pa.-- 93,000 66,512 9,636 66,123 11,826
78 | Knoxville, Tenn. 16,167 83,480 669 10,883 4,044 101,025 33,371
79 143,772 204,917 969 108 | 28,072 294,026 103,327
80 61,333 131,227 1,166 457 6,227 2,000 4,040
8l 65,624 36,268 1,263 | —mmmmemoa—e 3,248 2,386 62,846
82 51,316 369,952 118 27,026 62,282 323,731 190,070
83 81,122 121,530 809 63 7,089 526 5,275
84 | Canton, Obio--=-mmcmmwacne] 109,210 151,119 9,980 6,317 410,424 28,497
85 | Wilmington, Del. 79,690 4,983 10,224 96,540 41,020
86 23,828 191,835 373 6,605 95,834 45,787
87 | Somerville, Mass 70,840 13,216 7,104 3,424 5,958
88 | El Paso, Tex,~-- 5,501 16,161 | 655 | emeeemmemm- 6,250 2,638 11,535
89 | Evansville, Ind, 41,562 150,548 4,836 2,148 4,898 2,482 6,126 1,694
90 | Lynn, Mass.-- . 106,916 17,734 | —eemmomeee 220 5,482 24,534 7,644
91 | Utica, N. Y - 154,008 8,755 3,697 3,039 1,433 134,945 9,341
92 | Duluth, Minn. 75,235 37,919 3,615 6,212 13,160 88,635 24,631
93 | Waterbury, Conn. 109,063 21,280 2,588 62 14,145 88l 53,582 12,068
94 | Lowell, Ma#s.---=-=nnoce-uad 94,679 13,874 1,816 872 8,579 4,075

Honolulu, Haweii 4/- - 176,952 4,904 968,381 30,772 | =—mcmcemeeee 370,164 77,255 | —ceceseeee 3,610

1/ Exclusive of receipts from permits issued by public-service enterprises, which are included in table 11, _2/ Includes receipts from cat licenses.
gj Receipts from cat licenses, y Not included in group or grand totals.
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92 FINANCIAL STATISTICS OF CITIES
TABLE 8.—REVENUE RECEIPTS FROM GRANTS-IN-AID,
(For alphabetical list of cities, by States, showing
RECETPTS FROM GRANTS~IN-AID BY OTHER CIVIL DIVISIONS
H
g
=] CITY Aggregate By State By county
el
» By Federal
3 Total government For For
For For
educa- ther educa- th
tion othe: tion other
Grand total----l$412052827 $372682581 y$101997737 158755072 $106988624 [$3652,457 $1288,691
291705,050 ||261.006,984 ||1/73,807,927 [104096,416 (83,102,641 | -~
46,644,122 |142,394,047 10,111,438 (18,590,537 03,692,072 -~ Bt
P3,703,655 ||69,281,550 || 18,078,372 36,068,119 10,193,911 (3,652,457 1,288,691
GROUP I.-=CITIES HAVING A
1| New York, N. Y. $139737929 ||$124434342 || $27,758,362 $54205,978 $42470,002
2 | Chicago, Ill.-- 44,101,139 |[29,001,219 [| 10,971,792 | 6,368,484 [11,660,943
3 | Philadelphia, Pa < 8,017,943 6,828,968 2,712,281 | 2,661,891 | 1,454,796
4 | Detroit, Mich.-- 13,507,384 ||12,798,856 1,461,399 | 9,199,254 | 2,138,203
5| Los Angeles, Calif -+20,312,200 }[18,965,186 5,018,865 13,887,811 58,510
6 | Cleveland, Ohio- 13,738,944 13,298,331 1,977,639 | 4,087,678 | 7,233,014
7 | 8t. Louis, Mo.- ---4 2,074,584 {} 1,801,181 1,180,238 620,943
8| Baltimore, Md.- 10,071,432 {j 9,328,413 5,365,557 | 1,494,976 | 2,467,880
9 { Boston, Mass. -1 2,943,082 {} 1,678,769 1,112,151 409,576 157,042
10 | Pittsburgh, Pa.- - 4,234,347 3,187,682 1,130,554 | 1,010,749 | 1,046,379
11 | Sah Francisco, Calif. 8,012,275 || 6,885,654 2,301,484 | 4,584,170
12 | Washington, D. C.-----12,180,835 {{11,300,025 |[1/11,300,026 | —=--=n-m= | ~commomam
13 | Mllwaukee, Wis. -1 5,779,353 5,439,828 597,138 860,796 | 3,961,894
14 | Buffalo, N. Y. 16,993,603 |{16,058,530 920,442 | 4,704,110 10,433,978
GROUP II.—CITIES HAVING A
15 | Minneapolis, Minn.----#4,942,495 |($4,298,431 $893,052 §$1,320,845 $2,084,534
16 | New Orleans, La. ~ 2,947,902 || 2,729,994 513,515 | 1,320,227 896,252
17 | Cincinnati, Ohio - 8,121,853 {| 7,246,472 1,429,703 | 1,655,977 | 4,160,792
18 | Newark, N, J.-- - 6,523,827 || 5,905,485 || ~-----c-ee- 4,270,923 | 1,634,562
19 | Kansas City, Mo -11,850,106 1,824,909 1,356,905 378,804 89,200
20 | Seattle, Wash.-- 5,197,578 || 4,814,935 583,570 | 2,686,488 | 1,544,877
21 | Indianapolis, Ind. 1,337,716 1,149,794 258,397 891,397 | ~-memmmem
22 | Rochester, N. Y. - 6,520,923 6,053,484 1,076,047 | 2,598,160 | 2,379,277
23| Jersey City, N. J. - 2,933,775 || 2,432,020 511,552 | 1,412,712 507,756
24 | Houston, Tex. - 4,480,036 4,480,036 3,007,485 | 1,237,859 234,692
25 | Louisville, Ky. -1 1,374,245 || 1,277,157 442,576 712,205 122,376
26 { Portland, Oreg.- 413,666 181,330 38,636 104,940 37,754
GROUP III.—CITIES HAVING A
27 | columbus, Ohio- 3,148,022 (143,010,377 || $1,287,170 §1,250,703 | $472,504
28 | Toledo, Ohio- - 2,691,969 2,574,589 728,919 | 1,201,628 644,042
29 | Oakland, Calif. - 3,297,856 3,209,375 175,350 | 3,026,525 | ===w====n
30 | Denver, Colo. 5,027,883 || 4,945,771 2,109,918 8,879 | 2,826,974
31 | Atlanta, Ga.- 640,991 608,059 341,511 266,548
32 | Dallas, Tex.- 1,457,341 || 1,380,065 344,187 | 1,035,878
33 | St. Paul, Mimnn, 2,314,982 || 2,263,249 827,291 687,478 51,428 $6,118 | 690,934
34 | Birminghan, 993,904 981,754 81,897 265,937 [ =-=mrewam 633,920
35 | Akron, Ohio: 2,297,334 || 2,151,044 590,927 | 1,235,843
36 | Memphis, Tenn.-----~<- 1,710,567 1,692,842 880,463 112,565
37 | Providence, R. I.- 1,350,515 1,070,242 93,141 89,877
38 | San Antonio, Tex.- 1,081,550 | 1,061,674 25,802 | 1,032,091
39 | Omaha, Nebr.--- 228,113 197,730 77,095 120,635
40 | syracuse, N. Y. 3,324,210 || 3,089,873 || ---coeeoaan 1,822,988 | 1,266,885
41 | Dayton, Ohio--- 1,508,398 |} 1,372,695 26,721 899,926 446,048

1/ Includes $5,700,000

Digitized for FRASER
http://fraser.stlouisfed.org/
Federal Reserve Bank of St. Louis

&8s representing Federal Government's proportionate share of local government



GRANTS, DONATIONS, PENSION ASSESSMENTS

DONATIONS, AND PENSICN ASSESSMENTS: 1936

rank, see p. 2.

For text discussion, see p. 26)

RECEIPTS FROM DONATIONS BY PRIVATE TP ENTS
PERSONS AND CORPORATIONS RECE FROM PENSION ASSES: “
L
For a2
prinecipal >
Al School Al &
Total of publie other Total Policemen Firemen teachers other a
trust
funds
42,979,074 || $273,960 |$2,705,114 | $36,391,172 || $3,847,808 | $2,033,167 | $15,372,043 | $15,138,154
1,689,854 183,654 | 1,506,200 29,008,212 2,990,252 1,247,806 11,584,472 13,185,682
780,696 55,165 725,531 3,469,379 402,144 348,070 1,438,863 1,280,302
508,524 35,141 473,383 3,913,581 455,412 437,291 2,348,708 672,170
POPULATION OF 500,000 AND OVER
$4,565 || ~-oooomom $4,565 | $15,299,022 41,088,316 $331,655 | $6,383,506 | $7,495,545 | 1
31,288 41,000 30,288 5,068,632 829,878 317,340 1,663,380 2,258,034 | 2
33,235 29,500 3,735 | 1,156,740 || ~--ocommee . 817,663 338,077 | 3
7,123 || ~--mmmeem 7,123 701,405 102,338 - 413,583 185,484 | 4
729,430 602 728,828 617,584 220,998 164,195 | =—vomc e 232,391 | 5
38,779 24,460 14,319 401,834 18,882 14,446 317,181 51,325 | 6
79,881 || ---=-mmmc 79,881 193,522 170,979 22,548 | cocomcmmme | ccemmme s 7
237 || —~~emmm—- 237 742,782 || —=~====mnam 26,256 367,232 349,294 | 8
126,723 125,912 811 1,137,590 86,379 44,255 396,354 610,802 { ¢
255,644 || ~-=vn-mnn 265,644 791,021 63,520 61,851 324,351 341,299 {10
320,907 385 320,522 805,714 77,342 21,504 187,512 519,356 {11
7,058 || ——-=m-mem 7,058 873,752 121,140 78,890 301,408 372,314 |12
17,219 1,795 15,424 322,306 103,541 76,808 141,957 | =~m=-=mmee 13
37,765 || —---cvmmm 37,765 897,308 106,939 88,063 270,345 431,961 |14
POPULATION OF 300,000 TO 500,000
$19,614 $19,614 $624,450 $21,226 $17,972 $295,299 $289,953 |15
40,755 40,755 177,153 47,172 57,506 72,475 | ~mmmmmmmeae 16
527,292 498,202 348,089 12,512 3,166 154,960 177,451 |17
445 445 617,897 135,843 84,930 279,028 118,095 {18
2,728 12,728 12,469 || ~-comomoeen 12,469 | ————mmme | e 19
382,643 23,181 51,023 46,472 261,967 | 20
104,271 79,271 83,651 10,314 13,594 59,743 | ~-werenoema 21
10 10 467,429 18,684 20,032 178,203 250,510 |22
15 15 501,740 121,438 61,762 136,214 182,326 | 23
2¢
73,756 107 73,649 23,332 2,696 2,158 18,478 25
1,810 968 B42 230,526 8,078 23,458 197,980 26
POPULATION OF 100,000 TO 300,000
$23,138 $10 $23,128 $114,507 $108,036 | ~—=mmmmmeun 27
12,710 4,120 8,590 104,870 94,060 $569 |28
136 136 88,345 29
57,574 57,574 24,508 30
32,932 17,118 15,814 31
61,774 61,774 15,502 6,242 9,260 32
100 100 51,633 13,559 12,347 33
59 59 12,091 3,548 8,543 34
50,432 86 50,346 95,858 || —mmemecmcon | cmceomcnaes 95,858 - |35
13,283 || —w-emmmmm 13,283 4,442 4,442 | 36
280,273 30,152 21,245 113,415 115,461 |37
8,137 8,137 11,739 4,859 - |a8
35 3% 30,348 2,972 | memmmmeee 27,014 362 |39
1,432 1,000 432 232,908 14,303 8,442 105,330 104,830 |40
70,235 || —-emmcann 70,235 65,468 || c-ommcoroe | e 65,468 | ~commecemen 41
expenses.
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94 FINANCIAL STATISTICS OF CITIES

TABLE 8.—REVENUE RECEIPTS FROM GRANTS-IN-AID,

(For alphabetical list of cities, by States, showing

RECEIPTS FROM GRANTS-IN-AID BY OTHER CIVIL DIVISIONS
l‘;
(|
d CITY Aggregate By 8State By county
L)
a Total By Federal
o government For ¥or
Yor For
educa- other educe- the:
tion tion other
GROUP IITI.—CITIES EAVING A POPULATION
42 | Oklahoma City, oxla.--bl,sas 115 | |$1,500,396 $579,232 | $596,782 | —mmmmm-me $324,382
43 | Worcester, Mass.-- 744,857 549,252 332,166 | 165,379 10,378
44 | Richmond, Va.-~-- 593 709 555,910 117,414 | 336,534
45 | Youngstown, Ohio 1,465,799 {| 1,390,635 - 866,063
46 | Grand Rapids, Mich.--4 1,069,926 || 1,056,925 1,049,553
47 | Fort Worth, Tex. 1,876,726 || 1,869,788 1,184,549 682,186
48 | Hartford, Conn. { 58,080 639,910 546,413 91,931
49 | Flint, Mich.-- 41,293,875 || 1,260,902 || ——-------—- 1,210,502
50 | New Haven, Comn. 821,866 699,470 572,635 | 115,900
51 | San Diego, Calif.---- 1,762,657 || 1,683,520 45,000 | 1,608,482
62 | Long Beach, Calif. 2,554,997 || 2,538,338 669,483 | 1,464,552
53 | Nashville, Tenn. 41,199,317 || 1,187,721 455,642 93,284
54 | Springfield, Mass.---4 440,643 331,110 219,325 78,992
55 | Tulsa, Okla.---- 4 498,057 498,057 29,480 | 429,130
56 | Bridgeport, Comn 205,921 123,130 || —-=--mmmm- 67,770
57 | Des Moines, Towa-~ 94,379 42,067 25,648 4,286
58 | Scranton, Pa: 629,010 531,731 151,544 | 380,187
59 | Salt Lake City, Utah-- 918,561 903,829 || =m==-m=-m=m 903,580 | —=m==-nm
60 | Yonkers, N. Y.-- 2,398,228 || 2,142,329 360,515 | 1,145,109 636,705
61 | Paterson, N. J.- 682,162 534,102 152,726 | 381,376
62 | Jacksonville, Fla. 1,008,084 979,147 68,508 | 895,914 625
63 | Alvany, N. Y.- 41,142,692 [l 1,025,700 25,200 | 651,250 { 349,250
64 | Norfolk, Va.- 4 533,750 502,038 138,420 | 271,991 91,627
65 | Trenton, N. J. 41,285,077 || 1,167,680 626,326 | 378,022 | 163,332
66 | Chattanooga, Tenn. 1,308,501 || 1,289,669 456,136 | 304,603 3,125
67 | Kansas City, Kens.- 457,200 456,980 409,646 32,348 14,986
68 | Fort Wayne, Ind. 4 354,202 324,338 53,690 | 268,580 | -—=------
69 | camden, N. 7. 4 282,866 192,871 11,824 | 181,047
70 | Erie, Pa.----- - 387,543 323,991 || --m=mmomeem 323,991
71 | Elizabeth, N. J.-----4 756,513 668,052 221,234 | 395,674 51,144 [ ---mmmme | emeee
72 | Wichita, Kans.-- 118,353 106,035 66,880 35,305 3,850
73 | Spokane, Wash. 41,386,070 |! 1,355,848 122,855 | 841,862 | 203,898
74 { Fall River, Mass 4 107,409 67,040 [| —-=mmmmeman 23,286 38,850
75 | Cambridge, Mass. -4 115,862 32,012 || —--m--m---- 15,938 13,286
76 | New Bedford, Mass.- 376,293 332,881 236,277 81,081 9,077
77 | Reading, Pa.---- 4 643,568 582,616 427,617 154,999
78 | Knozville, Tenn. 4 715,243 686,876 231,320 84,610 | —e-=-v=m- | 370,946 [ ---o-o—-
79 | Peoria, I11.-- - 152,625 132,628 5,464 | 127,164
80 | South Bend, Ind. 379,601 358,817 86,082 | 269,648 | --em---a- 3,087
8l | Tacoma, Wash,------——-| 1,883,190 || 1,838,155 555,435 | 878,662 | 226,094 | 177,964
82 | Miami, Fla. 893,156 873,941 284,721 | 589,220
83 | Gary, Ind.- 322,060 308,688 |[ ~--ommemman 301,752
84 | Canton, Ohio- 310,862 269,920 [ —--o-veemae 91,763
85 | Wilmington, Del. 1,726,351 || 1,701,669 279,529 (1,422,140
86 788,859 750,952 7,496 | 743,158
87 303,625 228,727 149,629 25,676
88 | Bl Paso, Tex.- 527,515 523,697 11,482 | 512,215
89 | Evansville, Ind. 678,938 657,975 419,269 | 235,762
90 | Lynn, Mags,----~=~---- 107,004 50,975 - 36,620
91 | Utica, N. Y.- 1,496,483 [ 1,375,798 58,588 | 829,620
92 | Duluth, Minn. 412,740 346,059 274,702
93 | Waterbury, Conn. 118,582 54,768 - 53,962
94 | Lowsll, Mass,-—- 115,336 71,546 49,483 6,475
Honolulu, Hawaii 2/--4 307,587 273,976 273,976 | ——mmmmmem - -

2/ Not included in group or grend totals.
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GRANTS, DONATIONS, PENSION ASSESSMENTS

DONATIONS, AND PENSION ASSESSMENTS: 1936--Continued

rank, see p. 2.

For text discussion, see p. 28)

RECETPTS FROM DONATIONS BY PRIVATE
PERSONS AND CORPORATIONS

RECEIPTS FROM PENSION ASSESSMENTS

=
g
For B
prineipal | 4y Sehool ALl B
Total of public other Total Policemen Firemen teachers other 3
trust
funds
OF 100,000 TO 300,000-~Continued
$18,697 || ~~-m-emme 418,697 $7,022 || ~-e-mcomeee | 87,022 | mmemmmmesme | eocmmeee 42
7,676 $3,000 4,676 187,929 $115,414 $72,515 |43
14,823 || —emmemmme 14,823 22,976 17,751 44
75,164 75,164 45
85 [{ ==m=em-e 85 12,916 12,916 45
6,938 47
3,057 13,113 7,118 48
6,150 26,823 2,292 49
11,234 111,162 15,747 50
1,494 77,638 16,336 51
472 16,187 52
91 11,505 53
22,886 84,056 54
85
82,791 56
308 52,003 3,563 4,545 43,895 | —m-mmmemmm- 57
8,289 88,990 3,357 5,426 66,509 13,698 | 58
- 14,732 || mrmrmveemen | e 14,732 | —--mememme 59
1,795 254,114 17,283 11,068 96,105 129,658 | 60
148,060 28,271 25,244 87,640 6,905 | 61
28,937 9,256 11,410 | =emecmmecman 8,571 | 62
1,198 || —mvmeeae 1,198 115,794 6,789 11,230 51,967 45,808 | 63
31,712 10,856 11,684 9,172 | wememmmenee 64
620 680 [ ——=mwmsem 116,777 37,180 5,197 71,936 2,464 1 65
7,98l || ==mmmeeae 7,981 10,851 4,083 8,768 | w-memmmmmme [ - oo ———— 66
220 220 67
1,465 1,465 28,399 15,990 1,775 | 68
89,995 86,254 4,493 | 69
63,552 50,875 12,677 {70
285 || w=rvm———- 285 88,176 51,391 3,367 | 71
10,707 10,707 | mremcma—— 1,611 || ~=-v-—=mmae 1,611 | ——mommmmeee 72
25 || —=rmemmn— 25 30,197 4,195 10,338 15,664 73
2,086 || =w=esemce 2,086 38,883 {| ——-=smmmmas | mmmmmeeeene 38,283 74
987 || ~r=mmm—a- 987 82,863 1,139 57,933 75
F I - | R 43,412 76
2,841 58,111 || ==-wmmmmmom | mmemeeeee 52,011 77
81 28,286 6,848 7,447 9,329 78
270 19,727 7,058 3,356 9,313 79
2,114 18,670 1,926 1,959 14,785 80
2,669 42,366 6,968 19,222 16,176 8l
[R5 | R —— 7,251 11,964 6,341 5,623
18,372 923 1,834
995 2 993 39,947 || ~==-mrmcmen | e
7,720 7,720 15,962 2,923 3,208
31,081 31,031 6,876 3,477 3,399
1,000 1,000 | ===vwmrmew 73,898 1,705
533 - 533 3,285 1,950
18,078 3,236
46,029
17 120,668 11,163 28,845
6,175 60,506
6,669 57,147
43,790 43,790 94
33,611 33,611
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TABLE 9.-——REVENUE RECEIPTS FROM HIGHWAY PRIVILEGES, RENT OF INVESTMENT PROPERTIES, AND INTEREST: 19368

(For alphsbetical list of cities, by States, showing rank, see p. 2.

For text discussion, see p. 26)

RECEIPTS FROM RENT OF INVESTMENT PROPERTIES

RECEIPTS FRGM INTEREST

City| CITY t Rec:ip;: from By investment By invest-
no.: Aggrogate goway funds and By ment funds on
privileges Tot: By public . By public
al trust funds from Total ainking trust funds and from current
miscellanecus funds invest- deposits
real property ments
Grana total--mwm-—n-d $104,340,600 $20,094,122 $20,364,967 1/ $4,200,104 $16,164,863 | $63,881,511 $33,405,882 | $24,779,300 | 43,081,516 | $2,614,813
Group I- 81,300,376 14,090,597 16,348,694 1/ 3,982,678 12,366,016 | 50,861,085 24,742,244 | 22,236,933 | 1,961,131 | 1,920,777
Group II 11,239,439 2,886,067 2,069,083 131,605 1,937,478 6,284,289 4,028,902 1,511,402 399,701 344,283
Group ITI- 11,800,785 3,117,458 1,947,190 85,821 1,861,369 6,736,137 4,634,736 1,030,964 720,684 349,753
GROUP I.—CITIES HAVING A POPULATION OF 500,000 AND OVER
1 New York, N. Y. $33,467,011 $4,389,582 $2,968,654 |[-menmmamcaeman $2,968,654 | $26,108,775 $14,186,646 | $11,514,673 $50,945 $356,511
2 | Chicego, I1l.-- 11,556,013 5,660,902 995,897 $840,965 154,932 4,899,214 12,211 3,401,441 | 1,446,066 39,496
3 | Philadelpnia, Pa 18,400,969 631,414 8,835,902 2,604,139 6,231,763 8,933,653 6,641,240 2,209,128 45,860 37,425
4 | Detroit, Mich.-- . 972,051 26,149 21,123 - 21,123 925,779 712,707 207,625 5,386 61
5 | Los Angeles, Calif 2,681,396 694,998 58,891 58,891 1,927,507 2,002 903,886 172,267 849,352
6 | Cleveland, Ohio- 551,128 22,382 17,468 - 17,468 511,278 208,883 22,614 182,654 100,127
7 | St. Louis, Mo 1,781,278 1,318,704 119,799 80,329 39,470 342,775 55,084 249,227 12,425 26,039
8 | Baltimore, Md 2,440,819 638,947 65,462 1/ 38,997 26,465 1,736,410 1,014,384 707,131 14,513 382
9 | Boston, Mass. 5,647,218 61,266 2,956,796 418,248 2,538,548 2,629,156 1,090,645 1,538,486 25
10 | Pittsburgh, Pa. 795,349 70,459 59,849 -- 59,849 665,041 436,690 40,584 162,158
11 | Sen Francisco, Calif. 1,527,150 406,198 117,127 117,127 1,003,825 - 735,918 267,907
12 | Washingtom, D. C 362,616 31,092 79,813 79,813 251,711 || ~--- - 251,369 342
13 | Milwaukee, Wis. 720,634 6,682 39,398 39,398 674,554 205,567 451,716 12,051
14 | Buffelo, N. Y.- 396,744 132,822 12,515 || 12,515 251,407 179,185 3,135 68,901
GROUP II.-~CITIES HAVING A POPULATION OF 300,000 TO 500,000
15 | Minnespolis, Minn. $714,155 $27,999 $13,564 [[ «--mcemmomenee $13,564 $672,592 $217,892 $441,592 413,099 $9
16 | New Orleans, La- 1,165,204 804,220 42,238 $12,500 29,738 318,746 38,881 157,735 44,825 77,305
17 | Cinecinnati, Ohio=- - 3,943,189 67,697 1,779,458 97,587 1,681,871 2,096,034 1,534,957 - 417,958 87,972 55,147
18 | Newerk, N, J.--- < 1,616,863 692,485 36,697 2,037 34,660 887,661 804,799 53,523 28,350 1,009
19 | Kansas City, Mo.-- 498,202 235,738 5,275 815 4,460 257,189 197,862 15,104 32,556 11,667
20 | Seattle, Wash.- s 492,372 160,269 24,228 24,228 307,875 14,945 236,903 39,541 16,486
21 | Indienepolis, Ind. 165,600 6,000 730 730 158,870 27,470 21,698 57,560 52,142
22 | Rochester, N. Y.--- 242,775 53,052 23,998 23,998 165,725 85,515 4,412 34,645 41,153
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23 | Jersey City, N. J.- 738,347 355,882 900 900 381,565 329,915 30,166 467 21,017
24 | Houston, Tex.-- : 474,656 203,234 47,057 | -—- 47,057 224,365 191,99 3,783 1,528 27,064
25 | Loutsville, Ky. 391,961 48,089 67,116 730 66,386 276,756 216,000 38,281 [ ~=m-mmoeem 22,475
26 | Portland, Oreg. 796,115 231,402 27,822 17,936 9.886 536,891 368,676 90,248 59,158 18,809
GROUP III.—CITTES HAVING A POPULATION OF 100,000 TO 300,000
27 Columbus, Ohio- $177,201 $3,491 $9,565 36,375 $3,190 $164,145 $135,266 $19,657
28 120,661 209 5,801 - 5,801 114,651 49,334 34,453
29 251,240 124,220 17,094 17,094 109,926 33,877 | mmmmmemmmmmm
30 289,341 162,381 28,334 8,076 98,626 23,251 62,862
31 307,569 257,226 6,892 6,892 43,451 38,637 4,814
3L 282,239 174,371 1,129 1,129 106,739 85,488 880
33 782,792 83,980 60,035 {[ =--mmmmmmmmmam 60,035 638,777 250,156 38,658
34 134,708 275 14,718 4,499 10,219 119,715 51,619 3,789
35 96,923 || —mweemmmmoman 1,054 1,054 | —mmmemmmeeee 95,869 73,511 16,093
36 | Memphis, Tenn. 134,334 47,762 14,180 [ =mmermmmmeeee 14.180 72,392 57,718 969
37 | Providence, R, I.- 825,338 2,467 54,278 15,987 38,291 768,593 567,206 171,635
38 | Sen Antonio, Tex. 118,429 1,418 | ——emmmmmm e 1,418 117,011 94,830 30
39 Omaha, Nebr.--- 543,810 2,456 892 252,847 238,431 12,090
40 | Syracuse, N. Y. 21,673 1,265 1,265 20,408 - 529
41 | Deyton, Ohio 127,349 8,441 29,115 29,115 89,793 75,556 4,616
42 | Oklehoma City, Okla. . 995,392 133,527 655,940 655,940 205,925 200,518 932
43 | Worcester, Mass.- 4 109,808 || ===wmmmmmmemn 568 109,240 12,222 97,018
44 | Richmond, Va.~--- 740,912 254,184 3,154 483,574 450,874 24,847
45 Youngstown, Ohio-- 14,031 (| —~-vecwmemana 300 13,731 3,716 4,585
46 Grend Repids, Mich 112,439 1,647 110,792 105,816 1,179
47 Fort Worth, Tex.w=~-—m--=-- 75,388 271 28,569 28,569 46,548 46,479 69
48 | Hartford, Comn. 196,658 20,153 19,537 19,537 156,968 127,470 14,236 5,263 9,999
49 Flint, Mich.--- 123,944 3,362 2,545 2,545 118,037 109,518 591 7,372 556
50 | New Haven, Comn 82,303 {| ~mmmmemmm—ame 9,384 9,384 72,919 27,569 45,045 305 | —=-mmmmmeem
51 | Sen Diego, Calif. 4 185,577 117,783 7,249 6,649 60,545 33,505 9,646 17,394
52 | Long Beach, Calif = 412,968 61,865 319,144 319,144 31,959 90 9,997 18,557
53 | Nashville, Tenn.~ 4 146,452 123,678 7,549 7,549 15,225 11,319 3,900 6
54 | Springfield, Mass 4 13,432 10,637 130 130 2,665 - 1,390
55 Tulsa, Okla.----m - 201,602 117,481 24,073 24,073 60,048 57,130 1,121
56 | Bridgeport, Comn.- -—-q 17,765 585 10,683 || =m=mmwmmmmemme 10,683 6,497 || —mcmmmemmaee 1,783
57 | Des Moines, Iowa- 106,931 53,621 5,550 728 4,822 47,760 22,939 12,914 4,944 6,963
58 | Scranton, Pa,---- - 47,185 10,000 420 420 - 36,765 12,671 17,212 1,020 5,862
59 Salt Lake City, Utan < 55,039 29,995 80 [| ===mmmmmmemmm 80 24,964 2,28% 15,855 1,905 4,915
60 | Yonkers, N. Y.~ e 121,143 24,859 15,231 14,462 769 81,053 || —=mmmmmmeene 51,870 25,427 3,756
61 | Paterson, N. J. e 290,220 190,673 99,547 98,216 1,265
62 | Jacksonville, Fla. 22,369 10,232 12,137 11,501 342
63 | Albany, N. Y.-- 95,263 4,520 7,891 7,891 82,852 69,974 3,730
64 | Norfolk, Va. 4 947,137 70,258 419,332 419,332 457,547 457,448 | ~=w-mcmmmmem
65 | Trenton, N. J.- 4 243,592 176,456 5,822 5,822 61,314 53,163 5,389
66 | Chattanooge, Tenn. 13,890 3,59 913 496 417 9,381 7,675 865

See footnotes at end of tabvle.
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TABLE 9.—REVENUE RECEIPTS FROM HIGHWAY PRIVILEGES, RENT OF INVESTMENT PROPERTIES, AND INTEREST: 1936—Continued

(For alphabetical list of cities, by Stetes, showing rank, see p. 3. For text discussion, see p. 26)

RECEIPTS FRQM RENT OF INVESTMENT PROPERTIES RECEIPTS FRQM INTEREST
Cityl — Receipts from By investment By invest-
Aggregate nighway
mo- privileges By public funds and By By public ment funds on
Total trust funds from Total sinking trust funds and from current
miscellansous funds invest~ depoaits
real property ments
GROUP III.—CITIES HAVING A POPULATION OF 100,000 7O 300,000—Continued

67 Kanses City, Kens. $194,480 $47,789 $1,734 $1,734 $144,957 $111,617 | —mmmvmmmeem $5,769 427,571
68 Fort Wayne, Ind ~ 17,011 645 645 16,366 35 $5,993 6,163 4,175
69 Camden, N. J. 4 287,781 185,084 10,186 10,196 92,501 85,961 2,458
70 Erie, Pa.~~-- - 17,262 5,955 3,400 3,400 7,907 6,410 501
71 Elizabeth, N. J 4 219,653 142,528 3,750 3,750 73,375 24,765 476
72 Wichite, Kans.- 54,112 46,862 240 -— 7,010 - 6,679
73 Spokene, Wash.-. 58,986 41,500 43 43 17,443 4,188 3,847
74 Fall River, Mass 50,579 || ===~=emmmmman 19,664 19,664 30,915 28,493 1,648
75 Cembridge, Mass. 111,497 178 2,805 2,805 108,514 99,680 8,834
76 New Bedford, Mass.- 45,682 481 1,048 1,048 44,153 28,058 16,095
77 Reeding, Pa.---- 10,307 544 9,763 7,684 860
78 Knoxville, Tenn 107,732 || =====meommae— 2,813 || ====wmmem—m——— 2,813 104,919 101,866 18
79 Peoria, Ill.- - 24,236 1,850 6,679 634 6,045 16,307 || ==~=mmemenm— 13,245
80 South Bend, Ind 22,096 2,371 19,725 476 9,492
81 Tacoma, Wash. 82,225 40,447 10,588 10,588 31,180 9,779 5,848
82 Miami, Fla 295,987 9,778 51,535 51,535 234,674 233,062 454
83 | Gery, Ind. 6,196 6,196 || ~mm=mecemmen 2,732
o4 Centon, Ohio-+~ LY | e ———— 2,028 T 2,028 60,646 53,568 5,416
85 Wilmington, Del. 96,094 11,736 6,205 6,205 78,153 37,343 33,748
86 Tampea, Fla.- 87,252 3,500 1,246 82,506 82,094
a7 Somerville, Mass 8,720 8,720 || =meommccnan 8,251
88 El Paso, Tex.-- 66,567 2,825 73 63,669 50,652 80
89 Evansville, Ind A 32,503 739 4,612 27,152 1,400 3,600
90 Lynn, Mess,- 4 41,453 - 5,519 35,934 3,202 5,942
91 | Utica, N. Y. 18,722 - 468 18,254 3,430 8,279
92 Duluth, Minn. 169,556 878 2,438 160,557 tm mmmmaeae 150,208
93 Waterbury, Conn 20,755 300 130 18,075 5,590 12,485
94 | Lowell, Mass.-- 5,620 —— 5,620 || ===nmmmmmaen 5,620

Honolulu, Hewali 2/-w=-n=- 289,674 264,919 RT3y | [ ——— - 2,425 22,330 22,330 [ ~mmm=eemame-

1/ Includes $27,542 by sinking funds. 2/ Not included in group or grand totels.
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TABLE 10.—REVENUE RECEIPTS FROM EARNINGS OF GENERAL DEPARTMENTS, BY PRINCIPAL DIVISIONS OF THE GENERAL DEPARTMENTAL SERVICE: 1938

{For alphebeticel 1ist of cities, by States, showing renk, see p. 2.

For text discussion, see p. 26)

EDUCATION
Protection Conserva. Sanitation, Charities,
City All general General to person ~ | or promotion hospitals Miscella-
no. CITY departments || govermment | and prop- ;“’i‘t:f of cleanli. | Highways and Recreation neous
erty 88, ness sorrections Schools Libreries
Grand total------- $64,493,439 || $16,021,791 | $8,010,838 | $3,581,356 | $3,403,402 | $1,051,597 | $11,198,966 | $11,235,000 | $1,114,816 | $6,501,532 [ $2,374,141
Group I-«-- - 39,903,855 11,923,246 | 5,808,417 | 2,098,223 1,743,713 316,624 6,733,585 4,452,387 672,084 | 3,965,103 [ 2,190,373
Group II- 4{ 10,541,217 2,567,967 [ 1,097,794 498,385 352,358 515,298 1,908,551 2,670,230 144,317 730,388 55,929
Group III-- 14,048,367 1,530,478 | 1,104,627 384,748 1,307,331 219,675 2,556,830 4,112,383 298,415 | 1,806,041 127,839
GROUP I,--CITIES HAVING A POPULATION OF 500,000 AND OVER
1 $8,014,247 $3,671,860 | $1,301,036 $227,265 $226,187 $321,232 $844,905 $713,416 $6 $631,433 $366,907
2 6,760,801 2,962,598 | 1,576,284 34,215 65,306 50,054 327,029 745,077 86,385 898,425 15,428
3 | Philadelphia, Pa 3,047,458 1,129,680 492,889 14,239 92,862 2,783 1,071,475 96,484 18,488 128,554 4
4 | Detroit, Mich,~-- . 6,474,313 314,169 392,560 975,642 98,846 37,886 1,362,860 1,311,517 50,009 516,931 | 1;413,893
5 | Loa Angeles, Calif. 2,785,624 567,786 454,675 200,718 401,583 8,595 448,232 188,817 194,810 307,560 12,848
6 | Cleveland, Ohio-- 2,385,004 730,984 113,655 204,024 154,716 97 680,534 | 315,858 77,657 107,402 77
7 | Bt. Louis, Mo.--~ 1,725,230 646,825 288,395 9,525 2,256 7,061 516,343 122,162 | ~memmemmmeem 120,910 1,753
8 745,176 115,593 18,783 8,275 65,690 60,020 63,046 58,842 88,614 238,609 27,704
9 1,458,147 144,163 141,686 175,340 44,008 1,518 263,401 316,949 25,577 77,435 268,070
10 | Pittsburgh, Pa.- 1,624,364 844,710 86,557 2,212 566 4,063 376,427 198,897 38, 600 72,148 le4
11 | Sen Francisco, Calif. 1,383,695 232,099 358,477 172,771 20,308 20,263 88,284 44,675 18,503 427,358 957
12 | Washington, D, C 1,008,798 241,579 362,861 3,919 36,100 9,199 138,210 71,500 23,185 90,115 32,130
13 | Milwaukee, Wis 1,746,749 187,834 149,900 31,693 517,800 80,880 207,861 233,376 31,555 255,958 49,891
14 | Buffelo, N, Y. 744,249 133,466 70,658 38,385 17,485 2,973 344,978 34,817 18,695 ‘82,265 527
GROUP II,~CITTES HAVING A POPULATION OF 300,000 TO 500,000
15 Minneapolis, Minn,- $925,190 $127,440 $111,605 $42,30C 47,981 $108,734 $55,776 $264,779 $25,039 $163,380 $18,156
16 | New Orleans, lLa. 569,603 164,017 251,944 42,805 4,732 5,278 7,780 5,031 81,862 6,154
17 | Cincinnati, Ohio: 1,964,770 347,574 89,887 10,095 10,702 14,396 291,845 1,104,634 20,292 66,547 8,798
18 | Newark, N, J,-~- 4 1,249,172 349,520 123,845 89,589 75,002 6,532 446,661 81,846 19,152 57,025 | ~mmmemmmanae
19 | Kansas City, Mo.-- e 609,963 209,094 111,284 21,508 720 266 15,600 201,389 8,525 32,031 9,546
20 | Seattle, Wash,---- 1,113,738 368,145 108, 647 111,683 1,882 344,971 23,921 82,978 15,969 55,485 57
21 | Indianapolis, Ind. 542,027 83,507 40,954 7,131 65,636 4,330 152,832 103,482 20,084 63,959 112
22 | Rochester, N, Y,--- 731,900 135.759 46,546 37,946 141,808 12,073 170,671 125,131 9,249 52,138 579
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TABLE 10.—REVENUE RECEIPTS FROM EARNINGS OF GENERAL DEPARTMENTS, BY PRINCIPAL DIVISIONS OF THE GENERAL DEPARTMENTAL SERVICE: 1936—Continued

(For alphabetical list of cities, by States, showing rank, see p. 2. For text discussion, see p. 26)

EDUCATION
Protection | o oorva- Sanitation, Charities,
City CITY All general Genersl to person tion of or promotion Highways hospitals, Pecreation Miscella-
no,| departments government and prop- health of cleanli- and Schools Libraries neous
erty ness corrections
GROUP I1I.—CITIES HAVING A POPULATION OF 300,000 TO 500,000—Continued
23 Jersey City, N. J.- $951,360 $167,378 843,661 $60,556 $6,148 $3,371 $614,981 $41,553 $3,783 $9,929 | ------mom—-
24 | Houston, Tex,--- 799,123 462,471 68,989 27,865 23,953 | —-mmmmmmeme 52,870 118,586 7,428 36,457 $504
25 | Loulsville, Ky.- 759,764 51,825 23,944 42,028 11,726 18,144 28,549 496,260 9,703 68,787 8,798
26 | Portland, Oreg.---------- 324,607 101,237 76,488 4,879 2,068 2,481 49,567 41,812 62 42,788 3,225
GROUP III,--CITIES HAVING A POPULATION OF 100,000 TO 300,000
27 $247,013 $34,393 $25,451 $2,039 $38,675 $1,276 $35,278 $88,022 $1,410 $18,040 $2,429
28 487,164 49,599 27,432 7,199 5,599 1,011 10,949 321,924 19,443 43,422 586
29 333,531 15,181 7,048 57,802 22,537 4,386 —_— 136,444 11,536 77,657 940
30 633,850 316,131 170,541 8,059 2,556 12,025 19,600 44,071 17,288 39,555 4,024
31 316,090 55,146 13,105 16,128 23,649 8,296 96,538 19,232 10,616 73,256 124
32 448,794 415 134,194 15,846 53,291 9,948 31,554 97,038 6,10% 100,394 | ~-momommue-
33 | St. Paul, Minn,--- 276,770 81,817 12,547 1,793 5,522 6,740 34,845 50,371 14,440 63,769 4,926
34 | Birmingham, Ala. 169,783 13,313 14,602 644 1,986 8,873 41,358 40,179 5,168 33,639 10,021
35 | Akrom, Ohio 391,042 98,067 167 12,369 2,288 1,215 652 270,273 6,011 | —mwmmmmmmmm | oo
36 4 187,723 2 67,209 4,637 12,100 5,885 23,070 5,621 10,263 57,803
37 4 423,480 45,339 48,644 71,412 59,924 1,391 29,733 104,852 | mmemmmmeee 53,856
38 E 137,687 233 1,409 18,526 17,019 875 -— 52,683 3,588 40,439
39 4 228,793 13,273 21,443 1,171 2,136 3,912 -— 166,198 5,944 14,716
40 204,121 51,929 5,555 19,59% 5,027 405 71,760 23,133 6,168 19,988
41 J 724,242 19,609 14,074 8,767 271,989 9,819 21,278 313,881 8,875 55,744
42 | Oklahoma City, Okla - 287,160 2,815 62,342 16,634 176,625 777 | ~-mmme- —— 22,151 2,642 2,499
43 | Worcester, Mass. E 438,407 60,893 4,205 27,554 12,416 922 201,784 114,701 3,163 12,759
44 | Richmond, Va.- -~ 140,823 31,081 12,401 25,386 4,494 294 18,162 40,087 5,936 438
45 | Youngstown, Ohio--- 115,191 19,398 13,651 15,410 553 1,518 | ~mamemmcneme 30,919 33,632
46 | Grand Rapids, Mich s 381,326 22,136 16,050 156,480 16,596 116 132 139,989 14,818
47 Fort Worth, Tex, . 217,187 27,161 14,245 13,874 | ~m=mmemmeeme 25,661 961 80,725 38,372
48 | Hartford, Comn.- - 386,710 17,285 95,448 8,479 8,849 3,271 140,205 6,065 107,108
49 | Flint, Mich,-- E 615,738 9,118 19,933 1,733 36,538 732 426,539 88,170 29,111
50 | New Haven, Conn, E 305,709 28,197 24,482 3,226 10,053 1,145 58,479 103,016 70,358
51 | San Diego, Calif 4 134,309 6,700 18,691 12,215 16,544 2,739 436 23,932 38,854
52 | Long Beach, Calif. L 169,584 3,586 1,809 3,913 18,135 537 | mommmmmmemee 34,516 7,626 92,539
53 | Nashville, Tenn.--- 104,286 82 4,339 | -—~--- ——— 525 s81 70,118 2,193 1,988 24,163
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54 | Springfield, Mass. 328,998 30,068 7,720 32,384 2,456 68,175 120,807 | ~=m-mmmmmmmm 50,550 7,733
55 45,651 1,756 4,082 2,552 1,450 16,703 901 17,017 1,130
56 Bridgeport, Conn,- 365,473 20,997 18,189 10,705 2,049 160,561 82,077 5,741 44,362 19,792
57 Des Moines, Iowa- 126,140 24,857 12,548 3,224 2,052 45,393 5,515 23,487 9,000
58 Seranton, Pa,-- 162,846 11,402 4,285 1,918 389 22,661 1,914 5,886 | —=--mmmmmme
59 Salt Lake City, Utah-- 120,200 13,603 4,543 16,352 8,255 4,956 4,756 57,551 1,396
60 Yonkers, N, Y.- 76,836 14,946 9,689 19,025 10,836 3,748 2,830 2,525 245
61 Paterson, N, J. 343,728 24,931 1,379 32,149 19,025 257,411 3,590 1,270 | ~=~mememem
62 Jacksonville, Fla. 71,355 8,949 738 6,124 17,621 7,731 1,225 18,470 58
63 82,781 23,726 3,289 605 6,144 4,440 | —mmemmme —— 28,658 169
64 110,823 40,846 2,688 23,308 700 4,179 3,408 12,798 407
65 269,927 22,092 1,068 62,610 8,758 156,487 4,187 143 | c~-omemeeem
€6 Chattanooga, Tenn. 227,235 11,543 514 626 1 1,751 4,447 16,837 147
67 | Kansas City, Kens 48,001 127 4,751 1,254 | cccmmmmmemm 34,325 1,241 6,187 | mcmemmmeeem
68 | Fort Wayne, Ind 28,023 30 1,046 1,061 1,333 9,689 4,201 9,682 69
&9 Cemden, N. J.- 51,087 18,090 8,814 6,959 4,303 7,236 919 2,588 1,159
70 Erie, Pa.----- 59,0338 3,895 3,742 312 9,921 36,583 2,607 883 3
71 Elizabeth, N, J, -cv—cun-o 39,129 2,561 2,504 3,082 45 14,920 7,178 4,951 65
72 Wichita, Kans,-~--v-u--ud 286,806 1,011 8,549 4,889 1,921 223,237 5,115 28,740 67
73 S , Wash. 166,088 1,297 13,174 908 78,767 36,729 2,974 24,747 3,054
74 Fall River, Mass. 60,631 6,688 1,426 27,598 1,034 16,835 1,713 75 955
75 Cambridge, Mass.- 134,119 10,098 5,110 17,198 9,389 13,254 842 10,745 1,000
76 New Bedford, Mass 99,383 5,950 2,599 29,720 5,684 44,436 832 4,137 -
77 Reading, Pa.~--- 58,597 11,161 3,372 199 18,546 20,073 1,880 2,377
78 Knoxville, Tenn 128,814 28 2,618 1,696 723 6,439 11,563 10,324 2,521
79 Peoria, Ill, 161,459 20,304 6,173 1,178 | -——--mem - 98,175 4,466 29,338 | —mmcmommee
80 South Bend, Ind. -4 43,018 5,186 658 1,519 245 15,855 2,768 16,570 217
8l | Tacoma, Wash, 253,145 4,525 4,327 5,157 163,621 32,773 33,738 362
82 Miemi, Fla,-~ 482,942 29,663 64,652 31,920 21,889 31,354 35,524 4,999
a3 Gary, Ind,-- 60,332 2 821 18,196 15,597 58
84 Canton, Ohio-~ 138,914 42,725 54,430 30,186 477 | mmmmmmemeee
85 Wilmington, Del. 42,033 3,206 1,871 3,794 10,790 | —~vommmmemm
86 Tampa, Fla,---=e- 170,937 4,555 1,286 2,066 4,338 139
87 Somerville, Muss,— 63,558 12,253 520 650 6,837 20,930 529 | wmmmeeminne
88 | El Paso, Tex.-c-m—m-e---d 60,714 2,686 5,730 1,806 4,829 16,466
89 Evansville, Ind,- 91,500 74 10,414 12 3,906 64,531
80 Lynn, Mass, - 122,142 16,243 1,761 30,732 3,947 30 10,932 35,200
9 Utica, N, Y, 60,034 7,935 3,491 7,262 7,777 8,419 13,620 5,972
92 Duluth, Minn, - 117,825 4,065 5,095 1,138 1,278 1,470 3,163 68,453
93 Waterbury, Conn,- 99,008 3,649 15,622 1,123 155 1,227 372 33,062 {
94 Lowell, Mass,-~-~~. 82,643 41,662 3,597 3,855 2,616 744 3,565 23,104 3,399 100
Honolulu, Hawali 1/------ 262,253 77,027 3,088 [ <mememeeee 33,266 197 8,845 E L I 5,774 153,641
1/ Not included in group or grand totals.
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TABLE 11.-—REVENUE RECEIPTS FROM EARNINGS OF PUBLIC-SERVICE ENTERPRISES: 1936

{For alphabetical list of citlies, by States, showing rank, see p. 2.

For text discussion, see p. 27)

Electric
Ports, docks, |Cemeteries | Auditoriums
City Water-supply 1light Markets and ’ ’ ’ A1l
no. CITY Total systems end ghmvsr warehouses wharves, and end halls, and Afrports other
harbors crematories stadiums
systems
$302,317,128 $184,359,205 438,642,567 $3,070,166 $39,834,138 $13,481,491 $019,822 $1,162,055 $904,236 $19,943,448
187,792,622 111,123,932 23,106,282 2,103,136 34,313,207 9,001,376 187,809 592,101 274,376 7,090,403
41,483,557 20,152,422 6,033,081 468,550 5,425,236 2,175,262 88,399 215,508 243,459 6,681,640
73,040,949 53,082,851 9,503,204 498,480 95,695 2,304,853 643,614 354,446 386,401 6,171,405
GROUP I.—~CITIES HAVING A POPULATION OF 500,000 AND OVER
1 New York, N. Y $64,037,550 $39,310,889 | ---evnee-mm §728,237 $13,732,608 $5,750,897 $10,801 ——ememee $4,504,118
2 | Chicago, Ill. 15,670,850 14,750,009 4,955 - 60,152 53,608 $26,847 | —--oe-emome
3 | Philadelphia, Pa . 7,514,093 7,151,670 26,985 | - - 288,212 47,226 | wmmmeee | momeecee-
4 | Detroit, Mich.-- g 23,962,498 6,266,225 | -- —- 135,821 17,498,414 60,265 1,773
5 | Los Angeles, Calif E 28,858,519 9,985,091 16,344,113 2,415,823 $408 96,875 16,209 | ==-=-e-m-—-
6 Cleveland, Ohio- : 9,671,323 5,468,736 3,605,328 142,506 130,180 182,630 35,967 105,976
7 | St. Louis, Mo.---- 4,893,751 3,559,006 | ~wmmemmmeas 52,814 | —emreeemann 115,050 | ---amm-e- 88,258 15,667 1,062,956
8 | Baltimore, Md. 5,618,286 4,133,766 684,163 | —-mm-em—men 190,444 | —emeeem-o 11,293 8,171 590,449
9 | Boston, Mass. 5,540,110 4,560,996 90,015 11,000 820,878
10 | Pittsburgh, Pa.- 3,364,946 3,175,855 66,490 82,805 37,485 51
1 San Franeisco, Calif. 11,862,862 6,279,743 | 2,381,557 | —---e----= | 3,082,185 | --- B el 28,829 | ~e-meewmees
12 | Washington, D. C.- 1,569,440 1,533,782 35,658
13 | Milwaukee, Wis 2,627,204 2,507,372 10,635 91,964 13,031 4,202
14 | Buffalo, N. Y. 2,601,190 2,440,792 124,857 6,029 20,910 | —-eememoeme
GROUP II,—CITIES HAVING A POPULATION OF 300,000 70 500,000

15 Minneapolis, Minn. $1,637,358 $1,522,902 $18,700 $60,462 $35,294 B
16 New Orleans, La.-- 3,136,069 1,249,583 $117,192 $1,171,732 | —mmememceen 29,103 31,916 $536,153
17 | Cincinnati, Ohio 2,782,643 2,713,123 44,918 | weuee —— 13,208 - 11,394
18 | Newark, N. J.--- 2,956,389 2,509,649 108,092 35,242 216,904 86,502
19 | Kansas City, Mo. 2,279,246 2,180,225 54,722 | —mcmmcmeaa - 2,500 16,221 681
20 | Seattle, Wash,-- 12,913,428 1,766,259 16,911 4,218,262 815,113 40,565 15,548 7,689
21 | Indianapolis, Ind. 5,980,892 39,075 1,615 11,686 5,928,516
22 | Rochester, N. Y. 1,617,986 1,460,687 | ---cw-mmeee 44,936 | ~mmmmmceeee 14,138 2,760 10,321 | ~-emmemeeee
23 | Tersey City, N. J. 2,163,313 2,110,813 52,500 | --
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24 | Houston, TeX.----e--o=-emc=c 1,952,496 1,260,258 | ~m-sommmmam 42,704 445,032 18,013 | =—------- 186,489
25 Louisville, Ky.=- 1,868,638 1,813,870 35,316 2,866 10,688 5,899 | ~mmcmeemo—o
26 Portlend, Oreg.--- 2,195,099 1,565,053 561,851 | ~e—ee-eee 27,405 18,678 22,112
GROUP III.—CITIES HAVING A POPULATION OF 100,000 TO 300,000
27 Columbus, Ohio--- §2,031,222 $1,271,015 $709, 980 $40,659 $9,568
28 Toledo, Ohio- 4 1,566,016 1,511,157 | ~eem—ccecee 17.737 $24,828 $11,19 600
29 Oekland, Calif. - 3,674,673 2,726,920 222,008 $635,219 | —-mmmm-em 47,505 43,021
30 Denver, Colo. - 2,777,897 2,713,847 | -cemmemeao 24,558 11,055 28,437
31 Atlanta, Ga. - 2,028,046 2,013,123 1,633 2,745 10,326
32 | Dsllas, Tex.- 4 1,847,597 1,840,520 7,077
33 St. Paul, Minu. - 1,108,964 1,019,693 | ~smmvoom—me 15,064 70,492 3,371
34 | Birminghem, Ala 4 29,172 23,099 6,073
35 | Akron, Ohio 1,345,747 1,320,005 9,279
36 Memphis, Tenn.-- 1,410,398 1,312,086 | ~me-mmmmmee 5,699 | cmmemmme-e- 74,875 | ~eve———-e 8,838 8,960
37 Providence, R, I 8 1,788,794 1,693,164 56,571 38,225 | wemmeoemvs | meemceee
38 San Antonio, Tex s 930,184 872,068 | ~c-wmmm--ee 39,843 12,472 2,676 3,131
39 Omahe, Nebr.- - 3,517,343 1,342,425 5,055 10,798 5,909
40 Syracuse, N. Y. - 976,736 916,813 32,691 14,182 13,070
41 Dayton, Ohio----. - 872,167 831,597 40,570
42 Oklehoma City, Okla - 1,084,357 1,062,721 21,636
43 Worcester, Mass.~- 4 1,011,229 922,762 ———— 69,237 19,230 | -em--em-
44 2,079,967 688,883 | --mrmeme-—- 15,905 | —-mmmeemme- 10,839 45,397 3,679 842
S 807,958 806,825 1,133
46 s 894,489 752,757 | —emmmcomeee 35,719 61,689 44,324 ——————
47 Fort Worth, Tex. 4 1,008,042 845,022 21,163
48 Hertford, Conn. - 1,017,664 991,176 12,196 12,381 1,911
49 Flint, Mich,~-~ . 832,435 821,232 7,727 3,476
50 New Haven, Conn. = 4,248 2,915 | —cmemeee 1,333
&1 San Diego, Caelif.- 1,885,162 1,756,616 106,797 13,974 215 7,560
52 Long Beach, Calif.-- 2,528,206 861,575 21,761 | =me=mem———— 100,153 696 | w~mmemem-ae
53 Nashville, Tenn. - 745,930 729,714 14,681 74 | =-memmee——-
54 | Springfield, Mass. = 1,015,470 1,010,877 4,593
55 Tulsa, Okla.---- - 896,420 850,907 278 | —mmeeemmee 45,235
56 Bridgeport, Conn ~ 28,434
57 Des Moines, Iowa - 901,659 837,785 19,004 36,7567 | ~mmmeem—e- 8,013
68 Scranton, Pa.-~--- - 1,210 1,210
59 Salt Lake City, Utah-. 678,913 624,283 36,047 | —=mmmmeeo—o 18,583 | --mecemmee-e
60 Yonkers, N. Y.-- - 796,217 794,842 1,000 375
61 Paterson, N. J. - 1,263,018 1,263,018 -
62 Tacksonville, - 4,265,325 498,962 3,135,373 499,752 4,078 18,797 108,363
63 Albany, N. Y, — 1,203,078 832,624 365,117 | meemeseew | mmeceeeeao 5,337
64 Norfolk, Va. - 976,528 874,919 57,563 2,545 | -mmeee--
65 Trenton, N, J.- ~ 698,625 656,999 10,719 30,907 -
66 Chattenoogsa, Tenn. - 26,769 8,969 960 | memmvee-- 13,672 3,168
67 Kanses City, Kans.-- 2,955,831 901,845 2,041,539 12,447 | =-emm-mee
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TABLE 11.—REVENUE RECEIPTS FROM EARNINGS .OF PUBLIC-SERVICE ENTERPRISES: 1936—Continued

(For alphabetical list of cities, by States, showing rank, see p. 2.

For text discussion, ses p. 27)

Electric
Ports, docks, | Cemeteries |Auditoriums
City] Water-supply light Markets and Transit ’ ’ All
no. CITY Total systems and power warshouses systems wharves, and and halls, and Adrports other
’ harbors crematories atadiums
systems
GROUP III.—CITIES HAVING A POPULATION OF 100,000 TO 300,000—Contimed
68 Fort Wayne, Ind . $1,456,763 $555,265 $889,063 $1,125 $10,609 $701
69 Camden, N. T, . 690,056 670,053 | —eommeomm—c 831 $10,422 &s,750
70 | Erie, Pa,-~a-- 4 669,537 636,639 $2,384 | —omm—m-ee 3,053
71 Elizebeth, N. 4 761,586 [ZTIR 7 [ — 11,814 R, 1,238
72 | Wichita, Kans 4 65,555 6,901 21,889
73 Spokane, Wash.-: 2 654,717 647,739 | ecoremeee- - 155
74 Fall River, Mass. 4 403,244 378,125 178 24,941
75 Cambridge, Mess.-- 4 532,386 472,546 59,840
76 New Bedford, Mess.-—----—cus-d 408,261 364,170 4,983 39,108
7 Reading, Pa.-~-~ 601,281 601,281
78 | Knoxville, Tenn . 790,319 776,944 | comcmomaean 12,942 ———
79 Peoria, Ill.- 16,279 1,733 | —emmmmm—eaa 13,997
80 South Bend, Ind 450,111 442,306 - 3,577
81 Tacame, Wash, -~ 3,403,742 792,053 2,505,281 | —ommommean $95,695 9,928 | —mmeeo-em
82 | Miaml, Fla.- 649,843 386,088 | —----mmem—e 7,145 | —mcmmmmmee 248,959 651
83 | Gary, Ind. 4,926
84 Canton, Ohio- 435,388 421,150 8,094
85 Wilmington, Del. 630,508 513,263 4,25] | s-mecemmemas 112,994
86 Tampa, Fla.- S 503,648 472,995 24,112 1,080
a7 Somerville, Mass - 469,340 469,340
88 El Paso, Tex.--: - 549,096 486,195
89 Evansville, Ind - 606,494 548,458 | —-rmam-eoa- 8,161 | =—m==mee-ea- 975 43,783
90 Lynn, Mass 4 501,903 453,745 48,158
91 | Utics, N. Y. o 14,971 - 4,152 1,275 9,544
92 | Duluth, Minn. ¥ 1,249,893 484,538 2,952 762,403
93 | Waterbury, Conn 4 652,250 643,654 | ~mmmmmece-- 3,846 4,750
94 Lowell, Mass. - 356,812 337,219 16,865 2,728
Honolulu, Hewaii 1/--e--=n--=-d 1,182,284 1,182,384

1/ Not included in group or grand totels.
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TABLE 12.—GOVERNMENTAL~-COST PAYMENTS FCR OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE OF GENERAL DEPARTMENTS, BY PRINCIPAL DIVISICNS
AND SUBDIVISIONS CF THE GENERAL DEPARTMENTAL SERVICE: 1936

{Duta for this teble are presented in nine sections,as follows: "I. General govermment”,pp. 105 to 110; "II. Protection to person ard property”,pp.lll to 116; "III. Conservation of
heelth”, pp.114 to 116; "IV. Senitation, or promotion of cleanliness™, pp.1l17 to 119; "V. Highways", pp. 117 to 119; "VI. Charities, hospitals, and corrections”, pp.120 to 126;
"VII. Edication™, pp. 123 to 126; "VIII. Recrention”, pp. 123 to 126; "IX. Miscellaneous", pp. 127 to 129. For alphabetical 1list of cities, by Stetes, showing renk, see p. 2.
For text discussion, see p. 27)

I, —GENERAL GOVERNMENT
Executive branch
City All general
o, CITY departments Leglslative Chief exscutive Finance
Total bre:
nch -
Exscutive Audit Special Treasurer, Assessment Purchasi
Mayor boards and u + °fl°r accounting and collector and levy fr;s D& 411 other
commissions | SOPVFOLLOT} gng auditing| of revenue of revenue officer
Grand total------- $1,838,803,017 || $150,213,875 $3,092,907 | $1,697,576 $2,032,590 | $7,792,316 $770,328 $15,152,598 | $11,193,320| $2,776,814 | $4,554,245
Group I--- 1,273,349,649 [{ 110,887,493 2,226,718 | 1,175,738 536,844 | 5,335,681 298,601 9,613,593 | 7,531,578| 2,110,065 | 3,899,556
Group TI- 209,003,777 19,390,339 248,866 71,842 846,458 | 1,033,924 192,502 2,237,597 | 1,804,884 318,766 244,395
Group III- 356,449,591 19,936,043 617,323 449,996 849,288 ( 1,422,711 279,225 3,301,408| 1,856,858 347,983 410,294
GROUP I.—CITIES HAVING A POPULATION OF 500,000 AND OVER
1 New York, N, ¥,- $535,934,295 $41,790,300 $499,576 $668,986 $1,818,060 | ~~=mmmmmmeem $2,405,267 | $1,310,101 | $1,265,101 | $1,214,619
2 | Chicago, Ill.-- 150,697,625 17,601,130 430,278 43,736 1,028,157 $69,880 1,997,110] 1,974,792 99,390 | 1,071,070
3 | Philedelphia, Pa 82,743,448 9,791,946 287,298 80,355 187,842 19,225 917,611 592,036 106,604 | 1,091,606
4 | Detroit, Mich,-- 77,644,538 5,974,394 86,504 28,595 34,329 456,729 60,673 832,405 422,017 91,290 109,469
§ | Los Angeles, Calif 71,923,729 7,205,433 141,479 32,251 80,531 542,812 [ =-mmmmmmmmm 647,558 676,993 49,143 53,057
6 | Cleveland, Ohio- 47,280,647 3,964,327 120,065 29,684 42,195 140,158 87,643 372,147 401,423 29,595 39,891
7 St. Louis, Mo,-- 31,624,995 3,007,308 74,930 26,573 | memmmmmemme 100,441 2,750 431,026 250,646 4,500 14,592
8 34,304,269 2,499,202 75,549 61,138 | ~==mmmmmmmmn 175,546 27,015 257,664 181,599 29,501 1,881
9 58,149,946 4,259,294 80,198 77,034 | —m=mmmmmmeee 99,245 15,297 272,046 391,041 66,923 67,347
10 | Pittsburgh, Pa. 34,852,095 5,034,387 143,271 33,213 66,150 178,720 1,370 533,127 581,949 57,110 176,152
11 | Sen Francisco, Calif. 31,115,463 2,810,826 102,077 207,771 10,925 220,032 229,941 146,120 5,839
12 | Washington, D. C.- 38,631,138 1,882,903 || —~=mm=mmm~n 104,333 - 106,092 231,815 57,577 | ~==-==----
13 | Milwaukee, Wis, 33,933,802 2,377,539 90,854 126,927 750 278,133 168,533 25,994 23,907
14 | Buffalo, N. Y.- 44,513,659 2,688,504 94,639 168,940 3,073 293,355 118,692 80,917 30.126
GROUP II,-~CITIES HAVING A POPULATION OF 300,000 TO -§00,000
15 Minneapolis, Minn, $23,998,958 $1,559,529 $65,623 $13,858 $28,497 $159,848 $6,941 $102,575 $145,624 $22,372 $18,548
16 | New Orleens, lLa. 12,568,121 1,649,298 || ~==mamemmnn [ coemmmaeen 143,821 57,392 20,596 301,016 76,450 16,093 97,847
17 | Cineinnati, Ohio: 23,422,060 1,907,832 64,466 3,046 25,341 130,942 27,927 95,689 70,497 51,793 10,443
18 | Newark, N. J.--- 29,155,527 2,503,317 || —emmeveemn | mmcmmeeee 210,195 62,789 46,635 263,311 329,720 60,151 6,725
19 | Kansas City, Mo 15,165,109 2,004,623 31,749 10,139 21,215 109,900 18,992 332,302 205,009 16,378 12,874
20 | Seattle, Wash,- 16,732,990 1,838,881 37,431 13,408 19,561 101,592 11,331 223,163 317,740 24,464 1,018
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TAELE 12.—GOVERNMENTAL-COST PAYMENTS FOR OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE OF GENERAL DEPARTMENTS, BY PRINCIPAL DIVISIONS
AND SUBDIVISIONS OF THE GENERAL DEPARTMENTAL SERVICE: 1936-—Continued

(See note at head of this table, p. 105}

I.~GENFRAL GOVERNMENT
Executive branch
Cityj All general
no. CITY departments Total Legislative Chief executive Finance
branch Exscutive Auditor or| Special Treasurer, Assessment Purchasi
Mayor boards and troll accounting | and collector and levy TONasIng | 411 other
commissions compiroller and auditing of revenue of revenue officer
GROUP II.--CITIES HAVING A POPULATION OF 300,000 TO 500,000—Continued
21 Indianapolis, Ind. . $12,625,649 $1,033,329 $7,200 $11,587 $8,018 $96,183 $27,921 $101,349 $121,111 $14,680 $2,770
22 Rochester, N, Y.- - 23,768,308 1,656,474 25,964 7,168 77,543 72,143 9,409 242,621 85,537 37,552 3,694
23 Jersey City, N, J. - 21,043,410 2,226,832 - - 161,175 39,903 10,679 151,728 197,077 48,227 37,799
24 Houston, Tex,-- - 9,083,348 958,459 59,144 66,071 1,520 137,865 116,654 5,308 13,134
25 Louisville, Ky. - 10,438,149 786,305 12,089 56,988 1,154 141,658 49,867 11,647 35,872
26 Portland, Oreg.-- 10,996,148 1,265,660 79,859 90,173 9,397 144,320 89,598 9,501 3,671
GROUP III.—CITIES HAVING A POPULATION OF 100,000 TO 300,000

27 Columbus, Ohio- $6,863,154 $354,533 $16,587 $21,160 $27,877 $33,175 $14,362 $6,188 $4,009
28 Toledo, Ohio--- 8,123,582 357,227 43,388 18,7867 8,805 43,328 31,830 11,152 6,691
29 Oekland, Calif. 9,986,133 388,337 23,125 58,305 1,320 45,766 | ~=—=~=mean 9,304 9,714
30 Denver, Colo.- 14,931,267 1,144,052 21,130 40,290 | ~~=-mmmmman 212,689 121,699 13,632 | =-wcmmmuem
31 Atlanta, Ga. 4 7,834,632 409,881 23,583 12,383 44,713 8,100 98,299 82,905 17,236 821
32 Dallas, Tex,- 6,048,868 320,395 = - 25,586 1,000 26,247 53,287 10,289 10,149
33 8¢, Paul, Minn, 8,159,510 531,747 $43,706 35,378 | mmvemmmmmmme 51,644 11,476 18,317 14,015
34 Birminghem, Ala 4,708,289 240,968 43,034 33,027 3,612 31,143 19,783 4,809 10,632
35 Akron, Ohfo--- 6,734,430 356,129 {1 18,757 | 10,101 | mew=wee~eea~ 8,965 6,895 38,225 34,815 5,004 20,469
36 Msmphis, Tenn. 4,881,670 258,653 47,583 22,705 10,162 59,015 24,753 7,826 2,833
37 Providence, R. I. 12,017,202 524,968 45,806 17,285 | =~=waemmmean 24,745 1,000 85,970 71,607 | m--mmmmmem | mememmee
38 San Antonio, Tex.- 5,025,035 285,911 || ~=m=mmemme | vmeee———— 21,695 25,834 1,200 40,762 58,173 7,128 3,352
39 5,768,966 325,599 R e el et 41,393 17,538 1,361 80,116 2,014 = 4,956 | -~-emommmn
40 Syracuse, N. Y. 12,231,208 565,407 42,665 | ~m=mmmmmm—me 88,584 64,481 9,714
41 Dayton, Ohio--- - 5,210,174 260,851 14,353 3,771 21,961 16,168 5,184
42 Oklahoma City, Okla, - 4,279,735 199,567 23,130 4,487 29,070 11,890 | ==wwmmmmem | wmmmm—————
43 Worcester, Mass.- 1 11,518,032 466,394 26,541 3,000 93,501 60,869 5,232
44 Richmond, Va,---- 6,299,769 567,976 36,201 3,865 78,564 45,833 7,229
45 Youngstown, Ohio-- 5,059,380 270,906 23,120 8,127 26,064 23,353 3,723
46 Grand Rapids, Mich 4,469,249 200,137 16,419 3,233 27,248 20,385 490
47 Fort Worth, Tex.- 4,071,060 204,870 10,948 2,612 69,472 25,495 = 4,538 | —-memmmeme
48 Hartford, Comn,-- o] 8,949,660 490,281 18,199 359 76,571 46,301 3,704
49 Flint, Mich,~-ven=a==o-mod 4,592,016 165,712 11,001 6,819 33,152 31,747 2,966

Digitized for FRASER
http://fraser.stlouisfed.org/
Federal Reserve Bank of St. Louis

901

SALLID J0 SOIISIIVIS TVIONYNIIA



3——88—0 98150

New Haven, Conn,---- 7,120,117 356,741 767 19,180 6,389
San Diego, Calif. . 5,385,276 344,330 6,560 26,060 1,500
Long Beach, Calif, 4 5,364,590 367,324 || -~-mmoemmme | cmmmmmmeem 15,812 42,418
Nashville, Tenn.-- 4 3,587,330 246,126 47,556
Springfield, Mass. 4 8,768,443 369,795 28,987
Tulsa, Okla,--- y 3,275,239 158,165 25,728
Bridgeport, Conn, 4 6,281,506 275,528 25,629
Des Moines, Iowa-- 4,419,653 253,182 17,804 1,817
4,863,375 283,307 21,649 | ~--mmoommoe ’
3,984,334 349,608 21,102 2,626
10,103,273 664,419 35,741 5,315
Paterson, N, J.--- 5,239,351 200,188 12,840 7,810
Jacksonville, Fla = 4,201,539 268,843 25,695 4,208
Albany, N, Y.- i 6,379,788 408,743 30,448 | ~mmmmmmmmmem
Norfolk, Va,-- 8 3,561,060 405,852 8,368 20,203 6,890
Trenton, N, J,---- 4,532,244 226,708 || = 23,860 cccmmmmmm | mommeeeee 14,929 4,000
Chattanooga, Tenn. 4 2,503,869 125,463 25,709 9,073 1,943
Kansas City, Kans. - 2,514,626 169,446 16,531 10,435 1,200
Fort Wayne, Ind 2,378,830 73,5491 = 6,200 = 5,350 | ------mmmmen 7,476 975
3,963,033 405,433 56,905 29,624 3,500
3,298,038 222,153 36,921 16,672 942
4,108,556 227,496 |1 = 5,929 10,162 | ~emmmmmemmmm 33,310 4,107
2,892,690 110,090 1,921 3,225 1,948
Spokane, Wash,--- 3,408,405 171,592 - — 27,298 15,505 3,373
Fall River, Mass. p 3,922,266 157,218 5,081 6,565 12,460 | —-mmmcmmmman
Cambridge, Mass. - -~ 6,168,813 286,794 17,106 15,129 14,622 5,125
New Bedford, Mass. - 4,213,138 217,210 11,263 11,453 9,993 6,356
Reading, Pa.----- 4 3,177,520 238,484 || —mommmmmmom [ cmmmmmeee 11,330 950
Knoxville, Tenn - 2,797,857 160,295 15,668 3,625
Peoria, Ill.-- B 3,063,693 221,656 7,440 994
South Bend, Ind.- 2,267,410 69,562 7,540 4,395
Tecona,. Wagh, ~~—- 204,216 || —wsmmmmeeme [ e 23,387 4,501
Miami, Fla. 389,005 15,648 5,043
Gary, Ind.- 88,811 20,319 598
Canton, Ohio-- 167,324 7,944 4,200
Wilmington, Del 207,234 8,025 4,784
Tampa, Fla,-~--- 222,331 16,025 3,700
Somerville, Mass. 228,832 11,248 299
El Paso, Tex.- 99,052 6,928 1,200
Evansville, Ind 73,302 13,161 -
Lynn, Mass,--- 193,683 3,851
Utica, N, Y, 270,471 16,179
Duluth, Minn,- 262,318 12,313 4,083
Waterbury, Conn 354,728 31,309 38,246
Lowell, Mass,---- 4,515,833 249,135 11,438 329
Honolulu, Hawail 1/------ 4,573,021 508,877 8,400 14,441 | —cmmmmomemee 35,314 | —~emmmmeeee 48,661 39,806 | ----==mm- 544

1/ Not included fn group or
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TABLE 12.--GOVERNMENTAL-COST PAYMENTS FOR OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE OF GENERAL DEPARTMENTS, BY PRINCIPAL DIVISIONS
AND SUBDIVISIONS OF THE. GENERAL DEPARTMENTAL SERVICE: 1936—Continued

(See note at head of this table, p. 105)

1,—GENERAL GOVERNMENT—Continued

Executive branch—Continued

Judiciel branch

0:2 cITY General exscutive General
General Elections government
Law City engl- mmicipal A1l oth builal
City City clerk neer end Civil City A1l oth other ngs
manager ¥y cler public works service planning 11 other courts
and service
Grand total--------4 $6,070,542 | $288,224 $1,532,175 43,781,499 | $1,422,%18 $813,707 | $3,215,866 $14,546,021 $34,791,829 $12,721,276 $21,967,724
3,906,785 | —-m-omm 712,735 1,482,853 | 1,139,274 477,942 2,562,086 12,424,658 29,320,416 9,275,803 16,856,627
741,430 75,544 316,796 608,940 117,205 132,674 143,080 768,988 4,724,528 2,140,028 2,621,892
1,422,387 | 212,680 502,644 1,689,706 165,839 203,091 510,700 1,352,375 746,885 1,305,445 2,489,205
GROUP I.—CITIES HAVING A POPULATION OF 500,000 AND OVER
1 41,384,350 | --er-m- $114,588 $104,679 $342,946 $300 | $1,225,061 $5,387,389 $12,470,293 $2,240,578 $9,338,406
2 703,425 135,393 73,416 302,518 75,841 434,361 2,405,623 2,729,856 2,574,358 1,328,869
3 241,748 | ~mmmemm ] mmmmmemeae 114,015 86,105 22,290 267,263 1,509,150 2,240,733 1,115,300 912,765
4 138,716 285,308 100,827 70,397 13,990 8,541 250,769 2,049,547 343,590 540,698
5 | Los Angeles, Calif, 222,836 45,596 361,617 94,209 64,400 26,675 802,927 1,706,508 671,989 984,852
6 | Clevelana, Ohio- 146,555 - 120,572 32,422 29,782 37,136 617,583 904,056 374,121 439,299
7 | 8t. Louts, Mo.- 89,173 18,036 66,224 | ---g----- 15,010 76,384 65,951 1,162,913 236,021 370,838
8 | Baltimore, Md 117,561 | =mm=mee | mwmmememee 111,697 20,582 49,561 56,464 145,157 460,681 358,278 369,308
9 | Boston, Mass.-- 136,612 36,837 | —--u- —— 54,010 88,170 444,984 1,314,433 305,686 766,218
10 | Pittsburgh, Pa.- 254,664 70,105 27,428 47,463 2,080 176,568 1,845,652 351,038 488,327
11 | San Franeisco, Calif, 78,407 84,494 57,106 12,211 36,188 227,244 677,399 322,271 347,309
12 | Washington, D. C.- 105,876 29,671 | —---emne- 1,740 159,442 128,366 678,956 | —----e----- 226,073
13 | Milweukee, Wis.- 102,204 37,591 68,570 66,619 45,671 41,016 65,369 645,917 195,903 318,356
14 | Buffalo, N. Y. 184,598 32,010 140,129 38,942 45,673 103,305 197,578 433,472 186,670 425,309
GROUP II.—~CITIES HAVING A POPULATION OF 300,000 TO 500,000

15 | Minneapolis, Minn,-- $55,331 $8,234 $46,519 $13,739 $14,266 $6,461 $90,510 $502,835 $91,865 $159,883
16 | New Orleens, La. 35,138 46,156 | --------- 8,800 23,513 55,183 524,326 34,519 208,448
17 | Cincinnati, Ohio 57,871 52,866 28,783 29,437 45,644 157,670 510,054 266,092 249,560
18 | Newark, N. J.- 96,950 61,647 23,960 | -~--e---- 11,154 13,449 45,827 559,573 231,744 479,487
19 | Kansas City, Mo 69,033 | 14,610 | --m----eee 47,739 14,812 9,155 12,682 89,420 362,933 316,318 309,363
20 | Seattle, Wash.-- 93,349 9,408 97,515 21,651 | --m=m-ee 20,435 50,556 325,914 190,443 279,%02
21 | Indianapolis, Ind,-—-v--d 26,224 6,279 51,274 | -mcceece- 8,128 | =c-ecmeen 40,330 305,530 119,037 95,708

Digitized for FRASER
http://fraser.stlouisfed.org/
Federal Reserve Bank of St. Louis

801

SATLID A0 SOYTISYIVIS TVIONVNIA



22 | R r, N. Y, 70,562 88,768 9,873 27,217 | —-eeme - 40,189 447,296 158,821 207,328
23 | Jersey City, N. J 108,062 18,806 | =wwmmmm-e m——— 2,060 34,397 602,902 489,153 249,851
24 | Houston, Tex,-- » 26,244 50,277 7,633 | - - 7,039 65,771 239,716 14,870 66,192
25 | Louisville, Ky. 4 34,889 43,031 5,492 15,255 11,567 88,570 60,503 89,375 99,279
26 | Portland, Oreg.-- 87,777 42,029 9,222 9,262 230 10,565 282,946 137,791 216,891
.—CITIES HAVING A POPULATION OF 100,000 TO 300,000
27 Columbus, Ohio- $22,949 $13,060 $3,303 $198 $6,320 $76,362 $54,796 $40,598
28 | Toledo, Ohio-- 21,595 - 30,871 5,864 3,885 17,318 59,732 " 3,555 35,323
29 30,942 $12,530 48,717 16,751 8,889 | —-mmm-emo 18,556 129 82,065
20 39,051 3,099 74,281 4,400 1,406 1,172 25,915 106,455 139,864
31 23,580 12,771 13,801 12,380 | ~-e-me-e- 11,226 2,690 45,653
32 26,898 25,822 5,125 51,888 6,690 1,795 36,606
33 29,779 30,908 4,424 36,154 42,112 63,985 119,157
34 25,266 21,053 4,658 | mccemmeeae 19,130 3,081 21,540
35 18,598 10,804 2,367 1,490 91,518 32,876 53,567
36 30,384 2,594 7,205 5,645 6,468 10,813 11,387 | ememmoeeees 5,936
37 27,334 15,085 91,091 7,766 21,159 8,017 56,914 53,895
38 55,414 23,074 8,990 B el Pt 12,071 16,075 8,946
39 24,474 10,705 27,134 5,793 4,010 36,103 37,545 32,457
40 | Syracuse, W, Y.-- 32,658 15,241 45,324 | 7,399 | e-eeemm- 15,748 56,325 39,348 66,880
41 | Deyton, Ohio 11,929 { 14,319 | —cemeeome- 9,644 3,206 19,573 64,347 54,798
42 | Oklshoma City, Okla, 29,805 5,644 30,213 9,808 120 5,391 | —cememcmeee 16,042 5,972
43 | Worcester, Mass.- : 15,328 19,107 37,476 2,028 47,952 — 72,551 43,358
44 | Richmond, Va,-- . 27,187 5,416 57,812 2,938 20,542 49,672 132,266 15,927 65,363
45 | Youngstown, Onio- 1 35,572 | cvmcoee | oo 25,689 1,974 | —memmmeee 54,348 | cecoeeoooo 973 36,435
46 | Grand Rapids, Mich.- 10,327 8,224 28,044 30 504 13,335 12,747 10,926 19,434
47 | Port Worth, Tex.- 4 21,540 3,171 16,622 | 669 | e-mm=eme 250 7,140 | mmmemcmmeen 1,185 19,378
48 | Hartford, Comn 8 27,213 2,850 21,692 22,798 73,664 68,023 2,946 44,895 62,060
49 | PFling, Mich, 4 5,269 5,592 19,013 13 487 19,521 [ —mmmmme—eee 891 8,744
50 | New Haven, Conn. 4 11,219 8,565 28,062 1,299 2,455 72,581 4,368 44,297 63,811
51 | Sen Diego, Calif, B 43,464 13,006 43,567 5,508 28,576 21,862 4,088 39,700
52 | Long Beach, Calif 4 32,760 13,856 16,815 96 550 19,512 19,465 66,367
53 | Neshville, Tenn.- 4 30,236 6,351 45,607 9,705 250 8,600 12,618 427 16,808
64 | Springfield, Mass, 19,220 19,431 13,838 7,683 6,915 34,740 70,762
55 | Tulse, Okla,-m------enemed 22,994 | —comomm | oo 19,846 | —mmoooomo 1,200 7,292 3,582 7,908 7,876
56 | Bri %, Conn, 11,348 8,636 14,575 392 1,016 27,417 2,391 25,457 31,164
57 | Des Moines, Iowa-. 30,658 3,121 37,049 665 2,731 30,349 | —wecmeonoeo 11,859 56,794
58 | Screnton, Pa,---- 4 40,704 4,691 25,088 2,384 473 4,488 14,528
59 | Salt Leke City, Utah. - 17,281 10,557 95,161 1,182 654 32,794 528 26,843
60 | Yomkers, N. Y, 49,028 14,266 102,624 5,368 7,813 49,954 49,310 66,646
61 | Paterson, N, J. 13,177 3,000 11,700 | =-eeeme-a 575 4,000 9,805 16,631
62 | Jacksonville, Fla.- 27,906 4,943 35,051 8,243 | mmemmmen 10,566 25,198
63 20,581 6,611 29,466 3,124 7,259 37,088 | ~m-mmeommee 49,830 69,428
64 16,147 7,581 13,110 2,265 1,283 10,738 113,620 9,218 35,147
65 12,975 8,511 11,016 167 7,982 12,693 3,463 35,569
66 | Chattanoogae, Tenn 8,548 | —mmmeme | mmmmmemeee 8,641 | —-mmmeme | ameeeeee 10,341 1,506 188 13,769
67 | Kansas City, Kans . 25,106 6,398 3,946 3,714 3,322 | wmmemmmeeen 48,837 17,592
68 | Fort Wayne, Ind.- 4 6,988 2,696 15,070 3,924 6,574 5,356
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TABLE 12, —GOVERNMENTAL-COST PAYMENTS FCR OPERATICN AND MAINTENANCE CF GENERAL DEPARTMENTS,

AND SUBDIVISIONS OF THE GENERAL DEPARTMENTAL SERVICE: 1936—Continued

{See note at head of this table, p. 105)

BY PRINCIPAL DIVISICNS

I.—GENERAL GOVERNMENT—Continued

Executive branch-—Continued Judicisl brsnch
Cli;z}/ cITY General executive General
. _ General Elections government
Law g1ty ensi municipal ALl oth buildi
City 1 1 neer and Civil City ALl oth nicipa otner ngs
manager ty clerk public works service planning other GOurLs
and service
GROUP III.—CITIES HAVING A POPULATION OF 100,000 TO 300,000—Continued

89 Camden, N, J. $11,954 $6,820 $14,564 | comeeonoe | mcmoenm e $8,443 $18,353 $14,719 $79,684
70 Erie, Pa,---~ 18,829 2,481 12,797 $327 $3,287 $100 351 mmeme | mmmmmmeees 17,222
71 Elizabeth, N, - 18,136 4,389 36,972 | —--eomee- 162 5,012 7,475 10,898 21,716
72 Wichita, Kans J 9,841 3,719 15,192 4,345 32,699 17,407
73 Spokane, Wasgh, 19,008 14,669 18,535 2,771 625 6,346 33,829
74 Fall River, Mass 6,682 8,305 5,758 393 1,031 20,207 20,964
75 Cambridge, Mass. | 12,5986 17,881 7,048 2,155 26,273 34,562 42,719
76 New Bedford, Mass. - 6,515 18,468 13,596 838 9,074 22,495 41,082
7?7 33,499 8,293 12,517 3,138 534 29,599
78 10,101 | 10,135 | -—w--ro--ee 9,341 2,108 6,759 5,670 13,029
79 8,388 2,930 21,300 1,751 | -mmmmmme— 11,691 13,244
80 7,466 3,652 6,751 1,603 1,980 6,363 6,981
81 15,734 5,145 36,316 | @ 3,991 | ~-=-mmem | mmmmeeene 4,018 29,857
a2 34,714 7,911 21,098 4,979 12,657 8,740 79,025
83 - 8,719 4,615 11,597 29 30 9,320 16,818
84 4 8,706 | —-mecme | mccmmeeene 17,004 1,485 232 2,405 28,167 21,744
85 s 4 9,015 7,309 29,979 | =ecv----- 2,100 265 19,914 41,487
86 Tampa, Fla.-- 4 26,731 4,511 6,045 3,234 100 4,378 11,204
a7 Somerville, Mass B 8,970 16,344 10,145 | —--e--wmeo 3,210 14,077 24,892
88 El Paso, Tex.-- -4 6,200 5,005 11,804 1,095 | =~mmm—e- 5,325 | ---memmema- 4,891
89 Evansville, Ind - 7,038 4,539 7,087 | —-memeeee 4,963 5,640 11,729
90 Lynn, Mass.- 4 20,199 9,037 17,824 57 1,966 10,282 19,216
91 Utlca, N, Y. 15,824 9,979 35,741 1,970 1,163 4,293 22,679 400 36,525
92 Duluth, Minn. - 23,522 4,419 17,903 3,328 5,562 | =-ememmew 41,030 | ===emmeme—e 34,184
93 Waterbury, Conn 4 30,893 12,543 11,786 | «-~--=m-- 11 ] emmememem 32,144 4,953 52,526
94 Lowell, Mass.--- 9,735 10,939 15,708 960 239 22,083 | ~--me-emem--a B et 29,614
Honolulu, Hawaii y ------- 53,162 | ---=-e- 27,639 51,909 87 | wemmemee | eemeecca- 166,583 19,520 15,487 25,324

1/ Not included in
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TABLE 12,--GOVERNMENTAL-COST PAYMENTS FOR OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE OF GENERAL DEPARTMENTS, BY PRINCIPAL DIVISIONS
AND SUBDIVISIONS CF THE GENERAL DEPARTMENTAL SERVICE: 1936—Continued

{See note at head of this table, p. 105)

II..-PROTECTION TO PERSON AND PROPERTY
Fire department Inspection service
City CITY Register of
no. Total Poltce Militia and deeds and Building,plumb-
departisent General ex- Water armories mortgages 1ng w%ﬁng Weights and ALl other
, ,
penditures service and boiler measures
Grand total-~-a-m—o-- $317,154,388 $182,120,400 $110,556,828 $3,903,941 $1,181,978 $3,939,081 $6,491,168 $1,182,565 $2,250,409
216,553,043 134,049,334 66,172,551 1,265,486 1,056,381 3,125,099 4,340,266 730,527 1,960,205
34,015,854 17,122,934 13,585,668 652,325 61,182 653,785 715,256 171,071 154,501
Group ITI-- 66,585,491 30,948,132 30,798,609 1,986,130 64,415 160,197 1,435,646 280, 967 135,702
GROUP I.—CITIES HAVING A POPULATION OF 500,000 AND OVER
1 New York, N, Y $81,746,620 $53,374,647 $21,801,078 $200,817 $910,974 $1,006,161 $1,511,190 $62,957 §1,371,731
2 | Chicago, Ill.--- 28,099,201 18,518,173 7,352,592 - 575,617 728,256 131,865 323,189
3 | Philadelphia, Pa. 16,687,280 11,381,611 4,487,581 | —mmcmmmmeeee 243,296 148,269 206,323 54,099
4 | Detroit, Mich,---- 15,440,758 10,048,063 4,382,215 180,804 133,975 228,573 44,717 56,986
5 | Los Angeles, Calif 12,945,035 5,939,132 4,804,943 732,835 257,656 428,150 43,802 26,326
6 | Cleveland, Ohio 7,158,314 4,083,565 2,772,872 66,232 101,056 17,722 12,284
7 | 8t. Louis, Mo.- 7,606,892 5,033,183 2,210,571 110,568 130,058 28,790 12,809
8 Baltimore, Md, 7,554,823 4,476,585 2,896,724 | -—--e-mm-me-= | 18,000 | —cccmeoemeee 82,147 26,320 18,919
9 Boston, Mass.~ 9,952,390 5,728,637 3,595,768 209,283 291,329 47,207 32,566
10 | Pittsburgh, Pa. 4,930,888 2,582,276 2,007,300 101,175 143,249 18,155 19,650
11 | San Francisco, Celif.- 7,148,526 3,495,100 3,334,332 94,409 116,288 20,722 -
12 | Washington, D. C.-- 6,815,375 3,801,058 2,453,058 | —mme-memoaae 163,710 195,511 32,786
13 | Milwaukee, Wis.- 5,136,149 2,832,514 1,918,537 39,595 60,578 145,691 23,146
14 | Buffalo, N, Y,- 4 5,330,792 2,754,790 2,155,039 111,435 102,439 90,499 27,015 15,746
GROUP II.—CITIES HAVING A POPULATION OF
15 Minneapolis, Minn,- $2,653,824 $1,194,928 $1,172,189 $115,517 $71,124 $10,625 825,948
16 | New Orleans, La.- 3,182,300 1,526,549 1,227,482 100,402 73,647 6,680 6,008
17 Cincinnati, Ohio--- 2,767,760 1,317,166 1,251,732 31,037 76,826 9,981 22,600
18 | Newark, N, J,---- 5,663,569 3,318,762 2,043,366 65,046 140,636 27,781 30,904
19 | Kansas City, Mo 2,250,673 1,200,214 869,320 75,430 50,071 15,307 4,995
20 | Seattle, Wash,--- 2,569,912 1,119,959 1,170,490 $45,367 47,823 42,229 18,610 10,421
21 | Indianapolis, Ind. 2,785,295 1,096,218 1,175,514 413,623 23,411 27,091 7,744 5,499
22 | Rochester, N. Y.~ 2,588,518 1,123,333 1,140,178 29,360 113,366 38,517 22,381 4,515
23 | Jersey City, N, J 4,338,561 2,762,580 1,235,050 150,000 3,923 41,283 72,594 28,071 35,091
24 ( Houston, Tex.- 1,379,186 648,340 653,779 | —~emmmmeeean 1,200 | =-emmmemmeee 36,450 9,335 1,250
25 | Louisville, Ky 1,760,613 965,906 595,698 1,188 39,013 16,966 19,752 9,519 2,500
26 | Portland, Oreg. 2,075,643 848,979 1,050,870 12,787 15,071 23,504 66,319 5,037 4,770
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TABLE 12.-—GOVERNMENTAL—COST PAYMENTS FOR OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE OF GENERAL DEPARTMENTS, BY PRINCIPAL DIVISIONS
AND SUBDIVISIONS OF THE GENERAL DEPARTMENTAL SERVICE: 1936—Continued

(See note at head of this table, p. 105)

II.—FPROTECTION TO PERSON AND PROPERTY

Fire department

Inspection service

City cITY R
no. Police Militia and egister of
Total department General ex- Hater aTmories deeds and Building,plumb- Weights and
penditures service moTtgages ing, wiring, measures All other
and boiler
GROUP III,—CITIES HAVING A POPULATICN OF 100,000 TO 300,000

27 Columbus, Ohio-wmun-c-ooasaqy $1,189,801 $568,810 $586,075 ———— $18,695 $4,259
28 | Toledo, Ohio--- 1,435,393 732,490 661,263 26,463 3,130
29 Oakland, Calif 2,201,043 958,425 1,003,328 $172,591 58,240
30 Denver, Colo.- 2,033,662 934,778 889,619 100,733 | ~e-mmmmeme—- 45,629 3,300
31 Atlante, Ga.-----—cccomen- . 1,643,689 892,438 697,291 $1,200 37,469 2,980
32 Dallas, Tex.--- 1,273,439 516,249 706,844 e 2,000 34,878 4,835 | —vemeem—e---
33 St. Paul, Minn, - 1,582,189 670,434 822,873 10,000 12,886 47,810 - -
34 Birminghem, Ale — 1,070,079 442,140 497,158 84,031 28,588 4,434 1,560
35 | Akron, Ohio--- 4 756,098 386,737 341,404 | - 10,234 | —rmmmmemmeee 1,170
36 Memphisg, Tenn. - 1,167,571 481,664 594,481 2,122 29,030 7,989 36,013
37 | Providence, R. I.- 2,225,809 1,157,836 834,030 145,327 | c-ememmeeeee 27,240 49,067 6,720
38 Sen Antonio, Tex.- 838,235 302,274 381,622 | =----- 23,776 5,919
39 Omaha, Nebr.-- 1,184,242 460,190 533,859 141,737 26,139 2,930
40 Syracuse, N. Y 1,690,065 752,041 880,433 31,372 3,408
41 Dayton, Ohio-—-- 813,000 383,906 398,885 16,131 9,931
42 Oklahoma City, Okla. 863,287 448,051 378,718 - 18,573 5,076 4,440
43 Worcester, Mass e 1,942,949 977,907 897,720 2,359 31,502 25,021 6,518
44 Richmond, Va,- - 1,225,728 560,324 589,945 10,335 34,153 13,938 | =--e-mene-e
45 Youngstown, Ohio- - 780,506 400,988 355,188 - 12,350 4,017 | ~eecoceem—e
46 Grand Rapids, Mich 779,191 331,588 381,827 33,450 | mmm—mme—msee | emme——meo-—o 13,772 4,028 3,229
47 Fort Worth, Tex,-~ 823,756 346,236 428,204 457 16,780 1,800
48 Hartford, Conn.«- 1,561,812 808,616 664,961 30,790 40,702 8,217
49 Flint, Mich, 624,077 307,275 293,983 - 13,579 2,177
50 New Haven, Conn,- 1,523,968 773,091 830,948 64,448 | e-emcmemmea- 23,616 16,907 12,126
51 San Diego, Calif. 962,150 480,530 431,240 1,824 36,314 | --emmmem-me- 297
52 Long Beach, Calif. 1,005,470 458,734 463,182 - 33,966 -
53 Nashville, Tenn.- 1,094,331 513,665 526,099 -- - 29,722 4,398 2,598
54 | Springfield, Mass. 1,584,100 703,229 814,732 | —-mcemeaeees 6,899 37,255 13,238 5,438
55 Tulsa, Okla. 603,255 242,515 344,195 14,711 | =--e--mesmmme ] eeeeooosmeo
56 Bridgeport, Conn,---- 1,258,977 534,123 466,496 220,237 | ~--ememccmmee 18,712 9,241 6,293 118
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82
83
84
86
87

89
90

91
92

94

Das Moines, Iowa
Scranton, Pa,---
Salt Lake City, Utah-
Yonkers, N. Y,-- ~
Paterson, N. J.-

Jacksonvillie, Fla.
Albany, N, Y,
Norfolk, Va.
Trenton, N, J.---~
Chattanooga, Tenn,-.

Kansas City, Kans.-
Fort Wayne, Ind.
Camden, N, J,.---

Elizabeth, N, J.~-~

Wichite, Kans
Spokane, Wash, -
Fall River, Mass
Cambridge, Mass.
New Bedford, Mass,

Reading, Pa,---c-eeccmcaaa-d
Knoxville, Tenn,-~

Wilmington, Del.
Tempa, Fla,-~---

Somerville, Mass.~
El Paso, Tex.

Utlca, N. Y.~
Duluth, Minn,
Waterbury, Conn.
Lowell, Mass,.--

Honolulu, Hawaii 1/--

853,632 314,715 425,121 73,795 27,810

878,149 374,758 452,309 26,795 12,654 1,802 z,012

587,979 315,180 249,927 - 17,414 5,442 | -—-memeoemeo
1,569,466 944,057 549,433 44,847 2,674 11,626
1,188,646 577,382 485,160 89,618 24,247 1,350 8,237
1,047,956 462,936 459,466 45,900 5,000 | -mmmemmmee—- 41,689 4,473
1,427,067 843,234 533,694 18,190 3,889

916,934 431,380 439,814 - 4,620 13,860 1,869

960,452 475,315 425,864 51,573 3,373

627,156 216,836 332,945 63,126 9,526 1,330

660,297 230,608 330,600 42,440 5,313 | —emmesmmae—- 8,884 4,290

543,962 241,135 289,272 9,185 2,370

735,784 381,625 331,408 11,473 3,559

546,337 240,950 292,147 | -—-mcmmmeeee- 100 | —-smemmmemae 10,955 2,155

980,358 493,741 383,570 68,330 18,217 3,316

506,730 200,545 236,535 54,123 1,500 | ==-m-mmmmmee 11,878

539,421 226,541 280,317 15,768 3,451 et

667,542 340,219 310,848 566 7,088 5,038 1,703
1,053,541 512,806 499,835 2,528 16,744 10,156 7,948

790,041 403,259 358,823 696 19,116 8,147 | ~-eememeean

430,857 274,538 146,209 8,311 1,799

619,237 266,402 273,761 61,720 8,512 1,494

522,948 237,656 236,673 37,457 8,031 1,052

442,511 188,770 243,939 6,031 2,779

884,028 303,930 482,920 78,000 8,821 1,931

811,473 360,738 339,031 1,312 37,547 4,444

593,884 280,810 262,053 38,463 8,813 2,095

398,357 195,071 196,498 5,076 1,712

663,143 325,571 323,736 9,936 | —--mmmeme—-—

449,299 229,048 175,576 27,647 10,586 1,400

803,992 377,488 406,872 | ~----m—---ee 1,504 | —emmemecmeeee 11,360 6,768

391,776 164,910 216,546 3,963 1,457

631,425 287,151 310,988 20,000 10,157 1,640

888,888 354,503 507,582 | —----emmmmem 1,764 | —cmmmmmemee 14,168 8,670

882,234 351,834 414,205 102,347 8,002 3,415 | wmeemceeae-

622,618 266,822 300,883 26,000 4,000 15,479 B

990,035 382,539 422,775 152,100 | =reemecmrme- 15,401 3,350 | ~--mmmmmeae

741,364 345,845 374,665 | ----memce—-e 1,145 11,486 8,113 | ----ermmeee

897,649 552,473 312,947 1,146 29,259

Digitized for FRASER
http://fraser.stlouisfed.org/
Federal Reserve Bank of St. Louis

1/ Not included in group or grand totals.

SININIIVIAd TVERINID J0 JONVNIINIVIU ANV NOIIVYAIO

€11



TABLE 12, —GOVERNMENTAL-COST PAYMENTS FOR OFERATION AND MAINTENANCE OF GENERAL DEPARTMENTS, BY PRINCIPAL DIVISIONS
AND SUBDIVISIONS OF THE GENERAL DEPARTMENTAL SERVICE: 1936—Continued

(See note at head of this table, p. 105}

| IT.—PROTEOTION TO PERSON AND
PROPERTY—Cont inued III,—CONSERVATION OF HEALTH
" Other protection tc person Pravention end treatment Conservation
o and property of communicable diseases of child life
'g Food n
a CITY Exam- Vital Tub 1 Other than regula- Other
o ining Super- ita erculosis tuberculosis tion conser-
& engi- Humane Total vision statis- Medical and vation
© Pounds | neers soci- All tics work  for ALL inapec- of
and eties other AlL Al school other tion health
plumb- Hospital other Hospital other children
ers
Grand total----4$629,999 90,617 B579,421 [$4,227,981 [$43660,200 ||$3,186,951 [§737,143 $14526,330 2,949,755 $5,392,558 83,344,535 $6,245,699 3,494,627 3,527,530 {255 a7
Group I-- 4 323,616 | 74,249 | 435,649 | 3,019,679 [8,682,511 || 1,701,460 | 469,477 | 9,982,263 | 2,417,664 | 3,640,732 | 2,162,727 | 3,396,163 | 2,777,101 | 2,019,556 | 115,338
Group II- 4 117,813 | 5,466 | 115,490 660,363 | 6,656,457 504,039 | 103,132 | 2,991,953 | 170,376 639,706 | 390,792 979,489 | 247,540 504,004 | 125,426
Group III---mmmceammnd 188,570 | 10,902 | 28,282 547,939 | 8,321,232 981,452 | 164,534 | 1,552,114 | 361,715 | 1,112,120 791,016 | 1,870,047 | 469,986 [ 1,003,940 | 14,308
GROUP 1.—CITIES HAVING A POPULATION OF 500,000 AND OVER
1| New York, N, Y.- §s390,000 #1,115,304 f8,303,979 $338,847 [$152,667 [2,334,367 | $991,612 1,273,715 | $573,557 | $841,142 1,153,480 | $644,592 [ - -
2| Chicago, Il1,-- 406,697 | 4,623,153 412,918 | 35,804 | 2,376,420 | ~—~---~—~ 472,177 603,207 249,209 | 131,895 | 318,583 | $22,910
3 | Philadelphia, Pa. 99,807 | 1,434,619 122,833 [ 18,320 160,686 59,976 | 454,265 23,674 | 410,157 | 141,108 43,600
4| Detroit, Mich,-- 283,525 | 3,103,584 222,336 | 31,737 | 1,112,647 673,034 | 412,681 --| 324,305 174,850 | 151,994
5 | Los Angeles, Calif 611,944 | 1,601,434 114,482 | 31,766 512,369 87,814 1,705 | 256,954 | 312,908 76,063 | 132,894
6| Cleveland, Ohio------ 52,770 | 1,721,248 35,703 | 11,299 | 874,997 | 105,480 133,178 | 136,375 147,251 | 177,960 99,005
7 | St. Loutis, Mo.- - 39,470 | 1,004,835 53,426 | 15,002 | 367,726 63,998 | 120,380 77,594 | 139,345 74,057 93,307
8 | Baltimore, Md. E 19,170 | 792,357 74,860 | 19,853 79,781 526 | 266,491 74,041 87,227 | 101,408 88,170
9| Boston, Mass.~ 27,371 | 1,706,184 63,219 | 86,802 606,602 | 253,416 2,338 90,289 | 236,030 | 258,215| 109,273
10 | Pittaburgh, Pa,------- 37,956 | 817,015 30,202 8,457 254,373 22,503 96,532 58,840 | 150,151 [ 127,484 68,473
11 | San Francisco, Calif, 70,675 | 551,401 51,899 | 15,810 87,018 70,832 20,378 22,608 90,834 | 118,200 73,822
12 | Washington, D. C,---- 120,196 | 850,879 74,818 9,980 | 400,750 32,700 63,576 71,530 98,252 49,635 49,638
13 | Milwaukee, Wis. 91,421 973,452 73,861 | 16,842 386,884 21,320 | 139,714 56,255 122,497 70,225 63,908
14 | Buffalo, N, Y.--- 43,373 | 1,198,371 32,056 | 15,138 427,643 34,453 | 183,602 { 117,803 | 186,828 | 122,521 78,327
GROUP II.—CITIES HAVING A POPULATION OF 300,000 TO 500,000
15 | Minneapolis, Minn. $6,785 | ~ouum $505 $56,205 | $910,679 $11,529 | $7,718 | $588,150 $54,917 $18,188 $39,763 | $147,340 | cccmecenm $43,074
16 | New Orieans, La.- 4 5,802 $75 898 | 234,757 | 245,804 36,020 | 16,126 | ~=ev-mn 2,155 9,668 75,217 26,536 | $11,096 68,986
17 | Cincinnati, Ohio- e 26,789 | 689,424 16,163 6,966 | 452,901 28,206 | ~~e-mammm 21,691 80,726 37,284 45,487
18 | Newark, N. J.-- e 29,304 | 1,283,495 76,958 | 17,000 | 338,744 24,316 | 244,686 | 140,654 [ 173,500 53,585 90,468
19 | Kansas City, Mo 4 32,242 | 290,092 34,714 | 11,908 | 124,097 3,494 17,446 24,203 31,183 | =mmmmmmm 43,047
20 [ Seattle, Wash.--~ 91,038 | 560,791 45,762 1,527 291,697 | —-mmmeeae 90,630 22,412 45,056 27,460 36,247
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2l | Indianapolis, Ind.---4 7,610 22,083 | 296,407 21,990 | 2,185| 124,619 38,445} -~--mmmme 7,198 64,009 7,294 | wcmmeun
22 | Rochester, N, Y. 17,500 22,3331 728,038 81,087 | 8,172 308,026 139,171 9,347 | 158,436 14,981
23| Jersey City, N. J.-ooeof ~omm-mx 1,969 | 788,150 92,422 | 20,632 282,048 101,249 31,963 170,131 15,250
24 | Houston, Tex.-- 4 20,141 8,691 | 185,644 24,595 | 1,510 80,613 - _— 4,415 36,149 38,362
25 | Loussville, Ky. j 9,550 100,521 | 516,183 30,531 5,275| 401,058 -— 2,238 10,158 60,906
26| Portland, Oreg.----=- 13,875 34,4311 161,750 32,268 | 4,113 -—- 18,668 11,691 36,265 39,902
GROUP III,—CITIES HAVING A POPULATION OF 100,000 TO 300,000
27 | Columbus, Ohi $410 $11,552 $a2,073 $13,446 | $4,455 $3,051 $2,080 $13,984 $29,765
28| Toledo, Ohi 12,047 { 141,851 11,114 | 1,768 27,282 26,814 35,223 39,650
29| Oakland, Calilf. 807 | 185,352 10,324 | 5,004 --- $8,388 25,026 58,871 76,561
30 | Danver, Colo.-- 5,242 | 204,679 17,589 $18,031 | =====--==| 60,601 | ===mm=mmv 63,807 41,905
31 | Atlanta, Ga,---------- 4,814| 272,785 20,654 143,255 3,206 11,816 28,534 27,814
32 | Dallas, Tex. 8,633 | 102,115 13,898 15,486 | —=--==n== 23,372 | wemeamem- 32,179
33 15,201 | 123,586 8,848 -— 15,860 29,099 50,995 12,967
34 1,542 87,145 1,745 -- 15,048 2,882 11,873 22,838
35 16,553 99,453 4,958 19,403 25,122
36 | Memphis, Tenn,-- 5,808 | 213,931 20,875 81,864 5,385 | m~mmmmmmm 24,543 19,280 32,313 25,612
37 | Providence, R, I . 314 | 348,539 30,174 62,570 | —~=mmm=nm 139,505 16,496 57,076 15,423 18,337
38 | Sen Antonio, Tex 4 113,184 | 102,805 31,554 12,157 17,661 - 40,233
39 | Omaha, Nebr.- s -- 5,857 68,459 8,377 12,912 8,543
40 | Syracuse, N, Y. 8,000 413| 2,000 12,398 | 263,158 43,791 58,978 9,040 23,034
41 | Dayton, Ohio 4,147 63,952 9,323 | 1,000 ------=-- | =-====~o-| —===-=-—- | 16,866 15,988 | ——----——- 20,775
42 | Oklehoms City, Okla 1,450 53,049 4,759 —_— 9,938 27,999
43 | Worcester, Mass. 722| 453,016 34,154 193,745 117,256 s 10,000 20,153
44 | Richmond, Va,--- 450 10,999 255,938 15,646 124,476 540 27,060 20,441
45 | Youngstown, Ohio. 6,498 63,929 10,085 1,500 ==-smm-m- 13,745 | —=m=e==o=| 21,893 | mommemeam 16,706
46 | Grand Rapids, Mich 5,860 | 204,332 13,964 113,251 29,589 12,997
47 | Fort Worth, Tex. 27,679 95,856 19,200 13,200 3,500 | =----mm- 13,000 31,756 | —=mmmmmmm 14,000
48 | Hartford, Comn. 5,871 | 249,130 7,047 25,327 80,558 17,497 64,434 30,195 15,368
49 | Flint, Mich,- 1,775 85,330 10,640 [ 1,182 =mmmmmmom | mmmemeeee 7,162 11,208 33,156 4,752 17,290
50 | New Haven, Conn. 157 | 145,870 25,947 31,217 | ~emmmmeee 21,789 26,072 16,061 16,225
51 | San Diego, Calif 3,925 | 116,178 16,465 | 3,742 | ~==mmmmmm 1,968 | ——emmomam 12,761 55,841 9,868 15,533
52 | Long Beach, Calif, 44,886 58,368 6,788 8,129 28, 680 399 12,293
53 | Nashville, Temn. 5,400 | 103,179 13,311 8,420 13,096 [ —-------- 22,784 11,090 18,849 14,459
54 | Springfield, Mass,--=o —=-=c== | cceomo | cemmmen 3,309 | 188,961 14,695 60,009 11,755 24,786 2,730 61,669 | —-~------ 11,690
55| Tulsa, Okle,---- 450 36,775 15,737 2,137 6,893 | —-mmmmmmm 12,008
56 | Bridgeport, Conn, 36| 150,805 22,096 | 4,929 8,250 11,561 54,123 | —memmmmem 18,895 3,769
57 | Des Moines, Iowa------ 11,317 69,313 14,698 6,489 35,377 12,472
58 | Scranton, Pa,-------- 5,139 73,937 8,500 12,442 1,256 43,038 8,701
59| Selt Lake City, Utah--| 16 | mmmmmm | mmmmmee | mmmemean 69,656 9,943 | 10,148 26,840 6;600 15,835
60| Yonkers, N, Y 1,083 2,085 9,857 | 285,566 51,510 3,598 49,961 9,749 51,670 28,358 60,772 14,627
61 | Paterson, N. J,~---=-q 1,950 | === —~cecmu 702 | 130,605 33,224| 2,705 28,877 | ~--eweeov | 23,373 | cooomeee 32,097 5,529
62 | Jacksonville, Fla. 614 800 22,126 [ 153,028 8,816 51,538 39,010 30,997
63 | Alvany, N, Y,-- 22,663 | 132,336 25,515 22,736 46,059 10,068
64| Norfolk, Va.- 15,737 96,325 9,238 15,798 16,397 7,583
85 | Trenton, N, J.- 1,200 | 179,259 6,484 | 5,110 39,281 4,191 33,886 11,600
66 | Chattanooga, Tenn.---o =~==--v [ c=omne 2,115 1,278 47,476 9,509 | ~evemem ——— 3,886 4,682 2,399
67 | Kansas City, Kans. 120 696 37,346 37,198 16,064 1,192 - 6,832 3,210 9,900
68 | Fort Wayne, Ind,-~w=m=d —emvonn | ccoaan 2,000 | —comemaae 32,085 7,066 - 8,100 10,819 6,100
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TABLE 12.-—~GOVERNMENTAL-COST PAYMENTS FOR OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE OF GENERAL DEPARTMENTS, BY PRINCIPAL DIVISIONS
AND SUBDIVISIONS OF THE GENERAL DEPARTMENTAL SERVICE: 1936—Continued

(See note at head of this table, p.. 105
)

I1.—PROTECTION TO PERSON AND

PROPERTY——Continued III.—CONSERVATION OF HEALTH
. Other protection to person Prevention and treatment Conservation
2 and property of communicable diseases of child 1life
g cITY Exam: Other tha ey Other
" Vital Tuberculosis r - TOBULET | gonger-
by ining Super- tuberculosis tion
o Total statis- Medical vation
a engi~ Humane vision and
© Pounds [ neers | soci- ALL tles work for ALl inspec~ of
and oties other ALl All school other tion health
Hospital Hospital children
plumb- other other
ers
GROUP III.~CITIES HAVING A POPULATION OF 100,000 TO 300,000-—Continued
69 { Camden, N, J,-----v--1 $3,443 $40| $1,200| ----m-em- $74,633 $7,678 $965 [ —-mmommom | momomoemm $40,896 | —~---me- $22,240 $644 $2,210
70 | Erte, Pa, 95,988 14,541 $1,620 11,015 $13,667 49,516 1,253 4,376
7?1 | Elizabeth, N. J. 3,079 82,907 14,635 | ~mwmmmm | mmmmmmmme [ mmememeee 16,054 4,729 22,906 12,878 11,705
72 | Wichita, Kans. 1,775 34,358 3,712 623 2,055 15,077 12,891
73 | Spokane, Wash,--- 7,948 55,834 12,699 | ——==r=m | mmwmmemes | mmmmemmae 11,716 9,734 16,378 5,307
74 | Fall River, Mass. 611 177,779 14,042 964 $81,931 11,304 23,409 9,922 20,305 3,902
75 | Cambridge, Mass.- 182,699 16,940 | ===wmmm 62,940 4,207 29,586 11,568 41,583 9,400
76 | New Bedford, Mass,--- 203,509 24,901 6,573 12,116 18,446 6,538
?7 | Reading Pa. 85,561 11,773 1,374 35,036 28,972 8,406
78 | Knoxville, Tenn,-~-~- 1,421 85,756 12,608] 1,200 40,000 ] =====-v=w= [ ~—=moo-—m 9,557 14,826 1,009 6,556 [ ~====w-
79 | Peoria, Ill.- 126,352 3,600 1,545 6,302 13,763 310 3,000 $709
80 | South Bend, Ind. 992 38,205 8,058 1,546 9,221 16,243 | ==ccemenam 3,137 | —-meee
81 | Tacoma, Wesh,~-- 2,913 50,448 9,285 11,114 6,923 13,444 | ~=mmememm 8,374 | =ewmemm
82 {Miami, Fla,-- 1,799 134,991 17,596 15,000 18,846 6,763 5,657 17,484
83 | Gary, Ind.--- 1,650 42,699 7,381 4,096 28,456 1,800
84 | Canton, Ohi, 4 40,538 13,258 6,097 | meemmmmem 13,440 7,743
85 | Wilmington, Del. 3,400 36,209 10,482 1,310 20,729 3,688
86 | Tampa, Fla. 1,472 53,195 7,000} 1,200 | ~m=cemmmm 3,200 | =ecmmmmmm 14,884 8,542 3,000 15,369
87 | Somerville, Mass. 183,375 13,378 1,049 83,072 6,350 28,739 7,955 22,833 2,874 12,125
88 | El Paso, Tex.- 945 45,083 9,326 1,590 -~ 14,262 8,407 3,747 7,751
89 |Evansville, Ind. 1,489 42,242 2,495 1,300 | mmmmmmmnm | mememoees | emmema—ee 4,623 25,699 3,900 4,225
90 | Lynn, Mass,-~- 1,801 170,060 16,127 625 88,712 9,007 28,765 2,280 17,954 500 6,090
91 |Utica, N, ¥,-- 1,196 86,924 14,759 3,503 | —mmomammm 8,939 | —m=mmmmun 12,598 26,372 10,375 10,378
92 | Duluth, Minn. 1,359 50,574 5,458 857 | mm=mmm—ma 8,658 8,133 13,435 6,064 7,969
93 | Waterbury, Conn. 1,950 63,566 12,109 9,960 | = 6,701 | m=mmmammm | mmmmeme—e 7,387 22,070 1,934 3,405
94 {Lowell, Mass. 150,364 19,840 1,437 3,481 4,684 66,704 17,677 18,970 9,537 8,034
Honolulu, Hewaii 1/=- =-===== | -==eu- 1,824 | 266,744 14,639 11,425 | —=mmemmme | commmmaan 10,329 | =-=n--m

_1/ Not included in group or grand totals,
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TABLE 12.—GOVERNMENTAL-COST PAYMENTS FOR OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE OF GENERAL DEPARTMENTS, BY PRINCIPAL DIVISIONS
AND SUBDIVISIONS OF THE GENERAL DEPARTMENTAL SERVICE: 1936—Continued

(See note at head of this taeble, 1. 105)

IV.—SANITATION, OR PROMOTION OF CLEANLINESS V.—HIGHRAYS
City cImy Other Public Roadways
[0+ Total Se:x:g:nd Street refuse col- con- Other Total aigo‘fce Street Water~
a1sposal cleaning lgci::;g:aind :::i:zz: sanitation Streets All other removal lighting ways
Grand totel-----4 $97,546,949 || $16,575,685 | 33,634,280 | $43,148,405 | $589,008 | $3,599,571 | $108,910,746 $56,745,982 | $2,745,261 | £11,503,317 | £37,219,983 | $696,203
68,534,328 10,082,284 | 26,654,352 29,555,993 | 223,564 2,018,135 67,123,806 33,705,178 | 1,545,264 8,584,583 | 22,972,580 316,221
10,150,690 1,993,331 2,357,021 4,975,192 96,346 728,800 16,142,144 9,552,037 407,232 864,593 4,948,848 369,434
18,861,931 4,500,070 4,622,907 8,617,220 269,098 852,636 25,644,796 13,488,767 792,765 2,054,141 9,298,575 10,548
GROUP I.—CITIES HAVING A POPULATION OF 500,000 AND OVIR
1 New York, N. Y. $30,257,047 $2,315,821 | $14,050,178 | $13,552,121 | ==~aneue $338,927 | $22,496,217 $9,091,121 $68,216 | %6,463,111.1 $6,873,769
2 Chicago, Ill. - 8,727,376 2,614,850 2,617,449 3,298,745 | $12,484 183,848 10,159,197 6,381,777 666,685 92,246 3,016,075 82,414
3 Philadelphia, Pa. 4,568,445 97,210 2,765,699 1,535,820 5,170 164,546 4,928,599 2,525,035 1,370 374 2,352,022 49,798
4 | Detroit, Mich.~-- -:1 4,709,293 667,087 | 2,639,630| 1,264,135| 31,936 106,505 3,644,360 2,539,302 94,407 £25,189 776,771 8,691
5 Los Angeles, Calif.-~-4 1,954,674 360,028 491,172 850,641 4,050 248,783 4,290,699 2,001,188 253,793 —-- 2,035,718
6 Cleveland, Ohio 2,599,423 358,968 507,171 1,567,315 —==nammm 165,969 3,398,085 2,083,375 20,841 53,644 1,214,248
7 St. Louis, Mo. 991,244 339,059 295,222 245,855 8,015 103,083 1,892,655 703,334 42,028 —-—memmmeae 947,293
8 Baltimore, Md.~ 2,356,542 449,838 548,762 1,226,079 24,226 107,626 3,341,850 1,720,463 | ==-m-==mmm 124,590 1,314,142
3 Boston, Mass.- 2,987,279 699,911 580,417 1,509,493 43,158 154,300 3,524,936 1,651,750 3,597 . 893,726 975,863
10 Pittsburgh, Pa. 1,984,488 205,008 335,831 1,244,343 63,226 136,080 2,486,429 1,507,866 161,654 68,591 748,318
11 Sen Francisco, Calif.- 802,368 273,056 483,845 5,000 [ ====-aem 40,467 1,067,066 355,978 696,342
12 Washington, D. C. 1,638,453 295,325 434,606 858,544 14,491 35,487 1,804,284 894,735 109,866 60,991 738,692
13 ilwaukee, Wis. 3,151,443 1,307,607 532,572 1,199,552 6,796 104,916 1,915,798 1,401,297 32,452 20,285 461,764
14 Buffalo, N, Y.~ 1,806,254 98,516 371,798 1,198,350 10,012 127,578 2,373,631 847,957 75,609 581,836 821,543
GROUP II.—CITIES HAVING A POPULATION OF 300,000 TO 500,000
15 Minneapolis, Minn.----- $542,114 $93,888 $145,603 $285,340 $17,283 $1,521,457 $813,344 $58,235 $306,169 $340,760
16 New Orleans, La.- 1,163,675 409,659 257,361 456,352 40,303 874,078 542,270 16,371 315,437
17 Cincinnati, Ohio- 900,621 90,495 192,728 563,041 | $15,644 38,713 1,505,302 903,822 32,679 568,801
18 Newark, N. J.-~ 4 1,987,821 507,660 432,567 704,153 24,698 258,743 1,055,203 486,364 47,412 122,515 398,912
19 Kensas City, Mo. - 781,223 8,432 319,649 404,156 6,067 42,919 1,695,434 975,828 85,487 22,019 612,100
20 Seattle, Wesh.~ 618,309 80,407 61,391 385,784 16,496 74,231 2,873,656 2,188,823 18,929 [ ~=avemmama 375,000
21 Indianapolis, Ind. 642,312 223,551 110,636 275,531 3,036 29,558 767,850 399,502 33,593 | ~mmmemmmean 334,755 | =mwmmmmee
22 Rochester, N, Y.-~ 1,342,864 170,081 176,221 938,594 14,220 43,748 1,914,355 607,173 54,667 383,410 866,796 2,309
23 Jersey City, N. J 969,061 50,999 351,148 470,741 96,173 941,117 576,945 7,277 26,861 330,034 | ~=e-~eme-
24 Houston, Tex. 439,993 203,886 29,270 185,330 21,507 1,122,863 975,221 2,000 | =~emmmmmeee 145,642 | ~mcmemmem
25 Louisville, Ky. 476,759 102,406 85,308 254,881 30,632 785,371 354,910 40,375 1,689 363,217 25,180
26 Portland, Oreg. 345,938 51,867 195,139 51,289 34,990 1,085,458 727,835 10,207 1,930 297,394 48,092
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TABLE 12.—GOVERNMENTAL~COST PAYMENTS FCR OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE OF GENERAL DEPARTMENTS, BY PRINCIPAL DIVISIONS
AND SUBDIVISIONS OF THE GENERAL DEPARTMENTAL SERVICE: 1936-—Continued

(See note at head of this table, p. 105)

IV.—~SANI'TATION, OR PROMOTION OF CLEANLINESS V. ~HIGHWAYS
Cityl
CITY Other Public Roadways
no- Total Ss::::gind Street refuse col- con- Other Total a)sz:mi,ce Street Water-
cleaning lection and | venience | sanitation lighting ways
disposal disposal stations Streets All other removal
GROUP III.—CITIES HAVING A POPULATION OF 100,000 TO 300,000

a7 Columbus, Ohio-~------ q $403,759 £103,574 $92,737 $192,441 $528 $14,479 £488,533 £462,146 $26,041 -
28 Toledo, Ohio- - 427,205 111,828 138,023 165,892 5,900 5,562 926,839 590,313 21,120 $315,406
29 Oakland, Calif, - 243,629 67,076 150,631 13,733 | —-====m- 22,189 525,834 282,043 211,074
30 Denver, Colo.-- 406,902 39,818 309,044 17,500 4,793 35,747 825,948 535,855 283,518
31 Atlanta, GA.-----weene 1 557,044 108,577 154,908 277,759 | ~-emmmem 15,800 429,558 193,316 223,884
32 Dallas, Tex,---------- 389,641 90,922 70,925 214,638 11,291 322,276 161,394 145,922
33 St. Paul, Minn.- 238,083 80,816 90,502 66,765 | =wmmmmen | mmmmmve e 613,219 245,050 227,140
34 Birmingham, Ala - 227,896 13,974 45,281 155,113 12,250 236,891 123,439 97,576
35 Akron, Ohio-- s 266,383 80,367 98,529 83,783 3,704 653,662 420,411 209,747
36 Memphis, Tenn.- -1 365,007 80,151 68,167 181,678 35,011 328,143 150,094 175,159
37 Providence, R, I.- 703,835 311,072 126,158 199,883 29,376 926,015 460,145 266,347
38 San Antonio, Tex 4 398,117 90,207 109,905 140,997 57,008 283,245 196,971 83,866
39 Omaha, Nebr.--- 4 203,222 32,777 85,467 74,500 8,049 383,847 138,228 223,203
40 Syracuse, N. Y. 4 756,918 130,109 259,852 340,279 13,887 585,786 164,689 22,956 302,000
41 Dayton, Ohio- 1 384,750 206,488 42,248 116,510 5,654 13,850 487,666 342,054 26,520 119,092
42 Oklahoma City, Okla.--4 265,197 69,564 78,786 106,597 | mwmem=ma 10,250 221,406 140,107 7,417 | ~m~memmemem 73,882
43 Worcester, Mess. 346,598 122,634 62,271 132,263 8,924 20,506 1,169,376 784,406 20,780 104,680 259,510
44 Richmond, Va.--- 377,126 57,053 88,029 210,101 21,943 499,746 392,608 | —--mmemmmm 5,134 92,664
45 Youngstown, Ohio 159,841 16,963 45,377 84,526 12,975 410,080 219,313 7,914 mecmcmemme 182,853
46 Grand Rapids, Mich 185,471 89,550 31,501 60,507 1,715 250,851 118,218 10,652 68,245 53,736
47 Fort Worth, Tex.- 181,950 || =-e-=mmeee- 63,320 101,432 | =owem=m= 17,198 245,445 153,175 4,550 | ~-~mememmen 87,720
48 Hartford, Conn. 4 437,402 60,401 79,121 253,451 20,413 24,016 514,543 192,919 17,603 112,197 191,824
49 Flint, Mich.- 179,562 62,306 17,005 97,156 887 2,208 319,093 190,551 15,003 5,752 107,787
30 New Haven, Conn. <4 256,670 62,317 103,187 £3,202 5,712 22,252 444,654 217,326 4,467 09,262 163,059
51 San Diego, Calif -—--{ 210,200 31,642 52,082 118,384 8,092 | ~~emmcmnan 373,851 208,573 19,203 | ~mm-emeeaan 146,075
52 Long Beach, Celif.----o 335,978 71,745 52,603 177,326 14,934 19,370 312,010 162,490 9,952 139,568
53 Neshville, Tenn.-- ~ 212,876 3,969 51,108 119,935 | womememm 37,864 172,031 108,307 12,000 51,724
o4 Springfield, Mass. --{ 512,744 27,294 88,136 358,458 16,389 22,467 736,430 245,490 368 234,149
55 Tulsa, Okla,-=~-- - 133,947 32,041 51,938 41,330 | =~====v ~ 8,638 165,311 94,622 1,527 69,162
56 Bridgeport, Comn.-: 387,711 59,038 39,965 279,129 2,190 7,389 554,918 383,097 7,287 28,398 136,036

Digitized for FRASER
http://fraser.stlouisfed.org/
Federal Reserve Bank of St. Louis

811

SALLI) J0 SOILSTIVIES TVIONVNIA



57 | Des Moines, Iowa- 222,668 64,650 61,345 70,915 7,457 18,301 393,563 210,466 7,027 34,101 141,969
68 | Scranton, Pa.---- 4 269,208 38,620 46,236 176,012 246,956 128,125 6,045 20,132 92,654
59 | Salt lake City, Utah~-- 80,670 18,517 17,310 35,712 2,839 6,292 347,293 192,337 63 22,184 132,709
50 | Yomkers, N. Y.-- 789,844 40,825 101,853 581,247 | —-mmcmmm 65,919 668,030 202,587 13,765 210,019 241,659
61 | Patersonm, N. J. 368,450 159,645 28,405 169,400 1,500 9,500 250,400 58,552 9,847 60,337 121,664
62 | Tacksonville, Fla.- 391,446 126,274 75,065 145,030 | ==mmmmm - 45,077 388,624 239,034 8,331 | =mmmaceaann 141,259
63 | Albany, N. Y.- 509,208 101,409 239,224 116,131 4,880 47,564 514,849 99,476 14,022 103,256 298,095
64 | Norfolk, Va 269,557 66,872 54,947 133,877 | memacman 13,861 155,790 88,015 3,078 6,260 ‘58,435
65 | Trenton, N. J. 241,165 87,621 61,146 97,713 7,361 7,324 315,940 141,206 6,210 19,983 148,541
66 | Chattancoga, Tenn 103,319 23,929 19,491 50,862 | ~=m-mamm 9,037 212,739 126,340 2,530 2,163 81,706
67 | Kansas City, hens 41,958 5,122 6,918 26,268 | ~-cmemmm 3,650 95,135 16,615 76,742
68 | Fort Wayne, Ind.- 135,622 22,500 34,798 67,105 1,500 9,719 6,056 86,056
69 | Cauden, N. J. 133,726 30,886 38,337 62,548 | mmmmmom 1,955 252,082 123,579 4,957 | —ceememooee
70 | Erie, Pa.-- 218,412 44,894 84,278 85,740 3,500 | =am=mmmoem 204,312 71,258 5,070 7,047
71 | Elizabeth, N. J.- 216,633 34,358 118,668 59,025 | —=ommmnn 4,582 261,449 124,660 13,672 16,700 103,417
72 | ‘Wichita, Kens. 122,295 40,091 32,973 41,408 | mmmcmman 7,826 95,890 39,548 ] 214 56,105
73 | Spokane, Wash. 163,961 28,421 55,823 68,875 3,773 7,069 550,917 409,306 46,084 | ——oemcmeaen 95,527
74 | Fall River, Mass. 83,721 12,502 8,110 55,757 3,852 3,500 279,596 153,085 1,173 5,054 120,284
75 | Ceambridge, Mass.- 416,124 93,602 54,009 259,374 | —mmmmemn 9,139 469,452 214,656 36,206 90,085 128,535
76 | New Bedford, Mass 227,841 51,072 20,686 137,094 | 18,989 | wmmmommame 302,893 164,440 12,858 17,668 107,927
77 | Reading, Pa.---- 153,319 50,687 39,119 52,380 7,154 3,979 188,802 86,578 10,197 3,317 88,710
78 | Knoxville, Tenn. 125,091 16,507 34,730 66,299 7,555 241,453 139,060 6,710 - 95,683
79 | Peoria, Ill,---- 199,704 89,076 29,910 77,781 2,937 343,177 225,213 13,600 104,364
80 | South zend, Ind. 80,972 9,469 44,911 24,942 | momamman 1,650 146,695 56,161 [E17 ) [ 89,571
8l | Tacoma, Wash.--- 212,495 33,602 56,620 115,319 5,040 1,914 294,282 213,365 8,247 1,670 71,600
82 | Miami, Fla.- 305,898 63,973 56,102 181,068 | 14,755 | ==mm-mmmn 431,143 154,953 210,068
83 | Gary, Ind.- 127,554 24,600 66,350 34,804 1,800 131,777 50,909 80,468
8¢ | Canton, Ohio- 117,522 46,695 12,074 57,030 1,723 351,514 154,820 163,392
85 | Wilmington, Del.- 264,016 24,343 67,911 170,440 8,000 185,294 69,361 115,073
86 | Tempa, Fla.-----w--=--d 207,566 32,662 31,352 131,852 | =-wmmann 11,700 289,784 145,783 139,803
87 | Somerville, Mess,-----A 361,252 72,992 1,250 255,850 1,160 361,883 250,104 78,818
88 | El Paso, Tex.--- 95,867 23,456 26,133 43,779 193 88,927 35,769 53,158
89 | Zvensville, Ind.- 77,615 19,338 27,146 28,923 2,208 179,817 106,537 70,610
90 | Lynn, Mass. 238,634 72,610 13,970 143,130 8,92¢ 302,680 83,383 162,904
91 | Utica, N. Y.-- 257,821 21,255 72,195 153,491 3,900 6,980 423,423 136,255 193,738 | ~mcmmmenn
92 | Duluth, Minn, 89,101 42,119 24,613 11,885 | ==mmmmee 10,484 235,899 89,405 15,374 58,461 72,555 104
93 | Waterbury, Con 547,030 420,889 70,615 46,774 6,260 2,492 569,686 297,176 11,722 132,522 128,266
94 | Lowell, Massg.--- 238,982 69,714 21,478 136,115 | 10,047 1,628 399,387 247,244 | cocemmmnan 37,143 115,000
Honolulu, Hewaii 1/---- 314,091 62,159 113,052 138,880 [ =ammmmen | mmcmmmmann 908, 955 815,679 | m-wmmmmomn | mmmeemeeee 93,276 | =mmmmmman

1/ Not included in group or grand totals.
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TABLE

AND SUBDIVISIONS OF THE GENERAL DEPARTMENTAL SERVICE: 1936—Continued

(See note at head of this table, p. 105)

12. —GOVERNMENTAL-COST PAYMENTS FOR OFERATION AND MAINTENANCE OF GENERAL DEPARTMENTS, BY PRINCIPAL DIVISIONS

VI.—CHARITIES, HOSPITALS, AND CORRECTIONS

Charities Hospitals
City CITY Care of poor Other charities General
no.| Total Supervi-
sion Outdoor Care of Spectal
In insti- children Mothers® Veterans' A1l city All
0ld age All other tutions aid relief other other
assistance
Grand total---- $366,466,653 [[$3,616,214 [ $11,545,400 | $202,812,186 | $10,644,5350 $17,239,879 |$18,098,338 | $10,985,934 {$2,141,979 | 47,009,706 | $9,209,748 | £12,666,108
290,238,904 || 2,071,811 7,546,947 | 166,263,456 | 7,129,742 | 14,130,877 | 15,993,347 | 8,322,614 | 1,619,678 | 33,281,447 | 6,653,731 | 10,211,456
38,171,945 727,102 | 1,412,513| 16,752,907 | 1,366,596 | 2,175,312 | 1,263,059 848,465 403,565 | 8,661,782 276,817 | 1,818,053
38,055,804 817,301 2,585,940 | 19,795,823 | 2,148,192 933,630 841,932 | 1,814,855 118,736 | 5,066,477 | 2,279,200 636,599
GROUP I.—CITIES HAVING A POPULATION OF 500,000 AND OVER
1 New York, N, Y.- $160,346,345 $323,196 | $2,992,701 { $104,994,012 | $1,360,604 | $8,814,873 | $10,778,410 | $5,809,462 $740,036 | $15,062,787 | £3,832,713 | $1,230,580
2 Chicago, Ill.- 4 19,092,123 14,299 41,915| 12,485,842 595,360 623,146 714,808 6,367 199,053 | 2,582,210 20,000 48,406
3 | Philadelphia, Pa : 8,009,515 69,784 126,750 195,605 281,116 177,489 392,889 60,868 155,427 | 1,672,191 242,300 { 1,596,310
4 | Detroit, Mich.- 11,448,256 81,367 193,023 4,040,250 965,239 319,196 1,362,971 202,577 1,607 | 1,284,399 818,820 | 1,333,114
5 | Los Angeles, Celif. 13,437,109 74,051 1,694,422 5,956,248 571,834 393,114 | ~=mmemmemmm 2,750 3,412 | 3,068,932 189,925
3 Cleveland, Ohio- 10,753,357 17,328 7,743,385 70,795 393,217 396,639 173,066 45,038 911,459 472,603
7 | St. Louis, Mo. < 5,200,732 || ~ommmmmme - 1,944,347 158,253 351,212 | mmemmmmmman - 11,664 | 1,202,686 110,810 981,126
8 | Baltimore, Md. 4 5,549,264 46,614 738,979 1,815,605 | --- ~— 845,203 157,847 | ==mm- - 86,728 573,023 367,538 502,353
9 | Boston, Mass.- 4 12,950,214 900,366 194,801 5,721,687 820,208 361,495 619,402 550,166 26,715 | 2,922,885 | -~ R
10 | Pittsburgh, Pa.- 3,505,488 75,631 61,723 756,986 | 1,077,603 [ —=cmmae-ne 263,790 39,629 50,999 | ~wmmmmnmmaa 407,392
11 | Sen Francisco, Calif, 4,785,939 116,070 568,325 967,379 532,026 381,814 115,268 | ==~m=mammnn 64,297 | 1,543,098 167,283
12 | Weshington, D. C 4 11,195,309 114,581 36,407 5,254,409 154,841 548,290 146,442 14,437 105,372 576,591 631,860 | 2,351,237
13 | Milwaukee, Wis - 7,683,457 [ ——ene-eeu 749,311 3,587,788 164,255 247,007 683,783 3,738 | mmmmmmemem 968,299 | —~-mmm-mae 917,186
14 | Buffalo, N. Y.-- 16,281,796 238,524 148,590 | 10,799,913 377,608 674,821 361,098 | 1,459,554 129,330 912,887 729,690 13,941
GROUP II.~—CITIES HAVING A POPULATION OF 300,000 TO 500,000
15 Minneapolis, Minn.--- $6,516,084 || =-eaweca-a $516,494 $4,108,910 $53,852 $92,160 $425,103 $2,491 $235,732 $31,954 $20,384
16 | New Orleans, La. 1,547,782 || $196,081 178,094 765,063 49,851 35,494 107,455 449 2,007 | --- - 19,643 28,914
17 Cincinnati, Ohio g 5,322,855 25,244 | ~memeemeae 2,972,056 160,002 343,593 62,423 141,008 56,550 | 1,157,957 | ==mmeememn 111,775
18 | Newark, N. J.- < 5,435,947 || ~=memaean 67,274 2,524,732 178,939 257,915 51,686 5,431 16,365 996,378 11,502 857,063
19 | Kensas City, Mo. - 1, 26,446 189,680 50,609 31,653 | —mmmmmeeeen 4,526 903,873 122,641
20 | Seattle, Wash. : 1, 727,125 189,910 16,557 106,782 50,680 300 495,191 151,715
21 Indianapolis, Ind.-- 1,379,485 32,447 100,285 112,255 69,523 292,837 22,108 28,860 4,948 538,276 59,254 84,859
22 | Rochester, N. Y,---~d 6,468,471 381,275 208,875 3,447,449 144,679 480,591 234,712 550,306 83,137 644,041 129,417 909
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2% | Jersey City, N. J.--4 4,263,219 45,579 52,480 1,013,476 130,643 213,276 | ~emmmmmmeme 2,122,087 | ——-emmmme 403,654

24 | Houston, Tex.--- 868,970 223,873 24,965 42,407 sss,azg 10,000 29,134

25 | Louisville, Ky 1,681,306 - 524,552 68,440 343,873 422,92 15,047 4,191

26 | Portland, Oreg.------ 1,170,248 { —mmoemmmm 289,011 306,970 106,112 [ —mmmmeemme 79,665 226,754 [ —==mmeemmm 2,814
GROUP III.—CITIES HAVING A POPULATION OF 100,000 TO 300,000

27 Columbus, Ohio- $91,510 $31,111 | —-~emmme $6,897 | ~cmmmommmoe el $2,975 | ~—-—-----—-

28 | Toledo, Ohio 81,939 25,150

29 | Osxland, Calif 22,799 19,314 92,487 118 | ~~mmmmmmmne

30 Denver, Colo 4,445,241 1,948,345 $46,112 61,800 $212,916 | ~-memmmmmm | memmmmemae $514,305

31 | Atlenta, Ga. 1,092,355 407,881 2,565 15,052 | ~m=mmmmmm=m | mmmmmmmmmam 9,840 573,937

32 | Dallas, Tex. 225,010 42,746 788 133,632

33 1,003,307 499,304 33,006 | ——=~-====- 1,080 6,642 | ——mmemomem 281,638

34 159,335 111,142

35 211,089 29,205

36 | Memphis, Tenn. 448,979 23,732 399,713

37 | Providence, R. I.- 1,443,561 1,002,504 65,359 3,000 76,476 L R 172,500 [ —~==mmmmmn

38 Sen Antonio, Tex. 40,079 23,514

39 | Omaba, Nebr.--- 51,417 - 31,077 15,000 3,529

40 | Syrecuse, N. Y 3,251,056 64,387 1,886,687 204,268 214,707 - 345,920 311,510

41 | Dayton, Ohio--~ : 141,788 - 40,244 32,000 801 | e Sl [

42 Oklehome City, Okla.- 87,235 - - 63,421 | —~mmommmmee | oo

43 | Worcester, Mass 2,398,572 115,618 66,088 1,225,011 143,493 61,921 107,863 199,206 | —=memmcmmm 478,273 | cmmeeeeee

44 | Richmond, Ve,-- 699,797 - 380,983 87,959 5,768 9,808 1,102 3,120 | —emmmmmmeae 187,316

45 | Youngstown, Chio- 324,707 175,163 143,891

46 | Grand Rapids, Mich.--| 175,342 150,841 1,945 19,764 | wmemeemee-

47 | Fort Worth, Tex 236,443 || ~—mmmmmen [ memmmemmean 163,387 | mwmmmmmemem 19,086 54,000

48 | Hartford, Conn - 1,702,865 1,043,256 429,594 27,731 36,823 ——

49 | Flirnt, Mich. - 703,986 98,855 25,785 | ~mw-mmmmme | mcmean e 14,702 | emmmmmmee 577,644

50 | New Haven, Conn g 1,034,977 651,629 75,370 41,223 36,399

51 | Sen Diego, Calif. 16,89 5,501 ——-

52 | Llong Beach, Calif,--- 160,329 132,384 | =mecmvmmmee 9,366 | ~=m=—mmmm -

63 | Nashville, Tenn,----- 348,546 34,521 18,397

54 | Springfield, Mass.--- 1,452,592 748,033 108,456 1,392 37,158 98,713

55 | Tulsa, Okla,-- g 46,200 11,114 198 | —mmmmmmaee -

66 | Bridgeport, Conn.---- 1,198,545 804,196 126,920 10,301 21,818 | ~~mmmmmmee 247 20,773 113,706 68,841

87 Des Moines, Iowa-- 5,923 5,933 - - -

68 | Scranton, Pa.-------- 455,805 19,470 { ~mmmmmmcems 125,148 57,574 43,347 - B 210,266

69 | Salt Lake City, Utah- 27,004 400 | —=~m-mmanm 10,710

60 | Yonkers, N. Y.--e--- : 1,808,836 28,937 995,661 39,148 264,974 129,845 | —mmmemmmnm -

61 | Paterson, N, J.--- 428,811 -~ 317,203 27,745

62 | Jacksonville, Fla 131,904 - 70,498 640 400 1,237 20,400

63 | Albany, N. Y,--ce- 685,633 95,290 311,490 68,216

64 | Norfolk, Va,-- 328,489 [ -~-wm=am 228,799 51,638 958 1,000 { ---

65 | Trenton, N, T.- 342,204 38,396 222,317 73,590 5,000

66 Chattenooge, Tenn. 295,172 || —m-vmemmn 29,001 300 300 900 230,643

67 | Kansas City, Kans 13,875 || ~=mmmmeam 8,310 1,025 - --

68 Fort Wayne, Ind.,----+
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TABLE 12.—GOVERNMENTAL-COST PAYMENTS FOR OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE OF GENERAL DEPARTMENTS, BY PRINCIPAL DIVISIONS
AND SUBDIVISIONS OF THE GENERAL DEPARTMENTAL SERVICE: 1936—Continued

{See note at head of this table, p. 105)

VI.—CHARITIES, HOSPITALS, AND CORRECTIONS
Charities Hospitals
City CITY Total Supervi- Care of poor Other chearities General
no. sion
Outdoor Care of
In insti~ children Mothers!' Veterans' A1) City A1l Special
01d age All other tutions aid relief other other
assistence
GROUP III.—CITIES HAVING A POPULATION OF 100,000 TO 300,000—Continued

69 Camden, N. J.-~w-cexd $388,668 || 95,281 | ~meemmmeeen $290,757 | m—mrmmmmemm $2,700 $70,000 $20,000
70 Frie, P,=mw-~ 1,040 - 250 o
71 Elizebeth, N. T 289,946 187,071 815,617 18,610 58,084 | ~—-vmmemmee
72 Wichita, Kans. 23,601 4,437 | ~memecemeee 3,600
73 Spokene, Wash. 35,762 || —=emmmos | mmmemceeean 950 | —m-emmmemem 3,600 $6,603
74 Fall River, Mass. 1,043,343 $146,930 507,889 69,169 3,981 42,718 $145,945 117,236
7% Cambridge, Mass.- 1,241,194 16,707 768,081 71,609 10,524 47,204 85,422 241,323
76 New Bedford, Mass. 758,769 166,116 254,991 84,410 786 40,351 125,503 | -~---ammmm | mmmmmceemae
7?7 Reeding, Pa.--- 270 &70 -
78 Knoxville, Tenn. 300,591 71,420 11,778 204,539
79 Peoria, I1l.--- 74,391 74,391
80 South Bend, Ind 41,617 R [ (S,
81 Tacoma, Wesh,-- 1,200 1,200
82 Miemi, Fla. 579,491 155,699 398,911
83 Gary, Ind.- 1,500 --
84 Canton, Ohio: 42,195 32,406 | =m-ermmemae 1,221 -—
85 Wilmington, Del.----- 15,529 9,029 FE . -
86 Tempe, Fla,--e-m-n=-- 334,173 || wmommmmee | memmmmeaee 28,924 1,800 8,400 —- 132 4,200 246,433 9,000
87 Somerville, Mass. 1,618,104 40,186 89,042 1,255,688 32,088 15,277 65,172 78,002
88 El Peso, Tex.-- 41,851 - 7,410 [ —=-memecea 400 -
89 Evansville, Ind 26,395 8,995 -
90 Lynn, Mass. 854,668 40,988 89,864 526,986 70,665 | —mmmmomanan 65,049 58,840
91 | Utica, N. Y. 1,114,463 16,428 | —mmomaoeeee 829,862 171,786
2 Duluth, Minon 2,523 942 | mmmmmmvmean | mmmmeamc——— -
93 Waterbury, Conn.- 389,621 20,297 148,864 39,839 53,194 14,659 | ~=rmmmamn—- 58,485
94 Lowell, Mass,--~- 965,278 36,960 504,892 96,263 4,986 29,238 158,471 48,796

Honolulu, Haweli 1/-- 347,226 [ ~memmemon | mmcomeeeeo 38,990 45,655 19,865 40,098 98,761 3,600

1/ Not imcluded in group or grend totals.
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TABLE

12, —GOVERNMENTAL-COST PAYMENTS FOR OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE OF GENERAL DEPARTMENTS, BY PRINCIPAL DIVISIONS
AND SUBDIVISIONS OF THE GENERAL DEPARTMENTAL SERVICE: 1938-—Continued

2 {See note at head of this table, p. 105}
P
$ J—
VI.—CHARITIES, HOSPITALS, _ VIIT.—RECREATION
T AND CORRECTIONS—Continued VI1.—~EDUCATION .
Ci:y CITY Corrections Schools
F Provation Total Libraries Total Fducational | General Parks and
or For nd Tnet £ A11 oth trees
adults minors boardas a nstruction other
officers
Grand total--- $12,908,025 | $4,374,400 | $3,214,206 | $533,041,534 || $465,261,370 | $106,660,936 | $21,119,228 | $52,303,679 || $6,440,534| $15,565,878 | $30,297,267
Group I- 10,861,509 | 3,530,560 | 2,621,729 | 371,886,120 293,903,756 65,271,816 12,710,548 | 35,818,794 5,289,424 [ 10,419,001 20,110,369
Group I1I 1,330,491 701,307 433,976 69,504,943 52,740,052 13,702,189 3,062,702 5,389,538 387,921 1,616,253 3,385,364
Group III- 716,025 142,533 158,501 { 152,650,471 118,617,562 27,686,931 5,345.978 | 11,095,347 763,189 3,530,624 6,801,534
GROUP I.-~CITIES HAVING A POPULATION OF 500,000 AND OVER
1 New York, N. Y $3,325,402 | $218,020 | $863,549 | $145,738,909 || $124,305,952 | $18,596,176 | $2,836,781 | $6,042,193|| $1,719,294( $1,795,795 $4,527,104
2 Chicago, Ill,- 1,058,554 415,515 286,648 41,149,978 30,349,586 9,431,015 1,369,377 8,574,769 699,775 2,640,305 5,234,689
3 | Pbtledelphia, Pa. 1,417,960 | 1,469,183 151,643 29,224,662 21,895,488 6,676,816 652,358 2,645,712 267,519 588,236 1,789,957
4 | Detroit, Mich.--- 546,334 163,238 136,121 24,812,730 18,686,623 5,094,160 1,031,947 1,716,427 302,694 823,602 590,131
5 | Los Angeles, Calif.-- 929,836 186,161 366,424 26,143,906 19,128,959 5,971,068 1,043,879 1,805,759 180,290 795,487 829,982
6 Cleveland, Ohio-- 223,347 199,014 107,466 15,078,417 10,688,835 2,922,009 1,467,573 610,078 29,289 142,448 438,341
7 | St. Louis, Mo.~r=rw-r 246,959 141,026 52,649 10,103,454 7,444,072 2,235,736 423,646 1,255,515 346,732 183,855 724,928
8 | Baltimore, Md. 155,931 222,863 36,580 9,320,214 7,124,881 1,664,675 530,658 969,809 39,745 145,112 784,952
9 | Boston, Mess.- 532,171 18,285 282,083 17,563,337 13,145,132 3,300,808 1,117,397 2,019,126 70,391 623,790 1,324,945
10 Pittsburgh, Pa 501,911 211,276 58,548 12,545,669 9,826,920 2,217,545 501,204 1,146,068 242,420 392,521 511,127
11 | Sen Francisco, 206,673 33,121 90,585 9,209,098 7,173,811 1,641,323 393,964 2,005,064 376,917 881,010 747,137
12 | Washington, D. C 4 1,154,203 194,918 11,721 10,738,360 8,229,819 2,048,366 460,175 1,493,142 206,793 326,060 960,289
13 | Nilwaukee, Wis - 230,185 53,963 77,942 9,448,256 7,043,335 2,023,550 381,371 2,012,989 553,334 496,793 962,862
14 | Buffslo, N. Y. 332,043 3,977 99,820 10,809,130 8,860,343 1,448,569 500,218 1,522,143 264,231 583,987 683,925
GROUP II.—CITIES HAVING A POPULATION OF 300,000 TO 500,000
15 Minneepolis, Minn $130,073 $43,516 $37,946 $8,396,707 $6,118,174 $1,828,892 $449,641 §722,643 $52,404 $298,240 $371,999
16 New Orleens, La.- 95,879 56,698 12,154 3,209,691 2,611,574 536,921 61,196 284,542 25,480 83,585 175,477
17 Cincinnati, 151,607 82,328 58,312 8,740,134 6,546,799 1,829,902 363,433 386,525 12,196 165,240 209,089
18 | Newark, N, J.- 223,156 157,928 87,578 9,222,185 7,189,275 1,609,771 423,139 616,324 81,030 113,840 421,454
19 | Kensas City, Mo. 113,449 105,859 48,583 5,708,813 4,280,513 1,149,071 279,229 599,206 45,470 127,070 426,666
20 | Seattle, Wash.w----- 71,074 69,509 16,125 5,089,380 3,933,456 919,344 236,580 389,671 38,697 215,596 135,378
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TABLE 12.—GOVERNMENTAL-COST PAYMENTS FOR OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE OF GENERAL DEPARTMENTS, BY PRINCIPAL DIVISIONS
AND SUBDIVISIONS OF THE GENERAL DEPARTMENTAL SERVICE: 1%36—Continued

(See note at head of this teble, p. 105)

VI.—CHARITIES, HOSPITALS, . _

AND CORRECTIONS—Contimued VII.—EDUCATION VIII.—RECREATION
C;zy CITY Corrections Schools

Fo Probation Total Libraries Total Educational General Perks and

r TFor trees
boards and Instruction All other
adults minors
officers
GROUP II.—CITIES HAVING A POPULATION OF 300,000 TO §00,000—Contimied
21 Indienapolis, Ind.--- ------=o---u $11,079 $22,754 $4,880,209 $3,752,369 $e63,480 §264,360 $401,375 $19,310 $95,503 $286,562
22 | Rochester, N. Y.-- $96,200 25,238 41,642 7,023,923 5,220,383 1,545,729 257,811 655,749 67,609 178,348 409,791
23 | Tersey City, N. J.--d 180,584 62,552 27,941 5,424,834 3,815,129 1,374,136 235,569 539,659 72,786 466,873
24 | Houston, Tex,-- 4 63,560 78,697 42,520 3,901,345 3,208,622 606,444 86,279 174,799 38,116 103,012
25 | Louisville, Ky. 112,183 | —~-womomme 36,421 3,887,835 2,991,359 741,986 154,490 345,354 145,911 199,443
26 | Portland, Oreg.------ 92,726 7,903 | mmmmmemmam 4,019,887 3,072,399 696,513 250,975 273,691 82,017 179,620
GROUP III.—CITIES HAVING A POPULATION OF 100,000 TO 300,000

27 Columbus, Ohiow--~--~ $30,011 $1,995 $3,428,087 $2,790,718 8544,737 $92,632 $67,592 $4,508 $35,225 $27,859
28 | Toledo, Ohiow-- 27,264 1,500 4,136,065 3,140,352 788,937 206,776 135,444 41,883 45,000 48,561
29 | Oakland, Calif. 5,714,972 4,480,521 1,004,393 230,058 489,973 29,112 275,861 185,000
30 | Demver, Colo,~------ P 51,219 $19,552 22,320 4,716,982 3,810,996 681,105 224,881 609,968 79,240 97,316 433,412
31 | Atlante, Ga,--------d 79,874 3,021,060 2,415,307 491,319 114,43¢ 181,591 13,935 44,514 123,142
32 | Dallas, Tex.- 5,533 3,072,300 2,617,856 404,217 50,227 216,903 19,081 101,787 96,035
33 | St. Paul, Minn.-- 56,539 3,387,091 2,578,071 585,865 223,165 285,257 33,201 48,298 203,758
34 | Birminghem, Ala.---~-| 48,193 2,265,328 1,886,895 300,562 77,871 146,377 966 57,638 87,773
35 | Akron, Ohio~----==-- 26,415 | ———remmmoe [ cmcmmeeaen 4,081,172 3,090,337 880,843 109,992 23,192 || —mmmmemmmem 5,848 17,344
36 | Memphis, Tenn.----==q =r-weoemcao 13,384 12,150 1,718,921 1,397,295 254,072 67,554 292,427 76,025 114,876 101,526
37 | Providence, R. I. 4,428,330 3,330,378 1,030,902 67,050 431,801 22,621 97,325 311,855
38 | Sen Antonio, Tex.--- 16,565 | =mmm-=ares | cmamanmoen 2,822,805 2,342,634 432,625 47,546 196,123 56,768 29,123 110,212
39 | Omaha, Nebr,------ 1,811 2,963,861 2,328,849 572,532 62,480 116,064 1,821 36,236 77,997
40 | Syracuse, N, Y.-se-ed cooocommnan 3,977,944 3,103,231 744,613 130,100 343,035 23,374 64,720 254,941
41 | Dayton, Ohio E 63,268 2,601,328 1,850,584 580,004 170,740 114,718 5,541 31,295 77,882
42 | Oklahoma City, Okla.A 23,814 2,304,362 1,838,026 424,849 41,486 117,185 12,525 16,717 87,943
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43
44
45
46

Worcester, Mass.-----
Richmond, Va,----
Youngstown, Ohio-
Grand Repids, Mich.--

Fort Worth, Tex,-----
Hartford, Conn.

1,099
11,398

Flint, Mich.

New Haven, Conn.-----

San Diego, Calif.----
Long Beach, Calif
Nashville, Tenn.-:
Springfield, Mass.---

Tulsa, Okla.
Bridgeport, Conn.

Des Moines, Iowi
Scranton, Pa.

Salt Leke City, Utah-

Yonkers, N. Y.
Paterson, N. J.--=~~d
Jacksonville, Fla.,--4

Albany, N. Y.
Norfolk, Va.-~=~===nqd
Trenton, N. J.

43,255

Chattancoga, Tenn.---

Kansss City, Kans.--
Fort Wayne, Ind.-~---
Cemden, N. J.

17,167

Erie, Pa.

Elizabeth, N. J.~
Wichita, Kans.
Spokane, Wash.
Fall River, Mass.

Cambridge, Mass.
New Bedford, Mess
Reading, Pa.-~--
Knoxville, Tenn.-

10,764
16,353

Peoria, Ill.
South Bend, Ind.----o
Tacome, Wash, <

Miami, Fla.-----c=a-d
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22,481

4,043,899
2,357,096
2,633,746
2,478,857

2,022,882
3,236,411
2,359,684
2,617,860

2,835,841
2,614,649
1,159,954
3,110,874

1,965,435
1,922,697
2,188,306
2,306,287

2,184,055
3,343,425
2,296,265
1,406,817

2,010,135
1,213,951
1,954,858

974,336

1,395,622
1,340,703
1,632,521
1,803,859

1,816,277
1,866,467
1,640,464
1,208,553

1,961,014
1,518,162
1,803,934
1,171,208

1,290,045
1,314,562
1,528,701
1,048,049

3,163,712
1,944,167
2,176,936
1,721,969

1,639,117
2,407,991
1,662,151
2,047,248

2,159,523
1,742,083

930,271
2,244,366

1,516,735
1,511,216
1,642,603
1,866,360

1,675,299
2,756,386
1,915,970
1,065,676

1,586,196
970,373
1,800,084
813,152

1,002,539
1,041,070
1,325,469
1,402,771

1,390,311
1,387,033
1,279,352

932,880

1,596,597
1,196,777
1,420,499

929,310

982,949
977,904
1,163,114
838,464

719,080
345,607
456,810
640,091

340,418
710,420
621,202
471,915

566,580
756,785
189,188
679,634

404,744
275,620
462,288
396,477

419,889
547,116
311,672
273,522

306,262
210,593

65,744
124,311

361,882
236,358
274,665
349,559

359,582
433,218
298,472
237,578

310,754
259,239
343,570
195,834

229,248
266,374
307,653
197,285

161,107
67,322

116,797

43,347
118,000
76,331
98,697

109,738
115,781

40,495
186,874

43,956
135,861
83,415
43,450

88,867
39,923
68,623
67,619

118,677
32,985
89,020
36,873

31,201
63,275
32,387
51,529

66,384
46,216
62,640
38,095

73,663
62,166
39,865
46,064

77,848
70,284
57,934
12,300

171,170
130,161
195,640
113,608

205,090
422,942
100,953
358,970

316,381
375,550
131,231
416,748

92,290
225,740
104,786
112,700

193,274
236,502

65,103
203,517

301,828
61,620
64,442
47,572

36,899
89,337
51,861
52,405

58,016
100,350
141,121

57,981

198,319
79,387
106,137
20,771

166,520

62,925
114,669
205,146

12,387
11,204
2,579
924

68,505
3,396
12,875

46,829
26,489
76,855
13,933

52,913
111,825
58,272

. 88,913

110,907
268,608

34,506
167,800

20,202
35,640
45,454
56,316

51,335
68,626
11,793

102,012

70,637
11,373

8,663
16,993

8,086
13,841
6,622
4,007

43,627
30,152
61,110
11,671

41,902
19,168
37,485

9,758

26,455
36,979
109,413

124,341
98,402
118,785
91,069

139,790
299,913

40,102
269,133

160,894
106,942

93,120
230,875

65,388
187,246
59,332
32,340

135,272
156,801
53,310
84,943

229,191
42,673
55,779
30,579

28,813
75,496
42,847
39,779

14,389
64,207
77,511
46,260

156,417
60,219
67,152
11,013

98,015
33,074
64,815
95,733
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TABLE 12.-—GOVERNMENTAL-COST PAYMENTS FOR OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE OF GENERAL DEPARTMENTS, BY PRINCIPAL DIVISIONS
AND SUBDIVISIONS OF THE GENERAL DEPARTMENTAL SERVICE: 1936-~Continued

(See note at head of this table, p. 105)

VI.—~CHARITIES, HOSRITALS, - oN VIII.—RECREATION

AND CORRECTIONS—Continued VIT.—~ENUCATL :
cizy CITY Corrections Schools
i ks and

For For Probation Total Libraries Total Educatianal General m:r:e:

adults minors boards and Instruction A1l other

officers
GROUP III.—CITIES HAVING A POPULATION OF 100,000 TO 300,000—Continued
83 Gary, Ind.--- - $1,500 $1,484,212 $1,088,702 $328,944 $66,566 $97,036 $27,277 $69,759
84 Canton, Ohio $1,145 [ —wommmmmem ————————— 1,450,375 997,183 429,239 23,953 51,903 29,972 21,931
85 Wilmington, Del.----d =~e-eo—ee—o «3,000 3,500 1,602,201 1,304,638 242,876 54,687 78,187 18,150 £8,125
86 Tempa, Fle.-=—c-—-avdq 35,884 | mmeemmmmem | mmemm e 1,247,380 988,690 239,377 19,313 58,726 29,8678 27,849
«
87 Somerville, Mesg.,—-—-q =ccemceenoo 78 | =mammmeem 1,622,653 1,275,394 272,740 74,519 112,754 35,143 77,611
88 El Paso, Tex,=--=-==-4 7,080 | ~m==ccmeom | mmmmemaa 963,126 829,061 100,257 23,808 77,482 27,763 47,245
39 Evansville, Ind 1,400 1,130,824 874,124 190,971 65,729 97,710 25,065 53,345
90 | Lynn, M@ss.--=-=ve=aq ccmceemmean | 2,276 | memmmeamae 1,578,947 1,192,798 319,816 66,333 168,156 60,454 107,702
91 2,759 1,602,353 1,438,471 94,755 69,127 83,621 || ~-mmmmmemae 17,008 66,613
92 2,340 1,722,084 1,192,787 461,834 67,463 114,218 24,986 56,862 32,370
93 Waterbury, Conn 5,514 1,704,795 1,607,774 50,171 46,850 140,703 2,215 62,910 75,578
9 Lowell, Nasg.es—vomed momcmacamen | 712 | memmmmemen 1,312,433 1,000,257 277,147 35,029 57,599:|| ==-mmemmmen 21,393 36,206
Honolulu, Hawaii 1/-4 45,437 8,620 46,200 440,910 438,013 | ~~===emmmeaan 2,897 292,611 27,942 62,905 201,764

1/ Not included in group or grand totals.
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TABLE

12. —GOVERNMENTAL-COST PAYMENTS FOR OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE OF GENERAL DEPARTMENTS, BY

AND SUBDIVISIONS OF THE GENERAL DEPARTMENTAL SERVICE: 1936—Continued

{See note at hesd

of this table, p. 105)

PRINCIPAL DIVISIONS

IX. —MISCELLANEOUS

cityl Pensions and gratuities to former employees Adminis~
no oty tration of Judgmenta Undis-
° Total Sehool public trust and  losses Unclassified tributed

Policemen Firemen toachers All other funds and

investments
Grand total $109,504,993 $21,089,190 $16,969,157 $21,509,582 827,436,367 $4,099,674 $5,732,824 $1,972,560 $10,695,639
Group I 83,624,650 15,939,266 11,654,113 15,713,917 23,326,235 3,585,975 4,663,667 1,322,286 7,419,191
Group II - 9,581,867 2,056,568 2,004,839 1,886,416 2,220,993 240,779 167,747 201,366 803,159
GPOUP ITI-—ommcmmmmmmmmeme o E 16,298,476 3,093,356 3,310,205 3,909,249 1,889,139 272,920 901,410 448,908 2,473,289

GROUP I,—CITIES HAVING A POPULATION OF 500,000 AND OVER
1 New York, N. Y.---cccmuann $37,212,685 $7,417,518 $5,396,538 $8,118,231 $13,304,160 $450,596 $526,032 $121,172 $1,878,438
2 Chicago, Ill,--- 12,670,698 3,443,547 1,647,790 2,758,754 3,070,975 543,915 215,793 15,000 974,924
3 | Philedelphia, Pa 5,452,670 607,715 385,323 1,147,566 1,069,017 2,074,236 37,580 18,163 113,070
4 | Detroit, Mich.--- 6,794,736 595,541 347,990 379,506 436,618 565 3,232,923 8,801 1,742,792
5 | Los Angeles, Calif, 2,539,680 588,576 568,225 | =emocceommoo 177,916 23,697 70,948 311,037 799,281
6 Cleveland, Ohio- : 1,997,398 437,118 381,198 590,439 108,617 2,736 125,692 60,531 291,067
7 | St. Louts, Mo. . 762,360 363,841 173,712 64,829 36,931 18,000 105,047
8 | Baltimore, Md . 1,920,209 134,234 224,206 31,826 | 1/ 1,047,854 37,837 1,392 77,474 365,386
9 | Boston, Mess. - 3,187,186 385,217 418,373 571,111 1,266,542 280,755 142,309 96,190 26,689
10 | Pittsburgh, Pa L 2,401,663 359,958 425,952 530,568 797,320 19,911 15,081 9,837 243,036
11 § San Francisco, Calif, E 2,736,175 325,661 626,632 285,409 646,192 57,143 172,723 521,786 99,629
12 | Washington, D. C. : 2,212,433 612,116 357,424 435,231 522,314 8,926 19,322 2,819 254,281
13 | Milwaukee, Wis : 1,234,719 339,366 346,320 178,250 [ —mmmecememae 15,979 31,960 7,792 315,052
14 | Buffalo, N. Y. 2,503,038 328,858 304,430 687,026 878,710 4,850 34,981 53,684 210,499
GROUP II.—~CITIES HAVING A POPULATION OF 300,000 TO 500,000

15 | Minneapolis, Minn $1,175,921 $150,464 $199,858 $237,495 $437,812 $54,906 $13,862 $78,307
16 | New Orleans, la. s 410,951 114,852 126,893 86,511 1,167 20,750 24,183 36,595
17 Cincinnati, Ohio- . 1,201,807 294,659 242,676 403,044 119,609 40,097 15,562 68,371
18 | Newark, N. T.- . 1,447,666 366,105 319,829 279,029 382,318 25,149 4,722 66,192
19 | Kansas City, Mo. . 214,435 14,425 65,692 8,892 4,577 89,989
20 | Seattle, Wash,-- - 895,422 207,578 275,350 56,604 298,715 20,135 3,535 1,006
21 | Indienapolis, Ind . 439,387 97,433 109,967 59,743 | —-cemmmemea 3,487 6,933 109,771
22 | Rochester, N. Y. E 1,389,916 140,727 169,133 474,453 479,804 10,164 37,340 69,726
23 | Jersey City, N, J 1,557,977 503,037 271,227 136,214 469,380 687 12,678 164,754
24 | Houston, Tex. 52,089 11,857 30,535 9,697
26 | Louisville, Ky 198,423 76,033 58,139 19,687 | ~mm-mommaee- 2,808 - 16,431 8,120 17,205
26 | Portland, Oreg 597,873 91,255 166,075 133,636 32,188 41,847 2,007 39,319 91,546

1/ Includes amounts not distributed
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TABLE 12,-—GOVERNMENTAL-COST PAYMENTS FOR OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE OF GENERAL DEPARTMENTS, BY PRINCIFPAL DIVISIONS
AND SUBDIVISIONS OF THE GENERAL DEPARTMENTAL SERVICE: 1938—Continued

(See note at head of this table, p. 105)

IX . —MISCELLANEOUS
Cit Pensions and gratulties to former employees Adminis-
7 CITY tration of
no- Totel Setiool public trust ai:dg’i‘g:::s Unclessified tg'i‘;t:;d
Policemen Firemen All other funds and
teachers
investments
GROUP III.—CITIES HAVING A POPULATION OF 100,000 TO 300,000
27 Columbus, OhlO--mem—memccewmeana 4 $757,266 $115,514 $213,155 $272,130 $30,691 #878 $2,801 $121,097
28 | Toledo, Ohio--- 481,619 138,869 91,298 180,010 13,014 207 21,531 - - 36,690
29 Oakland, Calif 214,194 72,744 76,983 | —ecmmememeen 1,050 815,027 48,390
30 | Denver, Colo.- 543,833 127,788 125,876 152,605 | ~-w-wm—em—mm 22,686 12,762 57,386 44,730
31 | Atlanta, Ga. 226,669 70,215 60,871 44,500 39,852 6 3,381 4,524 3,320
32 | Dallas, Tex. 126,789 54,365 61,972 72 7,652 | =mcmmmemeen 2,727
33 | St. Peul, Minn, 395,031 156,771 118,667 75,864 3,600 5,869 34,260
34 | Birminghsm, Ala 274,270 43,938 41,365 11,584 129,036 45,751
35 | Akron, Ohio--- 287,252 55,545 45,261 136,787 | ~=-m—mmm——me 3,716 5,977 39,966
36 | Memphis, Tenn, 88,038 12,308 27,826 23,143 4,399 128 15,092 5,142
37 | Providence, R. I. 984,344 146,965 130,924 87,916 157,784 10,288 7,010 443,457
38 | Sen Antonio, Tex.- 57,715 35,693 20,522 1,500
39 | Omaha, Nebr.--- 472,165 115,241 220,554 127,063 684 1,922 5,439 500 762
40 | Syracuse, N. Y 797,839 80,328 74,725 265,330 188,665 31 10,387 12,859 165,514
41 | Deyton, Ohio--- 342,121 69,679 76,332 148,358 | —emmmmmmeeam 506 1,254 | =mm—mmmmmae 45,992
42 Oklahoma City, Okla. 168,448 5,977 33,820 802 22,924 104,925
43 | Worcester, Mass 526,058 46,365 36,710 115,414 239,573 1,474 66,064 6,016 14,442
44 | Richmond, Ve,-- 186,201 27,387 4,183 27,610 51,033 4,993 4,589 25,106 41,320
45 | Youngstown, Ohio-- 220,025 49,087 51,828 101,227 | —m--we—memee 1,607 13,670 | —=~==am-me- 2,606
46 | Grand Rapids, Mich 81,460 13,915 30,845 12,391 24,178
47 Fort Worth, Tex 54,768 - 8,257 6,022 1,416 39,073
48 | Hartford, Conn 334,274 38,230 64,787 96,211 55,149 711 29,523 5,59 44,067
49 Flint, Mich,-- 53,619 4,008 9,403 21,873 522 7,500 10,313
50 | New Haven, Cona. _ 380,407 56,172 89,956 87,656 5,165 1,938 60,325 | —=m-em-m-em 79,195
51 | San Diego, Celif.-- 209,451 43,097 37,488 | —o—mmmeemmee 73,573 4,081 1,278 25,882
52 | Long Beach, Calif. 134,912 26,744 20,627 21,798 3,834 43,084
53 | Nashville, Tenn.-- e 119,056 21,005 44,802 22,676 7,858 125 1,213 21,377
54 | Springfield, Mass - 396,199 29,480 42,168 84,056 50,776 100 1,313 188,306
55 | Tulsa, Okla. 73,861 || ~mmeemmeeeee 22,601 164 16,966 28,729
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56 Bridgeport, Conn.- 306,585 62,032 92,436 57,387 13,974 | —~emmmmmmee 4,204 | ~eemmemmeae 76,552
87 Des Moines, Iowa- 1 328,270 48,072 48,327 32,896 6,527 185,570 76 6,802
&8 Scranton, Pa.- - 237,026 34,952 34,213 112,842 5,800 7,662 118 7,898
59 Salt lake City, Utah- < 144,795 19,439 300 42,051 | —-—wmmmemme—— 911 22,655 1,595 57,844
60 Yénkers, N. Y.--- 737,185 109,766 73,148 250,350 236,614 27,238 26,581 18 13,470
61 Paterson, N. J.- < 310,883 78,286 83,119 87,640 6,771 530 5,180 9,453 39,904
82 Jacksonville, Fla.-- 209,404 65,280 35,026 | w-mem—mmem—o 56,014 195 15,660 18,068 19,161
83 Albeny, N. Y.-- 389,989 42,424 45,036 135,128 94,476 15 25,207 19,832 27,871
64 Norfolk, Va. 112,602 31,007 37,698 9,172 | ewmmmmom——e— 4,408 | —m-mmm—meee 2,879 27,438
65 Trenton, N. J.- 247,216 84,728 81,744 71,936 2,464 705 5,639
66 Chattanooga, Tenn. 70,636 18,182 19,537 13,277 6,295 17 5,652 3,456 4,220
87 Kansas City, Kans.,=—=-=-ocococ-uq 64,696 23,625 26,083 14,988
68 Fort Wayne, Ind.----cv-emomemmmm J 97,516 30,999 28,208 15,990 4,078 393 7,620
69 Comden, N. J.--m—momoommmomm e 290,305 109,109 78,689 56,254 18,149 640 | —--memmm—ee
70 Erie, Pa. 153,532 5,881 26,571 83,074 32,247 833 50
71 Elizabeth, N. 175,474 57,712 53,976 51,391 3,367 459 7,863
72 Wichita, Kans. 32,909 4,950 20,645 2,974
73 Spokane, Wash.- 109,333 32,633 53,822 20,899 | --=-s-emmemee— 679 —————————
74 Pall River, Mass. 246,583 43,327 37,039 38,283 48,389 54,881 4,934
75 Cembridge, Mass.- 339,676 48,708 55,902 60,632 143,768 | —=-=wm~—m-e 20,927
76 New Bedford, Mase. 115,306 28,667 16,700 43,412 11,049 2,864 | —-mmmmeememe
77 Reading, Pa.,--~-- 170,156 4,000 30,463 72,791 6,100
78 Knoxville, Teun 73,485 25,681 17,408 17,737 8,869 | w--memmem—ee 490
79 | Peoris, Iil.---- 108,900 38,963 37,660 19,757 | cmcmemmemae- 4,111 | ccemmmeene
80 South Bend, Ind.- 70,561 19,084 22,929 14,786 246 9,645
81 Tacoma, Wash.-. 119,068 26,547 62,068 20,634 1,943 1,430
82 Miemi, Fla.--~ 235,789 16,042 10,528 7,032 12,021
83 Gary, Ind,--- 54,764 11,282 8,582 467 6,673
84 Canton, Ohio-- 137,592 32,174 32,846 80 | memmmmmmee-
S Wilmington, Del.- 6,333 37,726 412 | 17,804 | e-wmmeomeeee B9 | memmmemmeee
6 Tempa, Fla,---- 79,266 35,241 26,780 1,200 808 135
a7 Somerville, Masg. 201,678 25,758 34,751 50,175 2,682 27,994
88 El Paso, Tex.- 25,022 13,820 8,044 472
89 Evensville, Ind. 93,713 26,555 34,130 12,969 | ~-cecmemeoee 235 19,679
90 Lynn, Mass,----~=--= - 197,945 24,121 36,703 46,029 48,098 23,167 6,026 500 13,301
91 Utice, N. Y. - 222,548 33,010 32,280 122,955 32,399 205 -- 1,724
92 Duluth, Minn,- 4 199,025 31,164 44,345 73,586 | =-eemmee-e--- 29,574 5,329 8,951
93 Waterbury, Conn.- ~- 143,570 25,203 14,495 52,405 23,672 23,405 4,390
94 Lowell, M8SS,=~msmrromucc e e 401,291 18,825 23,786 43,790 75,242 5,047 234,555
Homolulu, Hawaii &/e-=m--wmmeeen g 595,958 3/ 142,99% (/) | mmmmmmemmeee 216,364 | ~-—-em-mcne 4,546 3,940 228,112
_2/ Not included in group or grand totals. :_5/ Includes peyments for fire department. y Included in payments for police depariment.
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130 FINANCIAL STATISTICS OF CITIES

TABLE 13.—GOVERNMENTAL-COST PAYMENTS FOR OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE
DEPARTMENTAL SERVICE—TOTAL

(This table is presented in two sections, the second section beginning on p.134, For alphabetical

I.—GENERAL II.-—PROTECTION TO
ALL GENKRAL DEPARTMENTS GOVERNMENT PERSON AND PROPERTY
cityl
no., CITY Police department
Per Per
Total capita Total capita Total Per
capita
Grand total-~---------+ $1,838,803,017 | $48.83 $150,213,875 | $3.99 | $182,120,400 | $4.84
Group I-- 1,273,349,649 57.57 110,887,493 5.01 134,049,334 6.06
Group IT « 209,003,777 45.31 19,390,339 4.20 17,122,934 3.71
Group III-- - 356,449,591 | 32.61 19,936,043 1l.82 30,948,132 2,83
GROUP I.—-CITIES HAVING A
1 New York, N. Y.-w--=m-eo-mmqq $535,934,295 | $74.91 $41,790,300 | $5.84 $53,374,647 | $7.46
2 Chicago, Ill. 150,697,625 43.17 17,601,130 5.04 18,518,173 5.31
3 Philadelphia, Pa. 82,743,448 | 41.94 9,791,946 4.96 11,381,611 5.77
4 Detroit, Mich. 77,644,538 | 46.60 5,974,394 3.59 10,048,083 6.03
5 Los Angeles, Calif.- 71,923,729 | 53.12 7,205,433 5.32 5,939,132 4.39
6 Cleveland, Ohio 47,280,647 51.48 3,964,327 4.32 4,083,565 4.45
? St. Louis, Mo,--- 31,624,995 | 38.09 3,007,308 3.62 5,032,183 6.06
8 Baltimore, Md.-- 34,304,269 | 41.98 2,499,202 3.06 4,476,585 5.48
9 Boston, Mass.- - 58,149,946 | 73.90 4,259,294 5.41 5,728,637 7.28
10 Pittsburgh, Pa.-- - 34,852,095 | 51.37 5,034,387 7.42 2,582,276 3.81
11 San Francisco, Calif - 31,115,463 | 47.42 2,810,826 4.28 3,495,100 5.33
12 Washington, D. C.-- - 38,631,138 | 63,54 1,882,903 3.10 3,801,058 6425
13 Milwaukee, Wis.-- - 33,933,802 { 56.64 2,377,539 3.97 2,832,514 4.73
14 Buffalo, N. Y. 44,513,659 | 76.17 2,688,504 4460 2,754,790 4.71
GROUP II.=~CITIES HAVING A
15 Minneapolis, Minn.- $23,998,958 | $50.24 41,559,529 | $3.26 $1,194,928 | $2.50
16 New Orleens, lLa.- - 12,568,121 26.68 1,649,298 3.50 1,526,549 3.24
17 Cincinnati, Ohlo- - 23,422,060 | 50.91 1,907,632 4.15 1,317,166 2.86
18 Newark, N. J.- - 29,155,527 65.22 2,503,317 5.60 3,318,762 7.42
19 Kensas City, Mo. - 15,165,109 | 36.75 2,004,623 4.86 1,200,214 2.91
20 Seattle, Wash.--- 16,732,990 | 44.73 1,838,881 4.92 1,119,959 2.99
21 Indianapolis, Ind.- 12,625,649 | 33.93 1,033,329 2.78 1,096,218 2.95
22 Rochester, N. Y.- B 23,768,308 | 71.27 1,656,474 4.97 1,123,333 3.37
23 Jersey City, N. J -1 21,049,410 65.80 2,226,832 6.96 2,762,580 8,64
24 Houston, Tex.- — 9,083,348 | 28.57 958,459 3.01 648,340 2.04
25 Louisville, Ky - 10,438,149 | 32.88 786,305 2.48 965,906 3.04
26 Portland, Oreg.- 10,996,148 35,57 1,265,660 4.09 848,979 2.75
GROUP III.—~CITIES HAVING A
27 Columbus, Ohio-- $6,863,154 [$22.90 $354,533 | $1.18 $568,810 | $1.90
28 B 8,123,582 | 27.18 357,227 1.20 732,490 2.45
29 - 9,986,133 | 33.78 388,337 1.31 958,425 3.2¢
30 Denver, Colo. - 14,931,267 50.93 1,144,082 3.90 934.778 3.19
31 Atlanta, Ga. - 7,834,632 | 27.94 409.881 1.46 892,438 3.18
32 Dallas, Tex. 6,048,868 | 21.76 32C,395 1.15 516,249 1.86
33 St. Paul, Minn.- 8,159,510 | 29.36 531,747 1.91 670,434 2.41
34 Birminghem, Ala. - 4,708,289 17.23 240,968 .88 442,140 1.62
35 Akron, Ohio--- & 6,734,430 | 25.40 356,129 1.54 386,737 1.46
36 Memphis, Tenn. - 4,881,670 | 18.67 258,653 .99 481,664 1.84
3?7 | Providence, R. I.-- 12,017,202 | 47.02 524,968 | 2.05 1,157,836 | 4.53
38 San Antonio, Tex. 5,025,035 20.64 285,911 1.17 302,274 1.24
39 Omaha, Nebr.--- 5,768,966 26.49 325,599 l.49 460,190 2,11
40 Syracuse, N. Y 12,231,208 | s7.02 565,407 2.64 752,041 3.51
41 Dayton, Ohlo - 5,810,174 | 25.22 260,851 1.26 383,906 1.86
42 Oklahoma City, Okla.-- 4,279,735 21.25 199,567 .99 448,051 2.22
43 Worcester, Mass.--- 4 11,518,032 | 58.17 466,394 2.36 977,907 4.94
44 | Richmond, Va.--- - 6,299,769 | 34.07 567,976 3.07 560,324 | 3.03
45 Youngstown, Ohio-: - 5,069,380 | 29.04 270,906 1.56 400,988 2.30
46 Grand Rapids, Mich. 4,469,249 | 25.86 200,137 1.16 331,588 1.92
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GENERAL DEPARTMENTS—TOTAL AND PER CAPITA 131

OF GENERAL DEPARTMENTS, BY PRINCIPAL DIVISIONS OF THE GENERAL
AND PER CAPITA: 1936

list of cities, by States, showing reank, see p. 2. For text discussion see p. 28)

II.—PROTECTION TO PERSON AND II1. —CONSERVATION | 17+ ~SANITATION,OR

PROMOTION OF V. —HIGHWAYS
PROPERTY—Cont inued OF HEALTH p S
City
Fire department All other no.
Per Per Per

Per Per Total capita Total capita Total capita
Total Total

capita capita

$114460,769 | $3.04 20,573,219 | $0.55 $43,660,200 | $1,16 97,546,949 | $2.59 [§108,910,746 | $2.89

67,438,037 3.05 | 15,065,672 .68 | 28,682,511 1.30 | 68,534,328 3.10 | 67,123,806 3.03
14,237,993 3.09 ] 2,654,927 .58 { 6,656,457 1.44 10,150,690 2.20 1 16,142,144 3.50
32,784,739 3.00] 2,852,620 «26 | 8,321,232 .76 | 18,861,931 1.73 | 25,644,796 2.3%

POPULATION OF 500,000 AND OVER

922,001,895.] $3.08 | $6,370,078 | $0.89 | $8,303,979 | $1.16 #30,257,047 | $4.23 | $22,496,217 | $3.14| 1
7,362,592 | 2.11| 2,228,436 .64 | 4,623,153 | 1.32| 8,727,376 | 2.50| 10,159,197 | =2.91| 2
4,487,521 | 2.27 618,148 41| 1,434,619 73| 4,568,445 | 2.32{ 4,928,599 2.50| 3
4,563,019 | 2.74 829,676 .50 | 3,103,584 | 1.86 | 4,709,293 | 2.83| 3,644,360 2.9 4
5,637,778 | 4.09] 1,468,125| 1.08| 1,601,434 | 1,18} 1,954,674 | 1.44| 4,290,699 3.17| 5
2,772,872 | 3.02 301,877 .33 | 1,721,248 | 1.87| 2,599,423 | 2.83| 3,398,085| 3.70] &
2,210,571 | 2.66 363,138 .44 | 1,004,835 | 1.21 991,244 | 1.19| 1,692,655| 2.04| 7
2,806,724 | 3.55 181,514 .22 792,357 .97 | 2,356,541 | 2.88] 3,341,850| 4.09| 8
3,695,768 | 4.57 627,985°| .80 | 1,706,184 | 2.17 | 2,987,279 | 3.80 | 3,524,936 | 4.48] 9
2,007,300 [ 2.96 341,312 .50 817,015 | 1.20| 1,984,488 | 2.92| 2;486,429| 3.66( 10
3,334,332 | 5.08 319,094 .49 551,401 .84 802,368 | 1.22| 1,067,066 | 1.63| 11
2,463,059 | 4.03 561,258 .92 850,879 | 1.40| 1,638,453 | 2.69| 1,804,284 | =2.97| 12
1,958,132 | 3.27 345,503 .58 973,452 | 1.62 | 3,151,443 | 5.26 | 1,915,798 | 3.20] 13
2,266,474 | 3,88 309,528 .53 | 1,198,371 | 2,05 1,806,254 | 3.09 | 2,373,631 | 4.06] 14

POPULATION OF 300,000 TO 500,000

$1,172,189 | $2.45| $286,707 | $0.60 | $910,679 | $1.91| #542,114 | $1.13| $1,521,457 | $3.18] 15

1,227,482 2.61 428,269 .91 245,804 .52 1,163,675 2.47 874,078 1.86'f 16
1,261,732 2.72 198,862 «43 689,424 1.50 900,621 1.96 1,505,302 | - 3.27{ 17
2,043,366 4.57 301,441 .67 1 1,283,495 2,87 | 1,927,821 4.31 1,055,203 2,36 18

869,320 2.11 181,139 44 290,092 <70 781,223 1.89 1,695,434 4.11( 19
1,215,857 3.25 234,096 63 560,791 1.50 618,309 1.65 2,873,656 7.68| 20
1,589,137 4.27 99,940 27 296,407 .80 642,312 1.73 767,850 2.06 21
1,169,538 3.5 295,647 .89 728,038 2.18 1,342,864 4.03 1,914,355 5.74 22
1,385,050 4.33 190,931 .60 788,150 2.46 969,061 3.03 941,117 2,941 23

653,779 2.06 77,067 24 185,644 .58 439,993 1.38 1,122,863 3.531 24

596,886 1.88 197,821 .62 516,183 1.63 476,759 1.50 785,371 2,47 25
1,063,657 3.44 163,007 <53 161,750 .52 345,938 1.12 1,085,458 3.51( 26

POPULATION OF 100,000 TO 300,000

$586,075 | $1.96 $34,916 | $0.12 $82,073 | $0.27 $403,759 | $1.35 $488,533 | $1.63| 27
661,263 2.21 41,640 14 141,851 .47 427,205 1.43 926,839 3.10| 28
1,175,919 3.98 66,699 «23 185,352 «63 243,629 .82 525,834 1.78 | 29
990,352 3.38 108,532 .37 204,679 .70 406,902 1.39 825,948 2.82 | 30
697,291 2.49 53,960 .19 272,785 .97 557,044 1.99 429,558 1.53| 31
706,844 2.54 50,346 .18 102,115 «37 389,641 1.40 322,276 l.16 | 32
832,879 3.00 78,876 .28 123,586 .44 238,083 .86 613,219 2,21 33
581,189 2,13 46,750 .17 87,145 .32 227,896 .83 236,891 87 34
341,404 1.29 27,957 W11 99,453 .38 266,383 1.00 $3,662 2,47 35
596,603 2.28 89,304 .34 213,931 .82 365,007 1.40 328,143 1.25 | 36
979,357 3.83 88,616 .35 348,539 1.36 703,835 2.75 926,015 3.62 | 37
381,622 1.57 154,339 .63 102,805 .42 398,117 1.63 283,245 l.16 | 38
675,596 3.10 48,556 .22 68,459 .31 203,222 .93 383,847 1.76 | 39
880,433 4.10 57,591 .27 263,158 1.23 756,918 3.53 585,786 2.73 | 40
398,885 1.93 30,209 .15 £3,952 .31 384,750 1.86 487,666 2,36 41
378,718 1.88 36,518 .18 63,049 .26 265,197 1.32 221,406 1.10 | 42
897,720 4.53 67,322 34 453,016 2.29 346,598 1.75 1,169,376 5.91 | 43
589,945 3.19 75,459 .41 255,938 1.38 377,126 2.04 499,746 2.70( 44
355,188 2.04 24,330 .14 63,929 .37 159,841 .92 410,080 2.35| 45
415,277 2.40 32,326 .19 204,332 1.18 185,471 1.07 250,851 1.451 46
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132 FINANCTAL STATISTICS OF CITIES

TABLE 13.—GOVERNMENTAL-COST PAYMENTS FOR OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE
DEPARTMENTAL SERVICE—TOTAL

{This table is presented in two sections, the second section beginning on p.134. For alphabetical

I.-=GENERAL II,-~PROTECTION TO
J ALL GENERAL DEPARTMENTS GOVERNMENT PERSON AND PROPERTY
cit
0. CITY Police department
Per Per
Total capita Total capita Per
Total

capita
GROUP III.~~CITIES HAVING A POPULATION
47 Fort Worth, Tex.- $4,071,060 | $24406 $204,870 | $1.21 $346,236 | $2.05
48 | Hartford, Comn 8,949,660 | 53.11 490,281 [ 2,91 808,616 | 4.80
49 | Flint, Mich. 4,592,016 | 27,46 165,712 .99 307,275 | 1.84
50 | New Haven, Conn 7,120,117 | 43.76 356,741 | 2,19 773,091 | 4,75
51 | San Diego, Calif.- 5,385,276 | 33.54 344,330 | 2.15 480,530 | 3,00
52 | Long Beach, Calif 5,364,590 | 34.17 367,324 | 2,34 458,734 | 2,92
53 | Nashville, Tenn.- 3,587,330 | 22.97 246,126 | 1.58 513,665 | 3.29
54 | Springfield, Mass 8,768,443 | 57.16 369,795 | 2.41 703,229 | 4.58
55 | Tulsa, Okla,------- 3,275,239 | 22.13 158,165 | 1,07 242,515 | 1.64
56 | Bridgeport, Comn.------ 6,281,506 | 42.64 275,528 | 1.87 534,123 | 3.63
57 | Des Moines, Iowa- 4,419,653 | 30.42 253,182 | 1.74 314,715 | 2,17
58 | Scranton, Pa.---- g 4,863,375 | 33.68 283,307 | 1.96 374,758 | 2.60
59 | Salt Lake City, Utah. 3,984,334 | 27.63 349,608 | 2.42 315,180 | 2.19
60 | Yonkers, N. Y.- . 10,103,273 | 71.91 664,419 | 4.73 944,057 | 6,72
61 | Patersom, N. J. 5,239,351 | 37.69 200,1881 1l.44 577,382 | 4.15
62 | Jacksonville, Fla 4 4,201,539 | 30.25 268,843 | 1.94 462,936 | 3.33
63 | Albany, N, Y.- E 6,379,788 | 49.15 408,743 | 3.15 843,234 | 6.50
64 | Norfolk, Va. - 3,561,060 | 27.45 405,852 | 3.13 431,380 | 3.33
65 | Trentom, N. J. g 4,532,244 | 36.52 226,708 | 1,83 475,315 | 3.83
66 | Chattanooga, Temn.e-------- 2,503,869 | 20.27 125,463 | 1,01 216,836 | 1.76
87 Kansaes City, Kans. 2,514,626 | 20.38 169,446 1.37 230,608 1.87
68 | Fort Weyne, Ind g 2,378,830 | 19.81 73,649 .61 241,135 | 2.01
69 | Camden, N. T - 3,963,033 | 33,27 405,433 | 3.40 381,625 | 3.20
70 | Erie, Pa,----- e 3,298,038 | 27.88 222,153 | 1.88 240,950 | 2.04
71 | Elizabeth, N. T 4,108,556 | 34.85 227,496 | 1,93 493,741 | 4.19
72 | Wichita, Kans.--- 2,892,690 | 24.60 110,090 .94 200,545 | 1.71
73 pokane, Wash. 3,408,405 | 29,23 171,592 | 1.47 226,541 | 1.94
74 | Fall River, Mass.- 3,922,266 | 34.03 157,218 | 1,36 340,218 { 2,95
75 | Cambridge, Mass.- 6,168,813 | 53.97 286,794 | 2,51 512,806 | 4449
76 | New Bedford, Mass.-- 4,213,138 | 37.42 217,210 | 1,93 403,259 | 3.58
77 | Reading, Pa. 3,177,520 | 28.42 238,484 | 2.13 274,538 | 2.46
78 | EKnoxville, Tenn - 2,797,857 | 25.30 160,295 | 1.45 266,402 | 2.41
79 | Peoria, Ill.--- - 3,053,693 | 27.81 221,656 | 2,02 237,666 | 2,16
80 | South Bend, Ind 4 2,267,410 | 20,69 69,362 1463 188,770 | 1.72
8l | Tacoms, Wash.---- 3,409,107 | 31.51 204,216 | 1.89 303,930 | 2.81
82 | Miami, Fla 4,140,985 | 38.27 389,005 [ 3.60 360,738 | 3.33
83 | Gery, Ind. 2,622,237 | 24.28 88,811 .82 280,810 | 2.60
84 | Canton, Ohio-- R 2,757,320 | 26.65 167,324 | 1.56 195,071 | 1.8l
85 | Wilmington, Del.- s 3,108,146 | 29.16 207,234 | 1.94 325,571 | 3.05
86 2,941,720 | 27.62 222,331 | 2,09 229,048 | 2.15
87 | scmerville, Mess. 5,494,523 | 51.93 228,832 | 2.16 377,488 | 3.57
88 | El Paso, Tex.-- 1,818,186 | 17.19 99,052 .94 164,910 | 1.56
89 | Evansville, Ind. 2,363,043 | 22.39 73,302 .70 287,151 | 2.73
90 | Lynn, Mass.---------m-onon 1 4,593,661 | 44.64 193,683 | 1.88 354,503 | 3.45
91 | Utiea, N. Y.--- 4,943,853 | 48.19 270,471 | 2,64 351,834 | 3.43
92 | Duluth, Minn. 3,348,360 | 32.86 262,318 [ 2,57 266,822 | 2.62
93 | Waterbury, Conn 4,903,734 | 48.41 354,728 | 3,50 382,539 | 3.78
94 | Lowell, Masg.--~~ 4,515,833 | 45.05 249,135 | 2.49 345,845 | 3.45
Honolulu, Hawaii 1/-------- 4,573,021 | 22.54 508,877 [ 2451 652,473 | 2.72

1/ Not included in group or grend totals.
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GENERAL DEPARTMENTS —TOTAL AND PER CAPITA 133

OF GENERAL DEPARTMENTS, BY PRINCIPAL DIVISIONS OF THE GENERAL
AND PER CAPITA: 1936--Continued

1ist of cities, by States, showing renk, sees p. 2. For text discussion see p. 28)

II.—~PROTECTION TO PERSON AND I11.—coNsERTATION | TV SAMITATIONLOR | s
PROPERTY~—Continued OF ERALTH FROMOTION OF - —HIGHA
CLEANLINESS
— 1ty
Pire deparument All other no.
- — Per Per Per
Total Per Total Per Total capita Total capita Total capita
capite capita
OF 100,000 TO 300,000—Continued
$428,661 | 32.53| g4as,850 | s0.29|  #95,856 | $0.57 | $181,950 | $1.08| $245,445] $1.45| 47
664,961 | 3.95 88,235 | .52 | 249,130 [ 1.,48| 437,402 2.60 514,543 | 3.05| 48
293,983 | 1,76 22,619 | .14 85,330 [ 51| 179,862| 1.07 319,093 | 1.91| 49
695,396 |  4.27 55,481 | .34 | 145,870 | .90 | 256,670 1.58 424,654 | 2,73 | 50
433,064 | 2.70 48,566 | .30| 116,178 | 73| 210,200{ 1.3 373,851 | 2.34| 51
463,182 | 2.95 83,554 | .53 58,368 | .37 | 3m5,978] 2,14 312,000 { 1,99 | 52
526,099 | 3,37 54,567 | .35| 103,179 | .66 | 212,876 | 1.36 172,081 | 1.10| 53
814,732 | 5.31 66,139 | .43 | 188,961 | 1.23| 512,744 3.3 736,430 | 4.80 | 54
344,195 | 2.33 16,545 | .11 36,775 | .25| 133,947 .01 165,311 | 1.12| 56
686,733 |  4.66 38,121 | .26| 150,805 | 1.02| 387,711| =2.63 554,918 | .77 | 56
498,916 | 3.43 40,001 | .28 69,313 | .48 222,668| 1.3 393,563 | 2.71| 57
479,104 | 3.32 24,287 | .17 73,937 | .51 | 269,208 1.86 246,956 | 1.71| 58
249,927 | 1,73 22,872 | .16 69,656 | .48 80,670 [ .56 347,293 | 2,41 | 59
549,433 | 3.91 76,976 | .54 | 285,566 | 2.03| 789,844 | 5.62 668,030 | 4.75 | 60
574,778 | 4.14 36,486 | .26 | 130,605 | .9a| 368,450 | 2.65 260,400 | 1,80 | 61
505,366 | 3.64 79,664 | .57 | 153,028 | 1.10| 391,446 | 2.82 388,624 | 2.80 | 62
533,694 | 4.1} 50,139 | .39 | 132,336 | 1.02 | 509,208 3.92 514,849 | 3.97 | 63
439,814 | 3,39 45,740 | .35 96,325 | .74 | 269,557 | 2.08 155,790 | 1.20 | 64
425,864 | 3.43 59,273 | .48| 179,250 | 1.44| 241,165| 1.9¢ 315,940 | 2.55| 65
396,071 | 3.21 14,249 | .12 47,476 | .38| 103,319 | .84 212,739 | 1.72 | 66
373,040 | 3.02 56,649 [ .46 37,198 | .30 41,958 | .34 95,135 | .77 | 67
289,272 | 2,41 13,855 | .11 32,085 | .27 | 135,622 1.13 66,056 | .55 | 68
331,408 | 2,78 20,751 | .17 74,633 | .63 | 133,726 | 1.12 252,082 | 2.12 | 69
292,147 | 2.47 13,20 | .11 95,988 | .81 | 218,412| 1.85 204,312 | 1.73 | 70
451,900 [ 3.83 34,717 | .29 82,907 | .70 | 216,633 1.84 261,449 | 2.22( 71
290,668 | 2.47 15,527 | .13 34,358 | .29 | 122,295 | 1.04 95,800 | .82 | 72
280,317 | 2.40 32,663 | .28 55,634 | .48 | 163,961 | 1.41 550,917 | 4.72 | 73
310,848 | 2,70 16,475 | 14| 177,779 | 1.54 83,721 | .73 279,596 | 2.43 | 74
499,835 | 4,37 40,900 | .36 | 182,699 | 1.60 | 416,124 | 3.64 469,452 | 4.11| 75
358,823 | 3.19 27,959 | .25{ 203,509 | 1.81| 227,841 | 2.02 302,893 | 2.69 | 76
146,209 | 1.31 10,110 | .09 85,561 | .77 | 153,319 | 1.37 188,802 | 1.69 | 77
335,481 | 3.03 17,354 | .16 85,756 | .78 | 125,001 | 1.13 241,453 | 2.18 | 78
274,130 |  2.50 11,262 .10| 126,352 | 1.15] 199,704 | 1.82 343,177 | 3.13 | 79
243,939 | 2.23 9,802 | .09 38,205 | .36 80,972 | .74 146,695 | 1.3 | 80
560,920 | 5.18 19,178 | .18 50,448 | .47 | 212,495 | 1.96 294,282 | 2.72 | &1
340,343 | 3,15 110,392 | 1.02| 134,991 | 1.25| 305,898 | 2.83 431,143 | 3.98 [ &2
300,516 | 2.78 12,568 | .12 42,699 | .40| 127,854 | 1.18 131,777 | l.22 | &3
196,498 | 1.83 6,788 | .08 40,538 | .88| 117,522 | 1.09 351,514 | 3.27 | 84
323,736 | 3,04 13,836 | .13 36,209 | .34 | 264,016 | 2.48 185,294 | 1.74 | 85
203,223 | 1.91 17,028 | .16 53,195 | .50 | 207,566 | 1.95 289,784 | 2,72 | 86
406,872 | 3.85 19,632 | .19 | 163,375 | 1.73 | 361,252 | 3.41 361,883 | 3.42 | &7
216,546 | 2.05 10,220 | .10 45,083 | .43 95,867 | .91 86,927 | .84 | 88
330,988 | 3.15 13,286 | .13 42,242 | .40 77,615 | .74 179,817 | 1.71 | €9
507,562 | 4.93 26,803 | .26 | 170,060 | 1.65 | 238,684 | 2.32 302,680 | 2.94 | 90
516,552 | 5.03 13,848 | .13 86,924 | .85 | 257,821 | 2.51 423,423 | 413 91
326,883 | 3.21 28,913 | .28 50,574 | .50 89,101 | .87 235,899 | 2.32 | 92
574,876 | 6.67 32,621 | .32 63,566 | .63 | 547,080 | 5.40 569,686 | 5.62 | 93
374,665 | 3.74 20,854 | .21 | 150,364 | 1.50 [ 238,982 | 2.38 399,387 | 3.98 [ 94
314,093 | 1.56 31,083 | .15 | 266,744 | 1.31{ 314,091 | 1.55 908,955 | 4.48
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134 FINANCIAL STATISTICS OF CITIES

TABLE 13.—GOVERNMENTAL-COST PAYMENTS FOR OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE
DEPARTMENTAL SERVICE—TOTAL

(This table is presented in two sections, the first section beginning on p. 130. For alphabetical

VI.—CHARITIES, HOSPITALS, AND CORRECTIONS

City Supervision Charities Hosapitals Corrections
no. CITY
Total | F°F Total poxr Total Per Total Per

capita capita capita capita

Grand total----4 #3,616,214 | $0.10 $273,468,246 | $7.26 $68,885,562 | $1.83 820,496,631 | $0.54
2,071,811 .09 | 221,006,661 { 9.99 50,146,634 | 2.27 | 17,013,798 .77
727,102 .16 | 24,222,417 | 5.25|10,756,652 | 2.33| 2,465,774 .53
817,301 .07 | 28,239,168 | 2.58 | 7,982,276 .73 1 1,017,059 .09

GROUP I.~=CITIES HAVING A

1 |New York, N. Y.----- $323,196 | $0.05 $135,490,098 [ $18.94 §20,126,080 | $2.81 | $4,406,971 | $0.62
2 |Chicago, Ill,-- 14,299 | (1/) | 14,666,491 | 4.20| 2,650,616 .76 | 1,760,717 .50
3 |Philadelphia, Pa. 69,784 .04 1,390,144 .70 | 3,510,801 | 1.78| 3,038,786 | 1.54
4 |Detroit, Mich.- 81,367 .05| 7,084,863 | 4.25| 3,436,333 | =2.06 845,693 .51
6 |Los Angeles, Calif 74,051 .05| 8,621,780 | 6.37 | 3,258,857 | =2.41 | 1,482,421 | 1.09
6 |Cleveland, Ohio-- 17,328 .02{ 8,822,140 | 9.61 | 1,384,062| 1.51 529,827 .58
7 {St. Louls, Mo.--===nf =mmewmmom | cmmmee 2,465,476 | 2,97 | 2,294,622 | 2.76 440,634 .53
8 |Baltimore, Md.- 46,614 W06 | 3,644,362 | 4.46 | 1,442,924 | 1,77 415,374 .51
9 [Boston, Mass. 900,366 | 1.14 | 8,294,474 | 10.54 | 2,922,885| 3.71 832,489 | 1.06
10 |Pittsburgh, Pa.----4 75,631 J1| 2,250,730 | 3.32 407,392 .60 771,735 | 1.14
11 |Sen Francisen,Calif. 116,070 18| 2,629,109 | 4.01| 1,710,381 | =2.61 330,379 .50
12 |Waghington, D. C.---4 114,581 .19 6,260,198 | 10,30 | 3,459,688 | 6,69 | 1,360,842 2.24
13 | Milwaukee, Wig.~-=-d —mm-mmmee | —mcene 5,435,882 | 9.07 | 1,885,485 [ 3.15 362,090 .60
14 |Buffalo, N. Y,----- 238,524 .41| 13,950,914 | 23.87 | 1,6%6,518 | =2.83 435,840 .75

GROUP II.--CITIES HAVING A

15 |Minneapolis, Minn.-d —=ccmcmen | oceen $5,434,742 | $11.38 | $869,807 | $1.82 | $211,535 | $0.44
16 |New Orleans, La.- $196,081 | $0.42 | 1,138,413 2.42 48,557 .10 164,731 .35
17 |cineinnatt, onto 25,244 .05{ 3,735,632 [ 8.12| 1,269,732 2.76 292,247 .64
18 |Newark, N, Ji---eeod cmecmmcac| accnn 3,102,342 | 6.94 | 1,864,943 | 4.17 468,662 | 1.05
19 |Kansas City, Mo. 23,291 .06 302,914 .73 | 1,026,514 | 2.49 267,891 .65
20 |[seattle, Wash.----ad cccommoaa | ~coaee 1,091,354 | 2,92 646,906 | 1.73 158,708 .42
21 |Indienapolis, Ind.-4 32,447 .09 630,816 | 1.70 682,380 | 1.83 33,833 .09
22 | Rochester, N. Y.---4 381,275 1.14]| 5,149,749 | 15.44 774,367 | 2.32 163,080 .49

23 | Jersey City, N. 45,579 .14 1,420,822 4.44 | 2,525,741 7.90 271,077 +85

24 | Bouston, TeX,-=-w-~ ==-====-— | aceeoo 308,229 .97 375,964 1.18 184,777 .58
25 |Louisville, Ky. 1,067,353 3.36 442,164 1.39 148,604 .47
26 | Portland, Oreg.----- 840,051 2.72 229,568 .74 100,629 T .33

GROUP III.~—CITIES HAVING A

27 | Columbus, Ohio- $41,983 | $0.14 $17,521 | $0.06 $32,006 | $0.11

28 | Toledo, Ohio--- 25,150 .08 28,025 .09 28,764 .10
29 |Oakland, Calif,--=-d ==ve==weme | ceeeee 21,899 .07 900 | (L/) [ =emmmmomme | mmmmam
30 |Denver, Colo. $3,262 | $0.01( 3,834,583 ( 13.08 514,305 | 1,75 93,091 .32
31 |[Atlanta, Ga.---m-m=q ememce-es | aooooo 435,338 1.55 577,143 2.06 79,874 +28
32 |Dallas, TexX.=---~- 43,534 .16 170,443 .61 11,033 .04
33 |[St. Paul, Minn. 655,032 2.36 281,638 1.01 56,539 «20
34 |Birminghem, Ala 111,142 o4l | cemmmmem | eemee 48,193 .18
35 | Akron, Ohio- 29,205 .11 155,469 .59 26,415 .10
36 | Memphis, Tenn 23,732 .09 399,713 1.53 25,534 .10
37 |Providence, R. I.-~-+ 1,148,319 4.49 295,242 1e16 | =mmmmmmman | ocmeae
38 | Sen Antonio, Tex. 23,bl4 o0 | mremcemcee | ecmvaa 16,565 .07
39 | Omaha, Nebr.- 46,077 21 3,529 .02 1,811 .01
40 | Syracuse, N. Y. -j 2,847,346 | 13.27 311,530 1.45 27,793 W13
41 |Dayton, Ohio-~~-v-—- 78,467 - I 63,321 +31
42 | Oklahoma City, Okla. -=m=-ew-a| ceceue 63,421 W3l [ mmmmmemane | mean 23,814 .12
43 | Worcester, Mass. 115,618 .58 1,803,682 9.11 478,273 2.42 1,099 .01
44 - 488,740 2.64 187,316 1.01 23,741 #13
45 | Youngstown, Ohio- - 175,163 1.01 143,891 .83 5,653 .03
46 | Grand Rapids, Mich. ~emama 152,786 .88 19,764 .11 2,792 .02
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GENFRAL DEPARTMENTS—TOTAL AND PER CAPITA 135
OF GENERAL DEPARTMENTS, BY PRINCIPAL DIVISIONS OF THE GENERAL
AND PER CAPITA: 1938-—Continued
list of citiea, by States, showing rank, see-p. 2. For text discussion see p. 28)
VII.—EDUCATION VIII.—RECREATION TX. —MISCELLANEOUS
Schools Libraries city
no.
Per Per
ror por Total capita Total capita
Total capita Total capita
$571,922,306 $15.19 $21,119,228 $0.56 $52,303,679 $1.39 | $109,504,993 $2.91
359,175,572 16.24 12,710,548 .57 35,818,794 1.62 83,624,650 3.78
66,442,241 14.40 3,062,702 .66 5,389,538 1.17 9.581,867 2.08
146,304,493 13.39 5,345,978 .49 11,095,347 1.02 16,298,476 1.49
POPULATION OF 500,000 AND OVER
$142,902,128 $19.97 $2,836,781 $0.40 $8,042,193 $1.12 $37,212,685 $5.20 1
39,780,601 11.40 1,369,377 439 8,574,769 2.46 12,670,698 3.63 2
28,572,304 14.48 652,358 .33 2,645,712 1.34 5,452,670 2,76 3
23,780,783 14.27 1,031,947 .62 1,716,427 1.03 6,794,736 4,08 4
25,100,027 18.54 1,043,879 $77 1,805,759 1.33 2,539,680 1.88 5
13,610,844 14.82 1,467,573 1,60 610,078 .66 1,997,398 2,17 6
9,679,808 11.68 423,646 «51 1,255,515 1.51 762,360 .92 7
8,789,556 10,76 530,658 «65 969,809 1.19 1,920,209 2.35 8
16,445,940 20.90 1,117,397 1.42 2,019,126 2.57 3,187,186 4.05 9
12,044,465 17.75% 501,204 .74 1,146,068 1.69 2,401,663 3.54 | 10
8,615,134 13,43 393,964 .60 2,005,064 3.06 2,735,175 4.17 | 11
10,278,185 16.90 460,175 +76 1,493,142 2.46 2,212,433 3.64 | 12
9,066,885 15.13 381,371 .64 2,012,989 3.36 1,234,719 2,06 | 13
10,308,912 17.64 500,218 .86 1,522,143 2.60 2,503,038 4.28 | 14
POPULATION OF 300,000 TO 500,000
$7,947,066 $16.64 $449,641 $0.94 $722,643 $1.51 41,175,921 $2.46 | 15
3,148,495 6.68 61,196 .13 284,542 .60 410,951 87 16
8,376,701 18.21 363,433 <79 386,525 .84 1,201,807 2,61 | 17
8,799,046 19.68 423,139 .95 616,324 1.38 1,447,666 3.24 | 18
5,429,584 13.16 279,229 .68 599,206 1.45 214,435 .52 | 19
4,852,800 12,97 236,580 .63 389,671 1,04 895,422 2.39 | 20
4,615,849 12,40 264,360 .71 401,375 1,08 439,387 1.18 | 21
6,766,112 20.29 257,811 <77 655,749 1.97 1,389,916 4.17 | 22
5,189,265 16.22 235,569 74 539,659, 1.69 1,557,977 4.87 | 23
3,815,066 12,00 86,279 .27 174,799 +55 52,089 16 | 24
3,733,345 11.76 154,490 .49 345,354 1.09 198,423 .62 | 25
3,768,912 12.19 250,975 +81 273,691 »89 597,873 1.93 | 26
POPULATION OF 100,000 TO 300,000
$3,335,465 | $11.13 $92,632 $0.31 $67,592 $0.23 $757,866 $2.53 | 27
3,929,289 13,15 206,776 «69 135,444 +45 481,619 1.61 | 28
5,484,914 18,56 230,058 <78 489,973 1.66 214,194 <72 | 29
4,492,101 15.32 224,881 77 609,968 2,08 543,833 1.85 | 30
2,906,626 10.37 114,434 o4l 181,591 .65 226,669 817 31
3,022,073 10.87 50,227 .18 216,903 .78 126,789 «46 | 32
3,163,926 11.39 223,165 .80 285,257 1.03 395,031 l.42 | 33
2,187,457 8.00 77,871 .28 1_45,377 .54 274,270 1.00 | 34
3,971,180 14,98 109,992 o4l 23,192 .09 287,252 1.08| 35
1,651,367 6.31 67,554 «26 292,427 l.12 88,038 <34 | 36
4,361,280 17.06 67,050 .26 431,801 1.69 984,344 3.85 | 37
2,775,259 11.40 47,546 «20 196,123 .81 57,715 ~24 | 38
2,901,381 13,32 62,480 .29 116,054 «53 472,165 2,17 | 39
3,847,844 17.94 130,100 .61 343,035 1.60 797,839 3.72 | 40
2,430,588 11.76 170,740 .83 114,718 «56 342,121 1.66 | 41
2,262,875 1l.24 41,486 .21 117,185 .58 168,448 84 | 42
3,882,792 19.61 161,107 +81 171,170 .86 526,058 2.66 [ 43
2,289,774 12,38 67,322 «36 130,161 .70 186,201 1.01 | 44
2,633,746 15012 | mommmmmmmece [ e 195,640 1.12 220,025 1.26 | 45
2,362,060 13.67 116,797 .68 113,608 +66 81,460 .47 | 46
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136 FINANCJAL STATISTICS OF CITIES

TABLE 13.-~GOVERNMENTAL-COST PAYMENTS FOR OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE
DEPARTMENTAL SERVICE—TOTAL

{This table is presented in two sections, the first section beginning on p. 130. For alphabetical

VI.~~CHARITIES, HOSPITALS, AND CORRECTIONS

Cit: Supervision Charities Hospitals Corrections
ey 1Ty
Per Per Per Per
Total capita Total caplta Total cepita Total capita

GROUP III.—CITIES HAVING A POPULATION

47 | Fort Worth, Tex.---q -=~=---c= | ~=—nen $182,443 | $1.08 $54,000 | $0.32 | ————meeee [ —-ooo -
48 | Hartford, Conn $38,150 | $0.23 1,546,461 9.18 80,745 .48 $37,509 | $0.22
49 | Flint, Mich.---=-ned =vmemmeon [ —oeee 126,342 «76 577,644 3045 §omemcmnmas | cmmae

50 [ New Haven, Conn. 14,955 .09 817,195 5.02 197,115 l.21
51 | San Diego, Calif.-- 5,501 .03 11,393 .07
52 | Long Beach, Calif.-o 6,640 .04 142,730 091 | memmmmmmen | e
53 | Nashville, Tenn.-~-o =-=-w=--~ [ —c—au- 52,918 .34 224,522 l.44
54 | Springfield, Mass 1.04 1,192,211 7.77 98,713 .64

55 | Tulse, Okla.-—-==w-of ~mmm-—eae | —coeee 11,114 .08 198 (1/)

56 | Bridgsport, Comn. .13 968,187 | 6.57 203,320 | 1.38 8,028 .05
57 |[Des Moines, Towa---o ===mmmmes | —mcaee 5,933 L04 [ mmmmmeeeee

58 | scranton, Pa.------o 19,470 A3 226,069 | 1,57 210,266

59 | Salt Lake City, Utal =-=s=--nn | —=m=on 400 | (1/) 10,710 .07 15,894 W11
50 | Yonkers, N. Y.- 38,937 .28 | 1,429,628 | 10.18 331,871 | 2,36 8,400 .06
81 | Paterson, N. J.-=--d ===mceems | —comu- 348,811 | 2.51 80,000 88 | mmmmmemmes | moean
62 | Jacksonville, Fla,-o —==mmmm== | =o-=mn 72,775 .52 20,400 .15 38,729 .28
63 | Albeny, N. Y.-+- .73 400,822 | .09 188,321 | 1.45 1,200 .01
64 | Norfolk, Va - 285,174 | 2.20 43,255 .33
65 | Trenton, N. J. 38,396 .31 303,808 | 2,45 SR (NUDINRE PRGN PR
66 | Chatt , Tonf, - ==cmcmmmn | —mmeee 32,926 .27 230,643 31,603 .26
67 | Kansas Clty, Kans,- 9,535 2,000 .02 2,040 .02

68 | Fort Wayne, Ind.

69 | Camden, N. J.- 293,457
70 Erie, Pa.~- 1,040
71 Elizabeth, N. J.---- 225,564
72 | Wichita, Kans.-- 12,837
73 | Spokane, Wash.-- 6,950 .06 6,603 .08 22,209 .19
74 Fall River, Mass. 916,632 7.95 126,711 1.10 [ ==mmemmmme | mmmeem
75 | Cambridge, Mass.- 999,547 8.74 241,323 2,11 324 (y)
76 | New Eedford, Mass.-- 672,157 5.97 60,124 .53 73 (y)
77 | Reading, Fa.-------- 270 | (1/) | =m--vmmmem | mmmmme | memceman e en
78 83,198 75 204,539 1.85 12,854 .12
79 | Peoria, Ill.-- 74,391 B el B e el R ST -
80 | South Bend, Ind.----f --~cecmo-e | mccmme | macccmace | e 39,957 .36 1,660 02
8l | Tacoma, Wash,-------| 1,200 N R R el el Rttt Rt
82 |Miami, Fla. 155,699 1,44 401,311 3.71 22,481 .21
83 | Gary, Ind.-- - - 1,500 .01
84 | Canton, Ohio 33,627 «31 7,423 .07 1,145 .01
85 | wilmington, Del 9,029 008 | wmmmvmoeee | e 6,500 .06
86 | Tempa, Fla.- 43,456 .41 255,433 2.40 35,284 33
87 Somerville, Mass.--- 40,186 .38 1,525,269 14.42 52,571 .50 78 (y)
88 [ El Paso, Tex.~ - 7,810 .07 26,961 +25 7,080 .07
89 | Evensville, Ind. 12,495 .12 12,500 .12 1,400 .01
90 | Lynn, Mass.---- 811,404 7.89 | mmomemcen | commen 2,276 .02
91 )6 1,001,648 9.76 93,628 .91 2,759 .03
92 | Duluth, Minn.-=-mec smc-mceae | oemaoe £,326 .06 42,485 42 3,712 .04
93 | Waterbury, Conn 20,297 +20 256,556 2.53 107,254 1.06 5,514 .05
94 | Lowell, Mass.-- 36,960 .37 878,810 8,77 48,796 .49 712 <01
Honolulu, Hawaii 2/o -==r-=mmc | —meuee 104,510 .52 142,459 .70 100,257 .49

1/ Less than 1/2 of 1 cent.
2/ Not included in group or grand totals.
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GENERAL DEPARTMENTS—TOTAL AND PER CAPITA 137
OF GENERAL DEPARTMENTS, BY PRINCIPAL DIVISICYNS OF THE GENERAL
AND PER CAPITA: 1936—Continued
list of cities, by States, showing rank, ses p. 2. For text discussion see p. 28)
VII.—EDUCATION VIII.—RECREATION IX. —MISCELLANEOUS
Schools Livbraries City
no.
Total Per Total per
capita capita
Total per Total Per
ota capita 8. capita
OF 100,000 TO 300,000—Continued
$1,979,535 | $11.70 $43,347 $0.26 $205,090 $1.21 $54,768 $0.32 | 47
3,118,411 18.51 118,000 70 422,942 2.51 334,274 1.98 | 48
2,283,353 13.66 76,331 .46 100,953 .60 53,619 32| 49
2,519,163 15,48 98,697 .61 358,970 2.21 380,407 2.34| 50
2,726,103 17.03 109,738 69 316,381 1.98 209,451 1,31 | 51
2,498,868 15.92 115,781 .74 375,550 2.39 134,912 .86 | 52
1,119,459 7.17 40,495 «26 131,231 .84 119,056 .76 | 53
2,924,000 19.086 186,874 1l.22 416,748 2.72 396,199 2,58 | 54
1,921,479 12.98 43,956 +30 92,290 .62 73,861 .50 S5
1,786,836 12.13 135,861 .92 225,740 1.53 306,585 2.08 | 56
2,104,891 14.49 83,415 .57 104,786 .72 328,270 2,26 | 57
2,262,837 15.67 43,450 | «30 112,700 .78 237,026 1.64 | 58
2,095,188 14,53 88,867 .62 193,274 1.34 144,795 1.00 | 59
3,303,502 23.51 39,923 .28 236,502 1.68 737,185 5.25 | 60
2,227,642 16.03 68,623 .49 65,103 .47 310,883 2.24| 61
1,339,198 . 9.64 67,619 .49 203,517 1.47 209,404 1.51 | &2
1,891,458 14.57 118,677 .91 301,828 2.33 389,989 3.00 | 63
1,180,966 9.10 32,985 .25 61,620 .48 112,602 .87 | 64
1,865,838 15.03 89,020 .72 64,442 .52 247,216 1.99| 65
937,463 7.59 36,873 «30 47,572 .39 70,636 .57 | 66
1,364,421 11.06 31,201 .25 36,899 .30 64,696 52| 67
1,277,428 10.64 63,275 .53 89,337 74 97,516 .81/ 68
1,600,134 13.44 32,387 .27 51,861 44 290,305 2.44 | 69
1,752,330 14.81 51,529 44 52,405 .44 153,532 1.30 | 70
1,749,893 14.84 66,384 .56 58,016 .49 175,474 1l.49| 71
1,820,251 15.48 46,216 .39 100,350 .85 32,909 .28 | 72
1,577,824 13.53 62,640 .54 141,121 1.21 109,333 94| 73
1,170,458 10.15 38,095 «33 57,931 .50 246,583 2,14 | 74
1,907,351 16.69 73,663 .64 198,319 1.74 339,676 2,97 { 75
1,456,016 12.93 62,166 «55 79,387 .71 115,308 1.02 76
1,764,069 15.78 39,865 36 106,137 .95 170,156 1.52 77
1,125,144 10.17 46,064 .42 20,771 .19 73,455 .66 ) 78
1,212,197 11.04 77,848 W71 166,520 1.52 108,900 .99} 79
1,244,278 11.35 70,284 .64 62,925 .57 70,561 .64 | 80
1,470,767 13.59 57,934 .54 114,669 1.06 119,068 1,10 | 81
1,035,749 9.57 12,300 11 205,146 1.90 235,789 2.18 | 82
1,417,646 13.12 66,566 .62 97,036 .90 54,764 .51 | 83
1,426,422 13.27 23,953 .22 51,903 .48 137,592 1.28 | 84
1,547,514 14.52 54,687 .51 78,187 .73 56,333 .53 | 85
1,228,067 11.53 19,313 .18 58,726 +55 79,266 .74 | 86
1,548,134 14.63 74,519 .70 112,754 1.07 201,678 1.91 | 87
929,318 8.78 23,808 23 77,482 73 25,022 .24 | 88
1,065,095 10.13 65,729 .63 97,710 .93 93,713 .89 | 89
1,512,614 14.70 66,333 .64 168,156 1.63 197,945 1.2 90
1,533,226 14,94 69,127 .87 83,621 .82 222,543 2.17 91
1,654,621 16.24 67,463 .66 114,218 1.12 199,025 1.95 | 92
1,657,945 16.37 46,850 +46 140,703 1.39 143,570 l.42 | 93
1,277,404 12.74 35,029 +35 97,599 .57 401,291 4.00 | 94
438,013 2,16 2,897 .01 292,611 l.44 595,958 2.94
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TABLE 14,—PERCENT DISTRIBUTION OF THE PAYMENTS FOR OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE OF GENERAL DEPARTMENTS, BY PRINCIPAL DIVISIONS OF THE
GENERAL DEPARTMENTAL SERVICE: 1936

{For alphabeticel list of cities. by States, showing rank, ses p. 2.

For text discussion, see p. 29)

II.—PROTECTION TO PERSON

VI.—CHARITIES, HOSPITALS,

AND PROPERTY B ey AND CORRECTIONS VL. —EDUGATION|
city] or 1. —GENERAL o | | v.—u1on- 1= | x. —ugs-
no. Y GOVERMMENT SERVATION | PROMOTIO WAYS RECREA= | oo 1 aNEOUS
OF HEALTH | OF CLEAN- TION
Police de- | Fire de= | All LINESS Super- Charities | Hospital, Correc- Sehool, Libra-
partment |partment | other vision s | Hosp 8| tions CR0028 [ r1es

Grand total------ 8.2 9.9 6.2 1.1 2.4 5.3 5.9 0.2 14.9 3.7 1.1 31.1 1.1 2.8 6.0

8.7 10.5 5.3 1.2 2.3 5.4 5.3 .2 17.4 3.9 1.3 28.2 1.0 2.8 6.6

9.3 8.2 6.8 1.3 3.2 4.9 7.7 .3 11,6 5.1 1.2 31.8 1.5 2.6 4.6

5.6 8.7 9.2 .8 2.3 5.3 7.2 2 7.9 2.2 .3 41.0 1.5 3.1 4.6

GROUP I.—CITIES HAVING A POPULATION OF 500,000 AND OVER
1 New York, N. Y. 7.8 10,0 4.1 1.2 1.5 5.6 4.2 0.1 25.3 3.8 0.8 26.7 0.5 1.5 6.9
2 Chicago, Ill.-~ - 11.7 12.3 4.9 1.5 3.1 5.8 6.7 (y) 9.7 1.8 1.2 26.4 .9 5.7 8.4
3 Philadelphia, Pa. ~ 11.8 13.8 5.4 1.0 1.7 5.5 6.0 .1 1.7 4.2 3.7 34.5 .8 3.2 6.6
4 Detroit, Mich,------4 7.7 12.9 5.9 1.1 4.0 6.1 4.7 .1 9.1 4.4 1.1 30.6 1.3 2.2 8.8
5 Los Angeles, Calif.-+ 10.0 8.3 7.7 2.0 2.2 2.7 6.0 .1 12,0 4.5 2.1 34.9 1.5 2.5 3.5
6 Cleveland, Ohio 4 8.4 8.6 5.9 ) 3.6 5.5 7.2 (_]_./) 18.7 2.9 1.1 28.8 3.1 1.3 4.2
7 St. Louls, Mo.- 9.5 15.9 7.0 1.1 3.2 3.1 5.4 ———— 7.8 7.3 1.4 30.6 1.3 4.0 2.4
8 Baltimore, Md. 7.3 13.0 8.4 .5 2.3 6.9 9.7 .1 10.6 4.2 1.2 25.6 1.5 2.8 5.6
9 Boston, Mass.- 7.3 2.9 6.2 1.1 2.9 5.1 6.1 1.8 14.3 5.0 1.4 28.3 1.9 3.5 5.5
10 Pittsburgh, Pa. 14.4 7.4 5.8 1.0 2.3 5.7 7.1 .2 6.5 1.2 2.2 34.6 1.4 3.3 6.9
11 San Francisco, Calif. 9.0 11.2 10.7 1.0 1.8 2.6 3.4 4 8.4 5.5 1.1 28.3 1.3 6.4 8.8
12 Washington, D, C.---+ 4.9 9.8 6.3 1.5 2.2 4.2 4.7 3 16.2 9.0 3.5 26.6 1.2 3.9 5.7
13 Milwaukee, Wis 7.0 8.3 5.8 1.0 2.9 8.3 5.6 ———— 16.0 5.6 1.1 26.7 1.1 5.9 3.6
14 Buffalo, N. Y.- 6.0 6.2 S.1 o7 2.7 4.1 5.3 5 31.3 3.7 1.0 23.2 1.1 3.4 5.6
GROUP II.—CITIES HAVING A POPULATION OF 300,000 TO 500,000

15 Minneapolls, Minn.--- 6.5 5.0 4.9 1.2 3.8 2.3 6.3 22.6 3.6 0.9 33.1 1.9 3.0 4.9
16 New Orleans, Le - 13.1 12.1 9.8 3.4 2.0 9.3 7.0 9.1 .4 1.3 25.1 5 2.3 3.3
1% Cincinnati, Ohio- 4 8.1 5.6 5.3 .8 2.9 3.8 6.4 15.9 5.4 1.2 35.8 1.6 1.7 5.1
18 Newark, N. J.-- 1 8.6 11.4 7.0 1.0 4.4 6.6 3.6 10.86 6.4 1.6 30.2 1.5 2.1 5.0
19 Kansas City, Mo & 13.2 7.9 5.7 1.2 1.9 6.2 1l.2 2.0 6.8 1.8 35.8 1.8 4.0 1.4
20 Seattle, Wash.- 4 11.0 6.7 7.3 1.4 3.4 3.7 7.2 6.5 3.9 .9 29.0 1.4 2.3 5.4
21 Indianapolis, Ind - 8.2 8.7 12.6 .8 2.3 5.1 6.1 5.0 5.4 .3 36.6 2.1 3.2 3.5
22 Rochester, N. Y.- 7.0 4.7 4.9 1.2 3.1 5.6 8.1 21.7 3.2 .7 28.5 1.1 2.8 5.8
23 Jersey City, No J.--+ 10.6 13.1 6.6 .9 3.7 4.6 4.5 6.7 12.0 1.3 24.7 1.1 2.6 7.4
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TABLE 14.,-—PERCENT DISTRIBUTION OF THE PAYMENTS FOR OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE OF GENERAL DEPARTMENTS, BY PRINCIPAL DIVISIONS OF THE
GENERAL DEPARTMENTAL SERVICE: 1936-—Continued

{For alphesbeticel list of citles, by States, showing rank, see p. 2.

For text discussion, see p. 29)

II.—PROTECTION TO PERSON

VI.—CHARITIES, HOSPITALS,

AND PROPERTY ITT. —CON- ;X'imﬂé AND CORRECTIONS VIT. —EDUCATION VIII.—
Civy] cITY 1. —GENERAL SERVATION |PRowoTION |V —HICH- RECREA- | DX —MIS-
no. GOVERNMENT b wars CELLANEOUS
Police do- |Fire de- | au1 | OF FEALTE | OF s Suer= | cuari v1s | Hospitate | COF790 | sonoore | Bibra- | TN
partment partment | other vision hd P e tions ools ries
GROUP TIT.—CITIES HAVING A POPULATION OF 100,000 TO 300,000—Continued

68 | Port Wayme, Ind. 3.1 10.1 12.2 | 0.6 1.3 5.7 2.8 | smom | memeeem | e 53.7 | 2.7 3.8 4.1
69 | Camden, N. & 10.2 9.6 8.4 | .5 1.9 3.4 6.4 | 0.1 7.4 2.3 0.4 .8 1.3 7.3
70 | Erie, Pa,---- 6.7 7.3 8.9 | .4 2.9 6.6 6.2 | - 7 I 53.1 | 1.6 1.6 4.7
71 | Elizaveth, N. J 5.5 12,0 1.0 | .8 2.0 5.3 6.4 .2 5.5 1.4 42.6 | 1.6 1.4 4.3
72 | Wichita, Kens.- 3.8 6.9 0.0 | .5 1.2 4.2 3.3 | - et | e 62.9 | 1.6 3.5 1.1
75 | Spokene, Wash.-- 5.0 6.6 8.2 | 1.0 1.6 4.8 16.2 .2 .2 46,5 | 1.8 4.1 3.2
74 | Fall River, Mass 4.0 8.7 7.9 | .4 4.5 2.1 7.1 23.4 3.2 29.8 | 1.0 1.5 6.3
75 | Cambridge, Mass. 4.6 8.3 8.1 | 7 3.0 6.7 756 | —mm- 16.2 3.9 30.9 | 1.2 3.2 5.5
76 | New Hedford, Mass.---| 5.2 9.6 8.5 | .7 4.8 5.4 7.2 .6 16.0 1.4 34.6 | 1.5 1.9 2.7
77 | Reading, Pa.---- 7.5 8.6 46 | .3 2.7 4.8 5.9 () e | 5.5 | 1.3 3.3 5.4
78 | Knoxville, Temn 5.7 9.5 12,0 | .6 3.1 4.5 8.6 3.0 5| 0.2 [ 1.6 7 2.6
79 | Peoris, Ill.--- 7.3 7.8 9.0 | .4 41 6.5 1.2 24 | memece | e 39.7 | 2.5 5.5 3.6
80 | South Bend, Ind 3.1 8.3 0.8 | .4 1.7 3.6 85 | —mme | mmmemoo 2| see | 32 2.8 3.1
81 | Tacama, Wash. 6.0 8.9 16.5 | .6 1.5 6.2 8.6 () | mememee | - 3.1 | 1.7 3.4 3.5
82 | Miami, Fla 9.4 8.7 8.2 | 2.7 3.3 7.4 10.4 3.8 5 | 2500 .3 5.0 5.7
83 | Gary, Ind. 3.4 10.7 .5 | .5 1.6 4.9 5.0 | —ome | cmeeee- 2| 541 | 2.5 3.7 2.1
84 | Canton, Ohio- 6.1 7.1 7.1 | .2 1.5 4.3 12,7 | - 1.2 w)H | st .9 1.9 5.0
85 | Wilmington, Del.---- 8.7 10.5 0.2 | .4 1.2 8.5 6.0 | - .3 2| 4.8 | 1.8 2.5 1.8
8 | Tampa, Fla.---------- 7.6 7.8 6.9 | .6 1.8 7.1 9.9 | —--- 1.5 1.2 | a7 7 .0 2.7
87 | Somerville, Mass 4.2 6.9 7.4 | .4 3.3 6.6 6.6 27.8 W) | 8.2 | 1.2 2.1 3.7
86 | El Paso, Tex.—- 5.4 9.1 . | .6 2.5 5.3 4.9 - 4| sl.1| 1.3 4.3 1.4
89 | Evensvills, Ind 3.1 12.2 1.1 | .6 1.8 3.3 7.6 | ---- .5 Q] 45, 2.8 4.2 4.0
90 | Lynn, Mase.- 4.2 7.7 1.0 | .6 5.7 5.2 6.6 .9 17.7 ) 32.9 | 1.4 3.7 4.3
91 | Utica, N. Y. 5.5 7.1 0.4 | .3 1.8 5.2 8.6 .3 20.3 | om0 | 1. 1.7 4.5
92 | Duluth, Vinn. 7.8 8.0 9.8 | .9 1.5 2.7 7.0 | ---- .2 Q| ese | ze0 3.4 5.9
93 | Waterbury, Conn 7.2 7.8 wme | 1.3 1.2 11.6 .4 5.2 1| =8| 1.0 2.9 2.9
54 | Lowell, Nass.--- 5.5 7.7 8.3 | .5 3.3 5.3 8.8 .8 19.5 /) | 28.3 .8 1.3 8.9

Homolulu, Hawaii 2/-- 1.1 12.1 6.9 | .7 5.8 6.9 19.9 | - 2.3 3.1 2.2 9.6 a1 6.4 13,0

1/ Less than 1/20 of 1 percent.
2/ Not included in group or grand totals.

Digitized for FRASER
http://fraser.stlouisfed.org/
Federal Reserve Bank of St. Louis

0¥l

STILID J0 SOLISLIVIS TYIONVNIX



TABLE 15.—GOVERNMENTAL-COST PAYMENTS FOR OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE OF PUBLIC~SERVICE ENTERPRISES: 1936

(For alphabetical list of cities, by States, showing rank, see p. 2.

For text discuasion, see p. 29)

Flectric light Ports, docks, Cemeteries | Auditoriums,
Cé:ﬁ CITY Total Wa:;:;:l\gply and power M‘::::;:“S::d Z;:’::;: wharves, and halls, and Airports All other
* systems and harbors crematories stadiums
Grand total-----~-—-~-~ $143,371,588 || $68,184,970 $17,626,443 $1,539,453 $31,197,304 45,173,391 $1,039,017 41,610,201 | $2,152,869 | $14,847,940
Group I---- 86,046,864 37,504,433 11,530,151 1,060,684 26,640,463 2,313,362 184,750 878,405 792,606 5,142,010
Group IT--- 24,355,324 9,085,587 2,425,909 219,061 4,490,837 1,473,166 92,120 254,397 §97,490 5,616,757
Group III--w-=-=aa—=~o———— 32,969,400 21,594,950 3,670,383 259,708 66,004 1,386,863 762,147 477,399 662,773 4,089,173
GROUP I.—CITIES HAVING A POPULATION OF 500,000 AND OVER
1 New York, N. Y.- -4 $21,500,403 $6,729,393 - $586,810 $9,482,810 $990,496 43,700,894
2 Chicago, Iil.-- . 10,125,026 8,649,678 $1,167,325 4,984 - 125,487 455,998 $121,554 | —-- -
3 Philagelphia, Pa. - 2,257,396 1,937,301 - 200 - 166,469 - 60,754 92,672
4 | Detroit, Mich.- = 16,838,915 2,055,356 | - - 44,115 14,616,190 121,094
5 Los Angeles, Calif . 12,117,210 3,304,121 7,633,403 928,394 $368 84,416 166,508 | ~-==nmcmoean
] Cleveland, Ohfo-- — 5,607,091 2,574,756 2,395,194 68,140 113,556 333,420 35,348 86,677
7 St. Louis, Mo.--- 2,751,915 2,245,593 60,941 14,755 136,473 32,891 261,262
8 Baltimore, Md. 1,789,845 1,157,008 81,749 15,797 535,291
9 Boston, Mass.- 3,012,603 2,304,355 47,928 70,826 [ ~~-mmmmmmmam 35,852 553,642
10 | Pittsburgh, Pa. 1,865,723 1,755,156 32,801 | —-cmmommmmeee 8,30% 30,473 38,946 38
11 San Francisco, Calif.-- 4,561,965 1,565,399 | = 334,229 | meevmmmmemme 2,541,463 75,861 45,013 | =-=mommmmeee
12 Washington, D. C.- 1,102,202 1,070,662 31,540
13 Milwaukee, Wis.-- 1,179,671 1,096,569 6,015 | ~mer-mmmmeeee 53,749 21,292 2,046
14 Buffalo, N. ¥,-=----cn-voend 1,336,899 1,049,086 | ~—-=s-mmmmemaem 95,461 | ~——-=--momnom 9,906 | ~=mmmmmmaean 101,010 81,436 | ====-mmmmeae
GROUP II.--CITIES HAVING A POPULATION OF 300,000 TO 500,000
15 Minneapolis, Minn.- - $1,093,112 $971,562 $18,222 $42,144
16 | New Orleens, La.- E 2,477,867 679,188 480,603 $1,155,897 | —~mmmmmmmmeee 108,625
17 Cincinnati, Ohio- B 1,344,954 1,307,111 18,291 13,930
18 | Newark, N. J.-- E 1,488,653 1,007,587 25,644 -- 94,726 360,696
19 | Kansas City, Mo R 1,617,059 1,518,746 .- 20,203 -—- 11,623 46,222 1,968
20 Seattle, Wash,--- B 6,918,801 543,941 $2,425,909 7,808 3,334,940 517,504 33,809 10,576
2y Indianapolis, Ind. 5,107,928 24,647 - 18,453 5,063,868
22 | Rochester, N. Y.-- 658,574 492,624 | commemmacanaeas 15,624 | mmcomommmenan 14,013 30,295 | ~mmmmmmmmeam
23 Jersey City, N. J 767,562 730,334 37,228
24 Houston, Tex. 1,154,749 691,941 | —-==mm-mmmmmemae 26,241 { ~e~mmmemme e 296,046 | =—mm=mmm—m—— 20,327 6,000 114,194
25 Louisville, Ky.-- 666,767 620,911 12,560 2,119 17,809 13,368 | m==mem—mm—m
26 Portland, Oreg.-~- 1,089,298 521,642 - 471,244 | m~-emmaa—an 28,047 23,948 14,417
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TABLE 15.—GOVERNMENTAL-COST PAYMENTS FOR OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE OF PUBLIC-SERVICE ENTERPRISES: 1936—Continued

{For alphabetical 1ist of cities, by States, showing rank, see p. 2.

For text discussion, see p. 29)

Electric light Ports, docks, Cemeteries |Auditoriums,

C;;y CITY Total la:;:;:::ply and power M::::;:us::d :‘;:::;: wharves, and halls, and Airports All other
* systems and harbors crematories stadiums
GROUP II1.—CITIES HAVING A POPULATION OF 100,000 TO 300,000

27 Columbus, Ohlo- $1,020,031 $645,952 $349,057 $13,167 -- $11,855 | ~——-encoemw
28 | Toledo, Ohio-- 788,618 742,065 5,011 $23,267 $14,066 2,659 $1,550
29 Osklend, Calif. 2,097,348 1,591,464 $389,329 | ~--mmomemeee 55,300 47,845 | ~—mememcmee
30 | Deuver, Colo. 722,509 648,159 3,911 28,386 42,053 | —comcmmmeie
33 Atlanta, Ga.-- 484,735 440,858 16,051 5,608 21,018 1,200
32 Dallas, TeX.~==~—----~v——v- 513,954 502,786 | -~
33 St. Paul, Minn.--- 916,276 798,482 | ~—remmmmemmman 11,655 | ~-mmmmmmmeeen 2,500 | --=——mmemeoo 81,272 21,1867 1,200
34 3immingham, Ala. 48,976 [] —~mcmmaanee - 30,440 18,536 | —===--emmeme
35 Akron, Ohio 351,298 330,190 18,756 2,352
36 Memphis, Tenn,------e-eea-—d 478,543 433,686 | —mem-momemamoo 5,917 | ~e-mmmmemmme 10,660 | m~~e-mmmrmee 18,928 9,352 [ ~vmm-mmmerae
37 Providence, R. I.- 836,328 774,807 19,849 37,937 3,735
38 San Antonio, Tex 267,360 197,883 20,264 18,475 30,738 [-=--eemmmeems | e
39 Omaha, Nebr.--- 2,360,279 626,669 9,478 10,384 1,713,748
40 Syracuse, N. Y. 366,463 320,744 | mm-mmmmmmemee 23,094 3,103
41 Dayton, Ohio- - 276,309 271,706
42 Oklahoma City, Okla.- 295,796 259,534
43 Worcester, Mass.- 383,904 282,881 62,408 37,779
44 Richmond, Va.--- 1,038,595 301,673 | mmwmmmememmeeen 16,088 | —===mmmem—eme 18,044 52,249 762
45 Youngstown, Ohio-- 434,498 432,445
46 Grand Rapids, Mich. 431,682 332,991 10,240 58,107 30,344
47 Fort Worth, Tex.-~- 300,234 237,482 - 18,865
48 Hartford, Conm.--- 457,507 399,211 | ~mm-emmmmmmmmea 18,891 17,942 21,463
49 Flint, Mich.,--- 292,902 283,370 | mv-mmmmmm—mmaee 2,739 - 6,663
50 New Haven, Conn 14,980 2,577 12,403
51 San Diego, Calif.- 531,437 427,969 68,880 26,504 6,772
52 | Long Beach, Calif.- 1,291,170 298,141 954 | ~mmmmmmcmeeee 71,713 2,832 8,797
53 Naghville, Tenn.-- 344,480 318,467 21,297 |w-memmemmecan | anacan 2,183 1,327 1,208
54 Springfield, Mass. 409,226 398,644 B
55 Tulsa, Okla.---- 285,748 239,203 - 2,792 | memmmmmmemen 43,783 | ~emmemmmeeen
56 Bridgeport, Conn. 15,844 15,844
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87

59
60
61

62
63

6S
66

87
68
69

71

72
73
74
7%
76

77
79
80
8l

82
83

85
86

88
89
90

9

93
94

Yonkers, N. Y
Paterson, N. J.

Alveny, N. Y.-~
Norfolk, Va.-
Trenton, N. J.-

Fort Wayne, Ind.
Camden, N. J.

Wichita, Kans.--
Spokane, Wash,-
Fall River, Mass
Cambridge, Mass.

Reading, Pa.
Knoxville, Tenn.
Peoria, Ill.~---
South Bend, Ind.
Tacoma, Wash.

Miami, Fla.-
Wilmington, Del.
Tempa, Fla,
Somerville, Mass

El Paso, Tex.---
Evansville, Ind.

Duluth, Minn.
Waterbury, Conn.
Lowell, Massg,---

Honolulu, Hawaif

Des Moines, Iowa-
Scranton, Pa.----
Salt Lake City, Utah-

Jacksonville, Fla,---=---—- -

Chattanooga, Tenn,---------+

Kangsas City, Kans,------~w-d

Elizabeth, N. J.--

New Bedford, Mass.

Utica, N. Y,==u--

392,521 296,465 20,926 §9,814 | ~wmmmmmmeeme 15,316
- 2,392 392
367,262 286,760 55,082 | —mmmeemmenen 25,420
393,095 386,651 3,775
291,480 291,480
1,858,378" 249,967 1,136,830 379,963 3,695 32,762 55,161
865,872 446,928 189,042 29,902 | mmmemmmmmeee
271,821 210,517 23,318 37,202 784
427,893 388,327 5,331 34,235
41,732 7,833 19,715 13,556 628
1,706,738 974,157 718,781 13,800
876,534 300,166 550,318 1,538 23,452 1,080
249,680 224,004 | ===-mmcmmecmeee 664 - 11,250 13,762
349,091 343,088 418 | ——meemmmmeee 3,911 | —-mmmeemmeee 1,674
365,217 357,870 | ==mmmmmemmmeeee 2,505 | ==--mm-mmmmen 4,842
69,480 6,186 17,463 45,831 | ---eomeoooe
226,605 220,910 40 5,655 | -m-mmmmmmmnm
170,724 140,835 29,889
375,909 330,252 45,657
241,994 192,327 | emmm- 1,565 48,102
264,966 264,966 -
230,898 216,861 | --=m-mmememoeee 12,254 1,783
7,064 924 | —-vomsmemenen 4,842
285,466 268,167 7,409 | -mmmmmmeeeee 9,890
1,192,683 216,436 901,987 [ =--mmmommmme 66,004 8,256
329,546 245,874 | ~=-e--ommmmmee 6,657 | ~mmmmmmmmenen 51,900 2,500 [---onmmemnen 22,615 | ---=m-mmmmem
6,049 6,049
223,004 208,280 6,254 7,144 |-mmmmmemmenn 1,326
393,989 281,806 1,800 | ==-ammmmaamee 110,383 -
191,682 164,569 14,090 2,973 3,070
205,292 205,292
209,085 201,418 897 6,770
313,848 259,270 8,858 36,898 |~-m-mmccanan 8,822 | ~--mmmmmmmee
----------- 266,533 192,862 73,671
——————————— 16,642 16,642 -
890,646 823,638 | ~-omwnmmemmmmme [ e e e 3,328 663,680
215,957 204,977 | —vmmcmmmmmeaeee . 1,000 9,980
324,602 262,368 30,953 29,908 1,373
1/mmmmend 602,451 602,451 -

1/ Not included in
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FINANCIAL STATISTICS OF CITIES

TABLE 18.—GOVERNMENTAL-COST

{For alphabetical list of cities, by States, showing

City]

PAYMENTS FOR INTEREST ON FUNDED OR FIXED DEBT BY~-

City corporation

o CITY Total
Public-service enterprises School
General district
Revenue Other than
Trevenus
Grand totel----~--- $354,114,735 |[2/ $163,447,003 | $5,521,267 | 3/ $109,085,439 | 4/ $20,921,163
Group I-- 244,115,213 || 7/ 107,184,727 | 1,486,999 | 3/ 88,461,591 8,666,139
Group II- - 43,746,125 || "8/ 20,722,889 | 2,696,344 7,275,377 3,568,052
Group IIT--- 4 66,253,397 35,539,387 | 1,337,924 13,348,471 | 4/ 8,686,972
GROUP I.--CITIES HAVING A
1 | New York, N. Y. $99,211,687 $36,532,468 | -~ -- $52,952,644 -
2 | Chicago, I11.-- 26,165,864 5,898,520 |  $639,600 4,368 $1,703,655
3 | Philadelphia, Pa. 26,318,959 14,128,258 - 9,633,053 2,477,717
4 | Detroit, Mich,-—- 29,879,225 || 7/ 23,795,458 - 3/ 5,635,670 | =~—=—mm=mmmmmm
6 | Los Angeles, Calif.~ 12,442,046 2,098,449 453,472 6,078,927 2,551,744
6 | Cleveland, Chioc E 7,590,993 3,159,801 | ===~==nmnm 1,823,245 897,456
7 | St. Louis, Mo.--- 3,500,080 2,663,037 350,263 346,750 140,030
8 | Baltimore, Md.~ 7,700,052 5,252,'989 2,434,078 | -~ -
9 | Boston, Mass. 8,288,460 3,202,918 3,138,872 -
10 | Pittsburgh, Pa,----- 6,446,463 2,300,666 309,385 895,537
11 | Sen Francisco, Calif 7,769,018 2,481,128 5,245,317 | —mm-memmeommae
12 Washington, D. C.
13 | Milweukee, Wis. 3,056,876 1,722,172 120,173
14 | Buffelo, N. Y.- 5,745,490 3,948,863 739,109
GROUP II.~CITIES HAVING A
15 Minneapolis, Minn. $2,778,560 $1,953,955 $389,356 | —-vmmmmmeemee
16 New Orleene, la,- 5,083,989 8/ 2,581,181 330,506 $247,243
17 | Cineinnati, Ohlo- 4,910,843 2,326,427 1,169,533 614,588
18 Newark, N, J.-- 6,639,318 3,635,569 1,982,726 [ ~meemmemmeeien
19 | Kansae City, Mo 3,232,986 811,465 ————— 857,067 911,544
20 | Seattle, Wash.--- 4,434,515 668,747 | $2,334,424 | ~~~-ommmmooman 499,462
21 | Indienapolis, Ind. 1,823,968 676,002 361,920 34,662 436,217
22 | Rochester, N. Y.- 3,107,711 2,034,231 - 250,644
23 | Jersey City, N. J 4,204,047 2,703,718 716,720
24 | Houston, Tex.-- 2,817,037 1,161,876 299,794
25 | Loulsville, Ky. 1,673,808 1,559,622 98,920
26 | Portlard, Oreg.-- 3,039,343 610,096 1,145,449 335,728
GROUP III.—CITIES HAVING A
27 | Columbus, Ohio- $1,875,537 £1,006,051 $273,260 $424,141
28 | Toledo, Ohio=-- 1,899,851 1,222,365 44,882 631,602
29 | Oaklend, Calif. 2,758,240 131,243 345,338 526,361
30 | Denver, Colo 1,950,336 194,627 1,044,192 377,019
31 | Atlentas, Ga.- 676,892 523,978 96,875 | —mam—camccmee
%2 | Dellas, Tex.-~~-------- 1,737,892 1,333,303 $140 403,900 | —=mmmmmememae
3% | St. Paul, Minn.-- 2,052, 200 1,202,173 290,313 | comommmmmmaeen
34 Birminghem, Ala 1,136,607 1,007,249
35 | Akron, Ohio-- 2,284,504 1,146,917 454,039
36 | Memphis, Tenn. 1,323,207 920,011 276,548
37 Providence, R, I.-: 2,409,092 1,528,489 47,818 | wmmemcmmemaaas
38 | Sen Antonio, Tex 1,496,657 749,854 348,645 371,991
39 | Omaha, Nebr. 1,446,689 412,713 18,132 408,329
40 | Syracuse, N. Y. 1,556,885 1,089,500 262,324 | cmecmmcmocmaan
41 | Dayton, Ohio 1,108,845 511,017 207,022 346,283
42 | Oklahoma City, Okla. 1,011,319 420,802 285,966 253,396
43 Worcester, Mass.- 410,652 242,908 154,066
44 | Richmond, Va.-- 1,678,130 1,311,875 334,941 -
45 | Youngstown, Ohio- 550,172 310,859 54,970 119,326
46 Grand Repids, Mich 781,263 314,949 175,688 170,650
47 Fort Wiorth, Tex.- 1,204,869 530,592 382,841 242,195
48 | Hartford, Conn.-- 1,069,686 780,853 147,881 ~—
49 Flint, Mich,~eamev-n 960,739 365,526 100,969 374,076
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INTEREST PAYMENTS 145
PAYMENTS .l./ FOR INTEREST: 1936
renk, see p. 2., For text discussion, see p. 29)
PAYMENTS FOR INTEREST | PAYMENTS FOR INTEREST
ON FUNDED OR FIXED ON SPECIAL ASSESS- PAYMENTS FOR INTEREST ON FLOATING DEBT BY—
DEBT BY—Continued MENT DEBT BY—
Other govermmental units City corporation
Public Other Public-service Other briut»y
- G ) - _ .
Bervice cor;;ia- govern- enterprises School i:;z::
General enter- tion mental General district units—
prises— units Reve- Other general
other than Iue than
revenue revenue
$24,925,126 /94,497,215 $10,863,356 [$1,077,331 8,024,900 [B62,883 [5210,572 4,266,701 6/$1,211,779
18,539,064 | 5/1,363,884 | 6,193,517 904,833 | 6,467,620 | —-—--~ 3| 3,893,590 953,246
6,140,436 676,729 | 1,611,110 161,198| 429,626 [ 61,936 | —-~---= 151,474 250,954
245,626 | 2,456,602 | 3,058,729 11,300 | 1,127,654 947 | 210,569 | 221,637 8/ 7,579
POPULATION OF 500,000 AND OVER
----------- 5/$1,202,089 | $3,598,617 | ~-~------ [$4,925,969 1
$11,391,741 20,404 602,638 | ~=m-mca-m 1,166,125 $3 3,837,872 $900,938 2
33,569 42,412 3,950 | 3
156,462 46,658 | —=mwmmmmmm $221,161 18,470 ——————— 5,326 | 4
1,246,002 13,452 5
802,054 | ——me-mmemam 211,205 673,927 6,450 | ~=—mox | wemmemm 13,306 3,549 | 6
7
B e IR TR 12,985 | ==--mmem= | mmmmmmmee | mmeeee 8
---------------------- 1,708,230 [ —=-wmme- 238,440 ]
2,824,609 81,281 13,142 21,843 | 10
42,573 11
- 12
1,161,142 | mmemmmmmmee | mmmmmmmmem 9,725 [ —mmmmmmmm | moeeee 13
957,054 46,800 | —e=mmmmmm 36,024 | ~=mme= | mommcen | mmmmemeen 17,640 | 14
POPULATION OF 300,000 TO 500,000
$130,661 $294,290 $6,857 | 15
1,087,315 462,109 | - - 71,402 | 16
415,571 215,527 | $155,167 2,383 | ~emmee 4,735 | ~wmmmmmeeae 17
1,011,416 - 1,313 | 18
578,038 | —mmemcmcanm 40,094 | ~~-emmmmm 1,849 32,929 | 19
420,119 260,606 | =-—m-wmmnm 6,031 94,352 84,99 | 20
307,134 2,997 3,628 | 21
445,001 | —=memsmmman 362,471 | —=mmemmem 1,637 12,727 | 22
675,001 99,860 8,748 | 23
506,059 313,478 | ~mrmrmmmee | amcem e 12,560 24
15 8,788 6,363 | 25
563,006 95,733 236,619 | -~-omm-mm 6,328 21,993 | 26
POPULATION OF 100,000 TO 300,000
$172,085 - 27
1,002 28
29
334,356 $142 | commmeeeee 30
7,837 | =m-mmeeem $48,202 31
549 32
275,729 3,336 $180,649 33
117,062 12,306 34
275,507 35
21,465 | =mmmmmemm 5,100 83 36
71,838 37
13,398 | ~mmmem | meceeee 12,769 | ~==memmm=nm | 38
289,144 6,406 39
143,675 61,386 40
37,661 6,862 | ~-ommommeem 41
7,358 | —mmmmn | —emeeee 43,797 42
13,678 43
28,959 44
---------------------- 38,395 | —-ammmee-m 20,779 45
---------------------- 119,972 ~==em-emm 4 - 46
25,966 | —we-em--mam | 47
10/ $533 | 48
108,701 14,467 [ mmveemmemee 49
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146 FINANCIAL STATISTICS OF CITIES

TABLE 16.——GOVERNMENTAL~COST

(For alphabetical list of cities, by states, showing

PAYMENTS FOR INTEREST ON FUNDED OR FIXED DEBT BY—~—
City corporation
st cITy Total
Public-service enterprises School
General district
Revenue Other than
revemue
GROUP III.—CITIXS HAVING A POPULATION

50 | New Haven, Comn. $632,377 $612,980 $19,087 | coccmcmcemeaan
51 | Sen Dlego, Calif 1,000,254 108,694 679,291 $212,269
52 Long Beach, Calif. - 1,182,903 179,648 568,116 379,281
53 Nashville, Tenn. — 778,426 599,362 177,207
54 Springfield, Mass.- - 669,029 373,951 267,390
55 Tulsa, Okla,---- 1,020,243 457,407 | ~mmmmeenee 277,627 225,923
56 Bridgeport, Conn. 687,143 681,333
57 Des Moines, lowa: B41,517 252,734 254,999 322,433
58 Seranton, Pa.--- 485,672 96,751 324,041
59 Salt Leke City, Utah-- 569,679 170,726 183,748 180,940
60 Yonkers, N. Y.- 1,681,107 1,266,477 213,513
61 Paterson, N. J. 1,541,421 897,879 639,330
62 Jacksonville, Fla. 745,880 273,074 226,089
63 Albeny, N. Y. 1,589,074 685,374 539,512
64 Norfolk, Va.~ 1,947,870 1,247,927 699,943
65 Trenton, N. J.-- 919,505 802,559 40,714 | —ecmmmmme e
66 Chattenooga, Tenn. 747,748 662,185
67 Kansas City, Kens. 603,422 166,005 268,491 75,031
68 Fort Wayne, Ind. 238,472 34,946 87,789 115,737
69 Camden, N. J.--- 1,315,779 931,899 109,947 | —e-mmmrm e
70 Erie, Pa. 646,049 260,400 59,575 236,151
71 Elizabeth, N. J. = 875,484 589,402 278,915 | wevmmmcnme e
72 Wichita, Kans.- — 392,495 185,399 22,381 113,373
73 Spokene, Wash.- . 183,308 120,031 11,610 42,077
74 Fall River, Mass.- 308,702 285,184 | =—m=-mmmam 7,585 | memmmmmmemeeae
75 Cembricge, Mass.-- 468,976 374,410 42,918
76 New Bedford, Mass. - 347,064 257,456 56,746
77 | Reading, Pa.---- 4 616,856 157,959 104,845
78 Knoxville, Tenn. - 1,283,562 1,019,726 201,014 -—
78 Peoris, Ill. 182,277 46,400 16,780
80 268,746 95,126 35,937 135,157
81 721,921 97,784 496,349 10,640 70,103
82 1,914,845 1,143,456 17,402 308,337 229,418
83 265,401 103,887 2/ 153,265
84 Canton, Ohigw-e=se=o-ad £83,372 204,961 | —=mmmmmmee 49,807 267,778
85 Wilmington, Del. 615,813 294,538 318,929
86 Tempe, Fla, . 884,566 521,811 160,430
87 Somerville, Mass - 288,830 138,844 1,120
88 El Peso, Tex.--- - 452,105 341,944 87,704
89 Bvansville, Ind.- - 198,225 42,754 52,190
90 Lynn, Mass, 295,867 217,334 19,324 | amemcmcmeceaas
9L Utica, N. Y s 491,720 451,878 13,402 | comcmcmncmano
92 Duluth, Minn. - 477,182 204,167 91,556 156,770
93 Waterbury, Comnn. -1 755,492 410,962 296,765 | ~~mmemmmmmmaen
94 Lowell, Mass.~ =~ 186,744 154,81C 13,418 | memmcmmmmemaan

Honolulu, Bewaii 12/--4 732,704 258,910 413,250 | —m-mmccemmeman

y The payments reported in this table are the gross payments for interest on city debts less
issue of debt obligations. 2/ Includes $12,494,107 interest of prior yeers, paid in 1936 and £544,937
1936. 4/ Includes $4,140 interest on public-service enterprise school auditorium. 3/ Includes
obligations. 7/ Includes $12,494,107 interest of prior years, peid in 1936. 8/ Includes $544,937 in

interest on public-service obligations. yInterest on public-service enterprise obligations.
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rapk, See p. 2.

INTEREST PAYMENTS

For text discussion, see p. 29)
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PAYMENTS FOR INTEREST
ON FUNDED OR FIXFD

PAYMENTS FOR INTEREST

ON SPECIAL ASSESS-

PAYMENTS FOR INTEREST ON. FLOATING DEBT BY—

DEBT BY-—Continued MENT DEBT BY—
Other governmental units City corporation
City
Oth
Public- Other Public-service T | no.
City govern-
service govern~ enterprises School tal
ter- COTPOTA™ | rental aistrict men
General o tion General units—
prises— units Reve- Other general
other then nue than
revenue revenue
OF 100,000 TO 300,000~—Continued
$310 50
51
3,826 $22,032 | —cmemmeem | —memeee o= | 52
---------------------- $1,604 | cvmeemnam 253 53
27,688 54
10,786 55
5,810 56
6,160 57
34,114 58
21,471 59
121,611 60
61
41,850 480 5,580 | —-e-mmmmenn 62
55,873 11/ 4,847 | 63
64
8,242 65
77,557 66
15,294 67
68
28,818 69
-7 L (ORI [ [ e — 7,480 | ~cemmmamec 70
6,186 71
82,124 72
73
74
37,111 | ~mmmmmeem 14,537 75
31,258 76
21,708 3,236 77
3,035 59,787 78
33,216 9,839 79
2,526 | =~meam | cmmmmen | mmmmaeees
25,281 20,159
216,232
6,676 1,573
55,982 2,677
2,346
16,614
6,645
13,257
42,256 90
12,776 91
12,600 | ~=~=mn | ;ommmee 9,950 92
47,765 | ~=-=nn 93
----------------------------------------- 18,516 | ~~==-- 94
---------------------- 55,381 | mmcemmenn 5,163 | ~~-enm -

{1) emounts puid in error and (2) amounts paid

interest on revemue debt for general purposes.

$1,202,089 interest
interest on revemue

12/ Not included in
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debt for general purposes.

group or grand totals.

which balance receipts from accrued interest on original

3/ Includes $1,263,244 interest of prior years paid in

9/ Interest on revenue obligations.

§/ Includes £4,945 interest on public~service enterprise

10/ Includes $98



TABLE 17.--PAYMENTS FOR OUTLAYS, BY PRINCIPAL DIVISIONS OF GOVERNMENTAL SERVICE: 1936

{This teble is presented in two sections, the second section beginning on p.151.

For alphabetical list of cities, by States, showing rsnk, see p.2.

For text discussion, see p.30)

II.—PROTECTION TO PERSON AND

IV.—SANITATION, OR PROMOTION

V.—HIGHWAYS ,

VI.—CHARITIES, HOSPITALS,

H FROPERTY OF CLEANLINESS AND CORRECTIONS
5 I.—GEN-
1 om || 0 T ot
] ota. efuse
> GOVERN- | Police gy go- M1 |or meamy | SO¥OTS end ) Gonee. | ALy AL Correc-
2 VENT depart- sewage Roadways Charities | Hospitals
by ment partment other d1sposal tion and other other tions
disposal
Grand total----- ls438,737,948 |[$4,273,446 B2,177,901 3,094,308 B7,835,936 B5,453,602 853,114,590 [83,726,337 64,849 892,095,942 1,634,349 B1,652,582 §11,447,535 g1,459,771
Group T---- 305,216,765 || 2,918,778 | 1,306,824 | 1,996,344 | 4,976,974 | 4,071,104 | 35,112,007 | 2,135,514 | 28,359 | 65,626,829 | 1,288,886 | 1,095,946 | 7,618,001 | 1,313,613
Group II--- 48,393,269 746,694 | 322,516 | 497,949 1,428,571 | 883,428 | 5,269,381 519,957 | 9,506 | 12,474,415 68,485 | 208,135 | 2,672,471 31,719
Group III----=~------ 85,127,914 607,974 548,561 600,015 | 1,430,391 499,070 | 12,733,202 | 1,070,866 | 26,984 | 13,994,698 276,978 348,451 957,063 114,439
GROUP I.-—CITIES HAVING A POFULATION OF 500,000 AND OVER
1 [ New York, N. Y.————:18156,599,937 1,395,073 [ ——--—~--- $231,282 | $189,057 $2,440,194 $10,389,892 81,721,153 $150 $25,298,829 | $561,346 | $184,144 | $4,175,464 | $911,388
2 | Chicago, Ill.------ 44,187,086 420,609 $240,456 500,693 | -~ - 17,356 | 14,663,091 | - - | —————- 11,411,702 27,325 65,490 39,102 20,610
3 | Philadelphia, Pa.-- 6,785,129 20,461 12,997 42,673 2,168 61,917 | ==mmmmmee | =ommm 547,268 | ===-mmemm 806 | =mrmremmem [ e
4 | Detrolt, Mich,-----o 8,947,130 36,897 1&,580 11,261 1,691 8,437 112,287 | m=--momes [ mmmeee 5,974,052 [ ==-~-=mn- 261,392 198,431 19,231
5 | Los Angeles, Calif. 37,886,798 118,150 113,931 134,390 | 4,621,511 29,924 608,490 102,549 86 3,177,411 18,784 69,902 35,304 11,629
6 { Cleveland, Ohioc 8,452,584 31,016 13,805 11,324 1,762 11,469 3,401,500 256,155 878 { 1,849,081 50 913 33,793 36,915
7 [ 5t. Louls, Mo.------ 5,813,458 134,724 144,287 88,730 { 115,778 13,339 297,429 5,639 445 | 1,089,901 65,164 2,206 | 1,044,811 6,073
8 | Baltimore, Md,-~ - 8,335,577 6,199 3,600 51,814 | ~mmm---a- 49,989 787,694 | ---=commm | ~mmmme 5,376,208 | —-~cemvmr | mommmmeee 333,501 | =m-me——m-
9 [ Boston, Mass.- 8,676,739 207,337 201,143 128,678 1,247 53,420 618,622 | ~-wmmvcmm | mmmmee 1,698,292 542,493 171,058 837,385 40,628
10 | Fittsburgh, Pa.-- 8,341,938 78,458 23,021 20,904 14,405 51,317 96,836 2,790,006 10,778 248,044 635,644 151,866
11 | sen Francisco,Calif. 9,759,323 67,260 6,234 | 737,649 51 8,762 321,364 531,103 10,249 5,440 436,910 4,463
12 | washington, D. C. 10,454,882 127,649 35,188 29,937 26,560 1,279,282 | 2,860,861 3,080,960 18,601 | s-mmecmmon | omeommeaae 102,095
13 | Milwaukee, Wis. 3,868,584 69,849 74,515 4,000 | —=cnoeenn 32,821 323,314 —— 480,764 30,225 42,970 1,628
14 | Buffalo, N. Y.- 7,307,600 205,096 425,067 3,009 4,912 72,626 578,710 26,173 | 2,321,252 3,871 4,686 7,087
GROUP II.—CITIES HAVING A POPULATION OF 300,000 TO 500,000
15 | Minneapolis, Minn.--| $5,704,770 $19,006 $8,313 834,994 $12,842 $22,381 $247,660 $1,466 | ~----- $1,146,455 $5,004 $6,409
16 | New Orleans, La.~--- 4,746,844 12,928 15,341 | cmeemmemm 959,944 | —-m-=-mmn 2,524,549 4,290 355,645 -
1?7 | Cincinnati, Ohio- 6,472,409 35,754 25,820 17,666 1,676 59,208 221,165 38,822 | ~---~- 2,569,802 129,910 4,462
18 | Newark, N. J.-: 1,413,927 13,293 61,261 » 1,678 | mmmmmmmeem 446,592 137,237 7,161
19 | Kansas Clty, Mo 6,067,452 547,648 130,707 19,863 161,504 7,895 124,074 12,301 | =~===- 1,351,696 413,653 2,168
20 | seattle, Wash.------ 4,783,748 19,566 30,687 27,979 61,002 9,119 492,558 | ~mmm—mmem 237 1,348,875 902 7?0
21 | Indlanapolis, Ind.-- 2,049,209 5,142 15,698 46,700 29,969 60,099 17,948 373,016 | ------ 260,525 8,388
22 | Rochester, N. Y.- 4,716,096 35,651 22,203 | 273,994 | 157,955 7,149 303,976 55,316 679 | 1,114,782 11,040
23 | Jersey Clty, N. J.- 2,088,593 27,233 632,556 543 | vmmecmmen | v 202,173 1,049,685
24 | Houston, Tex.-- 6,810,725 || ====--==- 4,325 245,777 | mmmsmemen | mommnm 2,841,944 764,789
25 | Louisville, Ky. 2,702,660 18,865 - 76,895 | 1,081,736 33,151 658 573,523 145,681
26 | Portland, Oreg.-- 836,836 11,608 18,782 12,669 43,679 2,123 9,401 1,595 957 262,403 6,182 2,338
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GROUP III.—CITIES HAVING A POPULATION OF 100,000 TO 300,000

27 | columbus, Ohio $2,991,554 $64,441 $7,922 $6,312 4101 $297 | 42,467,847 401,561 $247,976 $1,366 | -—--mmmomm $399
28 | Toledo, Ohio-- 2,397,190 1,864 75,988 23,518 176 1,130 1,483 11,380 22,613

29 | oakland, Calif 1,701,428 7,882 25,607 20,386 2,106 1,056 73,677 | mmmmmemmm 369,508 $3,079

30 | Denver, Colo.-—- 6,109,941 3,767 4,997 19,246 | 131,875 | —~m=m=mmm 574,088 8,449 79,292 189 | 220,359 $139 103
31 | Atlanta, Ga.------= 747,899 2,176 9,599 2,599 [ ==~manaam 375 473,146 7,627 89,712 | ===mommem | smmmmeo 2.820 2,019
32 | Dallas, Tex.—-----=- 3,716,992 4,040 76,268 4,979 519 2,627 185,481 16,155 | ~=m==m 326,019 1,153 | ——mmmmmmm 50,559 434
33 | St. Paul, Minn.-- 3,139,691 2,799 [0 3 OGNS, SRR, PSS 1,747,368 294 925,678 5,212 [ —~mmmmmmm | —memmomma 955
34 | Birminghem, Ala. 583,152 230 548 | -- - 310,113 | ~—==mmmmm 43,254

35 | Akron, Ohio 2,079,676 535 6,081 1,394 { —-mmmeamm 45 893,951 30,078 758,412 | ~—-—=amme= | 97 | eemmmem—een | emmeeee e
36 | Memphis, Tenn.----- ﬂ 2,909,711 7,163 13,718 33,610 11,467 | 339,567 46,977 27,310 979,448 261,001 339
37 | Providence, R, I.--4 3,265,834 7,804 6,845 | ~—mwmoma- 836 5,598 453,884 | 457,263 | ~—--—o 1,305,555 | 8,044 { 8,142 | ——mmmmmmem | cmmemem
38 | San Antonio, Tex. 856,412 3,010 4,045 11,920 3,555 136 68,022 58,059 | 7,157 59,687

39 | Omaha, Nebr.---- q 633,235 641 4,318 16,496 338 749 34,353 9,267 120,194

40 | Syracuse, N. Y 4 670,446 7,738 10,426 4,408 | ——momeeee 1,077 180,179 208,073 | ~emnemeee F1-) 1 [N ———
41 } Dayton, Ohio- -—ﬁ 1,550,732 2,776 4,904 17,877 935,278 122 61,701 9,631 6,470
4% | Oklshoma City, Okla.| 1,593,953 147,466 15,916 12,739 | =—m-=m=mm 2,526 135,367 41,181 e 87,679
43 | Worcester, Mass.---4 1,575,008 147 10,784 4,284 218 63,574 449,120 180,598 . 31,034 470,120 | =-memmm-m
44 | Richmond, Va.------- 866,060 5,857 10,200 9,056 2,011 19,559 124,579 222,498 9,885 2,047 | -mmmmmmomm [ mmmemee e
45 | Youngstown, Ohio- 1,344,533 947 799 248 | mmmmmonan 186 1,809 135,972 | =~~~=ememm

46 | Grand Rapids, Mich.o 602,121 11,489 3,378 2,113 2,742 507 85,518 72,446 22,834

47 | Fort Worth, Tex.---4 4,278,535 3,798 2,177 2,303 35,699 | ~~mmemmmmm 2,020 | -—---- 464,525 10,913

48 | Hartford, Conn.- 1,714,109 7,569 9,612 4,300 | mmmmmmome | e 788,099 62,572 | —-mmmmmm-

49 { Flint, Mich.---- 38,288 2,512 8,016 3,223 223 | ~eemocene

50 | New Haven, Conn. 925,753 4,912 | m—mmmmam 7,595 | —==mmaemn 725 35,563 284,355 4,478

51 | San Diego, Calif. 852,551 52,929 18,915 25,808 [T [R— 12,435 77,718

52 [ Long Beach, Calif.-{ 4,072,331 12,802 5,957 20,156 2,048 653 30,082 351,925

63 | Nashville, Tenn.---4 2,107,543 1,230 1,475 42,378 350 | m-=mammme 385,505 203,403

54 | springfield, Mass.-- 977,247 6,294 7,698 1,175 97 809 356,999 376,519

65 | Tulsa, Okla. 4 343,755 2,722 9,321 1,707 4]l | wemmmm——— 49,636 129,332

56 | Bridgeport, Conn. 263,930 1,823 7,030 25,435 | w---m-emm 2,200 113,340 38,338

57 | pes Moines, Towa---- 508,521 133 2,965 12,984 7,254 300 36,683 177,440

58 | Scranton, Pa.------ 427,529 410 224 771 1,640 73,230 110,311 [ --cmcmaam 3,910 11,203 | ---m-mmm-
59 | salt Lake City, Utah 276,819 11,914 8,557 1,164 2,016 | ~==mwmmm—m 19,799

60 | Yonkers, N. Y.-- 1,883,721 || —=c=r-mmm 600 250 8l 78 493,997 302,413

61 | Paterson, N. J.- 536,841 82,236 4,590 F 7 11 (PSS, [ ——— 15,728 157,520

62 | Jacksonville, Fla. - 835,112 432 2,372 18,563 250 5,827 45,547 127,618

63 | Albany, N. Y.------ 4 1,167,588 33,886 62 12,810 2117 . 188,266 105,783

64 | Norfolk, Va,----==c p 651,763 15,734 4,766 2,867 | —meommmee 1,491 212,142 9,349 | —couunc 177,025

65 | Trenton, N. J.-- 1,322,760 - 381,463

66 | Chattanooga, Tenn 1,101,229 4,819 273 9,548 [ mmmmmcome [ wmmmeaen 54,373 79,808

67 | Kensas City, Kens 2,457,995 512 12,385 9,186 300,000 1,574 25,087 598,218

68 | Fort Wayne, Ind. 791,122 |{ ~—--meemm 7,401 1,893 | mmemmmmme | mememmeen 4,108 144,196

69 | Camden, N. J.---= 149,691 1,246 4,178 8,309 7231 - R B Bl 123,250
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TABLE 17.—PAYMENTS FOR OUTLAYS, BY PRINCIPAL DIVISIONS OF GOVERNMENTAL SERVICE: 1936—Continued

(This table is presented in two sections, the second section beginning on p.151.

For alpbabetical list of cities, by Stetes, showing renk, see p.2.

For text discussion, see p.30)

h I1I.—PROTECTION TO PERSON AND IV. —SANTITATION, OR PROMOTION V. —EIGHWAYS VI.—CHARITIES, HOSPITALS,
2 I.—GEN- FPROPERTY OF CLEANLINESS : AND CORRECTIONS
g SRAL IIT. —CON-|
El CITY Total SERVATION Refuse
GOVERN- Police Sewers and
_,‘? MENT depart- Fire de- ALl OF HEALTH sewage eollec- ALl Roadways AL Charities | Hospitals Correc-
5 ment partment other disposal tion and other other tions
disposal
GROUP III.—CITIES HAVING A POPULATION OF 100,000 TO 300,000—Continued

70 $259,472 84,165 $3,892 [ T2 [ ——— $858 44,956 $60,980
71 | Elizabeth, N. J 331,261 890 9,828 12,228 $1,117 720 11,265 25,959
72 | Wichita, Kans - 429,428 || ~----me--e 12,464 13,891 19,038 135,087
73 | Spokane, Wash. ~ 1,468,665 3,261 4,269 17,976 152,563 344,374
74 | Fall River, Mass.--- 151,329 700 9,100 23,026 44,006
75 | Cambridge, Mess.---- 762,764 2,675 9,382 1,355 150,658 520,808
76 | New Bedford, Mass.-- 846,295 || ~==m==wmm 1,671 875 6,520 374,185 844 17,846 | —mmmmmemmm | mmcmeeaan
77 | Reading, Pa.--- 1,995,523 2,671 2,809 49,322 32,576
78 | Knoxville, Tenn 907,484 157 4,314 1,794 | ==m=vm=—m 52,725 265,978
79 | Peoria, Ill.---- 1,151,344 {| —~==-==== | mmmm————— 6,291 183,383 310 | ~=--~- 37,530
80 | South Bend, Ind. 293,208 505 2,069 9,823 1,222 25,810 5,094 | ~~~e-n-m 15,281
81 1,515,301 245 2,543 5,062 612 12,470 958 $550 192,858 -
82 914,448 4,236 18,997 3,664 1,180 | =-vommmee | mmemae 25,508 | mmmmmmaen [omooecen 140,911 |-mm--memm
83 161,694 450 11,875 15,553 3,962 16,989 544 13,125
84 | Canton, Ohio- 148,876 737 9,719 23,085 4,177 6,786 | ~==m-= 50,746
85 | Wilmington, Del. 981,942 38,082 73,451
86 | Tampa, Fla,---- 262,926 723 2,527 7,089 3,586 50,730
87 | Somerville, Mass. 403,379 1,223 2,971 2,361 25,114 53,534
88 | E1 Paso, Tex.-- 668,878 5,469 3,188 3,454 1,653 2,974 30,277
89 | Evensville, Ind. 1,642,090 6,544 9,032 8,510 | 3,236 |--=--~--- 1,603 39,134 | —=~mmemne
90 | Lynn, Mass.~ 526,034 134,705 177,849 -
91 | Utica, N. Y. 661,550 |} —=rmm-m-m 2,176 30,106 90,713 185,627 | ~---ocmme | mommmmon | mmmmemee o $55
92 | Duluth, Minn. 385,964 39,622 9,715 9,427 95,454 ‘a7 ,781 --
93 | Waterbury, Conn 963,251 1,434 3,830 3,264 349,878 630,946 | ~~---m-u- 143 | —mmmemeea
94 | Lowell, Mass,--- 274,537 2,882 9,058 6,191 545 118,107

Honolulu, Haweii 1/4 1,226,543 2,482 1,173 3,528 | ~mmemmrme | mmmmmmee e | e [ 598,341 1,500 1,513 220 |=rmmmmmmm

1/ Not included in group or grand totals.
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(This table is vresented in two sections, the first section beginning on p. 148.

TABLE 17.-—PAYMENTS FOR OUTLAYS, BY PRINCIPAL DIVISIONS OF GOVERNMENTAL SERVICE: 1936—Continued

For alphabetical 1ist of cities, by States, showing rank, see p. 2. For text discussion, see p.30)

VII.—EDUCATION

VIII.—RECREATION

X.—PUBLIC-SERVICE ENTERFRISES

Clty| CITY IX. —MIS- Water- Electric Ports, Audito-
Bo. Schools |Libraries |Educational| All other | CEILANEOUS | guppy light and | Trenmsit docks, Tiums, | pirports |All other
power systems wharves, halls, and
systems
systems and harbors stadiums
Grand total-------- 478,149,105 | $3,511,551 | $4,042,996 | $18,884,908 | $2,035,432 | $44,212,613 | 16,252,723 | $37,127,880 | $6,556,077 | $5,456,897 | $2,622,911 | $31,853,707
Group 51,542,882 | 1,732,053 | 1,198,537 | 14,755,156 | 1,094,945 | 23,851,654 | 12,374,679 | 36,677,489 | 4,736,719 | 1,365,004 989,149 | 25,209,319
Group 6,130,969 1,025,835 257,795 1,303,377 286,264 4,043,044 2,047,669 439,772 473,117 2,248,409 908,643 4,095,098
Group 20,475,254 753,663 2,586,664 2,826,375 654,223 16,317,915 1,830,375 10,619 1,346,241 1,843,484 725,119 2,549,290
GROUP I.-—CITIES HAVING A POPULATION OF 500,000 AND OVER
1 | New York, N. Y. 419,110,550 #51,060 $156,195 | $3,308,305 | -—-ocnmmm $2,625,972 | —mommmmeee 435,529,014 | $4,165,454 $23,955,415
2 Chicago, Ill.-- 3,471,735 342,403 83,300 7,901,226 $20,151 4,806,894 $16,047 | - - 136,461 -
3 | Fhiladelphia, Pa. 6,007,782 32,598 51,185 { =-mmrmmmmm -
4 Detroit, Mich,-- 449,724 113,874 11,585 108,066 33,670 459,986 | —rmmmmmmmm 882,499
5 Los Angeles, Calif - 9,054,792 163,132 606,884 77,548 207,868 6,412,812 12,054,056 - - 870 [ ==m-memmeas
6 Cleveland, Ohio- - 1,272,165 654,857 2,910 106,885 832 520,433 280,409 | ~---cmmomon | mmcmmmeen 4,170 55,467 6,095
7 St. Louis, Mo.- - 524,040 44,966 140,584 157,551 72,292 521,688 [ -emm—emmm e 472 | 1,312,876 21,461 9,002
8 Baltimore, Md.- 1,070,066 | ----~=---~ R e 462,983 | —-m——mmerme | mmmrm e 106,879 | ==-esmmame 14,858 | ~——=rmcenee
9 | Boston, Mess. 4 2,843,449 132,513 2,733 321,849 10,759 113,035 104,205 647,893
10 Pittsburgh, Pa. 1,976,072 129,445 16,926 1,060,917 480,156 17,715 | m==cmmmmeme | e 54 421 368,475 139,048
11 Sen Francisco, Calif. 2,547,656 4,745 20,924 304,217 1,010 4,033,420 265,976 | ~--—-~somam 32,263 395,023 | ~==cmmmmmam
12 Weshington, D, C.- -1 1,423,906 110,144 28,833 659,302 20,196 628,056 - - 4,534
13 Milwaukee, Wis. — 732,285 13,054 4,934 367,079 99,693 1,461,438 | ~rrrerrmemn | mmemmemme e 60,624 | ===mmmne-m 559 27,000
14 Buffalo, N. Y.~ 1,058,660 39,562 50,973 382,211 148,618 1,736,037 - ——— 21,364 172,967
GROUP II.—CITIES HAVING A POPULATION OF 300,000 TO 500,000
15 | Minneapolis, Minn.-----| $204,782 $65,865 | ~mmmmmmmoae $178,054 $59,400 $211,94] | —-cmmmmomen | e - $69,041 $50,255 $50,000 | $3,302,880
16 New Orleans, La. 22,265 1,194 $40,521 65,075 14,186 514,853 | m=mmmmmmenn $171,77. 44,282
17 Cincinnati, Ohio 598,996 112,377 197,154 $00,613 97,341 1,831,964 26,115 783
18 | Newark, N, J.--- 87,918 80,425 | —=mmmmemmee FEN-T0 ) [R—— PEIE-101 ) [P ——— 224,083 OF-1s [ — 129,034
19 Kansas City, Mo. 709,284 74,067 - 234,362 | m=~mmvmsron | mmmeecceae 81,337 2,141,702 53,607
20 Seattle, Wash,-- 26,837 25,230 1,589 116,479 [ =-memmem—n 343,230 $2,047 ,669 43,918 130,527 12,455 340
21 Indianapolis, Ind. - 396,762 68,196 | —=-r-=cerem 47,111 298 -~ - 107
22 Rochester, N. Y. - 1,307,330 639,580 18,531 185,239 107,958 156,293 7,977 377,149 2,258
23 | Jersey City, N. J. [ [, 36,552 62,452 | ~mmmmmmomm 21,634 | —=mmmmmmmee [ mmemcmmooee [ cmmmeeeeeen | 43,997 | cmmeemees
24 Houston, Tex. - 2,606,819 1,791 36,861 - 34 208,762 67,090 | -reremcecn [ cocrcnnaca
25 Louisville, Ky. - 137,605 20,568 22,642 7,015 470,199 24,826 17,091
26 Portland, Oreg.- 32,371 [ ~-mmmemem- 331 32 20,298 88,089 255,200
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(This table 15 presented in two sections, the first section beginning on p. 148.

TABLE 17.—PAYMENTS FOR OUTLAYS, BY PRINCIPAL DIVISIONS OF GOVERNMENTAL SERVICE: 1936-—Continued

For alphebetical list of citles, by States, showing renk, see p. 2. For text discussion, see p.30)

VII.—EDUCATION

VIII.—RECREATION

X.—PUBLIC-SERVICE ENTERPRISES

City| cITY X, —MIS- Water- Electrie Ports, Audito-
no. Schools Libraries |Educational | All other ¢ 0Us supply ligﬁ;:nﬂ i;:::;: 'g::::; o haﬁ‘::m; nd Airports |All other
systems systems and harbors | stadiums
GROUP III.—CITIES HAVING A POPULATION OF 100,000 TO 300,000
27 | GColumbus, Ohio 4 21,727 $5,844 | ~meoonnnn $36,461 $44,920 $e2
28 Toledo, Ohio-- - 2,064,986 2,473 80,908 $37 78,315
29 Oekland, Calif - 342,033 34,029 34,386 | —-mmw~memmn | mmmmmm e $716,538 499 21,890
30 Denver, Colo.- - 70,551 130,671 4,863,015 102 1,138
31 Atlenta, Ga. < 60,007 11,594 52,783 43,927 4,039
32 Dallas, Tex.~--- 53,990 90,922 373,146
33 St. Paul, Minn - 209,725 730 24,500 3,457 218,358
34 Birmingham,Ala -1 10,36.9 16,121 196,137
35 Akron, Ohio--- - 133,660 18,609 196,461
36 Memphis, Tenn.--- 368,326 47,150 $566 82,157 303,751 | —=-===m=-mm 5,601 | ——--=mmmum 9,797 327,899
37 Providence, R. I. - 523,498 160,477 105,421 221,963 504
38 8an Antonio, Tex. e 369,484 26,735 30,741 150,226 - 133 15,735 428
39 Omaha, Nebr,---- - 273,968 12,412 | scmemmmaan 74,744 5,818 71,862
40 | syracuse, N. Y - 23,859 74,992 64,300 25,394 63,473 -
41 Dayton, Ohio-- — 342,458 140 | ~=-mmmmmmm 69,763 65,020
42 Oklahoma City, Okla. 638,099 57,727 1,752 241,143 180,042 11,896 | =~eme=mmmmm
43 Worcester, Mass 180,302 4,025 3,047 134,848 28,342
44 Richmond, Va.- 255,686 65,901 4,792 27,688 | ~=-emrmemee | cemeeme e 2l | memmmmm——— 17,415 75,310
45 Youngstown, Ohio- 10,030 59,026 | ~==~emm=mm 1,135,083 -—
46 Grand Rapids, Mich,---o ~-=ccoceo-- 14,412 42 336,042 173 |=mmmmmmm - 35,547
47 | Fort Worth, Tex.- 4 1,675,468 EEIR:L N [—— 160,988 1,563,777 110,932 158,657
48 Hartford, Conn & 39,592 9,887 4,550 721,371 4,050 3,050
49 | Flint, Mich,-- . 2,723 [177) [e—————, 2,910 4,040 -
50 New Haven, Conn. 4 12,475 539,521 - mmmmmmomo -
51 | San Diego, Calif.-----o 118,293 13,414 308 48,762 26,208 390,482 | —-cmmcmmmme | mmcmmmeee 35,914 23,678 236
52 Long Beach, Calif.- 3,040,728 36,156 4,393 80,509 285,356 | mm=m=mewmos | emmmcmm———— 46,543 | ~w~mmmmmem 3,531 115,043
53 Nashville, Tenn.- - 1,032,425 4,000 71,527 104,878 41,157 172,739
54 Springfield, Mass 4 85,698 6,204 75,297 | --- -——
55 Tulsa, Okla,----- 4 50,218 4,944 73,713 3,366 |=-mmmmmmeem
56 Bridgeport, Comn.,-----+ 7,992 40,901
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Des Moines, lowa- 22,757 7,253 32,874 129,503 -—— 4,934 71,603
Scranton, Pa.-~- 4 192,683 2,573 11,262

Salt Leke City, Uteh-~ 65,123 1,070 53,7827 15,682 94,826 2,941
Yonkers, N. Y.~ 429,787 13,586 36,723 566,560

Paterson, N. J. 224,915 11,350 10,168

Jacksonville, Fla - 28,952 5,000 4,000 14,156 600 49,127 464,789 13,406 | —=~veom~me 9,186 31,509
Albeny, N. Y.- 4 42,803 - 5,034 267,869 418,337 | commmemmeee 76,506

Norfolk, Va. -1 74,227 19,377 9,736 109,316 3,642 [ momemmmeon | rmeeme e
Trenton, N. J. - 4,129 31,083 879,662

Chattanooga, Tenn.----- 903,983 5,644 —— 14,500 | ~==mmemmeme | mmemme e 180 [ ----mmmmam 2,102
Kansas City, Kens. 1,277,908 11,363 4,464 28,273 188,598 | ~mm-emmmoen ool 267

Fort Weyne, Ind 25,013 23,867 82,431 489,816

Camden, N. J -1 1,503 1,432 - 89 4,314 3,000

Erie, Pa.--- - 22,943 8,359 4,778 387 137,676

Elizabeth, N. 7 161,575 16,082 64,575 | ~m=mmmmaem 20,733 | mm-memmmmon }ememmeeeeae 1,289

Wichita, Kans. - 159,232 4,917 23,075 6,458 45,026
Spokane, Wash. - 16,880 21,867 22,708 139 841,355 26,942 | —m~mmmmmmen
Pall River, Maas. - 14,786 1,883 3,705 4,052 44,240 | —m~mmmemwes | e [ e e | e | e ee 2,060
Cambridge, Mass.- - 713 6,133 10,941 47,199 581
New Bedford, Mass.-~--- 21,551 3,165 73,271 158,956 148,615 | ~memmmmmem | cmmmmomeam 35,047
Reading, Pa. 1,175,401 8,511 29,775 662,859 31,599

Knoxville, Tenn.- 497,085 388 33,065 9,610 40,419

Peoria, Ill.-- 886,166 17,540 14,407 -

South Bend, Ind 159,365 44,047 | —mmemmmmmm 15,740

Tacoma, Wesh,-- 10,213 21,335 86 935,844 311,391 10,619

Miami, Fla.-~ = 342,838 19,232 500 68,261 287,391

Gary, Ind.- ~ 33,051 16,537

Canton, Ohio-- - 15,669 4,201 28,993

Wilmington, Del - 711,673 10,935 147,801

Tampa, Fla.--- 12,706 2,139 152,181 10

Somerville, Mass,~—--~ 250,320 570 22,708 -

El Paso, TeX.----=m=ree| mmcemamaaen 13,740 - 181,191

Evansville, Ind. 216,566 25,305 4,096 424,328 19,150 146,539

Lynn, Magg,-=-==-~==-=- 112,432 14,010 | ==---=mmmum 22,488 | ~cmemeeean 27,808

Utica, N. Y.~ 263,831 6,586 70,600

Duluth, Minn.- 39,613 10,265 47,206 54,151 - 24,231
Waterbury, Conn 4,360 7,985 13,065 47,323 596
Lowell, Mass.-- 53,632 5,430 616 78,076

Honolulu, Hawail 1/---- 40,829 e e 39,846 10,242 526,549
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TABLE 18.—NONREVENUE RECEIPTS: 1936

(For alphabetical list of cltles, by States, showing rank, see p. 2.

For text discussion, see p. 30)

NONREVENUE RECEIPTS ON ACCOUNT OF—

Issue of debt obligations

c Funded or fixed Floating
ity cITY
no. Total Public-service enterprises jg:::;ﬁm Public-service enterprises o;';:i's:i:? All other
1;
General and investments bonds and General end investments
purposes certificates purposes
Revenue Other than Revenue Other than
Tevenue revenue
Grand total---------o $3,321,643,417 $380,288,642 $48,725,573 | $117,939,684 | $14,262,882 | $747,494,699 $2,156,136 $9,705,096 | $196,059,517 | $1,805,011,188
Group I- 2,501,706 ,497 257,915,272 40,003,011 95,443,292 9,425,745 | 573,765,533 151,555 3,021,604 | 118,543,242 | 1,403,437,243
Group IT 411,852,243 44,516,825 5,497,455 16,976,716 583,363 58,291,926 1,988,848 520,713 51,741,402 231,734,995
Group III- 408,084,677 77,856,545 3,225,107 5,519,676 4,253,774 | 115,437,240 15,733 6,162,779 25,774,873 169,838,950
GROUP I,—CITIES HAVING A POPULATION OF 500,000 AND OVER
1 New York, N, Y.- 722,357,237 $35,750,070 $12,300,000 $49,878,648 $7,275,000 | $360,605,873 $146,918 $66,570 $6,701,739 $249,632,419
2 | Chicago, 11l1.-- 795,155,670 93,836,617 3,183 | 102,891,799 | =m=-mmmmmanm 1,237,995 12,744,442 584,441,634
3 | Philadelphia, Pa 78,579,505 3,490,250 | ~=w=mmmmmmmmn 1,841,500 [ —---- - 22,419,968 1,119,421 49,708,366
4 | Detroit, Mich,---- 124,816,980 61,295,277 1,100,000 21,443,569 4,791,339 10,334,595 25,852,200
5 | Los Angeles, Calif, 393,928,387 13,003,003 23,026,990 16,561,525 - 5,008,353 465,855 50,161,797 285,700,864
6 | Cleveland, Ohio- 74,981,491 6,226,714 4,916,869 9,109,328 52,950,793
7 | St. Louis, Mo,-- 30,078,556 8,090,223 800,000 92,305 4,637 | —~mommmmnmee 3,921,772 17,169,619
8 | Baltimore, Md.- 20,099,205 3,088,000 3,120,371 13,890,834
9 | Boston, Mass. 97,577,701 8,235,610 | ~===mmmmomae 760,000 | ~=-m=m=mmnum 43,150,340 6,014,373 39,417,378
10 | Pittsburgh, Pa. 29,427,077 6,643,926 331,417 4,468,604 21,510 4,019,005 13,942,615
11 | Sen Franeisco, Calif.--- 31,713,712 734,456 | ~mmmmemmmmeee 3,897,632 | «m-mmmmmmmmm 10,210,713 342,219 2,369,243 14,159,449
12 4,889,653 70,000 7,677 4,811,976
13 | Milwaukee, Wis. 47,784,431 || 4,151,382 1,776,021 3,896,628 5,695,598 32,264,802
14 | Buffalo, N. Y.- 50,316,892 13,299,744 1,000,000 1,060,418 38,358 11,312,742 | —=m--ommmeee 887,455 3,223,881 19,494,294
GROUP II.—CITIES HAVING A POPULATION OF 300,000 TG 500,000
15 Minnespoiis, Mina, $51,979,756 $4,538,053 | ~cmmmmmmmamen $2,701,025 $57,675 $3,359,648 $52,243 $6,635,184 $34,635,928
16 | New Orleems, la. 34,084,615 8,093,290 7,832,838 23,561 | ~=mmommmommem 18,134,926
17 | Cincinnati, Ohio 67,732,483 4,200,372 12,888,739 99,861 2,397,359 7,222,685 40,923,467
18 | Newark, N, J.-- 40,621,171 791,083 1,001,500 -- 3,155,262 34,175 9,233,946 26,405,205
19 | Kansas City, Mo 25,582,195 3,604,538 - 100,250 5,544,243 | - -- 164,852 1,726,138 14,442,174
20 | Seattle, Wash.-- 50,177,147 200,000 45,497,455 - 9,786,368 | $1,987,838 30,220 7,688,781 24,986,485
21 Indianapolis, Ind. 22,346,632 1,733,142 3,676,112 1,010 3,085,085 13,851,283
22 Rochester, N, Y, 22,283,725 6,376,255 47,927 5,774,560 | ~===ceeeeean 80,871 2,475,694 7,528,418
23 | Jersey City, N. J.- 37,439,480 9,420,373 4,518,932 9,196,596 14,303,579
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24 | Houston, Tex,-- 18,160,849 4,677,552 -- -— 3,003,874 | —=mmmeceman 42,918 2,646,342 7,790,163
25 | Louisville, Ky. 16,233,964 882,167 3,007,447 12,344,350
26 | Portland, Oreg. 25,210,226 285,202 377,900 6,235,283 | —mm~mmcemee 91,873 1,830,951 16,389,017
GROUP III.-—CITIES HAVING A POPULATION OF 100,000 TO 300,000

27 Columbus, Ohio- $6,250,241 $1,737,942 880,615 $773,472 $3,658,212

Toledo, Ohio-- 13,879,711 7,209,401 | ~mmmmecmmmeee $150,000 936,105 5,584,205

Oekland, Calif 4,428,671 500,679 1,152,542 $133,576 | ~m—mmmmomeem 2,641,874

Denver, Colo 26,937,801 1,770,298 - 755,695 71,433 $1,087,176 23,253,199
31 | Atlaenta, Ga. 5,737,157 1,883,985 3,291,984 561,188
32 | Dallas, Tex. 5,834,407 518,033 633,077 15,581 4,667,716
33 | St. Paul, Minn 11,626,175 1,951,000 331,908 4,034,870 5,308,397
34 | Birminghem, Ala 4,699,793 1,271,222 $1,000,000 | -=—mmmemomem 677,619 1,739,446
35 | Akron, Ohig-~-- 11,100,260 5,012,050 583,807 1,407,515 | -~ 4,096,888
36 | Memphis, Tenn.~-- 7,652,278 340,000 | ~mow s cmmemen 241,000 78,000 1,635,945 309,349 | mmmmmwmmm e 5,047,984
37 | Providence, R, I. 19,935,862 3,741,840 6,490,483 14,138 186,735 9,502,666
38 | San Antonio, Tex. 9,735,828 400,500 | ~=mmmmem P 7,500 4,244,973 5,082,855
39 | Omaha, Nebr.-- 5,675,054 401,545 56,305 | ~=m—mm-emmmmmm 5,212,124
40 | Syracuse, N. Y 17,422,790 5,405,496 32,483 5,799,792 12,282 2,206,417 3,571,437
41 | Dayton, Ohlo 2,930,500 622,680 162,000 620,881 2,192 1,341,717
42 | Oklahoma City, Okla. 4,861,476 468,000 660,000 1,495,969 2,180 | =m=mmcmmmeem 2,235,327
43 | Worcester, Mass 15,290, 601 2,050,070 150,420 10,227,846 16,109 1,731,523 1,114,633
44 | Richmond, Va.- 9,615,220 359,845 52,124 2,419,943 329,666 3,252 6,470,390
45 | Youngstown, Ohio-- 3,531,378 1,740,387 - 1,105,040 685,951
46 | Grand Repids, Mich, 6,848,903 1,303,500 1,100,000 273,233 | mmmemmmmeee- 47,308 541,877 3,582,985
47 | Fort Worth, Tex 5,790,816 2,904,840 | ~=mm=mmmmmmen 216,000 | ==mmmmmrmmm 1,795,821 874,155
48 | Hartford, Comn 5,385,142 350,767 217,551 | meommmmamane 332,280 1,302,936 3,181,608
49 | Flint, Mich,-- 6,995,103 152,787 679,000 1,067,130 498,695 4,597,491
50 | New Haven, Conn. 7,478,600 1,802,558 730,788 4,945,254
51 | San Diego, Calif. 2,014,995 308,124 53,985 1,652,886
52 | Long Beach, Calif 5,497,838 1,485,495 1,084,779 55,644 2,871,920
53 | Nashville, Tenn.~ 3,121,666 60,053 80,073 4,103 2,977,437
54 | Springfield, Mass. 10,800,509 932,705 8,076,678 269,345
55 | Tulsa, Okla. 2,001,322 469,178 | =mmemmmmmaem 1,531,445
56 | Bridgeport, Conn.- 4,014,308 1,078,206 1,430,995 626,078
57 | Des Moines, Iowa- 2,148,559 286,728 68,000 451,885 1,339,011
58 | Seranton, Pa,.--- 1,074,228 192,013 880,215
59 | Salt Lake City, Uteh- 2,491,584 40,000 145 2,097,549 353,651
60 | Yonkers, N, Y.- 6,081,241 2,010,808 | ==memmmmmeeme 420,106 312,073 736,843 | ~~mmmmeemeem 19,571 1,361,684 1,170,156
61 | Paterson, N. J. 7,301,432 639,885 800,000 1,805,687 4,055,860
62 | Jacksonville, Fla. 1,375,742 301,525 245,503 301,787 72,927 5,483 | ---comommmeee 448,517
63 | Albany, N, Y, 7,206,669 1,545,235 578,502 25,000 516,224 175,800 848,299 3,517,609
64 | Norfolk, Va 3,275,178 289,000 53,000 156,620 1,870 2,774,688
65 | Trenton, N, 5,113,762 615,463 148,500 - 400,000 1,558,537 2,391,262
66 | Chattanooge, Tenn 2,408,084 1,547,018 225,637 27,977 607,452
67 | Kensas City, Kans 3,081,849 1,635,526 167,914 148,760 36,108 | ==m~wmmmmmmen 1,093,541
68 | Fort Wayne, Ind 725,627 103,621 70,000 552,006
69 | Camden, N. J.---- 17,146,246 7,509,300 77,000 | mreemmcmmman 4,506,596 2,114,047 2,939,303
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{For alphabetical iist of citles, by States, ghowing rank, see p. 2.

TABLE 18.—NONREVENUE RECEIPTS: 1936—Continued

For text discussion, see p. 30)

NONREVENUE RECEIPTS ON ACCOUNT OF—

Issue of debt obligations

cit Funded or fixed Floating
of cITY
her civil
no. Total Public-service enterprises Special Public-service enterprises 0*; All other
and investments assesament and investments ivisions
General bonds and General
purposes Other than certificates purposes Other than
Revenue reveme Revenue ravenue
GROUP III,—CITIES HAVING A POPULATIOR OF 100,000 TO 300,000—Contimued

70 $1,076,061 $523,923 $154,753 | ~emcmemmnann $5,939 | emmmmmmmmmam $391,446
71 Elizebeth, N, J, 4,239,627 189,800 67,381 $1,264,046 2,718,400
72 Wichita, Kans. 1,114,019 493,400 $291,429 25,819 303,371
73 Spokane, Wash, 268,675 313,781 | —mmwremmm e 108,829 |-s--cvommmene 546,065
74 Fall River, Mass.— 4,227,802 676,350 2,635,020 —— 668,833 247,599
75 Cembridge, Mass.-- 9,620,872 753,003 6,200,001 | —-me—mmmmm—r | memm e mmeee 838,927 1,828,941
76 | New Bedford, Mass,------ 6,860,670 883,486 470,000 4,688,213 772,600 446,371
77 Reading, Pa, 2,543,278 300,151 | ~mw=mcmmmeae e 202,500 4,500 839,512 1,185,720
78 Knoxville, Tenn 5,033,775 343,000 3,140,037 79,968 |-=-emmmmmmeae 1,470,770
79 Peoria, Ill.- 1,968,682 795,722 84,070 699,694 389,196
80 South Bend, Ind. 1,148,370 9,876 1,138,494
81 Tacoma, Wash. 6,019,646 1,748,650 $507,057 1,189,332 106,384 2,468,223
az Miami, Fla.-- 4,833,581 1,401,264 640,000 79,750 | ~mmwmeemmnae 364,677 8,531 2,339,359
83 1,602,720 649,265 953,455
84 3,442,361 107,748 37,566 2,370,379 926,668
85 | Wilmington, Del, 2,836,208 433,730 | —mcmmmmmmmmen | mcmmmmcmies | oo [ e 2,402,478
86 Tampa, Fla,-- 2,211,875 2,457 1,009,761 6,974 | ~mmmmmamm e 1,192,683
87 Somerville, Mass 6,049,036 745,351 4,341,866 1,102 713,543 247,174
88 E1 Paso, Tex. 3,972,405 624,000 402,000 206,000 | memw=wme—mmm 221,351 1,746 8,12] |~-temcmcmcaam 2,509,187
89 Evansville, Ind.--- - 1,733,883 758,354 608,050 367,479
90 | Lynn, Mass.-~ 6,811,047 586,308 | ~emmemmmmanan 25,062 4,775,000 891,360 533,322
91 | Utice, N, Y 8,258,435 1,336,238 4,380,000 1,183,153 1,312,615
92 Duluth, Minn. 4,473,523 586,578 | ——-wwmmmmmaa- 562,740 655,766 | ~~~mmmmmmwam 69,629 j----weemmmman 2,448,681
93 Waterbury, Conn. 4,466,092 2,400,598 1,526,378 425,920 113,196
94 | Lowell, Mass. 6,097,428 931,228 | —=---- ——— 75,000 4,069,500 40,000 633,727 347,973

Honolulu, Hewaii 1/---- 1,967,829 543,750 337,592 1,086,487
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(For alphabetical list of cities, by States, showing rank, see p. 2.

TABLE 19,—NONGOVERNMENTAL-COST PAYMENTS: 1936

For text discussion, see p. 30}

NONGOVERNMENTAL-COST PAYMENTS ON ACCOUNT OF—
Cancellation of debt obligations
c1ty] - Funded or fixed Floating
no. Total Public-service enterprises af’j:‘:::i“ Public-service enterprises o;::i'::::l All other
General and investments bonds and General end investmentas X
purposes Rovonue Other than certificates purposes Revenus Other then
Tevenus revenus
Grand total-----c---d $3,391,468,960 ||1/$325,494,314 47,207,500 | $95,593,687 | $41,242,300 | $881,037,669 41,758,382 | 918,555,454 | $196,790,988 | $1,6823,788,686
Group I---~-=-—=-remeamud 2,528,680,411 201,214,692 2,345,000 58,610,525 19,098,365 697,841,326 52,198 11,321,674 119,655,816 | 1,418,540,815
426,272,129 y 47,054,098 3,678,500 20,527,491 6,827,117 60,892,462 1,706,184 628,094 51,552,855 233,405,328
436,516,440 77,225,524 1,184,000 16,455,671 19,316,818 122,303,881 | —---onomanmem 6,605,686 25,582,317 171,842,543
GROUP I.——CITIES HAVING A POPULATION OF 500,000 AND OVER
1 | New York, N. Y. $785,813,297 $33,771,492 | —ommcmeeemeee $7,943,683 | $10,330,000 | $454,468,129 $37,992 4213,420 $6,676,915 | $272,371,666
2 Chicago, Ill.- 794,656,610 87,107,808 $1,789,000 26,964 3,143,560 110,365,714 | ~—==m=vmmeun 1,021,987 12,744,442 578,457,135
3 Philedelphia, Pa. 79,756,430 7,174,500 17,535,039 1,105,430 53,941,461
4 Detroit, Mich,--- 93,757,202 5,200,830 12,123,693 633,567 32,697,657 8,603,000 10,159,857 24,338,598
S Los Angeles, Calif 366,410,798 5,218,120 27,600,300 5,473,000 378,113 51,069,217 276,672,048
6 Cleveland, Ohio 82,113,830 11,272,163 2,038,500 5,047,575 - $,446,371 51,535,518
7 St. Louis, Mo.- 25,852,379 2,793.000 100,000 173,145 - 3,921,772 18,294,256
8 Baltimore, Md. 25,991,583 5,348,307 1,111,294 97,000 | m-mrmremmmmes | e 3,120,371 16,314,611
9 Boston, Mass.- 100,180,860 11,841,167 2,370,000 1,084,008 39,157,112 6,014,373 39,714,200
10 Pittsburgh, Pa 33,280,378 9,277,787 520,391 893,570 5,089,235 | -~emmsmmnonn 25,457 4,019,005 13,454,933
11 San Francisco, 35,835,496 2,992,400 4,025,200 10,124,280 | ==e-emmemaan 167,715 2,659,852 15,866,049
12 Washington, D. C.- 6,222,828 1,000,000 7,877 5,215,151
13 Milwaukee, Wis. 53,253,023 9,511,232 261,500 63,618 3,933,269 5,521,727 33,961,677
14 Buffalo, N. Y.- e 45,555,697 8,705,886 489,000 79,339 13,777,171 911,982 3,188,807 18,403,512
GROUP II.—CITIES HAVING A POPULATION OF 300,000 TG 500,000
15 Minneapolis, Minn. $49,587,880 $3,758,048 $362,019 $1,097,557 $2,106,102 $60,982 $6,654,861 $35,548,311
16 New Orleans, La.- - 42,214,917 y 9,851,550 751,330 2,328,460 9,570,627 94,350 | =-mmommmmneen 19,618,600
17 Cincinnetl, Ohio- < 66,954,014 5,791,610 12,668,000 1,038,395 1,793,282 7,222,685 37,440,042
i8 Newark, N. J.--- 45,681,962 3,892,734 1,100,000 | ~=-wmmseeana 2,193,602 31,420 9,265,417 29,198,789
1¢ Kensag City, Mo. 26,518,222 5,547,762 - 75,000 189,827 4,328,737 | -~ - 96,309 1,728,791 14,551,79¢
20 Seattle, Wash.--- -~ 50,214,246 2,299,575 $3,494,000 224,750 | 11,253 8,952,317 41,700,627 33,519 7,563,169 25,935,03¢
21 Indianapolis, Ind.-—-——:] 22,844,354 2,150,748 184,500 11,000 | [N 3,147,757 5,557 | --mmmmcmmnan 3,056,206 14,288,586
1/ Includes $518,00C revenue debdt
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(For alphabatical 1ist of cities, by States, showing razk,

TABLE 19.—NONGOVERNMENTAL-COST PAYMENTS: 1936—Continued

)ee p. 2.

For text discussion, see p. 20}

NONGOVERNMENTAL-COST PATMENTS ON ACCOUNT OF—

Cencellation of debt obligations

Funded or fixed Floating
Clty| cITY
no. Total Public-service enterprises Special Publicegervice enterprises Qther civil All other
and investiments assesgment and investments divisions
General bonds end General
purposes Other than certificates purposes Other than
Revenue revenue Revenue revenue
GROP II.—CITIES HAVING A POPULATION OF 300,000 TO $00,000—Continued
22 | Rochester, N, Y.--- $22,496,327 35,175,778 $728,000 | $1,050,514 $5,807,112 | —~-mmammmeam $52,272 $2,492,469 47,190,182
23 Jersey City, N. J. 38,242,713 4,213,776 408,000 | -~ . 2,564,779 9,153,029 14,903,129
24 | Houston, Tex.--- 16,852,897 2,365,748 602,484 | - 3,412,839 56,170 2,642,834 7,772,822
25 Louisville, Ky. 15,693,148 20,065 - - 3,590,964 12,082,119
26 | Portland, Oreg.- 28,971,449 1,986,704 | —===mmmmmmeam 2,596,908 1,111,111 6,424,344 | cmmmcmmmomen 203,072 1,773,394 14,875,916
GROUP III.—CITIES HAVING A POPULATION OF 100,000 TO 300,000

27 $6,469,657 41,970,289 $856,000 |  $1,103,207 $264,324 RN, - $2,275,837
28 15,504,671 7,679,710 168,000 25,945 841,711 - 6,789,305
29 Oakland, Calif. 4,774,047 585,644 883,020 | =~-mwmmmmmen 956,493 $106,712 | ~~=-mmmmmmmm 2,242,178
30 Denver, Colo. 25,966,796 531,000 195,000 1,259,900 934,388 91,754 41,102,019 21,852,735
31 Atlanta, Ga.- 4,216,728 285,450 73,000 94,500 3,184,430 579,348
32 | Dallas, Tex.--- 6,382,669 1,185,250 326,000 | —mmmmemmmmen 633,844 32,864 4,204,711
33 8t. Paul, Minn. 12,871,452 617,000 402,000 498,000 742,712 5,099,000 5,512,740
34 Birminghem, Ala. 4,312,903 1,010,000 768,114 927,164 - 1,607,625
35 | Akron, Ohio-- 15,117,504 4,882,609 1,018,920 2,425,268 989,289 JR— - 5,801,418
36 Memphis, Tenn 8,048,459 920,000 362,836 112,000 1,614,787 5,011,542
37 Providence, R. I 16,957,586 1,401,500 1,500,000 4,678,342 9,173,698
38 | san Antonio, Tex 9,542,704 1,123,000 118,000 - 3,459,765 - 4,841,939
39 Omaha, Nebr,--- 8,211,817 878,614 282,000 405,415 738,186 160,284 | =v=—mmmmmmmam 5,747,318
40 Syracuse, N. Y. 18,156,477 3,751,253 247,799 1,278,584 7,127,538 10,672 2,122,796 3,617,835
41 Dayton, Ohio--- 4,349,560 1,829,541 227,000 181,340 495,496 31,411 2,192 1,582,580
42 Oklahoma City, Okla.- 5,674,046 1,550,937 747,200 | ~=ememmmeen 994,925 1,854 | mvmmmmmmm e 2,379,130
43 Worcester, Mess. 15,379,107 1,699,000 | —-===-===manm 529,700 | ~-=-mmmmmemm 10,332,653 14,997 1,784,315 1,018,442
44 Richmond, Va.-- 9,537,711 70,000 2,044,943 30,733 3,252 7,388,783
45 Youngstown, Ohio 3,033,484 1,030,741 | ~—~~=mm=rneas 148,000 155,556 1,020,743 - 678,444
46 | Grand Rapids, Mich. 7,830,884 1,728,351 | —m—mmmmmmmeem 200,000 1,434,400 PR V38 [ — 44,478 590,464 3,588,875
47 Fort Worth, Tex. 4,120,422 355,488 $20,000 235,500 | ~~-vmmmeana 1,667,301 —— 1,842,133
48 Hartford, Conn.- 7,069,260 1,460,750 341,390 | m-emmermmnee | mmm e 332,280 1,262,337 3,672,503
49 Flint, Mich.-~- 8,948,185 1,287,930 112,000 994,000 1,111,844 - 497,040 4,945,371
50 New Haven, Conn. 8,477,173 1,030,000 30,000 | ~emmomcmee 1,486,618 | w=~mmmcmemmn | emmnemaeeee 730,788 5,199,767
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San Diego, Calif.- 3,058,118 375,082 588,825 296,047 88,383 1,708,78:
Long Beach, Calif. 5,228,113 678,595 439,290 1,272,066 129,370 2,708,792
Nashville, Tenn.-- 3,687,869 706,000 38,000 2,323 2,928,546
Springfield, Mass. 11,920,241 1,495,500 293,000 8,378,483 311,209
Tulsa, Okla,----- 3,841,164 767,864 369,000 1,047,922 1,655,531
Bridgeport, Conn. 4,821,484 1,134,790 1,782,041 1,025,624
Des Moines, Iowa 2,436,384 611,713 208,176 446,152 1,168,649
Screnton, Pa.----- 4 1,318,525 436,460 26,200 164,665 691,200
galt Lake City, Utah--- 3,696,924 306,512 | w=--=mcmmmnnm 111,500 120,59 2,717,053 248 431,015
Yonkers, N. Y.--- 7,402,269 2,243,450 251,950 428,000 1,754 798 | mmemommmmaam 45,227 1,361,632 1,317,212
Paterson, N. J. 8,387,178 2,604,350 314,000 | ---memmommem 800,135 1,805,687 2,863,006
Jacksonville, Fla. 2,361,858 1,020,081 422,628 300,000 203,615 18,293 - 417,241
Albeny, N. Y 6,998,295 1,338,240 642,964 433,500 548,607 176,635 848,289 3,010,060
Norfolk, Va. 4,540,266 930,135 175,085 | ~-=-mommamm 111,558 1,870 3,321,638
Trenton, N. J. 7,194,277 1,304,260 178,000 30,577 1,405,530 1,558,537 2,717,383
Chattanooga, Tenn. 1,982,903 865,500 230,517 42,739 | - 844,147
Kensas City, Kens. 2,296,076 921,570 128,000 92,085 54,512 | ~emmmmmmmoen 5,572 1,094,337

1,018.847 323,610 106,000 | === =mmmmmenn 53,000 536,237

16,214,034 2,093,105 122,950 563,000 8,562,785 2,592,332

1,660,955 609,002 32,498 359,852 PE A ZS U [ — 7,447 374,415
Elizabeth, N. J.-~-- 5,463,307 734,423 79,000 . 17,818 2,942,020
Wichita, Kang.e---~---- 1,609,630 737,692 67,000 30,521 314,261
pokane, Wash. 999,169 185,750 37,000 271,581 | ~emmommmemme 4,544 | —mmmmcmmaean 459,344
Fall River, Magg.------ 5,241,812 1,061,500 14,000 3,427,495 580,301 158,516
Cambridge, Mass,--------] 10,880,231 1,330,800 341,500 6,500,000 766,646 1,912,258
New Bedford, Mass.--- 7,260,839 1,099,000 109,000 4,793,735 | —rovommmoene [mcmccmeeae 506,804
Reading, Pa.------v—n-- 2,781,999 460,500 44,000 38,200 1,094,856 19,618 1,124,825
Enoxville, Tenn.- 4,952,378 460,000 [ LT R — 2,673,164 | -=-momoceeen 3,585 |ememomcommmme 1,755,629
Peoria, I1l.--- 1,522,492 194,667 20,000 189,115 717,876 . 400,834
South Bend, Ind 1,427,858 277,950 19,500 1,13C,408
Tacoma, Wash,- 7,053,531 1,783,974 941,000 55,000 |==mmmmmnmnnm 1,379,843 2,852,829
Miami, Fla. 3,627,834 852,998 150,000 238,000 122,724 2,120,882
Gery, Ind.- 1,935,044 146,000 8,000 769,284 1,011,760
Canton, Ohio--- 3,009,703 624,937 133,750 394,114 949,083 - 907,819
Wilmington, Del 3,307,835 375,000 111,550 - 326,000 2,495,285
Tempa, Fla. 2,379,053 205,211 74,000 841,539 1,258,303
Somerville, Mass.- 5,402,854 456,000 | 2-mmmmwmenaan 3,000 95,126 3,879,959 567,592 401,177
El Paso, Tex.---- 3,978,665 1,710,664 10,000 390,000 - 305,294 9,455 1,553,252
Evensville, Ind 605,334 182,000 22,000 63,000 338,334
Lynn, Mass.--- 6,671,650 732,600 59,500 5,364 4,543,000 530,027
Utiea, N. Y. 8,721,279 1,435,294 28,660 193,859 4,580,000 - 1,259,59
Duluth, Mina.- 5,240,811 1,078,528 802,000 11,301 607,620 |--~mmmmommnn 63,730 | =wmmemmmmeee 2,677,632
Waterbury, Conn. 5,084,905 785,500 216,000 -—- 3,426,155 547,041 110,209
Lowell, Mass,-- 6,339,145 689,670 76,500 - 4,608,300 616,748 347,927
Honolulu, Hawaifi 2/---- 2,508,839 194,008 | --mcmmemmmace 245,000 412,012 257,618 1,400,206

2/ Not included in group or grand totals.
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TABLE 20.—AMOUNT OF SPECIFIED ASSETS AT CLOSE OF YEAR: 1936

{This teble 18 presented in two sections, the second section beginning on p. 163. For alphabetical list of cities, by States, showing rank, see p. 2. For text discussion, see p.3l}

ASSETS IN SINKING FUNDS

ASSETS IN PUBLIC TRUST FUNDS

City]
o, CITY Aggregate City ot City
Total Cash securities ber Total Cash securities Other
(par value) investuments (par valus) | lnvestments
Grand total--—=---w---- $10,442,541,785 $1,106,468,514 $197,110,413 $844,360,592 $64,997,509 | $687,513,557 $18,615,189 $430,181,732 | $238,716,636
Group I-~ 6,696,556,782 847,609,130 134,606,446 691,732,125 21,270,559 616,150,665 14,160,402 411,680,780 | 190,309,483
1,386,338,887 116,085,549 25,063,700 73,636,497 17,385,352 40,610,772 1,796,976 10,158,476 28,655,320
2,359,646,116 142,773,835 37,440,267 78,991,970 26,341,598 30,752,120 2,657,811 8,342,476 19,751,833
GROUP I.—CITIES HAVING A POPULATION OF 500,000 AND OVER
1 | New York, N. Y. $1,281,102,022 $468,206,439 $40,759,206 | $427,447,233 -- 1 $301,424,527 $2,667,128 | $298,312,399 $445,000
2 | Chicego, I1l,-- 1,107,181,805 39,675,077 37,916,068 1,750,000 $9,009 84,081,789 2,492,301 38,007,357 43,582,131
3 | Philadelphia, Pa. 4 854,631,890 168,571,845 6,873,536 157,333,309 4,365,000 93,676,769 911,208 16,243,720 76,521,841
4 | Detroit, Mich, 533,516,864 39,690,732 1,544,209 37,833,141 313,382 3,115,172 284,267 2,534,904 296,001
5 | Los Angeles, Calif.- 611,155,816 15,712,434 15,712,434 17,625,842 296,885 5,210,814 12,118,143
6 | Clevelend, Ohio-- 260,190,691 7,882,745 2,072,123 5,026,640 783,982 675,778 71,107 238,000 366,671
7 | St. Louis, Mo. 316,232,914 5,025,098 2,821,098 1,161,000 1,043,000 8,422,239 232,522 4,201,000 3,988,717
8 | Baltimore, Md,- 287,283,668 31,054,853 127,261 28,581,800 2,345,792 18,508,293 1,688,358 * 7,652,900 9,167,035
9 | Boston, Mass.- 424,419,873 26,784,660 1,699,264 17,226,050 7,859,346 51,545,984 4,260,470 26,937,490 20,348,024
10 | Pittsburgh, Pa, 216,145,855 16,029,467 7,518,927 8,520,540 | =~m=-m-m---- 1,760,204 486,336 819,268 454,600
11 | Sen Francisco, Calif 354,634,206 3,181,801 3,181,801 17,336,570 407,145 3,761,300 12,168,125
12 | Weshington, D. C. 121,001,106 110,235 110,235 6,820,028 92,014 6,728,014
13 | Milwaukee, Wis 175,305,603 11,791,346 5,085,391 2,154,907 4,551,048 10,914,105 122,796 3,029,681
14 | Buffalo, N, Y,-~- 153,754,469 13,882,398 9,184,893 4,697,505 | —=-em------ 243,365 147,865 95,500
GROUP II,—CITIES HAVING A POPULATION OF 300,000 TO 500,000

15 Minneapolis, Minn.- $126,958,675 $6,196,909 $945,259 $4,439,837 $811,813 $11,222,381 $355,474 $1,493,500 $9,373,407
16 | New Orleanms, La,-~ 107,868,685 3,957,779 3,871,224 26,000 60,555 4,136,943 81,018 1,461,500 2,594,425
17 Cincinnati, Ohio- 205,970,228 36,732,789 4,883,848 29,017,849 2,831,092 12,361,455 274,907 1,976,886 10,109,662
18 | Newark, N. J.-- 205,981,860 21,509,411 1,421,325 19,233,414 854,672 1,257,954 149,892 355,414 752,648
19 | Kanpsas City, Mo 101,920,427 5,926,245 1,027,957 179,388 4,718,900 461,884 57,899 44,000 359,985
20 | Seattle, Wash.--- 152,962,870 1,144,513 527,025 448,008 169,480 5,227,652 147,359 2,938,903 2,141,390
2l Indienapolis, Ind 65,416,781 2,618,546 1,587,836 83,000 947,710 611,827 124,609 68,000 419,218
22 | Rochester, N. Y.- 83,348,253 3,944,329 2,476,829 1,172,500 295,000 171,644 40,504 25,000 106,140
23 Jersey City, N. T 107,361,216 10,355,918 2,415,194 7,940,724 | ceemmeemeee 1,483,314 197,857 1,260,457 25,000
24 | Houston, Tex,--- 70,861,777 7,187,907 3,583,711 3,408,863 195,333 165,568 325 146,500 18,743
25 | Louisville, Ky. 68,126,879 7,951,590 1,229,772 519,000 6,202,818 941,482 1/ 2,969 10,000 934,451
26 | Portland, Oreg.-- 89,561,236 8,559,613 1,093,720 7,167,914 297,979 2,568,668 370,101 378,316 1,820,251
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GROUP III.~-CITTES HAVING A POPULATION OF 100,000 TO 300,000

27 Columbus, Ohio: $54,639,389 $4,313,454 $1,966,962 $1,807,538 $538,954 $504,648 $11,818 $65,000 $427,830
28 | Toledo, Ohio-- 58,071,639 5,855,912 4,711,282 1,144,630 679,271 24,662 18,000 636,609
29 | Oaklend, Calif 108,538,337 1,793,124 1,279,424 513,700 49,739 49,739

30 | Deaver, Colo. 85,307,515 1,085,252 403,252 682,000 2,864,882 18,668 309,900 2,536,314
31 | Atlente, Ge 37,102,232 870,500 {{ —=--=-em=mmm 870,500 155,688 6,088 95,000 54,600
32 | Dallas, Tex.- 53,484,916 1,851,909 1,152,159 699,750 | -- - 63,645 15,145 8,500 40,000
33 | St. Paul, Minn, --eecoemumeaaad 72,480,818 7,117,111 594,211 1,835,100 4,687,800 976,897 18,805 249,000 709,092
34 | Birmingham, Ala.--- 30,491,481 1,227,669 214,661 1,000 1,012,008 174,270 20,124 | —=--ememme-- 154,146
35 48,934,400 3,487,347 355,308 3,092,267 39,772 327,601 49,948 50,090 227,563
36 50,765,307 2,361,935 401,163 439,000 1,521,772 28,708 3,708 20,000 5,000
37 | Providence, R, I 68,293,739 15,784,528 509,529 15,274,999 | -- - 5,462,558 152,776 5,019,796 289,986
38 | San Antonio, Tex 35,374,264 3,527,659 2,184,659 1,343,000 -- 15,766 15,766

39 | Omeha, Nebr,------ 55,383,153 7,310,501 905,276 4,567,325 1,837,900 279,886 24,231 157,796 97,859
40 | Syracuse, N, ¥, --e--e 46,325,430 18,962 5,674 | ===mmmmmme—e 13,288
41 | Dayton, Ohio 3,919,677 2,303,611 638,618 1,398,414 266,579 106,575 17,273 85,000 4,302
42 | Oklahoma City, Okla - 38,905,436 5,564,874 1,111,887 1,984,466 2,468,521 117,490 117,430

43 | Worcester, Mass. - 51,451,197 426,698 121,698 305,000 2,338,300 123,806 2,214,494
44 | Richmond, Va,--- . 47,480,490 13,840,246 2,884,996 9,805,250 599,039 26,299 549,540
45 | Youngstown, Ohio: - 21,744,953 615,559 555,799 59,760 164,875 4,087 30,000 130,788
46 | Grend Rapids, Mich - 40,027,891 3,167,005 524,618 2,397,200 245,187 32,179 3,545 | -meemeommm-e 28,634
47 | Fort Worth, Tex. -] 31,819,399 1,578,955 375,544 293,500 909,911 -

48 | Bartford, Conn.- 55,872,074 3,746,950 173,907 1,086,920 2,486,123 345,060 16,980 293,080
49 | Flint, Mich.--- 31,268,908 2,600,308 189,204 2,377,219 33,885 27,669 8,750 18,919
50 | New Haven, Conn, 36,600,474 1,020,773 111,452 638,000 271,321 1,326,889 21,245 1,240,644
51 | San Diego, Calif,-- 60,043,094 678,498 678,498 1,069,862 131,858 938,004
52 | Long Beach, Calif, - 56,677,061 785,417 785,417 32,748 17,304 15,444
53 | Nashville, Tenn,-- - 28,019,846 1,820,227 1,691,227 129,000 | —mmmmmmeeee 179,228 53,578 120,450
54 | Springfield, Mass. 48,473,526 46,562 1,000 31,150
55 | Tulsa, Okla. 30,877,058 3,910,023 3,093,787 686,236 130,000 224,108 224,108

56 | Bridgeport, Comn 27,450,735 73,59 11,254 | emmmmememeee 62,340
57 | Des Moines, Iowa-- 27,896,982 840,926 347,559 310,754 182,613 457,574 103,340 171,080 183,154
58 | Scranton, Pa. 19,461,028 184,424 167,597 16,000 827 559,894 129,765 187,308 242,821
59 | Selt Lake City, Utah- - 31,089,066 165,200 115,200 50,000 | —m-mmm-meee 299,900 14,171 | —mmemmemeee 285,729
60 | Yonkers, N. Y,-- - 38,212,114 1,119,354 25,066 81,050 1,013,238
61 | Paterson, N. J, 33,271,250 1,844,416 193,916 1,650,500 | ====---m-mv 66,461 7,060 37,901
62 | Jacksonville, Fla,-~-- 30,011,786 627,122 323,996 117,711 185,415 8,202 2,074 500
63 | Albany, N. Y.- 61,977,478 1,660,429 292,318 736,090 632,021 139,036 10,299 83,612
64 | Norfolk, Va.-- 42,430,053 11,411,627 570,827 9,760,800 1,080,000 8,898 7,898 1,000
65 | Trenton, N. T, 27,073,280 2,213,855 1,017,742 1,136,113 60,000 119,151 19,051 100,100
66 | Chattanooga, Tenn. 12,737,278 734,408 346,219 256,685 131,504 35,385 885 34,500
67 | Kansas City, Kans 29,411,276 3,983,904 507,360 948,838 2,527,706 2,180 2,180 -

68 | Fort Wayme, Ind. 1,264,357 143,961 143,299 662 | —mmmmmem-e- 286,249 42,454 112,387 131,408
69 | Cemden, N. J. 28,852,126 2,107,279 611,257 1,461,660 34,362 53,784 6,384 47,400

1/ Overdraft
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TABLE 20.—AMOUNT OF SPECIFIED ASSETS AT CLOSE OF YEAR: 19386—Continued

(This table is presented in two sections, the second section beginning on p. 163. For alphabetical list of cities, by Stetes, showing renk, see p. 2. For text discussion, see p.31)

ASSETS IN SINKING FUNDS ASSETS IN PUBELIC TRUST FUNDS
City]
cY
no- o heeregste b1ty OGther City Other
Total Cash sscurities investments Total Cash securities investments
(par value) (par value) ©
GROUP IIX.—CITIES HAVING A POPULATION OF 100,000 TO 300,000-~Continued
70 $30,638,197 $518,724 $359,097 $148,000 $11,627 $12,405 $485 $11,920
71 | Elizabeth, N. T 19,339,520 804,874 174,844 624,170 5,860 69,849 31,824 38,025
72 Wichite, Kens, 14,345,137 ———— 221,987 9,606 $81,162 131,219
73 Spokane, Wash. 22,645,520 254,797 182,597 41,000 31,200 98,041 21,411 76,630
74 Fall River, Mass. 18,810,463 808,045 14,045 157,000 637,000 72,824 315 72,509
75 Cambridge, Mags.-- 28,426,820 2,673,949 168,537 748,000 1,757,412 269,661 2,395 9,000 258,266
76 25,186,185 835,011 52,241 77,000 705,770 514,618 1,037 26,000 487,581
77 28,157,614 645,574 501,074 3,500 141,000 21,705 3,705 | ~-mecmmmmmee 18,000
78 17,313,010 2,240,687 27,754 2,092,633 120,300 94,641 73,64l | m=mmmemm——e- 21,000
79 Peoria, Il1,--- 13,408,744 733,998 69,609 260,775 403,614
80 South Bend, Ind 18,535,384 418,581 405,081 - 13,500 303,526 23,151 261,202 19,173
81 Tacoms, Wash 49,866,107 802,609 307,331 476,878 18,400 128,384 11,276 - 117,108
82 Miami, Fla. 23,040,593 925,942 900,344 e ———— 25,598 34,763 6,763 -- 28,000
83 Gary, Ind.- 19,861,719 70,106 40,418 3,767 25,921 213,599 21,516 10,535 181,548
84 Centon, Ohio 18,618,669 1,553,254 559,822 993,432 | ~memmeee-e- 124,226 7,477 94,225 22,524
85 Wilmington, Del.----==n=-ae=n-o 37,822,185 1,477,158 192,366 1,056,850 227,942 908,721 76,518 108,600 723,603
86 | Tampa, Fla,---- 18,743,730 2,415,668 263,677 2,151,991 | --mmmmmemee 3,775 1,401 2,374
a7 Somerville, Mass. 11,731,695 - 255,752 8,107 | —~==e=mme—a-- 247,645
88 El Paso, Tex,-- 14,036,448 831,160 436,160 395,000 | ==m=mmmmeee 95,477 95,477
89 Evansville, Ind.----w--ec--n-d 24,478,939 168,738 168,738 95,424 33,194 55,129 7,101
90 Lynn, Mags.- 22,301,296 101,262 2,388 | —rmemcmeeaao 121,875 9,554 | —mewemomom--- 112,321
91 Utica, N. Y, 12,062,678 425,268 344,106 81,162 210,050 13,706 17,400 178,944
92 Duluth, Minn.- 30,875,095 75,732 75,732 | =-me——mmeeae 4,244,745 561,994 493,702 3,189,049
93 | Waterbury, Conn 25,832,034 163,100 12,087 64,000 87,013 304,408 7,212 297,196
94 Lowell, Mass.- 13,855,821 154,899 81 154,818
Honolulu, Hawaii g/ ----------- 2,779,833 850,376 196,776 653,600

2/ Not included in group or grand totaels.
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(This table is presented in two

TABLE 20.-—AMOUNT OF SPECIFIED ASSETS AT CLOSE OF YEAR: 1936—Continued

sections, the first section beginning on p. 160. For elphabeticel list of cities, by States, showing rank, see p. 2. For text discussion, see p. 31)

CASH IN GENERAL TREASURY AND
ASSETS IN INVESTMENT FUNDS AND MISCELLANEOUS INVESTMENTS GENERAL ADMINISTRATIVE FUNDS Yalus of
Cli;:y orTY Bxeclusive of am'ts| Amounts held pudlic
Total Cash 01:"‘1’:5‘1:;“ r‘:’:ﬁ " in °“?‘;‘: . held in private | in private propervies
P property veatments trust accounts trust accounts
[P T PU— $819,820,192 $6,980,597 | $100,284,454 | $657,948,678 $54,606,463 $560,202,164 | 425,846,756 | $7,242,690,602
Group T 708,225,001 3,796,154 82,628,548 | 593,654,340 25,145,959 395,677,858 19,801,139 | 4,112,092,989
Group IT 66,495,214 534,386 4,804,524 51,422,818 9,653,486 66,618, 631 2,779,084 | 1,093,749,637
Group TII 48,099,977 2,650,057 12,771,382 12,871,520 19,807,018 97,905,675 3,266,553 | 2,036,847,976
GROUP I.—CITIES EAVING A POPULATION OF 500,000 AND GUER
1 | New York, N. Y.- $390,047,707 $2,739,801 | - h /$385,988,809 1,519,007 $116,291,870 45,131,479 /)
2 | cnicego, T11. 76,267,691 || ~m-mmerm-emmn 475,991,601 [ m-w-somoiom 276,190 78,159,098 241,549 $828,756, 601
3 | Philadelphia, Pa.--r----=m--—=srmmmed] 149,006,836 162,197 1,055,900 |3/147,777,685 11,054 10,701,043 24,997 432,650,400
4 | Detroit, Mich. 3,894,282 90 | commmcmmaren 566,580 3,327,612 33,064,420 3,553,174 450,199,084
5 | Los Angeles, Calif. 3,087,880 6,960 1,446,539 90,480 1,493,901 63,006,506 7,330,732 504,442,422
6 | Cleveland, ohi 5,014,901 416,350 2,949,566 | w--m=mm-emem 1,648,985 9,002,236 855,555 236,759,476
7 | st. Louls, ¥o. 3,608,228 4,088 36,000 765,750 2,802,390 19,539,293 1,126 279,636,930
8 | Baltimore, Mi. 454,360 3,572 384,800 | --m-memmommm 66,188 3,169,237 942,934 233,153,991
9 | Boston, Mass. 66,189,342 597,174 - | 1/s8,419,570 7,172,598 3,260,980 | ~emo-mmmvomn 276,638,957
10 | Pittsburgh, Pa.-m--s-m==cmms-remeannd 2,152,641 525,579 663,000 33,116 1,130,946 12,478,469 31,609 183,683,465
11 | Sen Frencisco, Calif. 22,493,717 386,069 311,236,049
12 | Washington, D. C. 12,909,989 24,361 101,1364493
13 | Milwaukee, Wis. 435,532 251 101,242 - 384,089 8,702,309 502,122 142,960,189
14 | Buffalo, N. V. 5,115,601 4/ 459,798 | —-ecemmonioos 12,350 5,563,049 2,898,741 775,432 130,838,952
GROUP II.—CITIES HAVING A POPULATION OF 300,000 TO 500,000
15 | Minneapolts, Minn.---- $353,433 $8,042 $302,6829 | —-m--mmee- $42,562 $5,586,166 $743,429 $99,856,357
16 | New Orleams, La.- 1,958,947 2,084 943,700 $642,076 371,137 4,104,227 273,633 93,437,156
17 | Cincinmati, Ohio 40,254,388 60,989 1,216,660 |5/ 38,000,000 976,739 6,776,498 57,114 109,787,984
18 | Newark, N. J. 851,686 38,114 417,384 396,188 6,842,226 170,485 175,350,098
19 | Kansas City, Mo.-w=m=m=mmmwm-mwemncnnd 1,198,574 129,927 100,000 -- 968,647 6,176,666 103,532 88,053,526
20 | seattle, Wash. 4,518,632 107,447 3,456 934,188 3,473,541 6,577,440 785,861 134,708,772
21 | Indianepolis, Ind.---- 2,743,498 117,059 2,626,489 3,951,664 229,273 55,261,973
22 | Rochester, N. Y.-- 11,903,009 31,215 558,000 |6/ 11,027,877 285,917 5,505,517 27,594 61,796,160
23 | Jersey City, N. 7. 171,684 171,684 7,376,621 128,231 87,845,448
24 | Houston, Tex. 127,784 - - 127,784 5,124,720 - 58,255,798
25 | Louisville, Ky.- 975,640 818,677 156,965 2,348,799 - 55,909,368
26 | Portland, Oreg.- 1,487,939 39,559 1,342,495 -- 55,885 3,248,087 259,932 73,486,997
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TABLE 20.—AMOUNT OF SPECIFIED ASSETS AT CLOSE OF YEAR: 1938—Continued

(This table i{s presented in two sections, the first section beginning on p. 160, For alphabeticsl list of citles, by States, showing rank, see p. 2. For text discussion, see p. 31)

ASSETS IN INVESTMENT FUNDS AND MISCELLANEOUS INVESTMENTS

CASH IN GENERAL TREASURY AND
GENERAL ADIINISTRATIVE FUNDS

city] cmy Val:;iof
TV public
no- City securities Real Other Exelusive of am'ts | Amounts held properties
Total Cash {par value) property investments held in private in private
trust accounts trust accounts
GROUP III.—CITIES EAVING A POPULATION OF 100,000 TO 300,000

27 Columbus, Ohlo-----wr-=cmmmmammeamae $14,770 $4,770 ———— $10,000 $1,498,59C - $48,307,927
28 Toledo, Ohio- 394,732 64,857 $30,900 113,975 300,536 o 50,841,188
29 Oakland, Calif. 580,266 234,765 309,100 36,401 6,205,465 $669,948 99,239,795
30 Denver, Colo.-- 2,499,350 -— - 2,499,350 3,683,358 37,996 75,136,677
31 Atlanta, G8.--c-cccomomm oo cmcca] o - - - 2,337,152 1,210 33,737,682
32 Dallss, Tex. 931,857 235,498 157,000 53¢,359 2,718,365 10 47,919,130
33 St. Paul, Minn.- 8,635,910 415,592 8,015,318 205,000 1,831,963 | ~ee-mm-m--m- 53,918,937
34 | Birmingham, Ala. 2,282,716 o e 26,969 5,500 2,249,247 1,744,863 9,647 25,052,316
35 Akron, Ohio-- 162,637 10,213 -- 152,424 2,596,313 | -e--em-eme-- 42,360,502
36 Memphis, Tenn 1,112,989 589,641 65,000 | -c--m--—---ee 458,348 3,071,689 47,555 44,142,431
37 | Providence, R. T.- 689,204 198,874 490,330 2,705,198 22,548 43,629,703
38 San Antonio, Tex.- 479,306 53,162 194,000 [ ==w-----a-a- 232,144 1,587,923 42,643 29,720,967
39 Omaha, Nebr. 285,516 270,952 14,564 1,874,278 | —emmememeene 46,232,975
40 | Syracuse, N. Y. 3,928,735 - R R —— 3,928,735 2,262,234 148,397 39,967,102
4l Dayton, Ohio--- 241,909 12,909 229,000 | - 1,264,89C 2,692 2/)

42 Oklshoma City, Okla - 3,579,258" 29,643,814
43 Worcester, Mass. o ememmmemmmee -— 1,643,005 47,043,194
44 Richmond, Va. - 485,816 8,322 185,750 | --memm-m-meo- 291,744 1,522,968 31,003,970
45 Youngstown, Ohi - 925,444 20,039,075
46 Grand Repids, hich. 1,083,126 1,083,126 815,697 34,867,893
47 Fort Worth, Tex.---- - - - 728,869 29,392,192
48 Hartford, Conn. 657,526 24,592 5,000 320,000 307,934 2,790,125 48,316,494
49 Flint, Mich.--- 945,343 405 130,900 | -=-m-m-----e 814,038 787,226 26,572,998
50 New Haven, Conn. 936,310 206,649 - 729,661 929,573 32,385,496
Sl San Diego, Calif.-- 233,584 6,839 ——- 226,745 2,452,979 55,608,171
52 Long Beach, Calif.-- 4,037,533 - e 113,875 3,906,235 17,423 3,022,688 96,709 48,701,966
53 | Nashville, Tenn.--- 423,388 - 300,000 123,388 2,129,295 92 23,467,616
54 | Springfield, Mass. 5,300 [f —mmmemeeoe 5,300 2,798,100 45,623,564
55 Tulsa, Okla.----- . - Eai | I B B e 469,621 26,273,306
56 | Bridgeport, Comn. 497,575 497,575 894,256 | ~-emmmmm-ome 25,985,310
57 Des lioines, Iowa-- 163,855 5,037 105,818 1,039,407 33,969 25,361,251
58 Scranton, Pa. 156,083 . mmemmmmeen 156,083 711,048 45,813 17,803,766
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59 salt Lake City, Utah. 745,467 54,877 - 620,590 790,895 11,661 29,075,943
60 Yonkers, N. Y. 500,710 6,313 480,000 | --=-—-em-eao 14,397 467,178 143,690 35,981,182
61 Paterson, N. J.-- 56,352 || --wem—mo-eee 56,352 1,116,922 54,074 30,133,025
62 | Tacksonville, Fla. 5,000 -- 5,000 1,086,700 | --=-mm=m-=mm 28,284,762
63 Albany, N. Y. 665,000 - 665,000 | -—-s--o--eeen 663,381 51,614 58,798,018
64 | Norfolk, Va. 6,322,962 7/ 6,313,687 9,275 490,065 155,268 24,041,233
65 Trenton, N. J.--- - 784,979 233,774 23,721,521
66 Chattanooga, Tenn 2,500 - 2,500 293,205 | ---mm—mmmean 11,671,780
67 Kansas City, Kens- 206,656 70,689 135,967 3,651,750 149,120 21,417,666
68 Fort Wayne, Ind,-ws--me—eo-om—mememoo ] 214,126 99,336 114,790 - 571,548 48,473 2/)
69 Camden, N. J. 119,486 y 776 82,000 38,262 ———————— 1,509,290 158,178 24,904,109
70 Erie, Pa.- 122,542 || =-—----e--eo 2,076 7,500 112,966 1,409,806 2,622 28,572,098
71 Elizabeth, N. J. 1,047,107 6,982 461,831 [ --eermmmeee 578,294 2,123,675 19,704 15,274,311
72 Wichita, Kans. 26,193 26,193 1,311,717 4,212, 12,781,028
73 | Spokane, Wash.-- 214,623 21,740 154,616 | —-----mmomem 38,267 1,412,399 3,738 20,661,922
74 | Fall River, Mass. 1,071,835 1,782 16,855,977
75 Cambridge, Mass. - 807,389 807,389 1,001,045 8,801 23,665,975
76 New Bedford, Mass. 638,411 1,736 23,196,409
7 Reading, Pa,--«- 13,855 13,855 960,836 579 26,515,065
78 Knoxville, Tenn. 359,225 629 49,400 309,196 803,269 | ---mc--om-—- 14,015,198
79 Peoria, Ill. 245,488 14,375 28,623 167,593 94,897 1,294,888 11,134,370
80 South Bend, Ind.-=---w-—cemscmcoomono 53,217 53,217 650,485 16,809,524
81 Tacoma, Wash. 870,981 12,914 556,840 5,542 295,685 1,106,715 46,957,418
82 Miami, Fla. -~-wcme e 1,602,367 || ==s----ce--- 469,325 1,016,201 116,841 1,451,693 19,025,828
83 Gery, Ind.-- 142,659 142,659 422,373 19,012,982
34 Canton, Ohio 781,651 | -mece—momeee 16,159,538
85 | Wilmington, Dels---==wmer=mremmemmana | 52,955 2,905 36,050 | wmcmmemeeoee 14,000 287,921 20,850 35,074,580
86 | Tampa, Fla. 18,846 6,600 9,222 | cemmmcmmmano 3,024 336,842 1,653 15,966,946
87 Somerville, Mass.- 716,509 716,509 700,908 1,078 10,057,448
88 El Paso, Tex. 221,000 || --ememeceeon 136,000 | =-m=mececemo 85,000 329,364 44,211 12,515,236
89 | Evansville, Ind,--=--—c-commmeocouo-d 158,505 || —r--mee-memw 48,500 110,005 2,045,920 82,032 21,928,320
90 Lynn, Mass. 610,399 10,396 | ~-veecccmmano 600,003 1,499,798 | —mecececeeee 19,967,962
91 Utica, N. Y.i=-—u-- 604,899 3,561 10,818,900
92 Duluth, Minn. 363 363 1,129,813 40,820 25,383,622
93 Weterbury, Conn. 445,916 1,453 24,917,157
94 Lowell, Mass. 112,159 112,159 335,220 28 13,253,515
Honolulu, Hawail 8/-----cmremeemcmoood  commimicn | cmmmmmcmrmcn | e | e | oo 1,929,457 (2/}

1/ Value of repid-transit system owned but not operated by the city. 2/ Data not evailable.

_:_5_/ Value of gas-supply system and elevated electric railway owned but not operated.by the city. _4/ Overdraft.

y Value of Cincinnati~-Southern Reilway, owned but not operated by the city.

é/ Value of subway owned but not operated by the city.

7/ Includes value of docks and terminals owned but not operated by the city.

8/ Not included in group or grand totals.
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TABLE 21.—~VALUE AT CLOSE OF FISCAL YEAR OF PROPERTIES EMPLOYED OR HELD FOR SPECIFIED PURPOSES: 1936

{This table is presented in two sections, the second section beginning on p. 169. For alphabetical 1list or cities, by States, showing rank, see p. 2. For text discussion, see p.32)

LAND, BUILDINGS, AND EQUIPMENT OF GENERAL DEPARTMENTS

Charities. hospitals,

Cit
no. CITY Somoral Protection to person and property Conserva— and corrections Education
Total tion of Senitation Highways
government
Police Fire de- Other health Correc-
department | partment protection Charities Hospitals tions Schools
Grand total----- L4,672,762,345 $324,510,134 [$66,031,088 ($130,921,469 B27,612,365 69,656,706 316,198,153 B57,590,956 [$68,710,574 18150,766,233 $43,718,933 §1,995,639,568
Group I-- 2,723,086,026 195,328,355 | 43,538,538 | 56,715,731 | 13,513,697 | 39,952,598 | 249,852,194 | 38,022,905 | 40,501,068 | 94,915,912 33,763,722 | 1,015,886,375
Group II- 656,041,134 55,826,278 7,005,842 21,803,134 | 4,453,731 | 18,089,507 18,602,908 5,565,487 | 14,271,797 39,978,357 7,575,868 287,582,502
Group III- 1,293,635,185 73,355,501 | 15,486,708 | 52,402,604 | 9,644,937 | 11,614,601 47,743,051 | 14,002,564 | 13,937,709 | 15,871,964 | 2,379,343 692,170,691
GROUP I,—CITIES HAVING A POPULATION OF 500,000 AND OVER
1 New York, N. Y, 1/-
2 Chicago, Il1l.--- $660,340,354 || $19,239,545 | $6,021,507 $7,877,974 $61,984 | $7,574,786 [$208,993,145 $460,547 8,993,695 | - - 1= ---- | $222,570,398
3 Philadelphia, Pa 307,178,700 39,622,600 { 3,303,700 6,827,300 | 1,866,300 3,456,400 4,244,100 | 1,110,300 4,181,200 | $20,465,500 | $3,084,600 126,137,100
4 Detroit, Mich.-- 265,271,546 14,144,500 | 2,290,120 4,011,280 | 1,249,110 6,264,300 1,548,625 | 12,167,456 | 8,542,517 1,800,000 | 5,566,476 108,007,826
5 Los Angeles, Calif. 234,255,400 20,251,075 | 2,185,401 5,629,347 2,036,976 | 2,488,089 1,461,992 | 1,874,959 2,696,824 | 10,441,602 733,880 125,761,750
6 Cleveland, Ohio- 156,339,476 9,044,000 2,800,000 2,000,000 51,440 | 1,500,000 8,535,000 972,000 150,000 9,650,000 | 2,862,000 60,167,838
7 St. Louis, Mo.- 203,457,099 12,761,340 | 4,116,077 2,084,909 [ 2,315,007 3,257,140 807,112 9,466,020 668,996 | 10,332,969 | 3,200,881 40,418,431
8 121,649,441 13,808,500 | 2,584,800 7,948,000 206,700 [ 1,331,400 1,914,700 | 2,520,700 16,700 5,453,983 | 1,371,908 43,863,719
9 230,203,615 12,414,000 | 2,815,900 7,520,100 | 2,040,000 | 4,916,519 4,808,171 | 1,182,178 520,000 | 13,074,200 | 2,241,900 68,467,497
10 129,865,392 10,676,892 1,831,935 3,056,000 162,394 | 1,024,848 237,856 | 1,742,104 | 5,476,372 4,315,093 | 5,082,914 56,471,647
11 San Francisco,Calif.| 115,926,835 9,753,065 | 11,434,938 1,958,712 829,369 | 1,543,948 462,599 288,637 3,724,379 6,169,736 | 1,062,343 43,392,856
12 Washington, D. C 73,436,493 13,186,293 750,000 3,250,000 | 1,287,700 759,000 2,850,000 475,000 873,500 4,415,000 | 3,250,000 40,000,000
13 Milwaukee, Wis. 111,648,783 9,751,344 | 2,168,350 2,356,960 | 1,324,000 1,782,740 | 11,648,987 4,344,450 1,574,458 5,695,067 1,601,630 36,416,816
1la Buffalo, N, Y.- 113,512,892 10,675,201 1,235,810 2,295,149 82,717 4,053,428 2,339,907 1,418,554 | 3,082,427 3,102,762 | 3,705,190 44,210,497
GROUP II,—CITIES BAVING A POPULATION OF 300,000 TO 500,000
15 Minneapolis, Minn.-4  $68,573,456 $3,646,247 $372,951 | $1,565,471 $56,868 | $2,897,931 $249,123 [ $1,157,460 $332,145 | $1,858,644 | $1,394,125 $33,134,206
16 New Orleans, La. - 45,237,658 7,600,000 325,000 2,000,000 16,500 | ==-m=mmemm 4,726,200 250,000 345,000 175,000 | 1,407,500 16,031,258
17 Cincinnati, Ohio---- 78,185,544 4,484,024 764,509 2,911,712 184,168 | 1,817,317 1,966,507 878,815 772,500 4,242,154 973,417 37,556,964
18 Newark, N, J.~-- 97,616,296 11,519,679 972,362 2,495,325 244,862 5,316,704 1,589,100 665,215 | 1,733,100 6,587,773 { 1,589,487 29,452,850
19 Kansas City, Mo 56,693,376 5,241,000 465,000 2,000,000 274,060 300,000 112,000 187,040 536,555 2,604,572 | 1,259,984 29,002,633
80 Seattle, Wash,- 47,604,820 4,284,233 166,546 2,103,821 438,771 396,286 144,507 579,532 35,399 2,323,311 60,067 21,885,914
21 Indianapolis, Ind. 43,060,931 3,326,256 362,460 1,094,000 526,206 923,603 3,497,806 104,026 626,380 2,732,133 25,560 21,744,545
a2 Rochester, N, Y, 50,932,616 3,072,530 414,934 1,464,839 50,209 | 2,731,174 3,609,065 229,918 | 1,862,921 1,883,577 458,114 21,169,268
23 Jersey City, N. J. 61,551,448 2,678,200 | 2,089,100 1,528,765 | ==~--oce-- 2,151,835 193,075 55,000 }/5,276,000 13,000,000 115,060 23,182,763
24 Houston, lex. 37,312,826 5,040,880 208,417 1,708,847 619,755 178,567 1,744,187 517,212 84,880 1,932,724 91,044 16,738,196
25 Louisville, Ky. 33,148,859 2,445,092 150,000 672,190 | 2,007,904 | 1,303,211 250,996 478,875 1,549,397 1,538,301 126,478 14,804,226
26 Portland, Oreg.- 36,123,304 2,488,137 714,763 2,258,164 134,428 72,879 520,342 462,394 117,520 1,100,168 75,032 22,879,679
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GROUP III,-CITIES HAVING A POPULATION OF 100,000 TO 300,000

27 | Columbus, Ohio 4 #31,058,542 || $3,239,905 | $457,465| $1,535,372 | $3,810,826 $26,408 | $1,997,822 | $266,016 $108,087 | 16,770,667
28 Toledo, Chio-- 40,748,188 1,520,000 450,000 900,000 374,996 150,000 2,700,000 150,000 250,000 27,000,247
29 Oaklend, Calif 44,491,622 2,967,248 170,887 1,462,537 598,107 50,238 233,413 | 1,409,201 31,869 S R et 28,164,111
30 | Denver, Colo.- 44,491,613 5,258,486 359,910 885,280 14,228 85,641 769,202 553,644 | 1,981,162 $757 847 210,925 22,041,057
31 | Atlanta, Ga.- 20,686,955 1,089,842 493,550 | 1,202,715 | mmmmmmmme 213,299 | 1,270,959 296,537 | ~mmmmmemmm 1,154,204 126,409 9,778,263
32 Dellas, Tex.- 26,632,203 1,116,694 79,723 1,271,858 271,267 217,642 1,415,221 219,279 7,919 641,495 | ——ommemmmm 12,698,645
33 St. Paul, Minn.- 31,853,882 3,080,247 190,185 868,093 269,563 103,013 94,097 392,325 197,094 809,351 85,583 15,248,342
34 Birmingham, Ala,- 22,950,935 1,587,831 33,236 880,692 1,693 7,365 348,173 109,042 241,641 11,512,946
35 24,944,690 692,490 129,300 676,743 80,000 | ~==-~mmumn 3,123,485 82,000 2,500 18,109,323
36 30,620,946 64,000 650,000 2,000,000 283,000 436,539 435,000 355,000 10,023,981
37 | Providence, R. I, 34,890, 603 2,554,377 898,448 | 2,030,164 9,593 | 1,357,105 | 1,990,391 634,136 547,778 | oo loC 18,195, 643
38 San Antonio, Tex 19,763,088 685,661 120,494 724,853 2,980 95,334 1,420,146 44,279 10,825,554
39 | Omaha, Nebr.- 28,189,952 540,000 475,000 950,000 | ==mmmmmam 120,000 143,000 95,000 - 18,788,367
40 Syracuse, N, Y,- 29,168,985 883,953 423,596 1,307,594 144,680 282,385 1,129,755 6,018 6L,291 | ~m—meemmmem 81,261 15,901,279
41 Dayton, Ohio 1/-- -

42 Oklahoma City, Oklﬂ. 21,257,609 322,252 145,982 893,890 4,075 41,637 1,134,458 113,566 | —=-~-m=-m= | —mmmmmmmee 122,879 12,337,966
43 Worcester, Mass,---- 30,335,964 1,279,250 674,450 1,031,050 67,893 1,583,624 5,002,837 499,240 526,989 2,763,693 | -~ememr——- 15,523,894
44 Richmond, Va.--~----| 20,029,249 1,810,610 201,490 705,886 1,122,099 304,643 297,566 334,315 367,744 2,565 205,171 8,311,602
45 Youngstown, Ohio----f 15,361,426 512,400 120,000 238,000 { ===a~=w=n- 336,000 68,433 54,000 | ~—mmmemmms | cmmmemea e 10,000 9,155,368
46 Grand Rapids, Mich. 24,993,742 1,187,624 258,378 913,122 7,693 658,345 1,583,307 351,070 13,657,885
47 Fort Worth, Tex.---- 15,153,365 241,824 160,497 843,950 1,000 11,225 256,371 932,005 9,401,601
48 Hartford, Conn, 33,075,868 2,551,501 614,783 1,922,403 | ~-~-mmemmm 65,540 93,893 472,472 1,492,344 14,549,196
49 Flint, Mich.---- 20,970,754 330,000 215,000 440,000 15,000 70,000 953,000 358,000 2,500 14,605,304
50 New Haven, Conn,---- 31,741,657 2,426,626 465,977 1,374,701 1,710 | mmwmmmmmam 831,062 47,795 466,175 3,878,098
51 San Diego 22,809,278 140,160 90,690 791,490 16,500 20,000 74,850 166,071 8,000 8,776,730
52 Long Bea 28,172,220 1,142,907 49,719 396,532 26,397 16,251 853,032 269,632 4,180 17,214,409
53 Nashville, Tenn, - 15,010,116 595,000 60,000 1,245,850 13,000 2,500 436,300 178,000 402,500 4,713,966
54 Springfield, Mass. 28,219,877 3,106,247 366,948 1,444,263 8,423 791,020 211,246 39,561 266,662 12,953,111
55 Tulsa, Okla.-- 13,887,102 165,942 355,495 1,088,000 27,964 120,726 50,436 - 9,530,085
56 | Bridgeport, Conn, 25,789,110 616,375 353,025 588,625 372,115 | 1,392,440 20,000 | 1,107,490 10,424,940
o7 Des Moines, Iowe- 16,212,629 yl,625,500 ---------- 493,600 25,000 131,185 117,200 10,395,044
58 Scranton, Pa,----~-- 17,268,766 220,000 67,552 401,870 252,200 41,500 195,300 90,000 11,644,405
59 Salt Lake City, Utah 15,570,534 650,071 69,926 414,183 1,144 13,491 63,989 771,209 10,040,014
60 Yonkers, N, Y, - 25,728,296 1,012,407 323,351 633,789 809,727 393,769 1,005,654 328,514 14,937,386
61 Peterson, N. J. 14,133,025 1,344,000 182,550 545,250 | «=~emmmmem 230,000 795,000 75,000 9,674,500
62 | Jacksomville, Fla,--|  1l.863.89% 647,842 469,408 791,588 | =mmemmemm 13,719 406,348 111,985 | mmmmmmcmee | mommcmeean 87,489 6,246,252
63 | Albany, N, Y,-ceeme- 34,522,580 1,464,060 381,750 FET I 3 [ PR— 933,000 205,400 - 10,301,800
64 Norfolk, Va.- 11,388,580 1,047,249 102,183 405,277 269,935 121,552 395,212 73,196 303,436 187,803 6,451,325
65 Trenton, N. J, 19,135,821 1,348,914 354,000 863,751 348,317 720,000 1,564,464 248,900 272,862 [ —-emmmemmes | cmeemaamee 10,009,229
66 Chattanooga, Tenn 10,279,940 450,000 35,035 585,977 | —m-mmmmmnm 3,500 306,460 141,036 7,500 405,530 29,136 6,432,277
67 Kansas City, Keng,-- 8,226,965 186,372 26,720 471,670 49,953 18,150 7,546 185,012 | =~~emmmeme [ cmmmmeeeeo 1,400 5,966,975
68 Fort Wayne, Ind. _/— .......... - - -
69 Cemden, N. J. 19,040,784 6,200,000 417,900 517,500 50,000 117,400 658,600 254,000 — 7,700,687
70 Erie, P&.-— 16,946,193 716,759 89,380 494,417 9,192 163,130 1,446,301 118,535 | =ccmmammme b ommmmcecmee | ommmaaaes 11,383,488

See footnotes at end of table.
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TABLE 21.—VALUE AT CLOSE OF FISCAL YEAR OF PROPERTIES EMPLOYED OR HELD FOR SPECIFIED PURPOSES: 1936—Continued

{This table is presented in two smctions, the second section beginning on p. 169. For alphabetical 1list of cities, by States, showing rank, see p. 2. For text discussion, see p.32)

LAND, BUILDINGS, AND EQUIPMENT OF GENERAL DEPARTMENTS

City| Charities, hospitals,
no. CITY Genoral Protection to person and property Conserva- and corrections Education
Total tion of Sanitation Highways
government
Police Fire de- Other health Correc-
department | partment protection Charities Hospitals tions Schools
GROUP III.—~CITIES HAVING A POPULATION OF 100,000 TO 300,000—Continued

71 Elizabeth, N, J $10,233,789 $138,925 $207,250 $803,172 $3,600 $44,698 $58,000 $62,300 $61,500 $7,517,708
72 Wichita, Kans.- 11,206,028 207,123 170,000 668,587 | —c-eevmeem 2,500 415,000 55,000 7,500 7,205,254
73 Spokane, Wesh.- 12,431,042 865,617 37,747 322,992 4,509 106,041 248,446 218,127 o 7,842,579
74 PFall River, Mass. 11,755,551 666,783 218,650 880,350 9,150 346,867 12,097 47,230 877,476 | --- ~ 5,573,539
75 Cambridge, Mags,---- 11,976,026 839,551 77,606 595,600 147,987 338,022 78,178 286,400 618,160 $817,015 5,813,598
76 New Bedford, Mass, - 15,930,090 856,291 330,018 786,751 56,425 219,02 434,089 167,543 412,170 36,950 | mmmmmemmem 8,699,845
77 Reading, Pa.--- 15,217,337 800,000 25,000 500,000 120,000 | ~—-==m=u- - 1,020,000 85,000 10,617,337
78 Knoxville, Tenn.- 7,792,978 255,516 172,095 530,411 6,594 13,063 126,550 47,055 27,951 520,534 95,030 5,045,214
79 10,949,720 281,250 54,250 201,250 206,250 1,868,817 10,000 6,181,362
80 12,117,970 200,000 30,700 550,000 4,500 30,000 32,000 8,719,318
81 Tacoma, Wesh 10,827,507 302,222 371,420 790,207 32,729 111,581 285,553 6,205,594
82 Miami, Fla. 12,998,828 40,000 250,000 1,500,000 12,000 875,000 125,000 143,500 1,000,000 2,000 5,717,328
83 Gary, Ind.- 18,622,982 1,223,247 40,000 260,428 5,167 416,000 50,000 6,936,481
84 Canton, Chio--- 11,629,538 150,000 60,000 330,000 16,000 1,351,500 98,000 8,986,538
85 Wilmington, Del 23,927,876 1,835,247 196,736 566,617 | ~vmmmmmmen [ e 117,296 215,000 9,101,923
86 Tampa, Fla.- 10,405,236 310,000 35,000 255,000 96,500 8,000 347,000 76,000 5,823,936
a7 Somerville, Mass. 8,519,900 548,100 210,500 521,200 | ==cmm=nm=m 72,500 80,400 86,500 4,699,700
88 El Paso, Tex.-- 7,322,038 101,077 66,927 490,153 4,967 19,173 68,934 68,174 3,552,419
89 Evensville, Ind 9,218,353 300,000 300,000 600,000 | ~===o-oeem 20,000 65,000 30,000 6,180,000
90 Lynn, 88, —=—= 13,195,790 602,500 260,550 584,525 80,050 64,100 705,700 234,100 8,663,855
91 10,144,400 453,100 361,700 825,500 [ —w-mmmmmmn | mmmce e 427,600 280,700 5,701,400
92 15,989,339 1,118,070 165,106 332,102 3,977 34,109 366,299 61,898 8,012,477
9B Waterbury, Conn. 13,616,930 1,085,856 99,670 833,794 [ ~--mmmmm=- 399,313 150,005 74,172 7,343,384
94 Lowell, Mass.-- 8,988,390 654,300 161,800 703,450 24,500 343,500 80,315 88,085 286,950 4,743,440

Honolulu, Hawaii 1/ —

1/ Data not available.

2/ Not distributed.

y Includes value of hospitals and correctional institutions not distributable.

y Includes velue of properties of police department.
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TABLE 21.—VALUE AT CLOSE OF FISCAL YEAR OF PROPERTIES EMPLOYED OR HELD FOR SPECIFIED PURPOSES: 1936—Continued

(This table is presented in two sections, the first section beginning on p. 166. For alphabstical 1ist of cities. by Stetes, showing rank, see p. 2. For' text discussion, see p. 32)

LAND, BUILDINGS, AND EQUIPMENT OF
GENERAL DEPARTMENTS—Continued LAND, BUILDINGS, AND EQUIPMENT OF PUBLIC-SERVICE ENTERPRISES
City| Education—
no. eIy Continued Miscella- Water- f]{;{::rzﬁd rransit | EOTts,docks, tmo-
Recreation Total supply wharves, and ’ Airports All other
neous systems power systems harbors halls, and
Libraries systems stadiums
Grand total--------- 147,191,693 P1,135,166,497 $139,047,976 |$2,569,928,257 |{$1,759,037,734 $226,648,949 [$110,332,401 | $204,678,869 $74,675,125 [§46,393,717 | $148,161,462
Group I- 92,298,782 719,623,863 | 89,172,286 1,389,006,963 948,887,217 | 138,540,454 | 70,801,243 107,930,324 | 41,357,786 | 19,565,926 61,924,013
Group II 21,171,240 136,892,120 | 17,222,363 437,708,503 246,748,453 | 44,062,573 | 39,161,792 38,668,515 | 15,962,945 | 6,929,736 46,174,489
Group IIT-----=n-m—wmem-o 33,721,671 | 278,650,514 | 32,653,327 743,212,791 563,402,064 | 44,045,922 369,366 | 58,080,030 | 17,354,394 | 19,898,055 ( 40,062,960
GROUP I.—CITIES HAVING A POPULATION OF 500,000 AND OVER
1 New York, N. Y. 1/
2 Chicego, Ill.,---= $7,175,231 | $140,999,275 | $30,372,267 $168,416,247 $151,660,594 | $3,428,358 $4,824,939 | $7,896,572 | $594,356 $11,428
3 | Philadelphia, Pa 4 9,319,700 75,128,500 | 8,431,400 125,471,700 87,630,200 | - - 31,837,800 | 5,572,300 371,400 60,000
4 | Detroit, Mich,-- 4 6,118,710 68,603,508 | 24,957,118 184,927,538 116,922,997 |~ -- | $60,758,775 | ~mm e mmemeee | - 4,230,440 3,015,326
5 Los Angeles, Calif. 4 10,527,403 47,331,026 925,076 270,187,022 124,360,233 | 91,500,562 52,628,290 | 1,487,007 161,757 49,173
3 Cleveland, Ohio---- 11,071,378 46,120,340 | 1,415,480 80,420,000 47,120,000 | 17,500,000 12,000,000 | 1,250,000 2,550,000
7 St. Louis, Mo. 4,879,420 | 107,493,380 1,655,417 76,179,831 55,235,114 | -- - 2,832,125 | 4,826,918 | 1,730,268 | 11,555,416
8 | Baltimore, Md 3,791,400 34,515,981 2,320,950 111,504,550 77,223,100 10,340,800 | --- - | 3,123,750 | 20,816,900
9 | Boston, Mess.- 19,680,050 86,531,200 | 3,991,900 46,435,342 26,246,542 315,000 | ~-- - | 2,075,000} 17,798,800
10 Pittsburgh, Pa. 12,113,229 23,174,294 4,499,814 53,818,073 47,310,219 400 | 1,450,812 | 2,279,342 2,777,300
11 | Sen Francisco, Calif 3,370,561 31,131,480 804,212 195,309,214 149,630,410 | 26,111,534 | 10,042,468 | ~—-=-ma-—an 7,640,817 | 1,883,985 | ---mcmmememn
12 | Weshington, D. C. 4 1,500,000 2/ 250,000 590,000 27,700,000 27,000,000 700,000
13 | Milwaukee, Wis 4 2,510,500 26,314,822 | 4,158,659 31,311,406 26,509,100 4,023,750 | ~--- - 501,356 277,200
14 Buffalo, N. Y. 231,200 32,030,057 5,049,993 17,326,040 12,038,708 1,127,220 483,360 | 1,364,282 2,312,470
GROUP II.—CITIES HAVING A POPULATION OF 300,000 TO 500,000
15 | Minneapolis, Minn - $1,781,212 | $20,062,662 $64,411 $31,282,901 $21,855,659 | ~—mmcommmoe [ oo $845,435 | $3,029,839 | $607,659 |  $4,944,309
16 | New Orleans, La. 4 985,000 11,115,000 261,200 48,199,498 23,449,498 - 2,100,000 - 1,150,000
17 Cincinnati, Ohio - 3,512,773 15,113,501 3,007,183 31,602,440 28,171,174 | =—-==mermme | mmmemmecaan 1,700,000 197,500 | 1,173,364 360,402
18 | Newark, N. J.--- 4 2,437,110 31,383,429 1,629,300 77,733,802 39,464,092 11,049,102 586,900 |wmccemmcee |cmmmmmee B/ 26,633,708
19 | Kansas City, Mo. 4 1,292,388 12,683,630 734,514 31,360,150 24,637,650 - - 670,000 | 4,675,000 | 1,100,000 277,500
20 Seattle, Wash.-- - 1,488,130 11,060,180 2,638,323 87,103,952 25,097,649 6,612,690 9,234,649 959,734 | 1,122,830 13,827
21 Indianapolis, Iad 4 2,063,187 5,716,266 318,503 12,201,042 - 1,249,448 603,308 | 10,348,286
22 | Rochester, N. Y.- 2,280,958 9,824,409 1,880,700 10,863,544 8,284,921 896,270 191,145 666,484
23 Jersey City, N, J 1,850,000 7,045,500 | 1,386,150 26,294,000 24,794,000 1,400,000 100,000 [-ceemmccon | cmcommaccan
24 | Houston, Tex.- 902,022 4,051,793 | 3,594,302 20,942,972 6,805,888 10,875,016 | 1,547,170 1,714,898
25 Louisville, Ky. 2,577,375 4,985,201 259,613 22,760,509 20,501,080 805,354 | 1,250,000 65,075
26 | Portlend, Oreg. 1,085 3,850,549 1,448,164 37,363,693 23,686,842 | —cmmmommmoe [ emmmeeeeeo 11,654,891 663,109 | 1,358,851 | ~=mvmemmeen
See footnotes at end of table.
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TABLE 21.—VALUE AT CLOSE OF FISCAL YEAR OF PROPERTIES EMPLOYED OR HELD FOR SPECIFIED PURPOSES: 1936—Continued

(This table is presented in two sections, the first section beginning on p. 166. For alphabetical list of ¢ities, by Ststes, showing rank, see p. 2. For text discussion, see p. 32,

L i LAND, BUILDINGS, AND EQUIFMENT OF PUBLIC-SERVICE ENTERPRISZS
it Education—
no. oIy Continued 11 Water- Elec:ricd Ports,docks, Audito-
Hecreation Miscella- Total supply 1ignt an Transit wharves, and riuns, Airports All other
neous systems power systems harbors halls, and
Libraries systems stadiums
GROUP IITI.-~CITIES HAVING A POFULATION OF 100,000 TO 300,000

27 Columbus, Ohio- $695,627 $1,925,062 $220,451 $17,249,385 412,934,594 | $2,989,249 - e $854,365 $471,177
28 Toledo, Ohio- 930,945 6,150,000 172,000 10,093,000 9,500,000 | -~ - - $225,000 78,000 290,000
29 Oakland, Calif. 1,277,409 7,964,953 161,549 54,748,173 39,454,216 412,701,605 1,017,358 | 1,175,819 | ~-------~---
30 Denver, Colo. 793,420 9,679,310 101,501 30,645,064 29,537,614 - - 475,655 557,814 73,981
31 Atlante, Ga.- 1,000,781 3,282,269 778,127 13,050,727 12,209,151 383,753 265,887 191,936
32 Dallas, Tex.--- 441,617 8,191,569 59,274 21,286,927 20,538,864 - 748,063 | ~--vo--mm--m
33 St. Paul, Minn. 2,672,769 7,596,476 246,244 22,065,055 17,390,820 2,232,022 777,792 544,074
34 Birmingham, Ala 1,330,427 5,901,641 996,188 2,101,381 194,490 1,091,546 814,300 1,045
35 Akron, Ohio-- 144,000 1,687,510 217,089 17,415,812 15,000,000 | ~-=momvmmme | cmmmmmmmmm e e | oo 2,225,000 190,812
36 Memphis, Tenn. 500,000 12,310,926 1,480,000 13,521,485 10,400,071 1,743,515 800,000 250,000 327,899
a7 Providence, R, I.-~ 5,488,749 1,184,229 8,739,100 5,717,685 2,453,851 | --w--momee | mmmmveme - 567,564
38 San Antonio, Tex. 608,345 5,235,342 | -—----=--—- 9,957,879 8,328,448 1,314,365 43,814 271,252
39 Omaha, Nebr.--- 628,585 5,450,000 900,000 18,043,023 9,602,445 150,000 450,000 7,840,578
40 Syracuse, N, Y. 908,967 5,339,284 1,698,922 10,798,117 9,381,736 218,875 750,000 447,506
41 Dayton, Ohio 1/--~~=--oq ~m-svmcmuom | —ommmmmmm e B il | e | Bl Il Bl B el B it
42 Oklahoma City, Okla 229,943 5,777,945 133,216 8,386,205 7,777,876 178,332 429,997 | —w-mmmmmmeem
43 Worcester, Mass. 625,848 630,696 126,500 16,707,230 14,054,352 2,258,800 | —-—~=mmw-- 394,078
44 Richmond, Va. 570,630 2,810,123 2,984,795 10,974,721 6,025,128 69,090 47,596 4,495,757
45 | Youngstown, Ohi0-----vnd cooeoeaoan §,802,225 §6,000 3,677,649 3,676,649 - - - - 800
46 Grand Rapids, Mich. 1,505,655 3,776,205 | 1,025,690 9,874,151 7,848,126 | ~m—emmmmmme [ mmmmmmmcmn | e 1,493,607 | commmomaen 532,418
47 Fort Worth, Tex. 556,985 2,596,794 113,113 14,238,827 11,733,940 154,941 624,654 1,725,292
48 | Hartford, Conn. m————————— 9,897,368 | 1,416,368 15,240,626 14,207,494 - 518,510 514,622
49 Flint, Mich.---- 276,729 2,185,149 105,000 5,602,244 5,389,744 100,000 112,500
50 New Haven, Conn. 1,278,035 15,551,827 419,651 643,839 ([ ~=w-vmrmmmmmn 169,350 474,489
51 | San Diego, Calif 780,000 10,662,714 | 1,274,573 32,798,893 19,313,690 +10,207,420 3,046,783 231,000
62 Long Beach, Calif.,- 275,135 7,633,747 26,659 20,529,746 7,896,493 8,134,094 214,010 4,285,149
83 Nashville, Tenn. 625,000 3,925,000 1,715,000 8,457,500 7,500,000 31,000 175,000 751,500
54 | Springfield, MASS.-—s=eo =m-mem=mmme 8,005,214 | 1,027,182 17,403,687 16,866,244 - - 537,443 | mmemoome- -
55 Tulsae, Okla.- 111,184 2,000,000 215,075 12,386,204 11,825,850 560,354 ~-
56 bridgeport, Conn.- 959,200 8,614,305 1,440,595 196,200 | wmcmmemnmemen | mvmme i | e | el e e 196,200
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57 Des Moines, Iowa--—---- 4 541,000 2,681,000 110,000 9,148,022 8,139,022 - I 235,000 774,600
58 Seranton, Fa.-----e-m~--q 390,000 1,338,319 86,155 535,000 - 535,000 { ~-m-mmmmmemn
59 | salt Lake City, Utah- 424,545 2,449,662 604,858 13,505,409 13,183,273 206,504 115,632
60 | Yonkers, N, Y.-=-------- 275,031 5,028,726 973,942 10,252,886 9,928,590 | cccmmecamce | ccemcceccen | 320,296 | cmmmmmmooe | cmemeee 4,000
61 Paterson, N. J.--------- 295,225 921,500 70,000 16,000,000 16,000,000 [ —=-ommemmmm [ mmmmmrm e e ] e = e —— e
62 | Jacksonville, Fla.----- 257,668 2,755,507 76,087 16,420,869 3,213,142 160,212 311,977
63 | Albany, N. Y.- 412,500 16,586,600 | 3,499,530 24,275,438 16,154,300 7,121,138 | ——-—mmmme- 1,000,000 | —-=mm-mmmmem
€4 Norfolk, Va.---w——-wmmod —mmmmmmem e 1,245,719 785,683 12,652,653 11,997,036 -— - 685,617
65 Trenton, N, J. 445,700 2,795,184 164,500 4,585,700 3,700,000 844,600 | —=mmmmmow | —mmmmmmeee 41,100
66 Chattenocoge, Tenn.----- 314,182 1,457,900 111,400 1,391,840 - 130,000 787,988 250, 280 223,602
&7 Kansas City, Kans.----- 4 93,893 1,155,571 63,703 13,190,701 5,686,968 382,027 | -mmemmmmmn | emmemmmmeen
68 Fort Weyne, Ind. 1/- - - 1= ———- -—=1] - —— - — - -
69 camden, N. J.- 4 347,397 2,556,550 220,750 5,863,325 4,033,000 1,482,925 167,500 | ——--memoen 179,900
70 | Erie, va.--- 250,000 2,207,011 67,980 11,625,905 10,712,774 175,596 150,000 4,854 582,681
71 Elizabeth, N. J.- % 474,900 771,686 90,050 5,040,522 4,987,522 53,000 [ ~memmmmmmn [ mmmemme o bl
72 | Wichita, Kans.- 442,264 2,003,800 29,000 1,575,000 || —~-mmmemmmeam - 850,000 850,000 75,000
7% | Spokane, Wash. 802,744 1,959,075 163,126 8,230,880 8,108,424 | <mmrmmmmmoe [ oo | o 102,277 179
74 Fall River, iass.- 593,050 1,007,500 | 1,522,659 5,100,426 4,666,426 - - 383,600
75 | Cambridge, Msss.- 442,800 1,788,209 132,900 11,689,949 11,428,349 25¢,600
76 | New Bedfowd, Msss. 845,475 2,801,798 283,710 7,266,319 6,586,094 490,750
77 Reading, P8.---- 280,000 1,700,000 70,000 11,297,728 11,266,129 [RESRE
78 Knoxville, Tenn 357,387 481,746 113,832 6,222,220 5,948,950 132,028
79 | peoria, Ill.- 386,560 1,747,606 12,375 184,650 5,250
80 South Bend, Ind 250,000 2,147,152 15,000 4,691,554 4,633,254 2,300
el Tacoma, Wash.---- 267,217 2,085,928 370,259 36,129,911 11,999,055 237,192 | —=mrvmmmen | mnameees e meeeen
82 | Miemi, Flae-=--—e-mcmeod commeoooaos 3,119,000 215,000 &,027,000 2,700,000 3,000,000 | ~—mmmmmwmm 77,000
82 | Gary, Ind.- £36,200 8,987,609 65,450 390,000 || —wwrommmmmmen - 390,000 .
84 Canton, Ohio----- 105,500 532,000 | —-vemmmmmme 4,530,000 4,000,0C0 - - 458,500 71,500
85 | Wilmington, Del.- 962,690 10,921,367 | —mmmmmmome 11,146,704 8,341,330 2,805,374 | =mm-mmmmnm | mmoo e f e cieioe
a5 Tanpe, Fla,--—--- 45,000 1,021,000 674,800 5,561,710 3,651,410 1,250,000 360,300
a7 Somerville, Mass. 214,600 1,624,600 177,100 1,537,548 1,537,548 RN PR
ae El Paso, Tex.-- 136,032 2,629,410 164,684 5,193,198 3,017,289 55,614 2,120,295
89 Evansville, Ind - 485,000 1,210,000 28,353 12,70¢,967 6,724,967 £35,000 5,000,000
90 iynn, Mass.- Fp— 467,200 1,018,800 238,95C 6,772,172 [ L - IR Tl T B B 325,000
¢l Utica, N. Y,--- 805,300 1,093,200 164,000 674,500 || ~emmmmemcennn 205,500 369,000
92 Duluth, Minn.- 445,968 5,024,911 424,036 9,394,283 5,944,539 227,653 3,222,091
93 | Waterbury, Conr 212,100 2,614,480 172,779 11,300,227 11,293,031 7,196
94 | Lowell, Mass.---- 487,500 1,007,975 406,475 4,265,125 3,065,550 73,625
Honolulu, Hawaii 1/-~--r -w-cemmmmen | ammmmmeo e | i ] mecmmimmemn ] o mm e | e e e | e

1/ Data not available.

2/ The greater portion of parks and other properties employed for recreation are owned and controlled by the Federal Government.

3/ Includes value of airport.
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TABLE 22.—TOTAL AND PER CAPITA OF ALL DEBTS AND OF THE PRINCIPAL CLASSES THERECF AT CLOSE OF YEAR, TOGETHER WITH
CHANGES DURING THE YEAR IN FUNDED OR FIXED DEBT, NET DEBT, AND SINKING FUND ASSETS: 1936

{This teble is presented in two sectlonms, the second section beginning on p. 175, For alvhebetical list of cities, by States, showing renk, see p. 2. For text discussion, see p.33)

GROSS DEBT AT CLOSE OF YEAR

;; Classified by the govermmental Classified by character
Ag unit by which ineurred Funded or fixed Floating
& CITY P Special
:. Total ca:li‘ca Other Public-service enter- asgzss:ent Public-service
Sy City corpora- School govern- General prises and investments bonds and General enterprises
tion distriet nental purposes . certificates purposes
units Revenue Other than Revenue Other than
revenue revenus
Grand total-----38,286,222,906 [220.03 ||¢6,941,812,006 B576,760,881 B767650,019 [L/$4,609,404,165 (p170779,495 B2,652,948,541 l2/$232065,569 [£606,491,902 [$2090,146 $12,443,083
< 5,776,454,274 | 261.18 4,921,996,073 | 307,546,764 P46,911,437 2,952,213,135 | 92,630,000 | 2,075,621,433 §/152,364,197 501,289,863 | 151,591 | 2,183,983
y: 1,002,391,776 | 217.10 756,598,343 | 81,602,909 [L63,190,524 _l_/ 659,915,517 | 62,310,000 208,212,912 32,677,673 | 35,823,141 [1,933,717 518,816
Group IXII-- -4 1,508,376,356 | 138,01 1,263,217,590 | 187,611,208 | 57,548,058 997,275,513 | 15,839,435 359,114,157 _4/ 47,023,639 69,373,892 4,838 | 9,740,283
GROUP I.-—-CITIES HAVING A POPULATION OF 500,000 AND OVER
1| New York, N. Y.- $%2,524,016,528 [3352,80 [|¥2,484,769,610 | - 39,246,918 $902,072,262 [£39,100,000 §1,278,445,634 | $91,630,000 32]:2,505,144 $66,570
2 | Chicago, Ill.- 701,898,353 | 201.08 270,342,628 $128,960,122 (02,595,603 445,975,796 | 17,083,000 5,785,669 28,508,345 { 203,305,062 1,240,481
3 | Fhiladelphia, Pa. 636,328,696 | 322.57 566,045,595 | 70,222,309 60,792 396,599,270 | —=~-===mm-= 217,044,248 | ==m-=m-mamme 22,685,180 --
4 | Detroit, Mich,- - 443,107,387 | 265,95 433,111,823 | -—=eevmemmm 9,995,564 307,704,024 | 1,100,000 111,745,151 9,883,360
5 | Los Angeles, Calif. 291,825,445 | 215.51 191,648,216 65,671,997 | 34,505,232 140,238,011 | 22,799,000 123,314,232 | - = 5,008,348
6 | Cleveland, Ohio- 159,102,274 | 173.24 112,250,584 | 15,789,744 | 31,061,94 98,886,982 39,004,000 y 16,903,577 4,307,715
7 | 8t. Louis, Mo. - 89,582,971 | 107.89 85,585,971 3,997,000 - 72,603,000 8,550,000 | ~=====m~-umm 94,298
8 | Baltimore, Md. 188,789,181 | 231.05 188,789,181 - 125,178,113 63,339,068 274,000 | ~-==m=mmvan
9 | Boston, Mass.- 188,862,863 | 240.01 188,862,862 81,431,300 78,744,700 [ ~—=m-mememm—m 28,686,863
10 | Pittsburgh, Pa.- 155,535,187 | 229,23 60,120,172 144,586,206 9,601,102 331,319
11 | San Francisco,Calif. 173,892,050 | 265.00 173,892,050 51,855,300 118,614,500 - 3,079,831
12 | Washington, D, C.--+ 3,022,800 4.97 3,022,800 3,022,800 | ~m--=-vrmm | mmmrmmmmemcee | e e [ oo
13 | Milwaukee, Wis,-- 70,292,847 | 117.33 41,990,366 28,302,481 60,712,336 | 3,217,000 2,233,700 165,015 3,864,796
14 | Buffelo, N. Y.--u-w 150,197,692 | 257.0% 121,564,214 28,633,478 121,349,235 | 1,000,000 19,099,491 1,163,358 7,538,153 47,455
GROUP II,-~CITIES HAVING A POFULATION OF 300,000 TO 500,000
15 | Minneapolis, Minn.-4  $72,806,455 #152.41 $68,890,776 | =-mmmmmmmmm $3,915,679 $52,395,220 $11,677,767 | $6,316,098 | $2,365,127 | ~~moomen $52,243
16 | New Orleans, La. 97,642,188 | 207,31 69,550,358 §7,550,361 | 20,541,471 }/ 70,432,984 14,061,100 5,525,620 7,598,923 23,561
17 | Cincinnatl, Ohic 116,892,526 | 254,06 89,741,594 | 13,692,974 | 13,457,958 74,681,308 34,442,139 6,951,364 8L7,715 | mm=mmrm= [ mmmmmm e
18 { Newarik, N. J.- 148,748,235 | 332.77 126,059,642 | ——=-=rme--- 22,688,593 98,081,398 48,833,000 [ ~-===weme-a- 1,799,662 34,175
19 | Kansas City, Mo. 76,873,561 [ 186.31 41,234,500 { 20,520,164 | 15,118,897 52,865,806 | ~- -~ 19,666,000 721,408 3,455,495 | -=ro-mm- 164,852
20 | Seattle, Wash.- 103,288,311 | 276.1C 75,422,185 9,809,870 | 18,056,256 30,771,077 §53,191,000 7,534,068 42,186 9,786,368 BLIS2,707 29,908
21 | Indienapolis, Ind 41,030,296 | 110,27 24,234,464 | 10,392,454 6,403,378 31,467,375 | 8,040,000 763,000 | wmmem—mmma-— « 758,911 1,010 | =~mmmmmoes
22 | Rochester, N, ¥,- 80,325,366 | 240.86 66,741,826 13,583,540 54,342,815 | -~ 14,235,000 7,676,927 3,989,753 - 80,871
25 | Jersey City, N, J.-4 93,517,513 | 201,71 77,708,800 15,608,713 76,658,771 15,043,254 | ——mnsmmmmmmam 10615488 | —ommmmmm | cmmnmieen
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24| Bousten, TeX.--=--- 50,228,692 | 189,48 30,816,446 | 11,437,611 | 18,124,635 47,009,133 | —--—memeam 12,547,767 | ~-—-=mmmmmam 628,874 42,918
25| Louisville, Ky.---- 41,852,091 | 131.82 41,718,05C | ~m-m=mem—mm 136,041 39,169,141 | 1,079,000 1,440,000 | ==memcmmmem 163,950 | ==mmemmm | oo
26 | Fortland, Creg.---- 58,285,542 | 221.24 44,681,704 | 8,149,475 | 15,555,363 32,040,489 | —memmnmmm 27,969,820 5,443,070 | 2,842,875 90,288
GROUP II1.~CITIES HAVING A POFULATION OF 10C,000 TO 300,000
27 | Columbus, Chio=-- $41,547,240 [138.63 $33,057,329 | $8,490,011 $30,298,073 $7,447,500 B/ $3,240,295 $526,472 $35,000
28 | Toledo, Ohio- -4 41,615,343 | 139,23 27,411,825 | 14,205,023 | --- - 39,488,965 1,067,883 | ——ommen [ ccmeeeeo
29 | Onklong, Cali -| 58,835,859 | 192,27 11,081,381 | 10,993,169 34,761,309 12,853,929 42,705,904 | =mmceemcacen 1,142,450 133,576
30 | Denver, Colo. - 48,916,929 [15c.02 38,598,915 | 8,218,014 | --- 14,954,000 25,619,600 5,516,200 755,696 71,433
31 | Atlanta, Ga.- 16,501,226 | 58,85 16,501,226 12,217,500 2,488,000 107,900 | 1,687,826 ——-
32 | Dallas, Tex.---- 39,234,468 | 141.13 39,234,488 29,651,750 8,975,500 | -——~-memammm 591,657 15,581
33 | St. Paul, Minn, 52,188,498 | 187,80 52,188,498 29,146,000 8,959,000 6,002,000 360,818 7,720,680
34 | Birmingham, Ala. 24,378,679 | 91.40 24,978,679 | -~ - 21,531,000 90,000 1,676,969 677,618 |  $3,092 | ------ -
35 | Akron, Ohio=-=- 46,256,731 | 174,49 38,553,558 | 7,703,173 31,411,784 10,953,532 3,323,900 567,515
36 | Memphis, Tenn.- 29,171,551 | 111,55 29,171,531 - 20,337,000 7,167,991 714,000 635,799
37 | Providence, R. I.--- 67,583,123 | 264,41 67,583,123 | - - 41,581,000 19,190,000 | =ommmmmmmann 6,761,169 50,954
38 | San Antonio, Tex,--- 30,417,226 | 124,92 22,881,559 | 7,535,667 22,492,500 7,027,500 [ =emmmmmmmmem 897,226 :
39 | Omaha, Nebr,--- -| 30,625,627 |140.61 15,508,048 | 8,434,625 | 6,632,954 18,691,479 6,992,600 4,354,830 511,975
40 | Syracuse, N. Y. - 42,453,033 | 197,92 42,181,946 | =-—mm--m-mv 271,087 30,705,508 6,009,418 2,812,018 | 2,913,807
41 | Deyton, Onio- --| 21,275,841 |1l02.98 14,351,810 | 6,924,031 15,396,095 4,403,000 768,265 708,481
42 | Oklahoma City, Okle. 21,373,535 | 106,15 15,250,383 | 6,128,162 13,827,873 6,031,800 1,516,682
A3 | Worcester, Mass,-~--| 17,775,455 | 89.78 17,775,455 8,585,000 3,946,500 5,227,846
44 | Richmend, Va,-- 39,494,007 | 213.80 39,494,007 30,628,024 7,318,076 - 1,218,241
45 | Youngstown, Ohio----| 11,134,824 | &3.92 8,847,012 8,576,584 1,167,000 544,000 847,240
46 | Grend Rapids, Mich.-| 16,459,304 | 95.25 12,836,287 9,871,978 4,205,000 2,061,200 273,818
47 | Fort Worth, Tex.----| 28,003,591 [165,51 21,790,266 18,605,922 8,367,000 - 550,669
48 | Eartford, Conn. 27,234,991 | 181,63 22,457,000 20,736,250 6,281,190 217,551
49 [ Flint, Mich,--------|  19,42%,370 |116.17 12,319,370 14,593,654 2,148,500 718,216
50 | New Haven, Conn,---- 15,182,558 | 93,32 15,182,558 13,645,000 435,000 1,102,558
51 | San Diego, Calif.---| 20,399,626 | 127,42 16,194,104 6,372,083 13,665,434 308,124
52 | Long Beach, Calif.-<| 24,627,657 |156.86 16,008,755 12,333,727 11,981,075 257,211
53 | Nashville, Tenn 17,065,603 |109.25 17,065,603 12,839,300 4,099,000 9,303
54 | Springfield, lass, 20,301,924 | 135,51 20,801,924 10,381,000 6,666,000 3,754,924
55 | Tulse, Okla.---- 19,295,101 | 130,27 14,795,750 13,641,649 5,134,000 - 518,753
56 | Bridgeport, Conn.- 16,671,348 |113.18 16,671,348 15,840,353 | m~=mcmmcmms | ommee e 1,430,995
57 | Des Moires, Iowa----| 18,237,877 |125.52 10,850,758 | 7,387,119 12,607,031 5,085,078 [-=mw--um-mon 474,833
58 | Scranton, Fa.-------| 9,575,416 | 66.31 3,171,508 | 5,747,330 8,608,220 [ =em-mmoean | e eeeeee 767,919 197,277
59 [ Salt Lake City, Uten 13,055,293 | 90,54 9,150,583 | 3,904,710 7,444,000 4,572,500 251,244 787,549
60 | Yonkers, N, Y.- 37,170,698 | 264.56 37,170,698 | -- - 27,780,700 5,124,750 2,367,600 | 1,878,077
61 | Faterson, N. J. 32,812,279 | 236.06 32,812,279 - 18,534,014 14,278,000 | -~ee-meco—an 265
62 | Jacksonville, Fl 14,732,750 | 106.07 11,088,895 | 3,643,855 | =-r=-mm-nm 9,131,081 4,655,120 854,000 84,166
63 | Albany, N, Y. 39,123,012 | 301.41 32,388,114 6,734,898 18,239,458 19,787,430 992,000 16,224
64 | Norfolk, Va.- 39,952,420 | 308,01 39,952,420 24,386,245 15,409,565 | ~-=me=m-mmam 156,620
85 | Trenton, N. J.---v-df 28,452,713 | 180.92 22,452,713 18,710,723 1,408,500 126,438 { 2,207,052
56 | Chattanoogs, Tenn. 15,751,075 | 127,54 15,751,075 | -~ |- 13,713,949 650,000 1,347,219 36,707
67 | Kansas City, Kans.-4 14,246,470 |115.45 10,606,612 | 2,312,294 | 1,227,564 7,315,312 6,086,000 645,278 163,772
68 | Fort dayne, Ind. 5,262,446 | 43.82 2,778,446 | 2,484,000 3,038,446 2,162,000 62,000
69 | Camden, N, J. 28,606,482 | 240,19 28,606,488 | ~=mm-m-mv—n 25,404,685 2,136,975 127,000 769,822 168,000
70 | Erie, Pa,---- 13,215,495 | 111,71 7,701,026 | 5,514,470 11,110,379 1,388,121 546,738 164,319 5,939

See fuotrotes at end of table.
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TABLE 22.—TOTAL AND PER CAPITA OF ALL DEBTS AND COF THE PRINCIPAL CLASSES THEREOF AT CLOSE OF YEAR, TOGETHER WITH
CHANGES DURING THE YEAR IN FUNDED OR FIXED DEBT, NET DEBT, AND SINKING FUND ASSETS: 1936-—-Continued

{This tmble is presented in two sections, the second section beginning on p. 175. For alphabetical list of cities, by States, showing renk, see p. 2, For text discussion, see p.33}

GROSS DEBT AT CLOSE OF YEAR

& Classified by the governmental Classiffed by character
'g unit by which incurred Funded or fixed Floating
a CITY o Per Special
= otal capita Other Public-service enter- assesament Public-service
Z; City corpora- School govern- General prises and investments bonds and General enterprises
tion district 13;31;1::1 purposes Other than certificates purposes 2 Other than
Revenue revenue evenus revenue
GROUP III.--CITIES HAVING A POFULATION OF 100,000 TO 300,000-—Continued
71 { Elizabeth, N, J,- —] $17,534,051 §148.72 $17,534,051 | =-mmmmmmmmm $12,735,270 $4,726,000 $5,400 $67,331
72 | Wichita, Kens.- 9,055,049 77.00 5,928,374 | $2,564,222 6,674,494 438,000 1,917,075 25,480
73 | Spokane, Wash.- 4,593,060 39.39 3,590,301 1,002,759 3,477,450 234,000 313,781
74 | Fall River, Mass. 8,268,657 71.73 8,268,657 | ~-v—= . 6,834,000 174,000 1,260,657
75 | Cambridge, Mass.- 13,760,500 | 120.39 13,760,500 9,594,000 941,500 3,225,000 -
76 | New Bedford, Mass. 10,500,546 93,26 10,500,546 7,061,000 1,367,000 2,045,811 26,735
77 { Reading, Pa.--- 14,709,405 | 131.57 7,011,905 7,697,500 11,135,000 2,714,500 439,512 10,893
78 | Knoxville, Tenn 27,642,852 | 249,94 27,642,852 | —wmm e mem—n 20,869,055 4,364,978 68,508 2,260,343 79,968
79 | Peoria, I1l.-~ 5,837,139 53.16 3,143,374 914,760 3,361,386 280,000 581,854 -
80 | South Bend, Ingd 5,620,372 51.28 2,848,872 2,771,500 4,915,750 675,000 29,622 s
81 | Tacora, Wash,- 15,849,861 | 146.49 13,942,440 1,863,202 3,831,650 | 10,502,495 220,000 1,189,332 106,384
82 | Miami, Fla.--- 39,120,707 | 361.56 33,242,114 5,878,593 30,376,341 995,000 6,421,650 812,685 11,031
83 | Gary, Ind.---- 5,697,597 52.76 2,275,597 3,422,000 5,596,297 88,000 | —=--==m——a—m 13,300
84 | Canton, Ohio-- 12,295,578 | 114,38 6,312,642 5,982,936 8,825,421 811,750 856,906 1,801,501
85 | Wilwington, Del 13,685,650 | 128.39 13,685,650 6,613,500 7,072,150 | =~mmem—mmna-s -
86 | Tempa, Fla,---- 18,042,667 | 169.41 14,510,528 13,719,351 3,254,000 36,000 1,026,342
87 | Somerville, Mass. 6,657,335 62,92 6,657,335 3,905,000 - 29,000 2,722,233
88 | E1 Paso, Tex.- 8,598,340+ 81.27 8,598,340 6,271,122 392,000 1,704,000 221,351
89 | Evansville, Ind 5,629,700 53.57 3,535,200 3,542,700 833,000 1,204,000 ———-
90 9,281,600 90.20 9,281,600 5,712,100 452,500 3,117,000
91 13,128,926 | 127.96 13,128,926 12,125,698 308,959 194,269 500,000
92 11,001,929 | 107.97 7,397,304 8,421,405 2,165,000 190,129 155,766
93 | Waterbury, Conn 18,029,278 | 177.98 18,024,378 4,900 11,144,900 6,608,000 - 276,378
94 | Lowell, llass.-- 7,090,757 70.74 7,080,757 | mvecrmmnean 3,373,400 641,000 2,536,357
Honolulu, Hewaii 7/ 14,797,658 | 72,92 14,979,658 | ~---mmmmmme fmmmmaemeae 1,200,000 [ ~~-~c=man- 8,335,000 1,099,300 4,163,358 | cmemmeen [ comcmeeaen

1/ Includes $6,482,000 revenue obligations,
3/ Includes $11,600 for public-service enterprises.
y Includes $12,000 for public-service enterprises.

y Not included in group or grand totals,
Digitized for FRASER

http://fraser.stlouisfed.org/
Federal Reserve Bank of St. Louis

2/ Includes $81,600 for public-service enterprises.

yIncludes $70,000 for public-service enterprises.
_6/ Includes $58,000 for public-service enterprises,
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TABLE 22.—TOTAL AND PER CAPITA OF ALL DEBTS AND OF TH< PRINCIPAL CLASSES THEREOF AT CLOSE OF YEAR, TOGETHER WITH
CHANGES DURING THE YEAR IN FUNDED OR FIXED DEBT, NET DEBT, AND SINKING FUND ASSETS: 1936—Continued

{This table is presented in two sections, the first section beginning on p. 172. For elphabetical list of cities, by States, showing rank, see p. 2. For text discussion, see p.33)

GROSS DEBT AT CLOSE OF YEAR—Continued

NET 2/ DEBT AT CLOSE

INCREASE DURING YEAR IN 3/~

Classified by creditor Classified by purpose for which incurred OF YR
City CcITY Public-service enterprises
no. General departments and investments
Per Funded or Sinking fund

The public City funds 1/ on -~ Total ceplita fixed debt assets Net debt 2/

Total capita Total capita
Grand total------- $6,911,396,128 | $1,374,826,778 | $5,447,880,036 | $144.66 $2,838,342,870 $75.37 $6,351,516,933 | $168.13 || $115,243,087 | $35,341,024 {$79,902,043
Group I-- 4,590,412,821 1,186,041,453 | 3,605,865,601 163.04- 2,170,598,673 98,14 4,273,835,838 | 193.24 128,781,234 37,872,921 | 90,908,313
Group II- 912,712,279 88,679,497 728,416,331 157.92 272,975,445 59.18 815,047,979 176.70 —4,117,410 | —1,744,321 | —2,373,082
Group ITI-- 1,408,271,028 100,105,828 § 1,113,608,104 | 101.89 394,768,752 36.12 1,242,633,116 113.70 —9,420,757 —787,576 | —8,633,181

GROUP 1.—CITIES HAVING A POPULATION OF 500,000 AND OVER
1 | New York, N. Y. £1,798,256,896 | $725,759,632 | $1,206,257,406 | $168.61 $1,317,759,122 | $184.19 || $1,751,411,457 | $244.81 || $55,927,825 | $18,547,015 |$37,380,810
2 Chicago, Tll.-- J 586,149,495 115,748,858 877,783,203 | 194.17 24,109,150 6,91 429,169,388 | 122.95 4,067,237 16,692,971 +~12,625,734
3 Philadelphia, Pa.- 461,695,767 174,632,929 419,284,450 | 212,54 217,044,246 110,02 445,071,671 225.62 —2,174,500 2,505,296 | —4,679,796
4 Detroit, Mich.--- 402,739,342 40,368,045 330,262,236 198.22 112.845,151 67.73 381,118,098 228.75 66,509,933 1,815,203 64,694,730
5 Los Angeles, Calif 285,168,092 6,657,353 145,246,359 107.26 146,579,088 108.25 270,638,809 199.87 19,457,660 —257,634 | 19,715,294
6 Cleveland, Ohio 150,888,068 8,214,206 120,086,674 ] 130.76 39,012,600 42.48 130,008,237 141.56 -—7,085,839 236,827 [ —7,322,666
7 St. Louis, Mo. 84,184,971 5,398,000 72,697,298 87,56 16,885,673 20,34 84.458,902 | 101.72 5,405,000 1,714,592 3,690,408
8 Baltimore, Md. 152,169,681 36,619,500 125,450,113 153.53 63,339,068 77.52 157,460,328 | 192,71 —3,371,601 —561,502 | —2,820,099
9 Boston, Mass 144,699,323 44,163,540 110,118,163 | 139.94 78,744,700 100.07 133.391,340 | 169.51 —5,226,167 —4,107,802 | —1,118,365
10 Pittsturgh, Pa. 145,632,379 10,002,808 145,912,575 | 215.05 9,622,612 14.18 138,147,841 203.61 —3,204,978 —385,292 | —2,819,686
11 8an Francisco, Calif, 170,130,750 3,761,300 54,935,431 83.72 118,956,619 181.28 167,288,499 254,94 —2,818,600 184,471 [ —3,003,071
12 Weshington, D. C.--- 3,022,800 | —----meemmeamn 3,022,800 4,97 | emmmmmmm e | cemenee 2,912,565 4.79 ~930,000 | ==~emmmmmeme —929,000
13 Milwaukee, Wis. 60,275,070 10,017,777 64,742,147 108.07 5,550,700 9.27 54,471,690 90.92 —3,919,918 £92,188 [ —4,612,106
14 Buffalo, N. Y.-~ 145,500,187 4,697,505 130,050,746 222.54 20,146,946 34.47 128,287,013 219.52 6,145,182 786,568 5,356,594
GROUP II.—-CITIES HAVING A POPULATION OF 300,000 TO 500,000

15 Minnespolis, Minn. 4 $66,570,289 $6,256,166 $61,076,445 | $127.86 $11,730,010 $24.56 $57,876,078 | $121.16 $3,103,896 $1,189 | $3,102,707
16 New Orleans, La. - 95,210,988 2,431,200 83,557,527 177.40 14,084,661 29.90 80,536,305 170.99 —2,464,080 —279,399 | —2,184,681
17 Cincinnati, Ohio- - 84,681,131 32,211,395 82,450,387 179.20 34,442,139 74.86 72,390,658 | 157.34 ~2,403,989 —806,518 | ~—1,597,471
i8 Newark, No J.--~ q 128,742,023 20,006,212 99,881,060 223.45 48,867,175 109.32 125,404,987 280.55 —3,202,651 1,127,421 { —4,330,072
19 Kansas City, Mo. B 76,550,173 323,388 57,042,709 138.25 19,830,852 48,06 66,605,561 161.43 —1,922,772 —2,023,845 101,073
20 Seattle, Wash,-- - 99,897,944 3,390,367 40,600,631 108,53 62,687,680 167.57 90,351,629 241.52 —107,325 —256,407 149,082
21 Indisnapolis, Ind B 40,879,296 151,000 32,226,286 86.61 8,804,010 23.66 37,651,829 101.19 -—631,610 408,807 | --1,040,417
22 Rochester, N. Y.~ | 78,569,866 1,755,500 66,009,495 197.93 14,315,871 42,93 64,633,486 193.80 464,747 173,871 290,876
23 Jersey Clsy, N. J. 54,116,332 9,201,131 78,274,259 244.€8 15,043,254 47,02 81,346,107 254.29 4,798,459 —24,684 4,823,143
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TABLE 22.-—TOTAL AND PER CAPITA OF ALL DEBTS AND OF THE PRINCIPAL CLASSES THEREOF AT CLOSE OF YEAR, TOGETHER WITH

CHANGES DURING THE YEAR IN FUNDED OR FIXED DEBT, NET DEBT, AND SINKING FUND ASSETS: 1936—Continued

(This table is presented in two sections, the first section begimning on p. 172. For alphabetical list of cities, by States, showing rank, see p. 2. For text discussion, see p.33)

GROSS DEBT AT CLOSE OF YEAR—Continued

NET 2/ DEBT AT CLOSE
OF YEAR

INCREASE DURING YEAR IN 3/—

Classified by creditor Classified by purpose for which incurred

Clty CITY Public~service enterprises
no.| ' General departments and investments

The public City funds 1/ Total ci;ita f,\i‘:‘{‘:gdd‘;it s‘“:::gti“"" Net debt 2/

Total Por Total Per
capita capita
GROUP II.—CITIES HAVING A POPULATION OF 300,000 TO 500,000—Continued
24 Houston, Tex.--- $56,673,329 $3,555,363 $47,638,007 | $149.85 $12,590,685 $39.61 $52,368,993 [$164.73 $1,692,892 $272,037 $1,420,855
25 Louisville, Ky. 41,323,091 529,000 39,333,091 123.88 2,519,000 7.93 33,736,551 106.26 859,935 1,076,983 —217,048
26 Portland, Oreg.- 59,497,817 8,888,725 40,326,434 | 130.46 28,060,108 90.78 52,145,795 168,70 —4,304,912 | —1,413,776 | —2,891,136
GROUP III.—CITIES HAVING A POPULATION OF 100,000 70 300,000

27 Columbus, Chio-- $39,674,802 $1,872,538 $34,052,840 | $113.62 $7,494,500 $25.01 £33,432,119 | $111.55 —$1,125,385 | —$1,651,373 $525,988
28 Toledo, Ohio- 40,423,318 1,193,530 40,556,848 | 135.69 1,060,000 3.55 34,693,053 116.07 —517,210 822,609 | —1,339,819
29 Oakland, Calif. 56,013,059 822,800 13,996,379 47.35 42,839,480 144.92 53,766,709 181.89 —968,664 —80,626 —888,038
30 Denver, Colo. 45,925,029 991,900 21,225,896 72.39 25,691,033 87.62 39,488,348 | 134.68 1,024,000 179,242 844,758
31 Atlanta, Ga. 15,535,726 968,500 14,013,226 49.98 2,488,000 8.87 13,842,000 49.37 1,416,550 —15, 450 1,432,000
32 Dalles, Tex.- 38,369,238 865,250 30,243,407 108.79 8,991,081 32.34 36,775,341 132.29 —996,250 5,304 | —1,001,554
33 St. Paul, Kinn.- 42,082,080 10,099,418 35,508,818 | 127.78 16,679,680 80.02 30,987,889 111.51 932,000 416,005 515,995
34 Birmingham, Ala 24,950,710 27,969 23,885,587 87.40 1,093,092 4.00 21,393,331 78.28 147,000 —154,729 301,729
35 43,114,374 3,142,357 35,303,199 | 133.17 10,953,532 41.32 38,877,969 146.65 —313,616 —752,789 439,173
36 Memphis, Tenn,---- 28,647,531 524,000 21,686,799 82,93 7,484,732 28.62 25,322,013 96.83 —697,741 -92,095 —789,836
37 Providence, R. I. 46,797,998 20,785,128 48,342,169 189.13 19.240,954 75.28 44,986,472 176.00 628,500 —354,093 982,593
38 | San Antonio, Tex. 28,880,226 1,537,000 23,389,726 | 96.06 7,027,500 28,86 25,992,341 | 106.74 —833,000 —516,416 —316,584
39 Cmahka, Nebr.--- 25,900,506 4,725,121 23,558,284 | 108.16 7,067,343 32.45 20,004,031 91.85 —1,160,614 314,480 | —1,475,094
40 Syracuse, N. Y. 42,453,033 | ~-==o-rm—mnoan 36,431,333 | 169.84 6,021,700 28,07 36,714,926 171.17 1,428,664 | ---~-m-==~-= 1,428,664
41 Dayton, Ohio- 19,563,427 1,712,414 16,872,841 81.67 4,403,000 21.31 17,495,484 84.68 —1,271,861 380,947 {—1,652,808
42 Oklahoma City, Okla. 19,394,069 1,984,466 15,344,555 76.19 6,033,980 29,96 14,294,792 70.98 —1,170,137 —762,157 —407,980
43 Worcester, Mass.- 17,470,455 305,000 13,812,846 69.76 3,962,609 20.01 12,104,802 61.14 —38,700 —31,243 —7,457
44 Richmond, Va.---- 29,479,807 10,014,200 31,846,265 | 172.24 7,647,742 41.36 24,105,854 130.37 305,000 1,084,559 —~779,559
45 Youngstown, Ohio 11,045,064 89,760 ¢,967,82¢ 57.22 1,167,000 6.70 9,226,944 652.97 551,259 138,282 412,977
46 Grand Rapids, Mich.- 14,062,104 2,397,200 12,206,996 70.64 4,252,308 24.61 11,566,711 66.94 —619,851 189,113 —808,964
47 Fort Worth, Tex.- 27,710,091 293,500 19,156,591 | 113.22 8,847,000 52.29 25,873,967 152.92 2,509,852 —224,658 2,734,510
48 Hartford, Conn. 26,108,071 1,126,920 20,953,801 124.35 6,281,190 37.28 23,270,490 | 138.10 —1,452,140 7,501 | —1,459,641
49 Flint, Mich. 16,915,251 2,508,119 17,216,870 | 102.97 2,206,500 13.20 14,141,846 84,58 —1,247,143 179,757 |-—1,426,900
50 New Haven, Conn.-- 14,479,558 703,000 14,747,558 90.64 435,000 2.67 13,442,000 82.62 —1,060,000 9,090 | —1,069,090
51 San Diego, Calif. 20,399,626 | ~-=-mmmmmmnaan 6,680,207 41.73 13,719,419 85.69 19,359,019 | 120.92 —963,907 155,558 |-~1,119,465
52 Long Beach, Calif. 24,513,782 113,875 12,590,938 80.20 12,036,719 76.67 23,529,385 | 149.87 367,610 43,343 324,267
53 Nashville, Tenn. 16,931,403 134,200 12,966,603 83.01 4,099,000 26.24 15,214,202 97.40 —684,000 —19,659 664,341

Digitized for FRASER

http://fraser.stlouisfed.org/
Federal Reserve Bank of St. Louis

9L1

SITIIO0 A0 SOTISIIVILS TVIDNVNIA



54 | Springfield, Mess.---- 20,787,512 14,412 14,135,924 | ©2.15 8,666,000 43,46 17,047,000 | 111.13 —858,500 | =-==-mmmmmme —858,500
55 | Tulsa, Okla,----- 18,608,865 686,236 14,160,402 | 95.68 5,134,699 34.69 14,865,626 | 100.44 {| —1,136,864 1,239,051 | —2,375,915
56 | Bridgevort, Conn. 16,671,348 | —<cmcacmmaen 16,671,248 | 113,18 =--mm=scmmmaomee | commmmee 15,240,353 | 103.46 —56,712 | === emmmmmmae —56,712
57 | Des Moines, Iowa- 17,703,043 534,834 13,081,864 |  90.03 5,156,013 35.49 16,919,183 | 116.44¢ —467,089 —=27,061 | —440,028
58 | screnton, Pa. 9,372,108 203,308 9,573,416 |  66.30 2,000 .01 8,423,796 | 58.34 —436,460 —204,292 | —232,168
69 | salt lLake City, Utah-- 13,005,293 50,000 8,482,792 | 58.83 4,572,500 31,71 11,851,300 | 82.1% —a78,012 —15,951 | —362,061
60 | Yonkers, N. Y.--- 36,609,648 561,050 32,026,377 | 227.95 5,144,321 36,61 32,905,450 | 234.20 —67,400 | —memmmmmmeee —67,400
61 | Ppaterson, N. J.-- 31,140,279 1,672,000 18,534,279 | 133.34 14,278,000 | 102.72 30,967,598 | 222.79 || —2,280,350 | —1,542,806 | —737,544
62 | Jacksonville, Fla.----| 14,609,411 123,339 10,089,247 | 72.49 4,663,503 33.57 13,159,079 | 94.7¢ —898,597 —4,295 | —894,302
63 | Albany, N. Y.-- 38,341,797 781,215 19,247,682 | 148.29 19,875,330 | 153.12 36,366,459 | 260.17 142,141 —183,008 325,149
64 | Norfolk, Va.--- ------1 30,191,620 9,760,800 24,542,865 | 189,21 15,409,555 | 118,80 28,384,173 { 218.83 —763,200 751,252 | —1,514,452
65 | Trenton, N. J.-------- 21,316,600 1,126,113 21,044,213 | 169,57 1,408,500 11.35 17,905,368 | 144.2¢ —718,287 —112,562 | —605,725
66 | Chattanooge, Tenn. 15,494,390 256,685 15,097,875 | 122.25 653,200 5.29 13,629,541 | 110.36 679,812 157,122 522,690
67 | Kaensas City, Kans.---{ 3,161,685 1,084,808 8,124,362 | 65.84 6,122,108 49.61 9,417,408 | 76.32 559,190 —63,666 622,856
88 | Fort Wayne, Ind.- 5,034,807 227,839 3,100,446 [ 25.82 2,162,000 18.00 5,056,485 | 42.10 —329,610 26,276 | —355,886
89 | Cemden, N. J.------o- 27,015,422 1,591,060 26,301,507 | 220.84 2,304,975 19.35 25,434,381 | 213.55 5,920,945 —202,146 | 6,123,001
70 | Erie, Pa.—----- p 13,065,420 150,076 11,821,436 | 99.93 1,394,060 11.78 11,979,776 | 101.27 —121,500 78 | —121,578
71 | Elizebetn, N, J . 16,448,050 1,086,001 12,808,051 | 108.63 4,726,000 40.08 16,656,396 | 141.28 —623,623 26,657 | —650,280
72 | Wichita, Kans. R 8,973,887 81,162 8,617,049 | 73.27 438,000 3.72 7,112,494 | 60.48 —318,940 sem-e-- | —318,940
73 | spokane, Wash.- 4 4,397,444 195,616 3,791,231 | 32.51 801,829 6.88 3,916,653 | 33.58 —263,750 78,356 | —342,106
74 | Fall River, Nass,----- g,111,657 157,000 8,094,657 | 70.22 174,000 1.51 6,199,955 | 53.78 —400,500 —55,897 | —344,603
75 | Cambridge, Mass.------| 13,003,500 757,000 12,819,000 | 112.15 941,500 8.24 7,861,551 | 68.78 —922,300 —256,088 |  —566,262
76 | New Bedford, Mass.---- 10,397,546 103,000 9,106,811 | 80.88 1,393,735 12.38 7,592,989 | 67.4¢ —258,000 31,692 | —289,692
77 | Reading, Pa,----r----- 14,705,905 3,500 11,984,012 | 107.19 2,725,393 24,38 13,203,926 | 118.10 —4,500 177,192 | —181,692
78 25,500,819 2,142,033 23,197,906 | 209.75 4,444,946 40.19 22,993,346 | 207.90 —177,000 274,017 | —a51,017
79 5,547,741 289,398 5,557,139 |  50.61 280,000 2,55 3,641,386 | 33.16 579,093 | =mmeecomean 579,093
80 5,359,170 261,202 4,945,372 |  45.12 675,000 6.16 5,172,169 | 47.19 — 277,950 54,922 | —332,872
81 14,816,143 1,033,718 5,020,982 |  46.40 10,828,879 |  100.08 13,761,536 | 127.09 —524,324 164,091 | —688,415
82 38,651,382 469,325 31,693,026 | 292,91 7,427,681 68.65 36,867,049 | 340.73 879,913 28,177 851,736
83 5,683,295 14,302 5,609,597 | 51.94 88,000 .81 5,614,191 | 51.98 —154,000 —47,961 | —106,039
84 11,207,921 1,087,657 11,483,828 | 106.83 811,750 7.55 8,083,917 | 75.20 —651,272 —306,571 | —344,701
85 12,484,150 1,201,500 6,613,500 | 62.04 7,072,150 66.34 12,208,492 | 114.53 —66,550 214,712 | 281,262
86 | Tampa, Fla. 15,879,080 2,163,587 14,781,693 | 138.80 3,260,974 30.62 14,576,427 | 136.87 —276,754 372,245 | —648,999
87 | Somerville, L 6,657,335 - 6,627,233 | 62.64 30,102 .28 3,934,000 [ 37,18 286,000 | =-mn-mmmmmme 286,000
88 | El Paso, Tex.- 8,067,340 531,000 6,492,473 | 61,37 2,105,867 19.90 7,536,962 | 71,23 — 878,664 —833,416 —45,248
89 | Evansville, Ind 5,526,071 103,629 3,542,700 | 33,71 2,087,000 19.86 5,460,962 | 51,96 1,063,000 41,135 | 1,021,865
20 | Lynn, Mass.---- 9,281,600 - 8,829,100 [ 85,80 452,500 4.40 6,063,338 | 58.92 —182,100 4,202 |  —186,302
91 | Utiea, N, Y. 13,030,364 88,562 12,819,967 | 124,95 308,959 3,01 12,117,483 | 118.10 —132,061 109,895 | ~241,956
92 | Duluth, Mimn 10,508,227 493,702 8,767,300 | 86,04 2,234,629 21,93 10,510,673 | 103.15 733,528 —43,257 | —690,271
93 | Waterbury, Comn. 17,965,278 64,000 11,421,278 | 112.75 6,608,000 65,23 17,589,800 | 173.64 1,398,500 5,587 | 1,392,913
94 | Lowell, Mess.---=----- 7,090,787 | =vmmmmacmeaaas 6,409,757 | 63.95 681,000 6.79 4,514,400 | 45,04 238,830 | ~-=-nmmmmmnn 238,830

Honolulu, Hawaii 4/--- 14,144,058 653,600 6,462,658 [ 31.85 5/ 8,335,000 41,07 8,684,624 | 42,80 60,997 83,476 —22,779

Sinking, public trust, and investment funds.

y
3/ Minus sign (—) indicates decrease.

5/ Includes debt for sewers.
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TABLE 23.—FUNDED AND SPECIAL ASSESSMENT DEBT AT CLOSE OF YEAR, CLASSIFIED BY PURPOSE FOR WHICH INCURRED: 1936

(This table 1s presented in two sections, the second section bdeginning on ». 181. For alphabetical 1list of cities, by States, showing rank, see p. &Z. For text discussion, ses p.35;
)

;; INCURRED FOR GENZRAL PUHPUSES
2 _
g General Charities
: , ~
g CITY Total government Police and | Sewers and hospitals, Art gal Parks and Miscella-
el Total fire de- sewage Highways Schoels Libraries leries and
b proper- artments disposal and museums playgrounds neous
© ties 1/ P P corrections
Grand total----4 37 ,665,197,770 ||$4841,363,134 ||$146542,359 75,522,389 674,553,997 910883,346 $297,073,545 $1200,073,184 [$28,293,362 13,968,208 B301,144,231 189,200,747
5,272,828,825 ||3,104,565,732 ||102,409,422 | 63,375,739 | 423,831,971 B76,602,129 | 199,822,152 | 701,482,447 | 23,993,535 | 13,485,208 | 219,497,624 119,448,255
963,116,102 692,593,190 || 19,337,530 | 4,917,685 | 83,430,832 H45,8{J7,501 61,747,338 | 161,040,392 | 1,154,201 | ~--wn----- 34,568,426 | 40,295,204
1,429,252,843 [|1,044,204,212 24,795,407 | 17,228,965 | 167,291,194 188,473,616 | 35,504,055 337,550,345 3,145,536 483,000 | 47,078,181 29,457,288
GROUP I.—CITIES HAVING A POPULATION OF 500,000 AND OVER
1| New York, N. Y.~ 42,311,297,896 $993,752,262 ||$56,342,610 Bl4,347,200 [ -~ #78,771,168 | $61,256,569 | $332,782,752 12,515,475 $38,678,942 | $33,826,743
2] Chicago, Ill.-—- 487,352,810 474,484,141 || ——-=-m~mn- 2,000,000 Flla,&ll,BZS 84,083,626 21,884,362 41,433,500 | -~ 85,777,854 4,28C,000
3 | Philadelphiae, Pa. 613,643,516 396,599,270 7,777,425 | 11,705,346 64,061,730 130,586,486 25,463,195 61,211,000 | -~ 33,224,379 ©,317,201
4 | Detrolt, Mich.-~w--+ 433,224,027 320,378,876 359,500| 4,166,000 § 90,726,705 | 26,393,955 13,861,160 73,330,302 | 3,954,000 17,641,000 | 35,040,255
5| Los Angeles, Calif.4 286,351,243 140,238,011 6,321,725 | 3,127,750 | 9,121,400 | 18,452,941 9,365,353 | 65,527,536 | 2,298,000 4,283,502 | 21,719,729
6 { Cleveland, Ohio----- 154,794,559 115,778,959 1,637,840 | 1,223,000 18,223,888 | 41,934,348 | 15,770,672 13,523,875 | 1,424,500 6,249,000 1,919,496
7 | 8t. Louis, Mo.--~--- 89,484,000 72,603,000 4,225,000 | 1,472,000 | 16,348,000 | 17,906,000 13,531,600 3,997,000 | -------mm- 12,785,000 2,338,400
8 [ Baltimore, Nd. 188,789,181 125,450,113 3,227,100 2,104,746 45,497,771 | 37,176,750 262,000 25,293,496 2,656,000 1,500,00C 1,840,000
9 | Boston, Mass.- 160,176,000 81,431,300 1,339,500 | 3,477,000 | 15,533,000 | 22,182,800 8,759,000 9,607,000 579,000 4,664,000 1,788,000
10 | Pittsburgh, Pa.- E 155,182,358 145,581,256 4,480,242 | 1,022,700 5,867,590 | 84,514,999 6,835,161 22,795,808 - 4,769,951 2,267,025
1l | San Francisco,Calif.| 170,470,300 51,855,800 5,000,000 | 4,400,000 5,010,000 9,493,000 [ 11,375,000 13,408,000 370,100 1,842,500 751,000
12 | washington, D. C.--+ 3,022,800 3,022,800 |} —===~emmmm= | eemmm oo 2,050,000 S e | mmmm e —— 870,000
13 | Milwaukee, Wis.- 66,428,081 60,877,351 3,868,216 | 1,505,000 | 26,729,690 | 6,803,000 | 4,278,274 7,207,000 | ~=--=m=rmm 16,000 | 3,429,112 | 1,533,500
14 | Buffalo, N. Y.-- 142,612,084 122,512,593 7,830,264 | 2,824,997 6,350,371 | 18,303,056 7,179,806 31,365,178 196,460 949,944 4,652,384 2,956,906
GROUP II.-—CITIES HAVING A POPULATION OF 300,000 TO 500,000
15 | Minneapolis, Minn.-4 70,389,085 || $58,711,318 $41,000 | $402,141 | $6,452,673 13,890,366 | $9,446,881 | $19,388,893 | $450,441 $4,321,031 $836,074
16 | New Orleans, La.---- 90,019,704 75,958,604 524,000 -----| 15,474,900 | 11,007,620 167,000 5,000,000 | wm=mmmmmmm 70,000 | 20,467,300
17 | Cincinnatl, Ohio- 116,074,811 81,632,672 2,448,905 865,044 8,892,330 | 30,427,421 6,493,946 16,266,754 34,500 9,788,400 4,455,888
18 | Newark, N, J.---- 146,914,398 98,081,398 4,459,332 664,500 | 12,542,623 | 18,479,550 7.910,081 20,240,401 144,350 7,270,358 4,253,737
19 | Kansas City, Mo. 73,263,214 63,587,214 5,386,468 | 1,210,000 5,576,000 | 13,006,375 2,644,330 20,501,000 | ~=~--=mwmm 398,323 916,000
20 | seattle, Wash,--- 91,639,328 30,814,263 2,158,882 771,000 1,963,000 | 8,547,677 3,123,972 9,680,580 | —=-~-===-~ 820,600 679,702
21 | Indianapolis, Ind.-- 40,270,375 31,467,375 900,000 363,500 3,767,806 1,933,969 4,703,621 10,048,000 2,517,370 4,779,445
22 | Rochester, N. Y. 76,264,742 62,019,742 160,600 42,000 2,337,000 ( 4,961,900 9,380,325 15,904,000 1,173,350 1,686,300
23 | Jersey City, N. J 91,702,025 76,658,771 1,750,743 26,000 | —===mmmmann 3,052,011 | 13,633,821 13,769,328 - 4,555,342 547,058
24 | Houston, Tex.- 59,656,900 47,009,133 1,338,200 402,000 7,256,500 | 19,678,100 1,783,550 11,456,231 268,000 953,052 530,000
25 | Louisville, Ky 41,688,141 39,169,141 169,400 [ —-==-=-=m= 19,168,000 | 1,423,000 985,841 11,188,900 257,000 1,989,000 750,000
26 | Portland, Oreg.-=~--+ 65,453,379 37,483,559 | ~---~e---- 172,500 | ===r===e-m 19,399,612 1,474,000 7,596,305 | w~wm-ceeem 711,000 394,000
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GROUP III.—CITIES HAVING A PCPULATION OF 100,000 TG 300,000

27 | Columbus, Chio-~ $40,985,868 || $33,526,368 || $1,478,800 | $1,112,980 | $12,147,000 | $7,062,895 $307,000 | $8,004,993 32,000 $288,600 | $2,291,500
28 | Toledo, Ohio--- 40,548,965 39,488, 965 713,000 759,000 | 4,756,000 | 6,505,000 283,000 | 16,187,465 2,072,500 347,000
29 | oskland, Celif. 55,559,853 12,853,929 597,028 22,963 989,838 | —-cmmomem [ momeomoo e 10,971,400 272,700 | —=-mmmemmee
30 | Denver, Colo. 46,089,800 20,470,200 || 2,700,000 3,459,800 | 1,392,600 | 2,000,000 7,959,000 295,000
31 | Atlanta, Ga.- 14,813,400 12,325,400 744,000 4,019,000 | 1,292,400 100,000 LT T I [ PUSUISRN U ——— 50,000
32 | Dellas, Tex.- 38,627,250 29,651,750 466,000 413,000 | 6,509,000 | 6,842,500 428,000 6,739,250 80,000 4,688,000 244,000
33 | st. Peul, Minn.----4 44,107,000 35,148,000 || 1,998,000 | 1,049,000 | 8,992,000 [ 1,634,000 109,000 | 10,374,000 600,000 1,302,000 193,000
34 | Birmingham, Ale.---{ 24,297,969 23,182,969 || ~--nmammmm 672,000 { 3,359,000 | 2,501,050 4,000 9,725,750 521,200 1,361,000 460,193
35 | Akron, Ohlo-- 4 45,689,216 34,735,684 495,000 80,000 | 10,757,000 | 7,409,900 41,000 7,406,050 76,000 32,000
36 | Memphis, Tenn,------ 28,218,991 21,051,000 89,000 556,000 | 1,704,000 | 3,373,000 758,000 6,149,000 1,273,000 | 1,731,000
37 | Providence, R, I.-- 60,771,000 41,581,000 220,000 491,000 | 7,826,000 | 10,688,000 42,000 | 16,776,000 1,870,000 | 1,498,000
38 | san Antonio, Tox.-- 29,520,000 22,492,500 194,000 585,000 | 2,819,500 | 5,531,500 96,000 7,192,000 955,000 | 2,813,500
39 | Omahe, Nebr.-------4 30,038,909 25,046,309 || -==---mmnm 395,525 | 5,687,737 | 6,724,343 |-cccaeoooan 8,479,604 1,686,600 72,500
40 | Syracuse, N. ¥ 39,526,944 33,517,526 5,232 267,989 | 3,530,716 | 6,580,826 | 8,139,479 9,386,406 1,046,695 | 1,135,763
41 | Dayton, Ohlo-------- 20,567,360 16,164,360 29,000 254,400 | 2,177,250 | 4,391,280 224,000 6,631,495 96,000 65,500
42 | Oklahoms City, Okla.] 19,859,673 13,827,873 368,000 210,000 | 3,663,000 609,400 106,000 5,001,473 | -memmmommn | oo 3,599,000 | ~-mem-mmnn
43 | Worcester, Nass. 12,531,500 8,886,000 || =m-semmmn 1,540,000 | 1,853,000 | 3,463,000 395,000 | ~=-mm=mmmn 250,000 436,000
44 |Richmond, Va.--- 37,946,100 30,628,024 289,750 11,964,080 | 6,697,331 | —m-n--nmem 6,353,438 112,000 207,100 500,450
45 | Youngstown, Ohio----| 10,287,584 9,120,584 5,000 126,247 | 1,725,253 60,000 2,083,632 2,000 488,000 93,500
46 | Grend Rapids, Mich.4 16,138,178 11,933,178 3,277,700 | 2,456,000 103,000 3,450,778 15,000 1,500 230,200
47 | Fort Worth, Tex.----| 27,462,922 18,605,928 || ~~m-mmmme- 654,000 62,000 | 7,098,000 12,000 5,952,365 1,572,057 167,500
48 | Hartford, Conu.- 27,017,440 20,736,250 57,600 270,000 | 1,748,000 | 4,220,000 512,400 9,878,250 25,000 | 1,625,000
49 | Flint, Mich.---- 18,705,154 16,498,654 || ~--mmmmcmm 10,558 | 4,858,000 | 1,948,000 964,000 6,881,000 470,650 90,000
§0 | New Haven, Conn. 14,080,000 13,645,000 || 1,208,000 258,000 | 2,135,000 | 4,452,000 - 334,000 2,468,000 218,000
51 | San Diego, Calif.-- 20,087,617 6,372,083 || ~emammmeee 44,000 217,256 924,305 - 4,205,522 787,500 | ~--mmmemmmm
52 | Long Beach, Calif.-{ 24,314,802 12,333,727 127,000 207,125 | -eomemeeee 64,000 8,445,771 2,869,356 234,800
53 | Neshville, Tenn.---4 17,066,300 12,957,300 402,000 | 3,070,000 | 3,264,000 537,000 2,966,000 1,058,300 | 1,283,000
54 | springfleld, Mass.-4 17,047,000 10,381,000 39,200 | 1,991,000 | 2,617,300 1,000 1,681,500 91,000 476,000
55 | Tulse, Okla.--=-=--- 18,775,649 13,641,649 31,000 692,500 | 1,557,000 | 3,382,000 185,000 4,203,364 956,500 69,000
56 | Bridgeport, Conn,--4 15,240,353 15,240,353 430,640 79,360 | 3,187,468 | 4,115,300 814,040 4,042,342 980,883 227,740
67 | Des Moines, Iowa---4 17,760,109 12,607,031 472,000 48,750 698,800 681,000 7,261,800 | ~m=m=mmm [ ceommmeoen 335,300 175,000
58 | Scranton, Pa.-------| 9,376,139 9,376,139 |{ =-earmmcnm 1,000 20%,319 599,600 5,725,000 - -

59 | salt Leke City, Utal 12,267,744 7,695,244 776,000 22,000 | 1,288,500 343,744 3,866,000 109,000 -
60 | Yonkers, N. Y.- 35,273,050 30,148,300 16,000 | 1,143,500 | 4,693,665 4,357,085 | 4,986,900 8,804,550 — 686,100
61 | paterson, W. J.- 32,812,014 18,534,014 625,000 6,000 | 1,980,820 84,000 378,750 6,021,400 28,000 | ~-mmmnnnan 102,000 30,458
62 | Jacksonville, Fla.-4 14,640,201 9,985,081 || ~omwmmcane 10,482 | 1,924,500 | 2,547,156 - 3,635,462 6,904 78,200 784,377
63 | Albany, N. Y.-- 39,018,888 19,231,458 349,344 442,484 | 1,144,562 | 4,603,180 - 5,488,788 241,345 670,502 836,706
64 | Norfolk, Va.- 4 39,795,800 24,386,245 || ~-mmmmmmmn 1,082,698 | 2,571,739 | 8,203,875 45,000 5,998,507 — 67,000
65 | Trenton, N, J.~---- 20,245,661 18,837,161 700,000 | —~emeeemae 60,438 446,000 311,250 6,959,713 182,260 45,000
66 | Chattanoogs, Tenn.-j 15,711,168 15,061,168 ——n 20,000 | 1,439,000 | 3,174,719 309,700 2,207,349 281,000 130,000
67 | kensas City, Kens.- 14,046,590 7,960,590 230,000 243,000 67,216 | 1,548,234 30,000 2,283,840 160,742 | 1,259,564

See footnotes at end of table.
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(This table is presented in two sections, the second section beginning on p. 181. For alphabetical list of cities, by States, showing rank, see.

TASLE 23.—FUNDED AND SPECIAL ASSESSMENT DEBT AT CLOSE OF YEAR, CLASSIFIED BY PURPOSE FOR WHICH INCURRED:

1936—Continued

p. 2. For text discussion, see p.35)

I INCURRED FCR GENERAL PURPOSES
4
g General Charities,
5 CITY Total government Police and } Sewers and hospitals, At gal- Parks and Miscella-
e Total fire de- sewage Highways Schools Libtraries leries and
he! proper- partments disposal and museums playgrounds neous
S ties 1/ ; corrections
GROUP III.—CITIES HAVING A POPULATION OF 100,000 TO 300,000~—Continued

68 | Fort Wayne, Ind.---- $5,200,446 $3,038,446 || --——--- L $76,500 [ —---mceeev $2,484,000 $314,946 $163,000
69 | Camden, N. J. 27,668,660 22,531,685 $5,144,000 $167,300 $451,990 615,395 $5,500 3,898,000 448,500 95,500
70 | Erie, Pa.-- 13,045,238 11,657,117 160,000 123,237 2,432,109 1,347,500 65,740 5,375,000 510,154 1,275,025
71 | Elizabeth, N. J. 17,466,670 12,740,870 || -=~------=~ 559,042 746,858 ( 1,531,805 443,100 5,789,950 146,915 103,550
72 | Wichita, Kens 9,029,569 8,591,569 18,000 153,000 649,569 889,439 | ~~r-m-mem-m 3,102,922 756,695 479,727
73 | Spokane, Wash. 4,170,450 3,477,450 --- 843,000 | =rre-mmemnm 858,450 999,000 -
74 | Fall River, Mass.--- 7,008,000 6,834,000 30,000 1,578,000 230,000 1,555,500 212,500 50,000
?5 | Cambridge, Mass. 10,535,500 9,594,000 228,000 1,466,500 | 4,181,380 1,311,000 1,103,600 1,000
76 | New Bedford, Mass 8,428,000 7,061,000 1,183,000 | 1,762,000 } 1,823,000 221,000 124,000
77 | Reading, Pa. 14,259,000 11,544,500 1,446,900 | 1,451,300 7,297,500 314,500 82,800
78 | Knoxville, Tenn. 25,302,541 20,937,563 2,097,000 1,613,522 2,588,000 242,000 350,000
79 | Peoria, Ill,---- 5,265,285 4,975,285 40,000 2,686,406 1,208,999 914,760 37,120 88,000
80 | South Bend, Ind. %,590,750 4,915,750 - - 590,000 2,771,500 464,250 | ~=rmemmmmm—
8l | Tacoma, Wash, 14,554,145 3,831,650 88,000 324,000 309,000 809,000 1,523,650 | —me—mrmeme | mmmmmemo e e e 21,000
82 { Miami, Fla, 38,296,991 30,880,341 101,720 988,400 3,723,720 | 11,357,020 5,837,451 2,239,381 2,912,209
83 | Gary, Ind.- 5,684,297 5,596,297 889,000 142,000 | -- R PR, 3,334,000 1,052,000 86,000
84 { Canton, Ohio- 10,494,077 9,682,327 5,000 126,000 2,228,530 | 1,675,821 4,984,461 57,100 219,415
85 | Wilmington, Del.---+ 13,685,650 6,613,500 540,000 $30,500 1,141,430 2,120,570 | —=c=mememen 961,000 200,000 | —=-==m==nm 625,000 75,000
86 | Tempa, Fla,--- 17,009,351 18,755,351 |} ==w=mmwne= 15,000 842,000 ( 4,684,200 1,130,000 3,479,301 | ~mmmemvmem | - mm———— 241,000 70,000
87 | Somerville, Mass 3,934,000 3,905,000 49,000 180,000 48,000 552,000 961,000 2,083,000 32,000
88 | E1 Paso, Tex.---- 8,367,122 6,271,122 24,000 282,000 | 1,052,000 902,000 | =-ocmanmann 2,523,122 474,000 106,000
89 | Evansville, Ind.-~-+ 5,629,700 3,542,700 2,094,500 325,000 100,000
80 6,164,600 5,712,100 || ~---=~==me 112,000 1,998,100 422,000 0,000 1,823,000 109,000 406,000
91 12,628,926 12,319,967 153,618 195,117 2,000,306 | 3,220,260 57,896 1,878,571 286,270 1,100,711
92 | Duluth, Minn, 10,776,534 8,611,534 721,000 | ~==wmmmoem 420,000 365,129 | =r=mmmmmmee 3,531,000 840,405 50,000
93 | Waterbury, Conn, 17,752,900 11,144,900 460,000 123,000 1,657,000 | 1,759,000 1,500,000 1,494,900 291,000 205,000
94 | Lowell, Massg,------- 4,514,400 3,873,400 9,000 708,500 386,000 1,208,000 608,000 34,900 269,000

Honolulu, Hawaii 2/ 10,634,300 2,299,300 1,099,300 -, 1,200,000

1/ Exclusive of school and other departmental properties.
2/ Not included in group or grand totels.

Digitized for FRASER
http://fraser.stlouisfed.org/
Federal Reserve Bank of St. Louis

081

SAILID 0 SOLISTIIVIS TYIINYNILA



TABLE 23.—FUNDED AND SPECIAL ASSESSMENT DEBT AT CLOSE OF YEAR, CLASSIFIED BY PURPOSE FOR WHICH INCURRED: 1838—Continued

{This table is presented in two sections, the first section beginning on p. 178. For alphabetical list of citles, by States, showing rank, see p. 2. For text discussion, see p. 35}

INCURRED FOR PURPOSES OF FUBLIC-SERVICE ENTERFRISES AND INVESTMENTS

] GENERAL PURPOSES—Con.
a
g Combined and unreported Electric Ports, Audito-
A cITY T Water-supply { light and Transit docks, Tiums, Refunding];/ Punding?;/
E’ Funded Special otal systems power systems wharves,and | halls, and | AlTPOTS All other
5 nde assessments systems harbors stadiums
Grand total---- 15854 ,336,678 [5149,771,088 [b2,823,884,636 |131152,490,253 B135538,500 §$963,339,526 318,138,063 834,901,054 B26,894,307 $192,532,933 404,656,209 180,304,748
Group I- 545,628,780 | 124,988,470 | 2,168,263,093 740,547,769 | 88,213,000 | 933,068,806 | 238,731,226 | 18,842,558 | 13,880,856 | 134,978,878 { 194,985,953 91,557,490
127,380,822 12,913,069 270,522,912 112,425,754 | 36,634,000 28,669,000 37,924,283 | 8,502,267 4,757,602 41,610,006 79,519,911 | 49,629,785
181,327,076 11,869,549 385,048,631 299,516,730 | 10,691,500 1,601,720 41,482,554 | 7,556,229 8,255,849 15,944,049 | 130,150,345 | 39,117,473
GROUP I.—CITIES HAVING A POPULATION OF 500,000 AND OVER
1 $262,725,539 | $91,680,000 %1,317,545,634 $367,069,408 | —-—mmmeeen 697,722,175 B172,667,239 | —m—mmmmmmm [ oo $80,086,812 $36,120 | $30,000,000
2 88,204,628 28,508,345 22,868,669 17,397,669 $5,101,000 $870,000 | —=~m-mmvmem 92,477,383 8,342,859
3 54,252,508 | - 217,044,246 35,562,992 138,311,431 | 26,545,028 3,748,085 1,135,130 | 11,741,580 | -~-==~=e=es | momcommme oo
4 54,177,999 112,845,151 68,518,451 38,939,000 | mm~mmmmmeme | mmmmm e 3,309,700 2,078,000 | 35,050,000 | 33,408,782
5| Los Angeles, Cslif, - 20,075 146,113,232 72,844,232 B54,012,000 [ -~--=weaamm 19,257,000 23,755,750 4,024,349
6 | Cleveland, Chio- 9,110,573 39,015,600 23,522,600 4,045,000 1,072,000 10,376,000 | 14,644,320
7 | St. Louis, Mo,----=d —ommomeooan 16,881,000 ?,531,000 1,400,000 2,050,000 2,501,000
8 | Baltimore, Md,-----+ 4,926,250 63,339,068 36,130,371 | —emmeeemon | smmmem e 17,985,759 2,821,000 6,401,938 4,315,300 100
9 | Boston, Mass.- 13,502,000 78,744,700 973,000 | ——-wmmmmmm 56,395,700 | ~mmwmmmmmen 1,141,000 | 20,235,000 | —=-==m=e=-n | ~mmcmmceacn
10 | Pittsburgh, Pa +4 13,027,780 9,601,102 6,256,300 891,800 | 2,197,002 256,000 535,080 | 15,781,400
11 | San Francisco,Calif 206,200 118,614,500 83,402,000 | 30,156,000 1,700,500 | ==-e=memoen 3,200,000 156,000 - -
12 | Waghington, D, C. 102,800 -——
13 | Milwaukee, #is 5,507,559 | —mmmeammmme 5,550,700 3,237,000 { ===mcmmmnn | mmmmmmameee 2,276,200 | —=ommmmmem | cmmmmeeeee 37,500
14 | Buffalo, N. Y. 39,864,869 38,358 20,099,491 18,102,746 1,673 279,024 1,716,048
GROUP II.—CITIES HAVING A POFULATION OF 300,000 TO 500,000
15 [ Minneapolis, Minn.-4 $3,481,818 $11,677,767 $3,047,000 - - $578,000 | $1,442,767 $376,000 | $6,234,000 $594,090 -
16 | New Orleans, La.- 23,248,084 14,061,100 10,159,100 $3,000,000 902,000 9,864,500 $110,000
17 | Cincinnati, Ohio 1,959,484 34,442,139 11,376,400 | —=mcwmmman | cmemmmmee s 245,500 197,500 702,000 { 21,920,739 21,419,534 1,340,000
18 | Newark, N, J,~--- 22,116,496 48,833,000 21,581,000 9,710,000 14,506,000 | ==-=-ua=me 500,000 2,536,000 | ——-~-====-- 38,288,720
19 | Kansas City, Mo. 3,948,118 19,666,000 13,545,000 | ~—emeemmen | mcmcmmaaaae 380,000 | 4,484,000 1,257,000 DU VR ——— 1,075,244
20 | Seattle, Wash.-- 3,068,850 60,725,065 7,684,000 9,223,000 5,460,463 765,000 958,602 - 11,259,000 771,000
21 | Indianapolis, Ind.-o 2,453,664 8,803,000 [{ ~~~m=~mmmeem [ mememmceae | mmemcmene [ memmccmmee [ e 753,000 8,050,000 2,029,552 1,392,821
22 { Rochester, N, Y.- 18,697,340 14,235,000 6,462,000 6,736,000 [ =-w—macamas | cmcme— e 211,000 826,000 | ===mm==m=am
23 | Jersey City, N, T 39,325,468 15,043,254 14,792,254 - 251,000 20,631,235
24 | Houston, Tex.- 3,343,500 12,547,767 3,341,000 7,802,500 263,000 1,141,267 1,652,000
25 | Louisville, Ky 3,238,000 2,519,000 1,769,000 —— -— 750,000 5,267,000
26 | Portland, Oreg 2,500,000 5,236,142 27,969,820 18,669,000 | ~—wmmmmman | commemeena 8,700,820 600,000 6,803,000

See footnotes at end of table.
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(This table is presented in two sections, the first section beginning on p. 178. For alphabeticel list of cities, by States,

TABLE 23.—FUNDED AND SPECIAL ASSE3SSMENT DEBT AT CLOSE OF YEAR, CLASSIFIED BY PURPOSE FOR WHICH INCURRED: 1936—Contlnued

showing renk, see p. 2. For text discussion, sse p. 35)

GENERAL PURPOSES—Con.

INCURRED FOR PURPOSES

OF PUBLIC-SERVICE ENTERPRISES AND INVESTMENTS

=

°

a

g Combined and unreported Electric Ports, Audito-

E CITY Water-supply | 1ight and Trensit docks, riums, Refundingl/ | Funding2/
Jed Special Total systems power systems wharves,and | halls, and Airports All other

3 Funded agsessments systenms harbors stadiums

GROUP I1I.—CITIES HAVING A POPULATION OF 100,000 TC 300,000

27 | Columbus, Ohio- $300, 600 $7,459,500 $5,827,500 $879,000 $616,000 $137,000 $379,304
28 | Toledo, Ohio- 4 7,866,000 1,060,000 608,000 $125,000 $177,000 150,000 | ~—==--===== 7,988,000
29 | Oaxland, Calif. 4 42,705,904 34,686,300 7,778,866 240,738
30 | Denver, Colo. N $2,663,800 25,619,600 25,619,600 -
31 | Atlanta, Ga.- 804,500 | ~emmmm—mmam 2,488,000 2,488,000 -
32 | Dellas, Tex,--- 2,759,000 8,975,500 8,405,500 570,000 - 25,000 | $2,759,000
33| 8t. Paul, Minn, 2,888,000 8,959,000 6,588,000 388,000 | 1,200,000 583,000 200,000 2,333,000 | ======mm==m
34 4,578,776 1,115,000 1,090,000 2,374,000 2,500,000
35 8,438,734 - 10,953,532 9,736,532 - 1,217,000 - 9,157,702 | ===m=mmmmmm
36 | Memphis, Tenn 4,619,000 714,000 7,167,991 5,343,000 947,250 460,741 121,000 296,000 2,099,000 476,000
37 | Providence, R, I - 2,170,000 19,190,000 18,000,000 1,190,000 - -—--
38 | San Antonio, Tex.--+4 1,893,000 7,027,500 6,251,000 649,000 7,500 120,000 940,000
39 | Omaha, Nebr, 6,992,600 4,704,000 414,600 1,874,000 -
40 | Syracuse, N, Y.- 3,294,684 6,009,418 5,629,125 115,000 111,740 153,553
4] | Dayton, Ohio--- 2,295,435 4,403,000 4,403,000
42 | Oklahoma City, Okla 271,000 6,031,800 5,022,800 660,000 349,000 | —-mmmmmmmom [ mmocmmmaaa 271,000
43 | Worcester, Mass. 648,000 3,946,500 2,918,500 1,028,000
44 | Richmond, Va,-- 4,253,375 7,318,076 3,679,000 | ==-~wmmmmw | mmmeemeaae 100,000 | =~==eemm=m 18,113 3,520,963 2,806,900
45 | Youngstown, Ohio 4,475,652 1,167,000 1,167,000 3,340,652
46 | Grand Rapids, Mich.o 2,399,000 4,205,000 2,855,000 150,000 4,027,400
47 | Fort Worth, Tex,-~--- 3,081,000 8,847,000 5,231,980 607,000 3,008,020 2,742,000 345,000
48 | Hartford, Conn. 2,400,000 6,281,190 5,987,440 o 293,750 350,000 2,400,000
49 | Flint, Mich - 1,276,446 2,208,500 2,206,500 - | mmm———- 2,429,446 | ~~--e-mmnee
50 | New Haven, Conn. b 2,496,000 435,000 75,000 360,000
51 | San Diego, Celif.--+ 193,500 13,665,434 11,738,934 | ——====v=== | ccememacaon 1,406,500 520,000
62 | Long Beach, Calif.-+ 11,981,075 2,585,000 | m-mm—mweemn | cmmccmaa—ae 6,033,075 | m=~ememmmn | mmmemm e 3,363,000
53 | Nashville, Tenn. 377,000 4,099,000 3,421,000 — 99,000 579,000
54 | Springfield, Mass. 3,484,000 6,666,000 6,666,000 - - E
55 | Tulsa, Okla, 496,785 5,134,000 4,563,000 68,000 503,000 [ ==-=mm=====
56 | Bridgeport, Conn 1,170,000 - - 1,780,000 | =====ammumm
57 | Des Moipes, Iowa---4 2,934,381 | ~ccmmmmcann 5,163,078 4,899,003 - 148,950 105,125 472,000 | 2,770,406
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58 | Seranton, Pa.------4 2,193,000 -~ 416,000

59 [ Salt Leke City, Utal 1,291,000 4,572,500 4,521,000 - " 40,000 11,500 2,546,000 | ==memcmaeee

60 | Yonkers, N. Y, 5,461,700 5,124,750 5,086,250 | =-—mmcomme | commmme o 38,500 1,769,000 84,000

81 { Paterson, N. J.- 9,277,586 14,278,000 14,278,000 4,195,000

62 | Jacksonville, Fla,-- 998,000 4,655,120 996,138 1,222,500 $155,000 2,205,000 | ~~m==—mann 55,000 21,482 4,862,000 | ~=--mmoumm

63 | Albany, N, Y.- 5,454,547 19,787,430 12,794,500 6,646,398 345,932 | ~mmmmmmmmem 3,650,000 | ~-==--mmeena

64 | Norfolk, Va,- 6,417,426 15,409,555 8,944,530 6,412,025 5,027,000 2,798,000

65 Trenton, N. 7. 10,132,500 1,408,500 1,308,500 100,000 135,400 2,384,000

66 | Chettanooga, Tenn.—- 7,499,400 - 650,000 100,000 300,000 2,723,900 953,000

67 | Kansag City, Kans,-4 1,604,900 433,094 6,086,000 3,534,000 | 2,247,000 | -=-——=comom | cmmmmmmceam 305,000 806,000 | ===mm-mmanm

68 | Fort Wayne, Ind.---o ———=-=-uuo 2,162,000 1,987,000 115,000 150,500

69 | Camden, N, J. 14,705,500 2,136,975 1,392,975 | mmmcmmmme | oo 489,000 255,000 - 11,246,000

70 | Erie, Pa,-- 378,352 1,388,121 1,350,000 -- 38,121 | ~—mmmmmmeee

71 | Elizabeth, N. 7J. 3,352,450 4,726,000 4,670,000 | ====mmommm | oo o 56,000 3,601,000 1,440,000

72 | Wichita, Kans.----~4 649,416 438,000 195,000 225,500 17,500 2,279,100 1,071,012

73 | Spokane, Wash.-----+ 777,000 693,000 693,000 1,355,000 1,008,000

74 | Fall River, Mass. 3,088,000 174,000 174,000

75 | Cambridge, Mass.--~- ———cmm—-mon 941,500 940,500 1,000 | —mememmmmee [ mecoemeo

76 | New Bedford, Mass 270,000 1,387,000 1,835,000 | —rmwemmmmoe | mmmmimme o 132,000

77 | Reading, Pa.- 210,000 2,714,500 2,662,000 52,500 | ~==mmm—mme e ——=- 210,000

78 | Knoxville, Tenn.---~ 14,047,041 | ~~—--cmeane 4,364,978 4,064,978 300,000 - 8,014,541 2,222,000

79 | Peoria, I11. 280,000 280,000

80 | South Bend, Ind. 1,090,000 675,000 675,000 182,500

8l | Tacoma, Wash. 747,000 10,722,495 4,251,435 6,018,000 343,000 110,000 - 350,000

82 | Miami, Fla.-- 3,043,000 7,416,650 2,351,000 | =~——m-emmm 1,103,720 3,779,340 | —vmveen—em 135,000 47,590 8,403,000 1,949,708

83 93,297 88,000 . -- 88,000 348,297

84 ) 266,000 811,750 810,000 1,750 | mscmmmmrmee [ oo [ e 273,415

85 | Wilmington, Del. 420,000 7,072,150 4,452,150 2,620,000 420,000

86 | Tampa, Fla,--- 3,293,800 3,254,000 2,569,000 470,000 215,000 [ ~--emcmome | mmmmmmemaem 11,883,300

87 | Somerville. Mass,--o ~-~--emeuo- 29,000 29,000

88 | E1 Pago, Tex.- 883,000 2,096,000 1,673,000 49,000 31,000 343,000 1,064,000

89 | Evansville, Ind. 837,200 2,087,000 1,147,000 57,000 883,000 837,200 [ ——~==--m-ae

90 | Lynn, Mass, 442,000 452,500 452,500 - - -

91 | Utica, N. Y, - 3,261,093 308,959 219,264 89,695 718,000

92 | Duluth, Minn. - 2,664,000 2,165,000 1,138,500 95,000 931,500 3,151,000 -

93 | Waterbury, Conn.---4 3,655,000 6,608,000 6,608,000 | —- - 3,240,000

94 | Lowell, Mass,~~~---+ 660,000 641,000 407,000 234,000 660,00C
Honolulu, Hawail 3/ =eecemmemmc | cmomaoeoan 8,335,000 || 4/ 8,335,000 - -

y Exhibit of debt obligations issued to redeex funded obligations.

g/ Exhibit of debt obligations issued to redeem judgments, short term loans, warrants, and other floating obligetions.
3/ Not included inm group or grand totals

4/ Includes debt for sewers.
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TABLE 24, —FUNDED OR FIXED DEBT OBLIGATICNS CLASSIFIZED BY RATE OF INTEREST: 1936

(This table is presented in two sections, the second section beginning on p. 187, For alphabeticel list of cities, by States, showing rank, ses p. 2. For text dis~ussion, see p.36)

City| cITY Total 2 2% 23 25 3 3% 3% k53 4

no. percent percent percent percent percent percent percent percent percent
Grand total-----=------1 $7,433,132,201 $31,728,377 | 947,367,869 | $37,349,073 | 431,738,454 | $218,471,801 | $90,935,462 | $564,290,609 | $94,533,570 | $1,902,366,059
5,120,464,628 4,261,795| 19,602,200 | 19,094,720 | 14,683,280 | 179,883,967 66,372,397 | 497,892,937 | 59,957,430 | 1,481,836,618
930,438,429 12,508,130 17,172,372 3,804,139 6,013,200 10,524,946 | 10,092,950 | 26,031,872 | 21,336,503 205,735,878
1,382,229,144 14,958,392 11,093,297 14,450,220 | 11,036,974 28,057,888 | 14,470,115 | 40,365,800 [ 13,239,637 214,743,563

GROUP I.--CITIES HAVING A POPULATICN OF 500,000 AND OVER
1 | New York, N. Y. 4 $2,219,617,896 $6,500,000 $154,373,267 | $29,616,000 | $375,043,799 | $24,653,000 | $532,136,269
2 | Chicego, Ill,--- 4 468,844,485 || - - 6,600,000 | ~==remammmam 39,373,000 - 254,251,034
3 | Philadelphia, Pa. - 613,643,516 -- - -- 950,000 5,000,000 6,000,000 262,937,300
4 | Detroit, Wfich.-- 4 420,549,175 - | -=-e- 2,750,000 | 15,959,255| 14,007,000 9,327,000 65,175,500
5 | Los Angeles, Calif . 286,351,243 - $450,000 1,550,000 7,336,142 7,806,000 5,908,780 45,731,210
6 | Cleveland, Ohio- - 137,890, 982 922,000 | $2,347,520 2,304,400 200,000 [ —==emcemeanam 740,088 2,717,000 19,627,900
7 89,484,000 e 800,000 3,347,000 6,454,000 3,500,000 | ==wemnammanm 1,840,000 33,037,000
8 | Baltimore, Md.- 188,515,181 || ~——mmmmmmmmmm [ mmmmm s | e ] e e 26,127,000 | =~=m-mmmmmmm 131,311,000
9 Boston, Mass.- 160,176,000 6,145,000 [ 11,138,000 790,000 1,680,000 2,701,000 | 22,466,750 9,020,000 59,756,750
10 | Pittsburgh, Pa. 154,187,308 6,035,200 2,950,000 7,796,880 1,337,700 1,500,000 3,820,200 3,778,500 27,531,250
11 | Sen Francisco, Calif 4 170,470,300 - |- R 3,894,000 | mmemmcmamunm 676,600 - 16,004,000
12 Washington, D, C. - 3,022,800 Rl It —— Bl el B e
13 | Milwaukee, Wis E 66,263,036 1,945,000 | ~=—~-mm=-umn 353,100 | ===~ ——-- 112,500 - 8,602,654
14 | Buffalo, N, Y,~- 141,448,726 1,500,000 760,000 1,120,000 2,713,150 25,784,251
GROUP II,—CITIES KAVING A POPULATION OF 300,000 TC 500,000

15 Minneapolis, Minn,-------- 4 $64,072,987 $2,122,365 $608,000 $400,000 | ~==aemmumm $190,962 $504,000 $2,708,000 $2,294,000 $22,287,200
16 | New Orleans, La,-«- 84,494,084 30,000 - 28,000 -—— 27,626,500
17 Cincinnati, Ohio- 109,123,447 2,804,965 | 14,465,000 1,261,139 | 1,284,500 3,746,560 1,479,950 7,225,397 777,710 23,505,816
18 | Newark, N. 7. 146,914,398 B T 5,999,000 5,220,539 | 10,000,000 24,715,164
19 | Kansas City, Mo.- 72,531,806 100,000 858,000 2,094,000 954,000 590,000 1,180,000 1,444,000 11,385,700
20 | Seuttle, Wash.--- 91,496,142 2,715,000 - 283,850 | =wmmmmmmmene 5,511,000 | ~=cmmemmoenm 9,450,434
21 Indienapolis, Ind.- 40,270,375 2,145,858 435,372 | ~mmmmcmmmmee | mmmcomeane 73,000 | —=e-=memenos 1,732,546 50,000 4,283,634
22 | Rochester, N, Y.- - 68,577,815 2,495,130 1,664,000 750,000 | =enmcmmmcann T B - 967,615 15,627,426
23 | Jersey City, N. T < 91,702,025 1,087,000 325,000 1,350,000 - 5,778,178 16,437,808
24 | Houston, Tex.- g 59,556,900 374,000 4,535,574 170,000 - - 1,484,000
25 | Louisville, Ky 4 41,688,141 505,000 395,000 416,000 2,426,400 20,450,000
26 | Portland, Oreg.- 60,010,309 124,872 -- 278,700 | =mmmmmmmmmaan | mmmsmmcmaaon [ memmeeem e 25,000 28,432,196
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GROUP III.—-CITIES HAVING A POPULATION OF 100,000 TO 300,000

27
28

30
31

32
33

35
36

Columbus, Ohio.
Toledo, Ohlio~-
Cakland, Calif
Denver, Colo.
Atlante, Ga,-

Dallas, Tex.-
St. Paul, Mimn
Birminghem, Ala.
Akron, Ohlo-~
Memphis, Tenn.

Providence, R. I,
San Antonlo, Tex.
Omaha, Nebr.--
Syracuse, N, ¥
Dayton, Ohlo-

Oklahoma City, Okla
Worcester, Mass,~
Richmond, Va,-
Youngstown, Ohio-
Grend Repids, Mich.

Fort Worth, Tex.
Hartford, Comn.-
Flint, Mich,--

New Haven, Conn.
San Diego, Calif,

Long Beach, Calif
Nashville, Tenn.~
Springfield, Mass
Tulsa, Okla.----
Bridgeport, Conn.

Des Moines, Iowa-
Scranton, Pa,-«-~
Salt Lake City, Utsh
Yonkers, N. Y.
Paterson, N, T

Jacksonville, Fla
Albany, N, Y,
Norfolk, Va,-
Trenton, N. J.--
Chattanooga, Tenn

Digitized for FRASER
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Federal Reserve Bank of St. Louis

$37,745,573
40,548,965
55,559,833
40,573,600
14,705,500

38,627,250
38,105,000
22,621,000
42,365,316
27,504,991

60,771,000
29,520,000
25,684,079
36,714,926
19,799,095

19,859,673
12,531,500
37,946,100

9,743,584
14,076,978

27,452,922
27,017,440
16,742,154
14,080,000
20,037,517

24,314,802
16,938,300
17,047,000
18,775,649
15,240,353

17,760,109

8,608,220
12,016,500
32,905,450
32,812,014

13,786,201
38,026,888
39,795,800
20,119,223
14,363,949

$1,573,904 $2,622,000 $634,000 $1,839,600 [ ~ememmamamnm $9,399,068

$3,287 ,000 1,188,500 1,181,000 582,000 355,000 $263,000 4,456,350

356,000 200,000 293,000

$1,927,000 750,000 618,000 2,700,000 3,200,000 2,500,000

1,775,000 | —~-=m=mmmeee 350,000

3,877,000 - 2,025,250

------------- 405,000 1,200,000 1,275,000 9,293,000

651,000 662,000 | ~mmmmmmmmamm 2,210,000

100,000 4,966,300

75,000 380,000 738,000 635,000 2,367,000

$1,770,000 3,774,000 ———— 5,844,000 37,383,000
350,000 400,000

500,000 1,540,200

4,380,000 2,546,000 815,000 1,261,000 2,508,000 1,313,000 8,420,625

183,000 356,000 360,000 530,000 1,287,730

187,500 : 940,500 - - 3,004,500

1,256,000 729,000 2,784,000 3,059,000

375,000 - 11,832,100

537,000 1,193,000 | ===wmmmmmmnm 354,516

850,000 700,000 250,000 1,619,079

27,500 181,000 1,589,500 3,641,400

------------- 1,485,200 600,000 | w==m=mmmmmme 1,748,000 [ =m=m=mmmem 3,901,000 11,662,000

136,446 1,579,000

130,000 100,000 2,827,000

——— 650,506

- ———- 5,318,407

60,000 394,000 | —mmmmmmmenon 2,610,000 577,000 659,000

310,000 270,000 452,000 128,000 1,424,000 2,292,000 7,380,000

------------------------ - 7,000

500,000 | ==mmmemmmmme 500,000 2,022,608

15,000 252,500 350,000 197,300 2,335,360

193,000 48,000 274,000 111,000 203,000

40,000 | wmmcmommmmee 70,000 66,000 115,000 | =<==n=mw-u-= 5,049,000

779,000 22,000 236,000 1,260,000 919,000 225,000 2,479,350

302,000 [ ==mmmmmmmanm 1,660,400 [ ==mmmmmmmmnm 515,000

200,000 270,000 700,000 90,000 110,000 - 479,000

2,411,000 1,793,345 880,000 1,030,000 | m=mmm=mmmmane | memmaeeeeee 1,178,000 1,791,385 5,445,960

— 3,894,000

135,400 2,384,000 867,000 3,824,973

- - 706,049
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TABLE 24.,—FUNDED OR FIXED DEBT OBLIGATICNS CLASSIFIED BY RATE OF INTEREST: 1936—Continued

(This table is presented in two sections, the second section beginning on p. 187. For alphabeticel list of cities, by Stetes, showing rank, see p. 2. For text discussion, see p.36)

1
ity cITY Total 2 2% 2% 2% 3 4
no. percent percent percent percent percent percent percent percent percent
GROUP III.—CITIES HAVING A POPULATION OF 100,000 TO 300,000—Continued

67 Kansas City, Kans. $13,401,312 $158,588 $675,396 $1,113,200 $132,000 $25,000 $110,936 $81.,000 $296,088
68 Fort Wayne, Ind 5,200,446 1 -- 100,000 | ~~+wemmmammne 198,000
69 Cemden, N, J.- 27,541,660 1,010,000 2,120,000 6,383,650
70 Erie, Pa,--=~x 12,498,500 445,000 | ~mmmmmemamee 70,000 527,000
71 Elizaebeth, N. J.- 17,461,270 112,000 69,000 73,100 324,000 2,788,300
72 Wichita, Kans.- 7,112,494 175,596 150,941 233,020 91,570 294,042 277,679 71,000 315,452 470,545
73 Spokane, Wesh, 4,170,450 490,000 -——- -—— 366,000 506,000
74 Fall River, Mass,- 7,008,000 675,000 - 919,000 - 2,443,000
73 Cambridge, Mass.- 10,535,500 462,000 72,000 207,000 661,000 3,040,500 280,500 2,200,000
76 New Bedford, Mass. 8,428,000 190,000 740,000 59,000 315,000 426,000 [ ~-mmmmmmmemm 452,000 255,000 4,024,000
77 13,849,500 500,000 [ ~=<-emmmmamn 324,500 1,500,000 4,935,000
78 25,234,033 FERNRSUNEPIR |PIRSRRIRI [T A R 858,000
79 3,641,386 - |~-- 600,000
80 5,590,750 || —-mmommmmmoe | mmmmm e | e [ e e 590,000 -
81 14,564,145 [| —momommmmmmes | oo me [t ] e 225,000 - 2,344,000
82 37,792,991 1,949,708 - - 4,829,499
83 5,684,297 - N 460,000
84 9,637,171 - 23,000
85 Wilmington, Del.- 13,685,650 420,000 605,000
86 Tempa, Fla, 16,973,351 |} =-—sm—mmmmees | cecmssmaee [ e mee -
87 Somerville, Mass, 3,934,000 400,000 135,000 78,000 940,000 30,000 1,334,000
88 El Paso, Tex,-- 8,367,122 o ettt bl (et - 403,000
89 Evansville, Ind 5,629,700 300,000 [~=scemrommrer | mmemc e mm e 3,292,700
90 Lynn, Mass.--~ 6,164,600 131,000 90,000 100,000 [ =~-=-maemnan 422,000 39,000 270,000 949,000 2,654,600
91 Utlce, N, Y.--- 12,434,657 520,000 -- 507,200 | ===m—mmmmmem 1,295,100
92 Duluth, Minn.- 10,586,405 150,000 | m====memmman 100,000 761,000 100,000 | =—=rwammmmnn 36,000 420,000 1,360,000
95 Waterbury, Co. 17,752,900 1,000,000 | ~memmmaamnan 489,000 1,080,000 930,000 1,693,000
94 | Lowell, Mass,-- 4,514,400 120,000 1,005,000 75,000 378,000 71,000 | ~c=cmccemana 132,000 186,000 679,200

Honolulu, Hawaii 1/-------- 455,250 B et I [ el IE T 42,000 | ~mmmmmmemomn 14,000

1/ Not included in group or
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TABLE 24.—TFUNDED OR FIXED DEBT OBLIGATIONS CLASSIFIED BY RATE OF INTEREST: 19386—Continued

(This table is presented in two sections, the first section beginning on p. 1B4. For alphabetical list of cities, by States, showing rank, see p. 2. For text discussion, see p. 38)

2]

5
g Cit cITY 4% 4 s 5% Other reported | Retes not Noninterest | Average

i no. percent percent percent percent percent percent rates reported bearing rate
= Grand total--~mwmrmrmm-emman $1,531,210,028 | $1,549,672,361 | $230,677,914 | $656,926,68% | $30,474,589 | $102,810,723 $288,237,950 | $9,821,664 $14,019,003 4.2
Group I 1,230,440,863 950,314,412 | 99,479,905 | 265,926,672 | 16,154,411] 45,679,861 147,665,680 | 8,185,668 12,991,812 4.1
Group 1T 105,798,539 257,842,322 | 52,469,257 | 120,259,316 5,481,289 | 14,556,289 59,671,891 1,135,996 3,480 4.2
Group III-mmmemcmmens T 194,970,626 341,515,627 [ 78,728,752 | 270,740,701 8,838,889 | 42,574,573 80,900,379 520,000 1,023,711 4.4

GROUP I.—CITIES HAVING A POPULATION OF 500,000 AND OVER
1 New York, N, ¥, ---- $726,954,560 $338,492,001 | ~mm-rmmememe $339,000 | ~=~mememean $1,250,000 $30,260,000 [ ~—~~-- - 3.9
2 | Chicago, Ill. 4 32,915,495 70,959,066 | $9,773,000 34,582,217 13,543,500 $314,669 $5,932,484 4.2
3 | Philadelphia, Pa e 192,774,000 67,600,000 | 14,330,000 50,093,000 [ $8,804,000 5,000,000 145,516 | —=-mmmmmmmm 9,200 2.3
4 | Detroit, Mich,-- g 74,071,472 175,942,972 3,051,905 20,639,163 5,623,411 | 14,494,750 8,592,953 | 7,850,999 2,546,000 4.4
S | Los Angeles, Calif - 16,617,630 64,224,107 | 45,037,366 67,960,420 1,000,000 9,459,821 13,088,142 81,625 4.6
6 | Cleveland, Chio- 4 20,396,025 40,167,100 9,492,370 10,886,849 727,000 | 15,214,733 12,118,444 29,453 4.6
7 st. Louis, Mo.-- 13,518,000 25,188,000 4.0
8 Baltimore, Md, 3,556,000 [ =mm==mmmmumm 27,515,601 5,580 4.1
9 Boston, Mass. 28,467,000 9,743,000 7,015,000 1,253,500 - -— -— 3.8
10 | Pittsburgh, Pa. 74,113,755 8,649,990 2,707,848 5,694,800 37,000 8,231,000 3,185 4.0
11 | Sar Franeisco, Calif. 111,317,000 150,000 33,897,500 4,325,000 206,200 4.5
12 Washington, D. C. 3,022,800 | —-em-mam
13 | Milwaukee, Wis 8,590,548 25,851,314 5,706,256 10,942,622 [ =~=mmmmmmmem 223,557 2,774,200 1,155,285 4.4
14 | Buffalo, N. Y.- 42,022,378 8,623,862 2,216,160 2,122,000 54,586,925 | ==mmm=mmmon | cmmmmmmmoaeee 4.0
GROUP II.~CITIES HAVING A POFULATION OF 300,000 TO 500,000

15 Minneapolis, Minn,----=em-ecea-d $4,769,328 $7,471,915 43,272,129 $5,691,378 $63,000 $123,533 $10,431,171 135,996 | ~~—==mmm=wamn 3.8
16 | New Orleans, La, 30,604,000 [ 11,532,000 14,456,104 214,000 - $3,480 4.5
17 8,799,281 18,305,716 4,295,542 9,949,961 | wmmcmmeomaun 690,490 10,531,430 3.9
18 33,958,771 43,205,728 3,546,148 1,851,216 5,062,000 4,457,000 8,898,832 - 4.4
19 | Kansas City, Mo.- 7,132,000 36,620,988 1,677,000 8,443,118 53,000 4.3
20 | Seattls, Wash,----=-cec—memomoa| 7,800,242 17,135,124 7,129,974 32,486,179 177,272 1,253,000 7,554,067 | mmmmcmmmmom | aommmommmeae 4.6
21 Indianapolis, Ind. 3,062,129 20,300,492 3,711,543 2,751,700 111,553 277,400 1,335,148 - 4.3
22 | Rochester, N, Y,-- 14,472,000 10,665,714 1,740,400 6,615,000 - 273,020 13,307,510 3.9
23 | Jersey City, N. J. 9,160,240 34,129,401 5,314,000 9,261,398 - 6,627,000 2,232,000 4.5
24 | Houston, Tex. 2,565,000 15,998,000 8,232,337 22,426,079 67,464 127,346 3,277,100 4,6
25 | Louisville, Ky.- 10,888,000 5,550,400 | =wmmmmmm—mem 1,000,841 - 5,000 51,500 4.1
26 | Portland, Oreg.-- 3,391,528 17,854,844 2,018,184 5,326,342 722,500 1,786,133 4.3
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(This table is presented

TABLE 24.--FUNDED OR FIXED IEBT OBLIGATIONS CLASSIFIED BY RATE OF INTEREST: 1936—Continued

in two sections, the first section beginning on p. 184. For alphabetical list of:cities, by States, showing rank, see p. 2. For text discussion, see p. 36)

City cITY 4} 4% 5 Other reported | Rates not Noninterest |Average
no. percent percent percent percent percent percent rates reported bearing rate
GROUP III.-~CITIES HAVING A POPULATION OF 100,000 TO 300,000

27 Columbus, Ohio-- $1,303,080 $8,752,104 $667,084 $6,021,373 $122,500 $1,430,500 $3,370,360 4.4
28 | Toledo, Ohio---- 7,004,850 10,979,550 3,208,900 4,381,965 1,750,890 1,355,650 454,310 $100,000 | ——=--mmmcmmam 4.3
29 Oakland, Calif, 7,707,900 1,816,000 44,814,933 272,000 100,000 4.9
30 Denver, Colo,--=ccwocmcoaamamu o 12,570,000 14,127,100 1,681,500 500,000 4.0
31 Atlanta, Ga. 7,298,500 5,196,000 | ~-=—-communm 54,000 30,000 4.5
32 Dallas, Tex.---- 6,898,000 18,763,000 3,019,000 2,668,500 1,144,000 232,500 4.5
33 | St. Paul, Minn, 10,351,000 10,200,000 96,000 2,129,000 850,000 2,306,000 4.2
34 Birmingham, Ala. 481,000 7,619,000 1,965,000 8,672,000 381,000 4.6
35 Akron, Ohio--- 1,342,172 13,665,630 6,671,249 7,698,064 - 1,263,101 3,947,301 1,789,710 420,000 $501,289 4.7
36 Memphis, Tenn.- 1,750,000 9,218,000 4,156,000 6,098,000 401,000 285,000 1,150,741 |-=~-======= 251,250 4.6
37 Providence, R. I. - 7,100,000 3,500,000 900,000 3.9
38 | San Antonio, Tex 4 4,601,000 4,633,500 2,990,000 10,294,500 | ~=cmmcmc=mm- 6,251,000 4.8
39 Omaha, Nebr.~--- < 4,171,000 11,290,629 | ~~-momemcomm 5,213,691 11,059 2,957,500 - - - 4,6
40 Syracuse, N. Y. — 2,465,000 1,213,350 848,000 549,951 2,136,000 - 8,259,000 3.5
41 Dayton, Ohio~--- & 2,223,564 7,467,406 1,788,428 2,135,266 177,816 1,962,148 1,147,280 [--=--=-m-m 180,407 4.6
42 Oklahoma City, Okla -J 1,155,992 6,811,384 182,000 7,472,792 105,005 4,5
43 Worcester, Mass,-- - 238,000 63,500 4,367,000 35,000 2.9
44 Richmond, Va,--- - 7,190,000 16,028,000 | ~--mwm-mm=an= 2,300,000 25,000 50,000 145,000 1,000 4.3
45 Youngstown, Ohio-- 739,936 1,277,044 65,500 1,832,572 117,640 326,856 3,299,520 4.9
46 Grand Rapids, Mich,---eccoceomad 3,479,000 3,861,500 1,791,199 1,336,200 150,000 4.3
47 Fort Worth, Tex.-- 2,778,000 9,539,828 4,010,000 5,093,073 592,621 | --m-mmmmncoe | mmmemeee e 4.5
48 Hartford, Conn, 3,943,680 3,013,800 | --- 363,760 350,000 3.8
49 Flint, Mich,--- ~ 2,283,000 4,931,600 1,591,000 4,601,550 | mmemmmmmmeme 35,000 1,584,558 [-~--ammmecem 4.7
50 New Haven, Conn. 4 5,730,000 4,253,000 | ~-e-mmmcmmmn 1,040,000 g 4,2
51 San Diego, Calif.- | 520,000 6,828,008 587,500 10,556,865 894,638 |--mwrmemmnm 4.8
52 Long Beach, Calif,- 2,949,794 2,681,415 1,235,000 11,149,581 | mmemmmemmean 74,888 885,146 4.7
53 Neshville, Tenn.--- 1,630,000 4,593,300 1,490,000 4,689,000 35,000 84,000 117,000 4.4
54 | Springfield, Mass.- 1,864,000 271,000 | == ~<emmmmmnm 251,000 2,405,000 3.5
55 Tulsa, Okla,---- 644,120 3,062,160 3,980,600 6,609,682 3,884,785 587,302 | cmmmmmmemme [ emnn 5.0
56 Bridgeport, Comn,- 5,172,000 2,717,000 356,000 2,742,745 324,000 858,000 4.4
57 Des Moines, Iowa-- 2,684,448 5,156,752 495,224 5,193,422 260,000 820,103 4.6
58 Scranton, Pa. 6,191,000 1,359,000 [ ~=va~ewnmmam 212,000 17,220 | ~---m-mmmemeam 4.2
59 Salt Lake City, Utah-~ 2,095,000 596,000 650,000 3,294,500 41,000 4.4
60 Yonkers, N. Y, 5,034,100 7,290,900 144,300 8,860,200 | ———mememeoan 1,132,600 4,523,000 4.6
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61 | Paterson, N. J.-c=---roccmmoaaod 9,938,000 16,072,820 112,458 125,586 597,000 3,488,750 4.5
62 | Jacksonville, Fla. 1,850,000 | =-========-= 6,539,957 1,634,000 1,892,650 20,594 4.9
63 | Albany, N, Y,--omooommcocneanoad 11,563,265 8,861,925 1,298,808 1,672,200 50,000 4.0
64 | Norfolk, Va,----~-cm—eemcacamand —oone -~ 15,891,800 | ~~--m--==-n- 13,527,000 1,610,000 4,860,000 | ~=mmmmmmmmm 13,000 4.8
65 | Tremton, N, J,--eceemsommmuman 4 4,102,000 7,484,250 60,000 606,000 655,000 600 4.2
66 | Chattanooga, Tenn 1,752,500 4,669,500 3,236,000 2,268,000 | ~mm=m=emmeem 915,500 816,400 4.7
67 | Kansas City, Kans 991,000 5,035,980 2,150,005 2,271,543 360,576 4.3
68 | Fort Wayne, Ind. 4 2,704,000 1,391,000 23,000 678,000 106,446 4.4
69 | Cemden, N. J. 4 9,002,000 5,057,010 | w-mcmmmmemun 3,246,000 680,000 43,000 4.3
70 | Erie, Pa,---- 6,490,500 2,320,000 1,265,000 395,000 786,000 4.4
71 | Elizabeth, N, J, 2,453,445 3,053,425 3,307,000 16,000 470,000 545,000 4,250,000 4.8
72 | Wichita, Kans. 2,419,644 1,297,012 788,250 431,684 96,059 4.1
93 | Spokens, Wash, 73,000 1,497,000 145,000 166,000 2,000 - 925,450 4,2
74 | Fall River, Mass. 681,000 1,885,000 116,000 168,000 61,000 60,000 4.0
75 | Cambridge, Mass.- 921,000 1,099,500 20,000 522,000 - 1,050,000 | ~-—=====mmn | ===meu 3.6
76 | New Bedford, Mass 4 554,000 314,000 110,000 346,000 310,000 153,000 180,000 3.6
77 | Resding, Pa.---- 4 3,759,000 845,000 1,486,000 500,000 | —===m==wean [ =mmemmmemmaoe 4.1
78 | Knoxville, Tenn. 12,415,446 3,805,541 | ~——e-mmmeeen 2,126,500 2,086,500 4.8
79 | Peorim, Ill.- B 1,718,626 1,073,760 249,000 4.3
W ! Bouth Bend, Ind.- 605,000 2,486,750 1,419,000 190,000 300,000 4.6
8l | Tacoma, Wash.- 2,071,650 683,000 6,366,000 1,012,500 1,203,000 648,995 4.6
82 | Miami, Fla. 2,879,000 3,210,000 20,596,604 324,000 1,133,000 2,871,180 4.8
83 | Gary, Ind.- 2,417,000 1,027,000 1,329,297 41,000 | ~mmemmmomeee 60,000 350,000 4.5
84 | Canton, Ohio- 82,000 2,174,050 116,904 3,361,419 153,883 1,255,050 2,463,450 5.5
85 | Wilmington, Del,-m--=mmasnu~amd 1,439,000 8,686,150 | ~~-wm=mmmmmm 2,535,500 4.5
86 | Tampa, Fla, 947,000 977,000 11,853,618 1,209,000 1,181,300 805,433 5.1
87 | Somerville, Mass. 460,000 47,000 | wemm=mmmemame 165,000 | ====mco=nmun 345,000 3.5
88 | El Paso, Tex. 1,363,000 2,555,000 4,028,574 17,548 4.8
89 | Evansville, Ind, 754,000 586,000 640,000 57,000 4.1
90 | Lynn, Mass.-- E 241,000 376,000 201,000 141,000 550,000 3.6
91 | Utiea, N, Y,-- 1,883,060 515,389 |----m-m-memn 51,990 45,000 218,875 7,398,043 3.7
92 | Duluth, Minn, 2,275,000 2,934,000 410,000 751,300 300,000 989,105 4.2
93 | Waterbury, Comn,-- 5,137,000 3,253,000 992,000 2,204,000 474,900 500,000 4.0
94 | Lowell, Mass,---- 380,200 260,000 88,000 423,000 9,000 48,000 660,000 - 3.8

Honolulu, Hawaii 1/. 399,250 4.8

1/ Not included in group or grand totals.
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TABLE 25.—~ASSESSED VALUATION OF PROPERTY SUBJECT TO THE GENERAL PROPERTY TAX, PER CAPITA ASSESSMENT, TOTAL AND PER CAPITA LEVY,

AND RATE LEVY: 1936

{For a text discussion of this tsble, see p. 36}

ASSESSEL VALUATION OF PROFERTY LEVY
City
no. CITY AND DIVISION OF GOVERNMENT Rate per
Total Real Personal Other Per Total Per $1000 of
capita capita assessed
valuation
Grand total $1,806,462,796 $47.97
Govermment of City-----—mco—mmemmmomoan 4 $57,012,931,855 $47,807,068,039 | $8,581,292,653 $624,571,163 | $1,513,93 1,692,573 ;500 44.94
Govermment of Stat 38,289,461,776 32,279,033,852 5,562,466,733 447,961,191 1,016.75 45,506,870 1.21
Government Of COURPY~==w-==mvemmmnmcan 11,364,312,262 9,080,653,424 2,165,609,536 118,049,302 301.77 62,988,057 1.67
Govermment of other civil divisions----- 3,016,709,398 2,468,736,342 547,973,056 - 5,394,369 | ---m--
GROUP I--mmwmmmmmmmmemmmmm e emed e e 1,153,373,832 $2.15 | —ccomemem
Govermment of city 37,754,607,527 32,629,245,652 4,878,685,493 246,676,382 1,707.06 1,141,254,089 51.60
Govermment of Stat 24,290,047,547 21,858,715,132 2,290,551,934 140,780,481 - 1,098.26 9,628,471 <44
Government of other civil divisions-------- 1,257,625,401 1,115,251,786 142,373,615 - 2,491,272 | --=-m-
GROUP 1I - 228,785,693 49.60
Govermment of cliy 6,185,894,542 4,727,250,484 1,246,943,343 211,700,715 1,341.12 210,971,125 45.74
Govermment of Stat 5,627,643,029 3,946,820,750 1,469,121,564 211,700,715 1,220.09 16,954,654 3.68
Govermment of other civil divisions~------ 505,861,680 385,627,700 120,233,980 859,914 | ------
GROUP III 424,303,271 38.82
Government of city 13,072,429,786 10,450,571,903 2,455,663,817 166,194,066 1,196.07 340,348,286 31.14
Government of Stat 8,371,771,200 6,473,497,970 1,802,793,235 95,479,995 765.98 18,923,745 1.73
Government of county 11,364,312,262 9,080,653,424 2,1865,609,536 118,049,302 1,039.78 62,388,057 5.76
Government of other cilvil divisiong-~--~--- 1,253,222,317 967,856,856 285,365,461 - 2,043,183 | ---e-- | cemmeecee
ALABAMA
34 BIRMINGHAM- 5,760,000 21.08 | ----meman
Government of city 160,000,000 138,749,427 21,250,573 585.44 2,880,000 10.54 $18.00
Government of Stat 160,000,000 138,749,427 21,250,573 585.44 1,040,000 3.81 6.50
Government of county 160,000,000 138,749,427 21,250,573 585,44 1,840,000 6.73 11.50
CALIFORNIA 1/
o) 108 ANGELES. - 8,484,940 43.19
Government Of clty-----moscroncccmcmcccced dmdccccanmm—es (] e e I e 55,993,668 41.35
City corporatl 1,823,935,811 1,115,251,786 708,684,025 1,345,97 21,714,559 15.04
County 1,823,935,811 1,115,251,786 708,684,025 1,346.97 19,269,792 14.23
School dlstrict 1,823,935,811 1,115,251,786 708,684,025 1,346,97 15,009,317 11.08
Government of Metropolitan water district-o 1,257,625,401 1,115,251,786 142,373,615 928.75 2,491,272 1.84
11 SAN FRANCISCO- T | T B e T T 30,533,400 46.53 e a——
Government of city 1,140,998,509 692,893,237 448,105,272 1,738.80 30,533,400 46.53 2/ 26,75
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29

51

52

48

50

93

OAKLAND- -

Government of city

See footnotes at end of table.
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City corporati 257,403,714 212,910,795 44,432,919 870.78
School district 257,403,714 212,910,795 44,492,919 870.78
Utility district-- 255,139,345 212,910,795 42,228,550 863.12
Govermment of county--- 257,403,714 212,910,795 44,492,919 870.78
SAN DIEGC --
Government of city.
City corporation--- 179,546,584 113,375,415 66,171,169 1,121.47
School district 179,546,584 113,375,415 66,171,169 1,121.47
Govermment of COUnty--===m==m=mmmmmmmmmmma 179,546,584 113,375,415 66,171,169 1,121,47
LONG BEACH
Government of city -
City corporatio 223,183,095 152,978,710 70,204,385 1,421.55
School distriet 174,571,545 130,105,248 44,466,297 1,111.92
Goveroment of COUDtY=w-=mmmmmwmmmmcmameaae] 174,571,545 150,105,248 44,466,297 1,111,92
Government of Metropolitan water district-- 147,946,365 130,105,248 17,841,117 942,33
COLORADO
DENVER |
Government of city
City corporati 363,132,370 272,453,190 90,679,180 1,238.51
School district 363,132,370 272,453,190 90,679,180 1,238.51
Govermment of Stat 363,132,370 272,453,190 90,679,180 1,238.51
CONNECTICUT
HARTFORD. —
Govermnment of city
City corporatio 352,324,793 311,413,248 40,911,545 2,090.95
Metropolitan district---me-e-mmcoaaocaoq 352,324,793 311,413,248 40,911,545 2,09C.95
Government of Stat 352,324,793 311,413,248 40,911,545 2,090.95
Government 0f COUNtY-—m=mm=mmmeomammm————— - 352,324,793 311,413,248 40,911,545 2,090.95
NEW HAVEN.
Government of city
City corporatio: 308,411,018 265,781,386 42,629,632 1,895,58
Tmprovement AiStricts~--=-—==mm=am-mand| 13,275,086 3/ 13,275,086 (3/) (4/)
Government of State 308,411,018 265,781,386 42,629,632 1,895.58
Govermment of COUNLY---=wmmm-eacmcemmaee ] 308,411,018 265,781,386 42,629,632 1,895.58
ERIDGEPCRT:
Government of city 232,613,300 192,518,356 40,094,944 1,579.18
Government of Stat 232,613,300 192,518,356 40,094,944 1,579.18
Govermment of county--- 232,613,300 192,518,356 40,094,944 | =c-cememmeaae 1,579.18
WATERBURY-
Government of city 162,351,021 132,702,451 29,648,570 1,602,68
Govermnent of State---- 162,351,021 132,702,451 29,648,570 1,602.68
Government of county--- 162,351,021 132,702,451 29,648,570 1,602.68

11,281,511
8,472,290
4,990,255
2,740,426

741,609
2,809,221

2,069,092

7,542,977
5,190,882
2,883,170
2,307,712
2,056,203

295,892

12,854,886
11,765,489
6,282,190
5,483,299
1,089,397

9,402,975
8,987,404
8,851,648
135,756
223,951
191,620

8,363,603
8,041,038
8,015,812
25,225
193,126
129,439

6,931,873
6,710,873
126,000
95,000

5,114,257
4,909,687
120,390
84,180

28.66

2/ 25.12
.39
.64
.54

2/ 25.99
2/ 1.90
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TABLE 25.—ASSESSED VALUATION OF

PROPERTY SUBJECT TO THE GENERAL PROPERTY TAX, PER CAPITA ASSESSMENT, TOTAL AND PER CAPITA LEVY,

AND RATE OF LEVY: 1936—Continued

(For a text discussion of this table, see p, 36)

ASSESSED VALUATION OF PROPERTY LEVY
City
no. CITY AND DIVISION OF GOVERNMENT Rate per
Total Real Personal Other Per Total Per $1000 of
capita capita assessed
valuation
DELAWARE 1/

85 | WILMINGTON. 42,972,382 | $27.88 | -—-——mmev
Govermment of city $152,145, 650 $152,145,650 $1,427.30 2,464,018 23.12 2/ $16.20
Govermment of county 145,246,903 145,246,903 1,362.58 508,364 4.77 3.50

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA

12 | WASHINGTON. 20,622,020 33,92 | ~mmmmmeee

Govercment of city 1,655,437,012 1,131,798,384 $523,638,628 | -~---—oe=memm 2,722.76 20,622,020 33,92 2/ 12.46
FLORIDA

62 JACKSONVILLE 3,052,697 21,98

Government of city 2,246,451 16.17 --
City corporati 71,950,520 62,470,080 9,480,440 | —m-ceveccmman 518.00 1,214,416 8.74 2/ 16.88
School district 56,920,149 47,170,149 6,750,000 $3,000,000 409,79 1,032,035 7.43 2/ 18.13
Government of Stat 46,400,000 36,650,000 6,750,000 3,000,000 334.05 116,000 84 2,50
Government of county 46,400,000 36,650,000 6,750,000 3,000,000 334.05 690,246 4.97 14.88
82 MTAMI: 4,723,150 43.65
Government of city 3,720,856 34.39
City corporati 108,431,740 95,761,858 12,669,882 | -e-c--m-eeeem 1,002.14 2,635,521 24.36 _2/ 24.31
School distriet 38,597,176 33,033,140 4,872,730 691,306 356.72 1,085,335 10,03 g/ 28.12
Government of Stat 33,640,006 28,075,970 4,872,730 691,306 310.91 185,020 1.71 5.50
Government of county 38,597,176 33,033,140 4,872,730 691,306 356.72 817,274 7,55 2/ 21.17

86 TAMPA 4,248,688 39.89

Govermment of city 3,011,789 28.28 - -
City corporati 79,932,411 71,270,435 8,661,976 | —---cm-m—m—m 750.54 1,797,086 16.87 g/ 22.48
School district 36,006,251 31,646,450 2,833,871 1,525,930 338,09 1,214,703 11.41 2/ 33.74

Government of Stat 31,954,031 27,594,230 2,833,871 1,525,930 300.04 175,747 1.65 5.50

Government of county 36,006,251 31,646,450 2,833,871 1,525,930 338,09 1,061,152 9.96 2/ 29.47

GEGRGIA

31 ATLANTA 8,892,153 BL7L | emeemmmem
Government of clty 349,784,773 235,204,324 85,140,716 29,439,733 1,247.45 5,246,771 18.71 15.00
Govermnment of Stat 258,616,553 160,039,500 69,137,320 29,439,733 922.31 775,850 2,77 3.00
Government of county 258,616,553 160,039,500 69,137,320 29,439,733 922,31 2,869,532 10.23 g/ 11.10
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TLLINOIS 1/

2 CHICAGO.

Government of city

79 PEORIA

21 INDIANAPOLIS

68 FORT WAYNE.

80 SOUTH EEND

83 GARY-

See footnotes at end of table.
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City corporatio 1,956,928,663 1,379,244,395 473,682,656 104,001,612 560.61
County 1,956,928,663 1,379,244,395 473,682,656 104,001,612 560.61
School district 1,956,928,663 1,379,244,395 473,682,656 104,001,612 560.61
Park district 1,956,928,663 1,379,244,395 473,682,656 104,001,612 560,61
Sanitary district 1,956,928,663 1,379,244,395 473,682,656 104,001,612 560.61
Forest preserve district- 1,956,928,663 1,379,244,395 473,682,656 104,001,612 560.61
Government of city
City corporatio: 78,335,065 55,923,050 20,583,780 1,828,235 713.43
School district 78,335,065 55,923,050 20,583,780 1,828,235 713.43
Park district 78,335,065 55,923,050 20,583,780 1,828,235 713.43
Sanitary district--- 78,335,065 55,923,050 20,583,780 1,828,235 713.43
T 78,335,065 55,923,050 20,583,780 1,828,235 713.43
Govermment of county-------------ee-cee—aud 78,335,065 55,923,050 20,583,780 1,828,235 713.43
INDIANA
Government of city
City corporati 505,861,680 385,627,700 120,233,980 1,359.48
County 505,861,680 385,627,700 120,233,980 1,359.48
School district 505,861, 680 385,627,700 120,233,980 1,359.48
Government of Stat 505,861,680 385,627,700 120,233,980 1,359.48
Government of township=----e--ccoveamon-nd 505,861,680 385,627,700 120,233,980 1,359.48
Government of clty
City corporati 147,005,550 111,841,030 35,164,520 1,224.03
School district 147,005,550 111,841,030 35,164,520 | ------ - 1,224,03
Govermment of Stat 151,276,910 111,841,030 35,164,520 4,271,360 1,259.59
Goverament of county---- 151,276,910 111,841,030 35,164,520 4,271,360 1,259.59
Government of township-- 147,005,550 111,841,030 35,164,520 | ——-ecm-ecoenn 1,224,03
Govermment of city
City corporatio: 128,171,820 93,030,750 35,141,070 1,169.45
School distriect 128,171,820 93,030,750 35,141,070 - 1,169.45
Government of Stat 130,263,860 93,030,750 35,141,070 2,092,040 1,188.54
Government of county 130,263,860 93,030,750 35,141,070 2,092,040 1,188,54
Govermment of toWnship--—-~--=w-auocm-aeand 128,171,820 93,030,750 35,141,070 | =--smmmememe 1,169.45
Government of city
City cerporatio 128,058,400 92,943,325 35,115,075 1,185.73
School district 128,058,400 92,943,325 35,115,075 1,185.73
Govermment of Stat 128,058,400 92,943,325 35,115,075 1,185,73
Government of county 128,058,400 92,943,325 35,115,075 1,185,73
Government of tOWDShip------m-mmmemmammaend 128,058,400 92,943,325 35,115,075 1,185.73

186,300,197
186,300,197
72,211,095
12,334,622
66,143,417
20,546,250
13,304,119
1,760,694

3,587,747
3,344,908
1,261,195
1,370,864
164,504
313,340
235,005
242,839

15,024,041
13,405,334
5,766,823
2,225,791
5,412,720
758,793
859,914

3,492,523
2,341,798
908,494
1,433,304
226,915
594,518
329,292

3,151,899
2,223,781
852,343
1,371,438
195,395
534,082
198,641

4,251,538
2,906,925
1,370,225
1,536,700
192,088
563,456
589,069

53.37
53.37
20.69
3.53
18.95
5.89
3.81
.50

32,68
30.48
11.49
12.49
1.50
2.85

2.21

5.45
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TABLE 25, —ASSESSED VALUATION OF PROPERTY SUBJECT TO THE GENERAL PROPERTY TAX, PER CAPITA ASSESSMENT, TOTAL AND PER CAPITA LEVY,
AND RATE OF LEVY: 1936—Continued

{For a text discussion of this table, see p. 36)

ASSESSED VALUATION OF PROPERTY LEVY
City]
1o, CITY AND DIVISION OF GOVERNMENT Rate per
Total Real Personal Other Per Total Fer $1000 of
capita capita assessed
valuation
INDIANA—Continued
39 - - $3,50¢,108 $33.84 | -m-oocoe-
Fovernment of clty- - - -— - 2,194,705 20,88 | -—eam--ma-
City corporation $115,510,780 $81,868,645 $33,642,135 $1,099.06 1,120,455 10.56 $3.70
School district-—--=-=m~mmmmaecmnaoonod] 115,510,780 81,868,645 33,642,135 - 1,099.06 1,074,250 10.22 9.30
Government of State-- 117,514,780 81,868,645 33,642,135 $2,004,000 1,118.12 176,272 1.68 1.50
Govermment of county- 117,514,780 81,863,645 33,642,135 2,004,000 1,118.12 693,337 6.60 5.90
Government of township 115,510,780 81,868,645 33,642,135 | =wm—e-—me—aae 1,099.06 439,794 4.18 2/ .81
IOWA

57 DES MOINES« e osmanamm e m e m e m e e e - - - 7,608,738 52,32
Government of city -~ ——- 5,744,685 39.54 -
City corporation 163,629,450 113,301,645 40,605,898 3,721,907 1,126.15 2,818,925 19.40 2/ 17.23
School district 163,629,450 113,301,645 40,605,898 9,721,907 1,126.15 2,925,760 20.14 2/ 17.88
Govermment of Stat 163,361,195 113,301,645 40,337,643 9,721,907 1,124.30 503,775 3.47 2/ 3.08
Government Of COUNLY-—==-====xmmmwman=ad] 163,629,450 113,301,645 40,605,398 9,721,907 1,126.15 1,354,278 9.32 2/ 8,28

KANSAS

4 KANSAS CITY- —-- - -- — ———- -~ R R e 4,593,412 37.26

Government of city - 3,226,593 26.15

City corporatio 93,707,494 61,691,471 32,016,023 759.38 1,500,053 12.97

School district 93,707,494 61,591,471 32,016,023 759.28 1,441,723 11.68

Drainage district--e~mecommomaaaaaanaod 33,899,391 17,739,970 16,159,421 {4/} 184,817 (4/)

Government of Stat 93,707,494 61,691,471 32,016,023 759.38 222,831 1,81

Government Of COUNtY-=-=mmamommmacnmacouand 93,707,494 61,691,471 32,016,023 759.38 1,148,983 9.31
72 WICHITA-~~m -- memmmmmmmm e [ e - 4,314,339 36.69 | -------e-

Government of city --- - 3,251,140 27.65
City corporation: 135,159,517 97,265,730 47,893,787 1,149.32 1,277,162 10.86 2/ 9.45
School district 135,159,517 87,265,730 47,893,787 1,148.32 1,762,304 14.99 27 15.04
University district-- 114,419,724 87,265,730 27,153,994 972.96 211,674 1.80 1.85
Government of Statoe=----- 135,159,517 87,265,730 47,893,787 1,149.32 248,411 2.11 2/ 1.4
Goverument of county 135,159,517 87,265,730 47,893,787 1,149.32 814,758 6.93 2/ 6.03

KENTUCKY

25 LOUISVILLE~ - =m==s=~amemecememmmae e mmamccne]  mmmmmmmmemcaes | cmcnen - 12,545,862 39.51
Govermnent of city B ——- 10,837,843 34.29 - -
City corporatio 420,051,842 306,613,438 113,438,404 1,323.00 9,126,055 28.74 2/ 21.73
County 429,742,835 308,633,958 123,108,877 1,353.52 1,761,783 5.55 2/ 4.10
Govermment of State-~--—----~omu- 651,453,501 306,633,958 344,819,543 2,051.82 1,658,019 5,22 2/ 2,58
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LOUISIANA

15 NEW ORLEANS - 16,582,963 35.21

Government of clty 13,817,131 29.34

City cOrporation-=-==-m-e--memamanean_d 408,862,012 298,662,676 110,199,336 868.07 8,790,533 18.66

School distriet 408,862,012 298,662,676 110,199,336 868.07 2,862,034 6.08

Levee district 431,014,312 351,367,855 129,646,457 1,021.26 2,164,564 4.60

Government of Stat 481,014,312 351,367,855 129,646,457 1,021.26 2,765,832 5.87

MARYLAND
8 | BALTILORE - 34,873,968 42,68 | mmevoa—e
Government of city 1,621,821,239 1,070,085,864 551,735,375 1,984.85 31,852,145 38.98 2/ 19.64
Government of Stat 1,470,910,889 1,031,549,809 439,261,080 1,800.16 3,021,823 3.70 2/ 2.05
MASSACHUSETTS

9 | BOSTON. - 62,363,356 79,26 | cm-ee—e--
Government of city 1,651,505,360 1,490,235,100 161,270,260 2,098.75 59,826,156 76.03 2/ 36.22
Government of Stat 1,651,505,360 1,490,235,100 161,270,260 2,098.75 2,537,200 3.22 1.54
43 | WORCESTER e 10,585,730 53,46 | —--cemome
Government of 299,064,850 255,788,750 43,276,100 1,510.43 9,640,430 48.69 2/ 32.24
Government of 299,064,850 255,788,750 43,276,100 1,510.43 460,000 2,32 1.54
Government .of county- 299,064,850 255,788,750 43,276,100 1,510.43 485,300 2.45 1.62
54 | SPRINGFIELD — 9,561,713 [ T
Government of city 286,429,095 263,405,985 33,023,110 1,867.20 8,728,750 56.90 2/ 30.47
Goverument of Stat 286,429,095 253,405,985 33,023,110 1,867.20 426,549 2.78 1,48
Government of COUNLY=-====m=mmmmemmmmnmmm] 286,429,095 253,405,985 33,023,110 1,867.20 406,414 2.65 1.42
74 | FALL RIVER - 4,318,268 B7.46 | —mmmeeaee
Government of city 104,219,240 83,455,300 20,763,940 904.10 3,995,821 34,66 2/ 38.34
Government of Stat 104,219,240 83,455,300 20,763,940 904.10 175,478 1.52 1.68
Government Of COUREY===mmmmmmmmm=mmrmmemeno] 104,219,240 83,455,300 20,763,940 904.10 146,969 1.27 1.41
75 | CAMBRIDGE - 7,378,691 64.56 | ~--m-eee-
Govermment of clty. 184,527,820 163,100,9C0 21,426,920 1,614.42 6,832,704 59.78 2/ 37.03
Government of 184,527,820 163,100,900 21,426,920 1,614.42 275,200 2.41 1.49
Government of 184,527,820 163,100,900 21,426,920 1,614.42 270,787 2.37 1.47
76 | NEW EEDFORD - 4,714,424 41,87 | ~emcmmeee
Govermment of clty 121,505,908 92,707,550 28,798,355 1,079.12 4,366,067 38.78 2/ 35.93
Government of Stat 121,505,905 92,707,550 28,798,355 1,079.12 190,741 1.69 1,57
Government of 121,505,905 92,707,550 28,798,355 1,079.12 157,616 1.40 1,30
87 | SOMERVILLE---revmmsmcnmmmc oo oo mmsmmccmcmed]  mcmmemmmmcmccae | ccmcmmccciccie | ccn | e | e 4,979,544 47,07 | mmmemmeee
Government of city 120,578,540 109,180,500 11,397,940 | ~=-m-----mmee 1,139.68 4,619,058 43.66 2/ 38.31
Government of Stat 120,578,540 109,180,600 11,397,940 1,139.68 181,700 1.72 1.51
Government of COUNLY=rmmmrrmmr=mremmnm———— 120,578,540 109,180,600 11,397,940 1,139.68 178,786 1.69 1.48
90 | LYW 4,902,725 47,65 | —m-meeeee
Government of eity 141,283,410 121,793,500 19,489,910 1,373.02 4,487,114 43,61 2/ 31.76
Government of Stat 141,283,410 121,793,500 19,489,910 1,373.02 211,100 2.05 1.49
Government of COUNLY-==—mvamoommecommmmnn 4 141,283,410 121,793,500 19,489.910 | -—--c-mommme-- 1,373.02 204,511 1.99 1.45

See footrotes at end of table.
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TABLE 25.-—ASSESSED VALUATION OF PROPERTY SUBJECT TC THE GENERAL PROPERTY TAX, PER CAPITA ASSESSMENT, TOTAL AND PER CAPITA LEVY,
AND RATE OF LEVY: 1936—Continued

{For a text discussion of this table, see p. 3§)

ASSESSED VALUATION OF PROPERTY LEVY
City;
o CITY AND DIVISION OF GOVERNMENT Rate per
Total Real Personal Other Per Total Per $1000 of
capita capita assessed
valuation
MASSACHUSETTS—Continued
94 LOWELL—--~mm—mm R, ——— - $4,949,096 $49.38
Govermuent of City-w—-m=mm=-ceeco—con—moand $108,232,875 $92,165,000 $16,067,875 $1,079.80 4,624,123 46.13
Government of Stat 108,232,875 92,165,000 16,067,875 1,079.80 163,800 1.63
Government of COURLY—-~—=m=mmm—mm——m=m-=mmmd 108,232,875 92,165,000 16,067,875 1,079.80 161,173 1.81
MICHIGAN 1/
4 DETROIT: --- $66,232,998 | $39.75 | ---------
Government of city: B | e e e LR BT RSP 66,232,998 39.75 | —m-mm----
City corpoTation----=mrm=m—mom—maamaed 2,291,719,930 1,787,25%,570 504,466,360 1,375.50 54,827,108 32.91 23,92
County 2,291,719,930 1,787,253,570 504,466,360 1,375.50 11,405,890 6.85 4,98
48 GRAND RAPIDS 4,157,225 24.06
Government of city: 3,513,480 20.33
City corporatio 184,647,123 153,234,985 31,412,138 1,068.56 1,941,982 11.24
School district 184,647,123 153,234,985 31,412,138 1,068.56 1,571,492 9.09
Government of county 184,647,123 153,234,985 31,412,138 1,068.56 643,745 3,73 3,49
49 iy ;S e e L B B 4,976,335 29.76
Govermmuent of city. - -- 4,378,562 26.19
City corporatio: 170,305,790 144,873,990 25,431,800 1,018.58 2,392,796 14.31
School district 170,305,790 144,873,990 25,431,800 1,018.58 1,985,766 11.88
Government of county----s-vemecmamce—re—aud 170,305,790 144,873,990 25,431,800 1,018.58 597,773 3.58 3,51
MINNESOTA
15 MINNEAPOLIS- -~ mmmm = mmmmmmmmmmm e e mmmmmmmed mmmmsimmmemme | oo eiecn s [ cmieemmes | —meeoeee 23,579,937 49.36
Govermment of city-s--=e-smcemcoma e 20,449,148 42.81
City corporation 550,214,144 201,836,197 348,377,947 1,151.80 17,737,453 37.13 2/ 32.24
County- 550,214,144 201,836,197 348,377,947 1,151.80 2,711,695 5.68 2/ 4.93
Govermment of Stat 550,214,144 201,836,197 348,377,947 1,151.80 3,130,789 6.55 2/ 5.69
33 ST, PAUL - - | e 13,074,353 47,05 | ---------
Government of city 273,643,954 110,247,460 163,296,494 984,68 7,907,420 28.45 2/ 28.90
Government of Stat ——-- 273,643,954 110,347,460 163,296,494 984,68 1,714,955 6.17 2/ 6.27
Government of county 273,643,954 110,347,460 163,296,494 984,68 3,451,978 12.42 2/ 12.61

Digitized for FRASER
http://fraser.stlouisfed.org/
Federal Reserve Bank of St. Louis

961

SALLI) 40 SOTISIIVES TVIONVNILI



92 DULUTH 5,934,326 58.24
Govermment of ecity. 4,191,824 41.14
City corporatio: 125,769,650 42,906,028 82,863,622 1,234.25 2,186,207 21.45
School district-—r-—cmmmmemmcmmeeen oo 125,769,650 42,906,028 82,863,622 1,234.25 2,005,617 19.68
Government of Stat 125,769,650 42,906,028 82,863,622 1,234.25 690,929 6.78
Government 0f COUNtY--==-=~——~~mmacommuaaod 125,769,650 42,906,028 82,863,622 1,234.25 1,051,573 10.32
MISSOURL
7 8T, LOUIS 30,535,916 36.78
Government of city 28,832,734 34,73
City corporatio: 1,135,581,594 917,263,570 168,672,910 $49,645,114 1,367.68 18,840,714 22.69
School district 1,135,456,814 917,263,570 168,548,130 49,645,114 1,367.53 9,992,020 12,03
Goveraoment of Stat 1,135,456,814 917,263,570 168,548,130 49,645,114 1,367.53 1,703,182 2.05
19 KANSAS CITY- - 19,253,637 46.66
Government of city 18,467,256 44.76
City corporatio 527,457,605 367,762,210 124,507,500 35,187,895 1,278.38 8,254,541 20.01 g/ 15.65
County 524,254,115 412,073,664 76,992,556 35,187,895 1,270.61 3,669,773 8.89 7.00
School district 524,254,115 412,073,664 76,992,556 35,187,895 1,270.61 6,542,936 15.86 g/ 12.48
Govermment of Stat 524,254,115 412,073,664 76,992,556 35,187,895 1,270.861 786,381 19 1.50
NEBRASKA
39 OMAHA 8,357,573 38.37
Govermment of city 6,839,189 31.40
City corporation 271,955,194 171,489,565 100,465,629 1,248.85 3,910,078 17.95 g/ 14,38
School distriet 252,723,519 171,489,565 81,233,954 1,160.35 2,929,111 13.45 2/ 11.59
Government of Stat 252,723,519 171,489,565 81,233,954 1,160.35 419,740 1,93 2/ 1.66
Government of county. 252,723,519 171,489,565 81,233,954 e 1,160,35 1,098,644 5.04 2/ 4.35
NEW JERSEY
18 NEWARX - 35,043,152 78.40
Government of city 32,189,436 72.01
City corporatio 917,702,222 714,647,035 193,963,000 9,092,187 2,053.03 27,596,830 61.74 0
County----- 941,613,755 663,548,568 268,973,000 9,092,187 2,106.52 4,592,606 10.27 4
Govermment of Stat 941,613,755 663,548,568 268,973,000 9,092,187 2,106.52 2,853,716 6.38 3,03
23 JERSEY CITY. 27,907,431 37.24
Government of City---emmemmcocmom e e - 26,014,376 81.32
City corporatio 609,245,900 452,003,977 32,132,400 125,109,523 1,904.49 20,429,394 63.86 33.53
County 615,681,547 422,946,624 67,625,400 125,109,523 1,924,61 5,584,982 17.46 9.07
Government of Stat 615,681,547 422,946,624 67,625,400 125,109,523 1,924,61 1,893,055 5.92 3.07
61 PATERSON- R et 7,806,553 56,16 | ~ev-e----
Government of city 177,731,264 161,476,590 15,308,690 945,984 1,278.64 6,11G,871 43.96 34,28
Govermment of Stat 185,061,214 161,502,740 22,612,490 945,984 1,331.28 555,351 4.00 3.00
Government of COURLY---===wao—cmmmomcacoad 183,680,419 130,121,945 22,612,490 945,984 1,321.44 1,140,331 8.20 6,21
65 TRENTOX- BT I B e T 6,246,285 50,33 | =cee cman
Government of €lty=----—mcmmmeommao e 169,421,720 149,944,700 17,495,250 1,981,780 1,365.20 4,697,187 37.85 27.72
Government of Stat 169,388,130 145,770,600 21,635,750 1,981,730 1,364.93 512,204 4.13 3.02
Govermment of COUNty=--==c=cmammmmcm o] 169,388,130 145,770,600 21,835,750 1,981,780 1,364.93 1,035,894 8.36 6.12

See footnotes at end of table,
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TABLE 25—ASSESSED VALUATION OF PROFPERTY SUBJECT TO THE GENERAL PROPERTY TAX, PER CAPITA ASSESSMENT, TOTAL AND PER CAPITA LEVY,
AND RATE OF LEVY: 1936—Continued

{For a text discussion of this table, see p. 36)

ASSESSED VALUATION OF PROPERTY IEVY
City]|
no. CITY AND DIVISION OF GOVERNMENT Rate per
Total Real Personal Other Per Total Per $1000 of
capita capita assessed
valuation
NEW JERSEY—Continued
69 CAMDEN. $5,878,458 $49.36 | —eeoomeee
Govermment of city $136,248,128 $115,977,785 $15,963,970 $4,306,373 $1,143.98 4,090,614 34.35 $30.02
Goverpment of Stat 146,111,668 113,102,160 28,703,135 4,306,373 1,226.80 417 ,464 3.51 2.86
Government of county 146,111,668 113,102,160 28,703,135 4,306,373 1,226.80 1,370,380 11.51 9.38
71 ELIZABETH. - = 5,485,281 46.52 | —--meme--
Governuent of 142,262,880 129,645,426 12,582,220 4,035,234 1,206.684 4,234,051 35.91 29.76
Government of 144,848,733 122,341,649 18,471,850 4,035,234 1,228.57 427,963 3.63 2,96
Government of 144,848,733 122,341,649 18,471,850 4,035,234 1,228.57 823,267 6.98 5.68
1 NEW YORK- ———— d 452,683,113 63.27
Government of 16,678,763,548 16,678,763,548 2,331.29 452,363,870 63.23
Goverament of 16,678,763,548 16,678,763,548 - 2,331.29 319.243 .04
14 BUFFALO: 32,720,696 55.99
Government of city 32,525,239 55.66
City corporstio 963,317,315 963,317,315 25,743,480 44.05
Count; 963,317,315 963,317,315 6,781,759 11.60
Goverument of Stat 963,317,315 963,317,315 - 195,457 33
22 ROCHESTER~ - 23,084,451 69,22 | —e-emmea-
Governnent of city-------- —-- 22,961,90¢ 68.85 | —--eemaa-
City corporati 625,203,142 625,203,142 1,874.67 17,810,316 53.40 g/ 28.49
County . 625,203,142 625,203,142 1,874.67 5,151,593 15.45 8.24
Government of Stat 625,203,142 625,203,142 1,874.67 122,542 .37 .20
40 SYRACUSE~~~~ - - 11,414,115 53.21
Government of city - -~ 9,440,011 44.01
City corporation: 377,337,793 377,337,793 1,759.15 9,157,635 42.69 24.27
County supervisors' 377,337,793 377,337,793 1,759.15 282,376 1.32 .75
Government of State 377,337,793 377,337,793 1,759.15 76,352 .36 .20
Government of county~-=--=w-cmuenenanaa——. 377,337,793 377,337,793 1,759.15 1,897,752 8.85 5.03
60 | YONKER 10,803,966 76,90 | mmmememen
Government of city 321,840,467 321,840,467 2,290.68 9,950,606 70.82 30.92
Government of Stat 321,840,467 321,840,467 2,290.68 54,078 .38 .17
Government of county---- 321,840,467 321,840,467 2,290.68 799,282 5.69 2.48
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63 | ALBANY. - - 7,661,958 59,03 | -m=memmee
Government of city - 233,027,890 233,027,890 1,795.2¢€ 6,312,959 48.64 27.09
Government of Stat 233,027,890 233,087,890 1,795.28 46,833 .36 .20
Government of coUNtY~-=—~cmmmoeecmeem e 233,027,890 233,027,890 1,795.28 1,302,160 10.03 5.59

91 UTIC - 5,445,983 53,08 | =-—cmwaan
Government of city-- 132,796,467 132,796,467 —— 1,294.31 4,398,247 42.87 g/ 33.12
Government of State- 132,796,467 132,796,467 1,294.31 25,293 .25 .19
Govermaent of county- 132,796,467 132,796,467 —— 1,294.31 1,022,443 9.97 7.70

OHIO 1/
6 | CLEVELAND-=—-ommmmocmmoemmcmmscmmmmcmmcomod oo b mn | et | mmmmcmeeeee 33,431,317 36,40 | ~<-ommmee
Government of city 33,431,317 36.40 | ---------
City corporation--=--=-—=---- 1,168,927,138 887,487,410 | 5/ 281,439,728 1,272.79 15,588,579 16.97 13.34
County----- 1,168,927,138 887,487,410 | 5/ 281,439,728 1,272.79 6,017,871 6.55 5,15
School district 1,168,927,138 887,487,410 §/ 281,439,728 1,272.79 11,649,528 12.68 9.97
Park district 1,168,927,138 887,487,410 §/ 281,439,728 1,272.79 175,339 .19 .15
17 CINCINNATI-~~-- - - 15,219,268 33.08
Government nf city -—— 15,219,268 33,08
City corporetion--- 806,105,280 §/ 729,558,510 z/ 76,546,770 1,752.02 7,625,756 16.57
County- 806,105,280 §/ 729,558,510 Z/ 76,546,770 1,752.02 3,063,200 6.66
School district-—---memmmcmmmcmomoooood 806,105,280 &/ 729,558,510 7/ 76,546,770 1,752.02 4,506,129 9.79
Park district- 806,105,280 6/ 729,558,510 7/ 76,546,770 1,752.02 24,183 .05 .03

27 COLUMBUS 4 7,386,078 24,64 | —--mommme

Government of city 6,375,718 21,27 | —meeeme-
City corporatio 348,399,930 8/ 316,300,290 Z/ 32,099,640 1,162.50 3,553,679 11.86 10.20
School district 348,399,930 8/ 316,300,290 7/ 32,099,640 1,162.50 2,822,039 9.42 8.10

Government of county- 348,399,930 6/ 316,300,290 7/ 32,099,640 1,162.50 1,010,360 3.37 2,90

28 TOLEDO: 8,090,430 27.07

Government of city 6,879,890 23.02 -
City corporati 392,777,485 303,264,810 Q/ 89,512,675 1,314.08 3,397,525 11.37 8.65
School distriet 392,777,485 303,264,810 5/ 89,512,675 1,314.08 3,482,365 11.65 8,87

Government Of CoUNbY--—--======mm=mecam—=—o 392,777,485 303,264,810 5/ 89,512,675 1,314,08 1,210,540 4,05 3,08

35 AKRON- 7,280,380 27.46

Governmment of city: 6,512,340 24.57
City corporati 266,680,559 196,247,590 5/ 70,432,969 1,005,96 3,408,178 12.86
School district-- 266,680,559 196,247,590 §/ 70,432,969 1,005.96 3,104,162 11.71

Government of county- 266,680,559 196,247,590 5/ 70,432,969 1,005,96 768,040 2.90

41 | DAYPON-~s=mmeacmmmcmmmmc e cmccmcmccemeceed  ceccmcccaceee || cemmmccemcmcecee | cmemecacameen 5,578,218 b —

Government of city 4,437,473 21.48
City corporation----s---swamcaaramuaand 278,910,970 220,985,230 5/ 67,925,740 1,350.00 2,769,585 13.41
School district 278,910,970 220,985,230 §/ 57,925,740 1,350.00 1,667,898 8,07

Government of COURtY--~=~=m=-=mcmemccacamnd 278,910,970 220,985,230 §/ 57,925,740 1,350.00 1,140,745 5.52

45 YOUNGSTOWN- 4,744,553 27.24

Government of Clty-ecewmeccmcmcmemanccccarad mmecvmmmccmase | emmdemceernee ] emrcrmees | mdecmccmeme | cemeeeeee 4,112,474 23,61
City corporatio 263,586,314 206,537,200 5/ 57,049,114 1,513.12 2,026,715 11,63
School district 263,586,314 206,537,200 §/ 57,049,114 1,513.12 2,061,245 11.83
Park district 263,586,314 206,537,200 5/ 57,049,114 1,513,12 24,514 .14

Government of COUNLY-m=m-swsm~mcmmoamaaanaod 263,586,314 206,537,200 5/ 57,049,114 1,513.12 626,017 3.59

Government of tOWNShip=-—-m=mmcmu-mcmaa-aq 263,586,314 206,537,200 5/ 57,049,114 1,513,12 6,062 .03

See footnotes at end of teble,
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TABLE 25.—ASSESSED VALUATION OF

PROPERTY SUBJECT TO THE GENERAL PROPERTY TAX, PER CAPITA ASSESSHENT, TOTAL AND PER CAPITA LEVY,

AND RATE OF LEVY: 1936-—Continued

{For a text discussion of this table, see p. 38)

ASSESSED VALUATION OF FROPERTY LEVY
City]
1o, CITY AND DIVISION OF GOVERNMENT Rate per
Total Real Personal Other Per Total Per $1000 of
capita capita assessed
valuation
OHIO—Continued
84 CANTON. 42,237,235 $20.81
Government of city 1,853,679 17.24
City corporati $130,540,742 $103,557,780 5/ $26,982,962 $1,214.33 652,704 6,07 $5.00
School district 130,540,742 103,557,780 g/ 26,982,962 1,214.33 1,200,975 11.17 9.20
130,540,742 103,557,780 y 26,982,962 1,214.33 352,460 3.28 2,70
130,540,742 103,557,780 5/ 26,982,962 1,214.33 31,096 .29 2/ .24
42 OKLAHOMA CITY- - 4,841,245 24.04
Government of city ———— 3,909,840 19.41
City corporatio 110,608,994 81,968,532 16,613,828 $12,026,634 549.20 1,713,555 8,51 15,49
School district 110,608,994 81,968,532 16,613,828 12,026,634 549.20 2,196,285 10.91 19.86
Government of county: 110,608,994 81,968,532 16,613,828 12,026,634 549,20 931,405 4.62 8.42
55 TULSA - T 5,371,580 36.29
Government of e¢ity 4,675,464 31.59 -
City corporation----w—r-secceaamaavnnoy 101,238,554 77,411,676 15,112,440 8,714,438 684,04 2,461,579 16.63 24.31
School district 101,238,554 77,411,676 15,112,440 8,714,438 684.04 2,213,885 14.96 21.87
Government of county 101,238,554 77,411,676 15,112,440 8,714,438 684,04 696,116 4.70 6.88
OREGON
26 PORTLAND- == ewmm - 14,743,240 47.70
Government of city 13,899,161 44.97
City corporatio 281,359,535 215,185,185 23,863,240 42,311,110 910.25 5,739,735 18.57 20.40
County- -~ 281,359,535 215,185,185 23,863,240 42,311,110 910.25 4,192,257 13.56 14.90
School district 281,359,535 215,185,185 23,863,240 42,311,110 910.25 3,545,130 11.47 12.60
Port district 281,359,535 215,185,185 23,863,240 42,311,110 9l10.25 422,039 1.37 1.50
Government of Stat 281,359,535 215,185,185 23,863,240 42,311,110 910.25 844,079 2.73 3,00
PENNSYLVANIA 8/
3 B T e . Ao B et L B et B 73,385,354 37.20
Government of city EEEE ——- 72,398,115 36.70 -—
City corpvoration 2,624,961,127 2,637,721,753 987,259,384 1,837.56 47,775,003 24.22 g/ 13.18
School district 2,637,721,753 2,837,721,753 | erc--s-ccoeoano 1,337.11 24,398,926 12.37 9.25
Poor district 592,350,999 592,350,999 - _— - (/) 224,186 (4/) 2/ .38
Government of Stat 987,239,384 || - w-remmmm——mea- 987,239,384 500.45 987,239 .50 1.00
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10 PITTSBURGH~ - - 40,859,710 60.22
Government of city: — - 40,395,228 59,54 - -
City eorporatio: 1,100,443,930 1,100,443,930 1,621.88 17,067,058 25.15 2/ 15.51
County 1,549,884,859 1,086,402,674 464,482,185 | —cemcmmmmoam 2,284.28 10,948,176 16.14 "2/ 7.06
School distriet 1,100,443,930 1,100,443,930 1,621.88 12,379,994 18.85 11.25
Goverrment of Stat 464,482,185 || -—-=-memmommmao 464,482,185 684.57 464,482 .68 1.00

58 SCRANTCN. - 5,311,990 36.79

Government of eity 4,342,607 30.07

City eorporation-------ce-cememoo—on_d 107,192,963 107,192,962 742,33 1,721,268 11.92

School district 107,192,963 107,192,963 742.33 2,036,666 14,10

Poor district 107,192,963 107,192,963 | -~—om—mmmmeae 742.33 584,673 4.05

Government of Stat 75,964,470 || ——-mmmmme-mmoees 75,964,470 526.07 75,964 53

Government of county-------=-wm-cacmua—aa—d 183,157,433 107,192,963 75,964,470 1,268.40 893,419 6,19

70 ERIE: 3,882,022 32.82

Government of ecity 3,093,773 26.15
City corporatio 126,276,460 126,276,460 1,067.43 1,389,041 11.74 11.00
School district 126,276,460 126,276,460 1,067.43 1,704,732 la.41 13.50
Government of Stat 33,348,670 [} -c—mmmmmm—emmeae 33,348,670 281.90 33,349 .28 1.00
Govermment of COUNtY=--—-mmmm—cammomoman e 116,216,065 82,867,395 33,348,670 982.38 754,900 6.38 2/ 6.50
7?7 READING 4,689,978 41.95 | —--e-e—e
Government of city 3,714,952 33.23 | —=-emme-
City corporatio 145,684,395 145,684,395 1,303.08 1,602,528 14,33 11.00
School district 145,684,395 145,684,395 1,303.08 2,112,424 18.89 14.50
Government of Stat 36,580,001 - 36,580,001 327.19 36,580 .33 1.00
Government of coUNty—~----w—~—oocaommcao 149,740,869 113,160,868 36,580,001 1,339.36 938,446 8.39 __/ 6.27

RHODE ISLAND 1/
a7 PROVIDENCE 12,609,461 49.33 | —---me-em
Government of city 637,112,120 408,235,920 228,876,200 | ~---mmm—=meem 2,492.61 12,609,461 49,33 2/ 19.79
TENNESSEE

36 MEMPHT: 8,635,656 33.02 | ---emmmem
Government of city 278,299,278 206,870,985 29,851,020 41,577,273 1,064.24 5,927,775 22.67 21.20
Government of Stat. 282,070,874 235,574,900 31,448,440 15,047,534 1,078.66 225,657 .86 .80
Government of COUNLY——-=mmmm=mmomcmmemmaean] 282,070,874 235,574,900 31,448,440 15,047,534 1,078,66 2,482,224 9.49 8.80
53 NASHVILLE - 5,260,576 33.68 | —----emem
Government of city 157,062,076 112,939,190 24,424,200 19,698,686 1,005.52 3,455,366 22.12 22.00
Government of Stat 231,437,156 189,058,420 35,110,190 7,268,546 1,481,67 185,150 1.19 .80
Government of county-----=reec—cacommaaa~d 231,437,156 189,058,420 35,110,190 7,268,546 1,481,67 1,620,060 10.37 7.00
66 | CHATTANOOGA 3,943,491 Bl.93 | —-meeme-
Government of city 112,424,106 81,076,300 11,072,306 20,275,500 910,32 2,248,482 18.21 20.00
Government of Stat 97,414,351 81,076,300 11,072,306 5,260,745 788,78 77,931 .63 +80
Government 0f GOUNLY-m-=comemmcmmsmmoncaaad 97,414,351 81,076,300 11,072,306 5,265,745 788.78 1,617,078 13,09 16,60
78 | KNOXVILLE 4,635,794 41,91 | —mmmmeeee
Government of city 124,761,314 96,516,980 16,602,045 11,642,289 1,128.04 3,306,175 29.89 26.50
Govermment of Stat 94,299,267 79,569,021 10,857,723 3,882,523 852.62 75,439 .68 .80
Govermment of county=--==-cemcmmecoomma oo 94,299,267 79,559,021 10,857,723 3,882,523 852,62 1,254,180 11.34 13.30

See footnotes at end of table.
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TABLE 25, —ASSESSED VALUATION OF PROPERTY SUBJECT TO THE GENERAL PROPERTY TAX, PER CAPITA ASSESSMENT, TOTAL AND PER CAPITA LEVY,

AND RATE COF LEVY: 1936—Continued

(For a text discussion of this table, see p. 36)

ASSESSED VALUATION OF FROPERTY LEVY
City|
o, CITY AND DIVISION OF GOVERMVENT Rate per
Totel Real Personal Other Per Total Per $1000 of
cepita capita assessed
valuation
TEXAS

24 HOUSTON=w o m mm e e e o ] $12,644,202 $39.77

Government of city - - ——— 11,400,966 35.86
City corporation $283,381,590 $237,377,860 $46,008,730 | ----mme-moom- $891.42 5,667,632 17.83 $20.00
County 228,252,587 197,340,182 30,912,405 718.00 1,721,025 5.41 7.54
School district 283,381,590 237,377,860 46,003,730 891,42 3,400,579 10.70 12.00
Navigetion district 226,304,170 197,340,182 28,963,988 711.87 579,339 1.82 2.56
Drainage district 7,712,142 4,627,285 3,084,857 4/} 32,391 (4/) 4,20
Government of Stat 200,537,708 169,625,303 30,912,405 830.82 1,243,336 3,91 6.20
32 DALIA N B T L N B 9,742,176 35,04 | ~me-mem-n
Government of city 281,941,000 206,186,375 75,754,625 1,014.18 6,758,727 24.31 2/ 28.97
Government of Stat 195,421,090 123,509,395 71,911,695 702.95 1,211,611 4.36 6.20
Government of county--w=-----as-m=cmc-acoand 236,591,579 164,679,884 71,911,695 851.05 1,771,838 6,37 2/ 7.49
38 SAN ANTONTO. --- e mmmmmmmecene 6,999,099 28.74 - -
Government of city - 5,076,857 20.85 - -
City corporatio -- 206,537,220 162,113,350 44,423,870 848.20 3,011,485 12,37 2/ 14.58
School district 206,537,220 162,113,350 44,423,870 848,20 2,065,372 8.48 10.00
Government of State--=------m--commoouo—- 129,835,384 104,166,720 25,668,664 533,20 804,979 3.31 6.20
Government Of COURtY~~=~~=rom—msommcanmooad 161,922,114 136,253,450 25,668,664 664.98 1,117,263 4.59 6.90

47 FORT WORTH-~ Bt | B e H e 6,719,323 39.71

Government Of Cilty=--rro--——croromam e 4,627,853 27.35

City corporatio 162,380,793 127,063,840 35,316,953 959,70 2,841,664 16.79

School district 162,380,793 127,063,840 35,316,953 959.70 1,786,189 10.56
Government of State 124,134,845 97,542,300 26,592,545 733,66 769,635 4.55 6.20
Govermment of county- 146,870,585 120,278,040 26,592,545 868.03 1,321,835 7.81 9.00
88 EL PASO. - e 2,856,234 27,00 | --m-m-eem
Govermment 0f Clfy~--==commsommcmncnm oo 81,641,880 65,535,230 16,106,650 771.66 1,836,942 17.36 22,50
Government of Stat 85,684,058 47,810,016 17,874,040 620.83 407,241 3.85 6.20
Govermment of COUDLY==--r=m=mmccmam——m—cend 76,506,426 58,632,386 17,874,040 723,12 612,051 5.78 8.00

UTAH

59 SALT LAKE CITY. B I - 5,470,919 37.25

Government 0f Citymeme—emccmmmecmmcccccccad cemaccmcciicae || memmmmeemmsemee ] mmmeccmmeeces | eeesecaooooo | cemcmsaes 3,622,048 25.12

City corporatio: 142,881,594 110,027,492 32,854,092 990.86 2,000,342 13.87
School distriet 142,881,584 110,027,492 32,854,092 990.86 1,621,706 11.25% 11.35
Government of Stat 142,881,584 110,027,492 32,854,092 990.86 857,290 5.95 6,00
Government of county 142,881,584 110,027,492 32,854,092 990.86 837,286 5.81 5.86
Government of Metropolitan water district-- 142,881,584 110,027,492 32,854,092 990.86 54,295 .38 .38
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VIRGINTA

44 | RICHNOND. - 6,319,852 34,18 | —mmmemm-m
Government of city 263,139,614 234,627,040 28,512,574 1,423.15 5,611,095 30.35 2/ 21.32
Government of Stat 114,571,142 R et e L B et 114,571,142 619.64 708,757 3.83 g/ 6.19

84 NORFOLK: - - - 4,272,914 32.94 | ---------
Government of city. 158,269,566 140,661,925 17,607,641 1,220.13 4,094,872 31.57 2/ 25.87
Goverament of State----=m=-crmmonemn e 30,489,103 e e 30,489,103 235.06 178,042 1.37 2/ 5.84

WASHINGTON

20 SEATTLE-- R e e I SIS e el IS S 13,157,409 35.17

Government of clty- Rl e B e 12,259,297 32,77 -
City corporatio 250,449,590 192,772,554 57,677,036 669.47 5,125,491 13.70 _2_/ 20.47
County. - 250,449,590 192,772,554 57,677,038 869.47 3,251,837 8.69 12,93
School district 250,449,590 192,772,554 57,677,036 569.47 3,756,744 10,04 15,00
Port district--- 250,449,590 192,772,554 57,677,036 125,225 .33 .50
Government of State- 250,449,590 192,772,554 57,677,038 998,112 2.40 3.59
73 SPOKANE-- - ———— -—- 3,225,745 27.57
Govermuzent of city-- - 2,026,326 17.38
City corporatic 70,941,977 55,247,262 15,594,715 1,276,721 10,95 _2_/ 18.00
School district- 70,941,977 55,247,262 15,594,715 750,105 8,43 g/ 10.57
Government of Stete- 70,941,977 55,247,262 15,694,715 241,528 2.07 3.41
Government of county: 70,941,977 55,247,262 15,694,715 357,291 8.21 13.49
81 P e B i | Mt e e et T e - 2,863,574 26.47
Govermmnent of city- - IR e | B et B it E T - 1,907,323 17.62
Civy corporztion 49,520,782 37,945,386 11,575,376 457.68 1,185,450 10,77 2/ 23.53
School district- 49,520,762 37,945,386 11,575,376 457.68 643,331 5.95 :5_/' 12.99
Park district-- 49,520,762 37,945,386 11,575,376 457.88 99,042 .92 2.00
Government of State 49,520,762 37,945,386 11,575,376 457.68 197,588 1.83 $.99
Government of county-- - 49,520,762 37,945,386 11,575,376 457.68 859,121 6.09 13.31
Government of port 49,520,762 37,945,386 11,575,376 457,68 99,042 .92 2.00
WISCONSIN

13 | MILWAUKER 10/ . B . . 30,346,347 50.65 | ~-

Government of elfy--—-=-wmemmoo v e e 23,347,208 43,99 - --
City corporation. 940,266,341 777,485,790 69,750,895 £93,029,656 20,936,329 34.9¢ 2/ 22.27
County 2 938,372,052 777,485,790 69,750,895 91,135,387 6,506,521 11.03 g/ 7.04
Sewerage district- 847,236,685 777,485,790 69,750,895 | =--m-seemeo-o- 2,404,152 4,01 2.84

Govermuent of State--- 938,372,052 777,485,790 69,750,895 91,135,367 399,845 .67 g/ .43

HAWATI 11/

HONOLULU 11/, ——— - N B 3,328,169 | 16.40 | ~e-w--eee
Governoent of city-- 107,420,834 4/ 107,420,334 (4/) 529.37 3,328,169 2/ 30.98
Government of Territory. (12/) (12/) (22/) | mememmmmeeees | mmeeeeaa (12/) Te/)

y General property not taxed for State purposes. 2/ Average rate. 9/ Valuation of personal property included with that of real property. 4/ Per capita not computed;
population not known, 5/ Includes public utilities and tangible personal property only. _6/ Includes public utilities. 2/ Tangible personal property only. 8/ Only money
at interest, and negotiable instruwments taxed for State purposes. 2/ Real and personal tangible property taxed only for city purposes and personal intangible property taxed only

for State purposes. 10/ Street railways and connected utilities texed for general State purposes. Real and personal property taxed for forestry only. 11/ Not included in group
or grand totals, 2/ Not reported.
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{For alphabetical 1list of cities, by Stetes, showing rank, see p. 2.

TABLE 26.-~METHOD OF FINANCING CAPITAL OUTLAYS: 1936

For text discussion see, p. 46)

GENERAL DEPARTMENTAL OUTLAYS MET OR TO BE MET FROM—

PUBLIC-SERVICE ENTERPRISE OUTLAYS MET OR TO BE MET FROM—

Bonds Current revenue Bonds Current revenue
City CITY
no.
Total Total
ote. Special Special Grants & Special Grants
General assessment General assessment and General Revenue General assess- and
donations ment donations
Grand total---$294,669,547 |[$135,937,977 | $9,154,460 | $68,587,263 | $23,856,385 |$57,133,462 | $144,068,401 || $60,370,160 | $33,621,817 | $26,711,657 | $259,430 |$25,105,337
Group I--- 200,012,752 84,826,582 | 5,661,094 | 45,021,630 | 22,324,805 | 42,178,641 | 105,204,013 || 47,713,705 [ 27,562,072 | 14,740,751 | 58,013 | 15,129,472
Group II- 34,137,517 19,204,311 | 2,195,984 | 7,434,946 518,652 | 4,783,624 | 14,255,753 5,408,345 [ 2,719,555 | 3,366,673 7,734 | 2,753,445
Group ITI--r--em-mm 4 60,519,278 || 31,907,084 1,297,382 | 16,120,687 | 1,012,928 | 10,171,197 24,608,636 7,248,110 [ 3,340,190'| 8,604,233 | 193,683 | 5,222,420
GROUP I.—CITIES HAVING A POPULATION OF 580,000 AND OVER
1 | New York, N, Y.----o $70,124,082 || $24,067,197 | $5,107,319 | $8,069,095 | $18,911,060 | $13,969,411 | $66,275,855 || $34,911,111 |$14,846,594 | $3,701,344 $12,816,806
2 | Chicago, I1l.-~----- 39,225,249 || 22,555,047 | - - 6,532,319 10,137,883 4,961,837 2,435 | —mmmmmmmmen 4,959,402 - -
3 | Philedelphia, Pa 6,718,670 6,593,354 125,316 e | 66,459 61,459 | ---==m--m- 5,000 |-- -
4 | Detroit, Mich,----~- 7,352,848 179,245 2,674,607 | 2,005,971 2,493,025 1,594,282 || —-memmmmnmm 123,623 | 1,168,704 | $38,497 263,458
§ | Los Angelés, Calif,{ 19,152,285 4,804,583 12,275,875 135,210 | 1,936,617 18,734,513 5,657,295 | 11,013,032 | 2,064,186 {-------v |-—c—-mcm-mm
6 | Cleveland, Chio- 7,586,010 2,688,800 563,775 | 2,554,708 | —=emm-=mwmmm 1,788,727 866,574 316,615 | —mmmwmmm—mm 393,934 156,025
7 | St. Louis, Mo,~----- 3,947,959 2,710,855 | ==mmcmmmem 652,147 77,694 507,263 1,865,499 961,652 9,002 468,866 425,979
8 | Baltimore, Md,- 7,750,857 2,771,375 463,603 438,739 | 4,077,140 584,720 394,247 68,440 122,033
9 | Boston, Mass,-- 7,811,606 5,117,606 1,651,555 -——- 1,042,445 865,133 627,269 146,845 91,019
10 | Pittgburgh, Pa,----4 7,816,225 5,500,267 1,201,673 - 1,114,285 525,713 469,546 17,631 38,536
11 | San Freneisco,Calif. 5,008,474 3,413,078 959,484 22,561 613,351 4,750,849 3,856,845 635,529 258,475
12 | Washington, D. C.--4 9,822,292 1,915,684 4,942,414 | —mmmmmmmeem 2,964,194 632,590 - 627,086 5,504
13 | Milweukee, Wis 4 2,318,963 119,700 1,749,824 402,458 46,981 1,549,621 - 1,396,975 133,205 [ 19,441 | -~--==-m-mm
14 | Buffalo, N. Y.-----4 5,377,232 2,389,791 1,169,010 331,112 | 1,487,319 1,930,368 455,231 172,846 350,579 951,637
GROUP II,—CITIES HAVING A POPULATION OF 300,000 TO 500,000
15 Minneapolis, Minn.-- $2,020,653 $617,563 $456,272 $579,024 - $367,794 $3,684,117 $2,528,869 $254,462 $7,734 $893,052
16 | New Orleans, La. 4,015,938 959,062 2,543,361 -~ 513,515 780,906 || —-—------—- 730,906 --
17 Cincinnati, Ohio 4,613,547 1,183,097 954,794 $36,356 717,823 1,858,862 824,805 379,884
18 | Newark, N, J,------4 1,027,072 790,932 236,140 [ ==m=m==m=mn | mmemcmmeman 386,855 382,625 4,230
19 | Kansas City, Mo.---4 3,556,444 3,001,118 148,819 304,717 2,511,008 - 181,133
20 | Seattle, Wash.-- 2,205,609 831,462 693,574 680,573 2,578,139 1,680,309 865,499 32,331
21 Indianapolis, Ind. 1,334,675 413,194 610,043 285,691 714,534 [[ --- -- 569,047 145,487
22 | Rochester, N, Y.---4 4,172,419 2,152,403 595,855 1,424,161 543,677 386,002 125,175
23 Tersey City, N. T.-4 2,022,962 1,738,473 61,217 223,272 65,631 - 65,631
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24 | Houston, Tex,--- 6,504,405 6,457,298 47,107 | mmmmmmmm e | mmm e 306,320 97,568 | w=-mmmemeen 208,762
25 | Louisville, Ky. 2,190,544 1,059,709 820,231 44,526 266,078 512,116 || ~---------- 470,199 41,917
26 | Portland, Oreg.----- 473,249 [| ~---mmmmmm 144,781 310,238 | ~-mmmemmmee 363,587 || —=--—mmmmmm | mmmmmm e 363,587
GROUP III.-~CITIES HAVING A POPULATION OF 100,000 TO 300,000
27 Columbus, Ohio- $2,910,118 $1,553,148 $69,649 $45 | $1,287,170 $81,436 $1,371 $80,065 | —-mmmam [ e e
28 | Toledo, Ohie- 4 2,237,580 1,219,816 277,466 11,280 728,918 159,610 78,315 81,295 | =mmmmmmn [ mmmmmeaae
29 | Oakland, Calif. - 928,315 || =-recmemen- 862,995 65,320 773,113 219,269 442,644 $111,200
30 | Denver, Colo. 4 1,245,686 574,098 556,776 114,812 4,864,255 2,245,146 644,342 1,974,767
31 | Atlanta, Ge. 647,150 276,918 156,873 202,040 100,749 96,749 |  $4,000 -
32 | Dallas, Tex. 3,343,846 3,062,300 281,546 [ —mmmmmmmmem | mmmmmmmmmas 373,146 393,146 | —=~————— -
33 | St. Peul, Minn. 4 2,893,376 1,403,778 132,497 726,357 246,315 33,437
34 | Birmingham, Ala. J 387,015 310,113 76,902 | ~mmmmemmmmm | mmmmmeeeeee 196,137
35 | Akron, Ohio—-— 1,883,215 1,042,693 268,003 33,952 538,567 196,461 44,204 51,550
36 | Memphis, Tenn. 2,180,506 || ==nm-mmava- 569,047 | ----rommaen 1,611,459 729,205 97,555 631,650
37 | Providemce, R. I.--- 3,043,367 2,873,184 170,183 222,467 126,580 -
38 | San Antonio, Tex 689,890 510,926 178,964 166,522 159,940
39 | Omeha, Nebr,--- - 480,811 || ~—-mmcmrre- 325,781 152,424 92,623
40 | Syracuse, N, Y.-----| 581,579 370,268 210,193 88,867 27,116
41 | Dayton, Ohio--=-----| 1,415,949 61,701 1,354,248 134,783 69,763
42 Oklahoms City, Okla. 1,160,872 142,344 849,266 433,081 223,605
43 | Worcester, Mass, 1,411,818 890,824 169,722 163,190 31,222
44 | Richmond, Va,------- 745,626 468,983 178,782 120,434 43,974
45 | Youngstown, Ohlo----| 209,450 7,043 66,198 1,135,083 864,485
46 | Grand Repids, Mich. - 230,359 46,506 183,853 371,762 371,762
a7 Fort Worth, Tex.---4 2,294,181 1,673,343 160,125 460,713 1,984,354 195,798
48 | Hartford, Conn. B 985,638 241,687 187,044 546,412 728,471 545,119 183,352
49 | Flint, Mich.- e 31,338 31,115 | 223 |emmmmmmmae 6,950 B 6,950
50 New Haven, Conn 925,753 390,788 523,066 -
51 | San Diego, Calif 402,241 401,735 506 450,310 361,266
52 | Long Beach, Calif.-{ 3,621,858 1,485,495 2,001,363 135,000 450,473 356,477
53 | Nashville, Tenn. 1,783,769 1,660,271 128,498 [ ~—m—mmemmem | cmmmememeae 318,774 26,090
54 | Springfield, Mass. 901,950 268,237 414,388 219,325 75,297 75,297
55 | Tulsa, Okla,---- 266,676 30,052 200,310 36,314 77,079 51,550
56 | Bridgeport, Conn. 263,930 78,078 143,435 -
57 | Des Moines, Iowa 302,481 112,096 116,673 7,254 206,040 134,437
58 | Screnton, Pa.--- 427,529 112,006 205,428 77,831 [ mmommmm e -
59 | Salt Lake City, Utah 163,370 || ==-mmaemnma - 163,370 | memmaccmmen | ocmcmanaeaa 113,449 || —mm=mmmmeen | mmme oo 113,449
60 | Yonkers, N, Y.~ 1,317,161 695,064 173,497 141,040 307,560 566,560 [| 539,060 | mmmm=memmmm | cmommammaan
61 | Paterson, N. J. 526,673 342,859 | mmmanmmoam 31,087 152,727 10,168 10,168
62 | Jacksonville, Fla.-o 267,095 14,832 174,739 8,259 568,017 44,280 | cmmcocmmean 463,919
63 | Albany, N. Y, 672,715 588,254 53,261 27,199 494,843 10,012
84 | Norfolk, Va.- 538,805 ——-- 421,968 111,089 112,958 99,773
65 | Trenton, N, J.-- 443,098 276,363 7,152 159,583 879,662 466,743
66 | Chattenooga, Tenn. 1,084,447 1,028,295 53,452 2,700 16,782 —
67 | Kansas City, Kans.--| 2,240,757 1,893,668 | —~m-mmmaan 347,089 - 217,238 --
68 | Fort Wayne, Ind,---- 217,060 21,810 23,560 171,690 574,062 520,372 53,690
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TABLE 28.—METHCD OF FINANCING CAPITAL OUTLAYS.: 1936—Continued

{For elplabetical list of cities, by States, showing rank, see p. 2.

For text discussion see, p. 48)

GENERAL DEPARTMENTAL OUTLAYS MET OR TG BE MET FROM—

PUBLIC-SERVICE ENTERPRISE OUTLAYS MET OR TO BE MET FROM—

Bonds Current revenue Bonds Current revenue
City CITY
no.
Total Total
. Special Special Grants Special Grants
General assesement General assessment and General Revenue General assess- and
donations ment donations
GROUP III.—CITIES HAVING A POPULATION OF 100,000 TO 300,000--Continued

39 $140,730 $140,730 $8,961 $8,961
76 | Erie, Pa,-- 116,942 || ~- - 116,942 142,530 142,530
71 Elizabeth, N, J - 309,239 262,085 47,153 - 22,022 4
72 Wichita, Kans.- - 377,944 149,915 51,374 $46,000 51,484 31,222
73 | Spokane, Wash.- 4 600,368 133,594 | $466,774 | —-cmmmmmmem 868,297 || ———-mememmm $500,000 245,442
74 Fall River, Mass.-- 105,029 94,391 10,638 46,300 || ==cumencea | acenneaaaa 46,300 | m=vmmmom | mormmmme e
75 Cambridge, Mass.---+ 714,984 585,917 | —=---=---- 108,667 20,400 | ——==mm=maem 47,780 §| ~wvemmmmmme | —ememm— e 47,780 [ —=--mmmm | mmmmmmm e
76 New Bedford, Mass.-o 503,877 277,730 | «mermmem e 13,106 20,417 187,374 342,618 188,169 | ~-~vm=on—m 7,924 146,525
77 Reading, Pa.---- 1,301,065 958,253 3,552 72,179 - 267,081 694,458 22,909 400,170 62,707 208,872
78 Knoxville, Teun. 824,330 710,198 | =mc-mnman-n 114,192 | mevmmmmmmen | memmene e 83,094 50,029 | ~-=mm=mwemnm 33,085 -
79 Peoria, Ill.-=s----< 1,151,344 793,760 133,147 224,437 .=l = -
30 South Bend, Ind.---- 277,468 |} ——cemaeean 205,754 | wee-mmmamm 71,714 15,740 |} =~==memmomm | mmmemmm e 15,740 | —-=mmum= | mmmmemmenae
1 Tacoma, Wash. ~ 257,447 || momemacmaan 64,589 2,386 190,472 1,257,854 421,904 572,009 263,941
82 Miami, Fla. B 557,616 435,749 121,867 - 356,832 287,391 1,180 68,261
83 Gary, Ind.- - 161,538 16,537 145,001 156 - 156
84 Canton, Ohio- - 119,833 32,804 55,934 31,145 28,993 28,993
35 Nilmington, Del,~---+ 834,141 - 520,201 95,931 147,801 86,281 | ~wmmmanm 61,520
36 Tampa, Fla, 96,398 - -- 96,398 165,528 134,723 | $10,305 21,500
a7 Somerville, 380,571 294,090 55,085 22,708 13,538 9,170 | —mmmmemn | mmmmeaaane
88 El Paso, Tex.~ 70,3397 29,196 39,063 597,981 - 402,000 181,191 3,341 11,449
39 Evensville, Ind.--- 765,045 362,223 149,558 5,126 247,038 877,045 505,331 155,143 | ~=~=emmmm 216,571
90 Lynn, Mass,--- 461,484 408,772 | ~mmmmmmnem 16,120 36,592 36,742 | ~mwmmmme | e
1 Utica, N, Y, 861,550 503,637 46,428 52,897 58,583 -
23 Duluth, Minpn,------- 307,582 136,749 19,778 112,391 31,975 58,271 20,111
£ Waterbury, Conn 915,332 439,846 | -~ o 465,093 10,393 | mmmmmmmmamm 5,187 16,048
34 Lowell, Mags.--=~--< 196,461 160,614 24,177 | memmmm e 11,670 10,738 | =~=====-

Honolulu, Haweii ;/-‘

1/ Data not available.
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TABLE 27.—IUMBER OF MUNICIPAL EVPLOYEL3 AS AT APRIL 1, 1936
(This table iz presented in two sections, the second section beginning on p. 210. For alphabetical list of cities, by States, showing rank, see p.

2. For text discussion, see p.45)

NIBIR OF ZPLOVELS IN DIVISION 0F—
Protection to person and property Sanitation or
City| Total General Conservation promotion of Highways
no. CITY government Police of health cleanliness
Fire dspartment All other
department
Full Pary Full Part Full Part Full Fart Full Part Full Part Full Part Full Part
time time time time time time time time time time time time time time time time
GCrand total--- ~--1 630,627 23,904 45,520 2,487 76,382 518 47,014 324 8,599 142 21,455 | 1,256 58,0086 3,751 28,123 5,562
397,332 16,147 31,596 972 53,594 74 25,519 38 6,157 50 13,930 639 40,966 1,407 15,886 1,461
81,432 4,895 6,508 673 7,706 96 6,346 88 1,234 29 3,669 145 5,924 | 1,029 4,651 71¢
Group IIfw--.---- 151,863 12,862 7,416 842 15,082 348 15,149 201 1,208 63 3,856 472 11,116 | 1,315 7,586 3,382
GROUP I.-~CITIES HAVING A POPULATION OF 500,000 AND OVER
1 New York, H. Y. 1/~ -| 138,676 | ------~- 11,389 | -----~- 19,781 7,426 2,775 | ~~--um 4,795 | ~---=- 19,507 | =-==un 8l2
2 Chicago, I1l.- 4 48,391 1,889 3,904 113 7,558 2,678 778 1 1,970 170 3,941 10 3,820
3 Philadelphia, Pa - 33,417 777 2,574 | -—-n-- 5,074 1,911 264 | ~=--—- 474 | a~emme 5,631 | ------ 1,748
4 Detroit, Mich. - 28,040 1,994 1,518 310 3,810 1,809 | ---~-- 304 22 1,688 186 2,254 143 1,814
5 Los Angeles, Cali | 33,083 306 3,264 7 2,435 1,852 28 629 11 822 37 1,404
6 Cleveland, Ohio- | 15,823 545 1,251 36 1,696 1,122 | ~em=mm 123 4 457 36 1,218
7 St. Louis, Ho,~-- 14,134 48 2,356 973 164 637 | —=--== 511
8 Baltimore, Md. 13,426 555 961 2 1,979 1,459 o4 345 814
g Boston, Mass. 16,299 933 1,246 37 2,432 1,539 262 818 8 902
10 Pittsburgh, Pa. 11,510 1,279 1,340 26 1,182 1 868 94 | ~----- 414 6 942
11 San Francisco, Calif.- 9,113 1,928 1,08 290 1,358 2 1,217 174 3 171 140 115
12 Washington, D. C. - 11,566 742 654 | ror-~m 1,459 | -=enum 914 | ~mm--m 243 S 434 30 1,405 125 383
13 Vilwaukee, Wis A 10,529 3,467 609 143 1,225 1 794 4 120 2 427 26 649 638 838 130
14 Buffalo, N. Y.-- - 10,325 1,684 782 8 1,248 2 957 1 133 2 478 | ~emmm 619 394 565 394
GROUP II.-—CITIES HAVING A POPULATION OF 300,000 TO 500,000
15 Minneapolis, Minn.- 8,054 519 474 46 11 | ~w-mem 500 | —=-=-- 109 555 11 26l 225 259 235
16 New Orleamns, La. 4 7,239 869 699 | ~ev-um 825 40 630 45 340 132 | -=mmam 1,183 326 474 209
17 Cincinnati, Ohio B 8,400 229 673 6 635 | ~=-n-- 633 | ~m=m-- 77 | —emmne 459 | ---eem 602 43 538 15
18 Newark, N. J.~ B 10,379 318 691 28 1,281 19 752 14 128 12 641 22 818 27 221 5
19 Kansas City, g 7,285 9 736 9 667 | —~---= 505 | ~m--m- 125 | =—emem 241 | =m-eme 463 | =-=-m- 652
20 Seattle, Wash. - 5,889 693 621 224 522 18 584 5 72 3 269 51 127 38 801
21 Indianapolis, Ind. ~ 5,776 202 383 i85 503 597 - 52 | mmemmn 214 17 445 | ==-=-- 286
22 Rochester, N. Y.--- 7,170 520 453 78 513 510 122 3 298 K 919 318 181

See footnotes at end of table.
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TABLE 27.—NUMBER OF MUNICIPAL ENPLOYEES AS AT APRIL 1,

1936—Continued

(This table is presented in two sections, the second section beginning on p. 210. For alphsbetical list of cities, by States, showing rank, see p. 2. For text discussion, see p.4€)

NULBAR OF EMPLEYEES IN DIVISION OF—

Protection to person and property

Sanitation or

General Conservation X,
‘ot orry ot goverment Police of healtn | o e e
* Fire department All other
department
Full Part Full Part Full Part Full Part Full Part Full Part Full Part Full Part
time time time time time time time time time time time time time time time time
GROUP II.--CITIES HAVING A POPULATION OF 300,000 TQ 500,000—Continued
23 Jersey City, N. J -] 6,767 242 647 41 981 ? 426 65 365 13 261 1 77 [
24 Houston, Tex.- | 5,033 213 395 16 391 12 392 39 88 9 173 31 501 42
25 Louisville, Ky, - 5,460 139 293 4 477 | ~mmemm 319 53 3283 | ~—=~-- 430 20 311 54
26 Portland, Oreg. 3,980 942 443 25 400 | -~=--- 488 52 84 15 242 | ----n- 350 52
GROUP III.-——CITIES HAVING A POPULATION OF 100,000 TO 300,000

a7 Columbus, Ohio 3,180 81 95 14 322 332 | --—--- 17 6 52 1 242 363

28 Toledo, Ohio-- 3,618 330 124 13 463 348 17 | —=-mese 61 5 212

29 QOakland, Calif 4,038 140 134 12 383 395 28 55 233

30 Denver, Colo. - 4,360 1,229 476 34 410 400 56 68 66

31 Atlanta, Ga - 4,441 42 182 41 433 334 23 165 115

32 Dallas, Tex.- - 3,699 428 132 3 264 59 403 21 84 103

33 St. Paul, Minn -] 3,495 80 178 35 312 | ~--=-- 411 26 70 [ —=-me- 164

34 Birmingham, Ala. - 3,196 16 89 9 234 2 273 25 43 3 113

35 Akron, Ohio 2,985 243 112 8 199 3 176 5 58 17 147

36 Memphis, Tenn.--- 3,683 85 84 [ -evae- 285 | =-==--~ 359 78 74 | —=-mm- 446 | === 135

37 Providence, R. I 4,479 639 213 100 545 1 482 45 266 104 356 48 307

38 San Antonio, Tex. 3,146 180 1385 17 230 8 268 ? 43 63 S 322 39 85

39 Qmaha, Nebr.-~--------=-wa- 2,878 159 96 1 313 [ ~=m=e- 31l | —-=~me 17 fam—mee 50 1 172 | -—eemm 144 | ~------
40 Syracuse, N, Ye=----=-=n--n 3,361 459 154 40 343 3 393 2 20 135 65
41 Dayton, Ohio - 2,314 110 124 1 191 203 12 167

42 Oklahoma City, Ckla 2,178 226 74 | wm=mam 225 229 20 85

43 ‘Norcester, Mass.---- 4,076 31 168 6 410 360 a1 227

44 Richmond, Va.---- 3,220 146 198 4 293 336 | ~mmm=a 31 160 [=-~=m--
45 Youngstown, Onlo - 2,024 242 73 10 169 148 1 6 83 3L
46 Grand Rapids, Mich. 2,185 262 89 11 201 289 | ~—mmmm 14 113 8
47 Fort Worth, Tex. $98 8 78 | cemmem 203 271 | ~—memm 18 135

48 Hartford, Conn 3,181 326 200 28 320 298 10 38 97

49 Flint, Mich.- 2,194 53 72 29 164 160 [ ~----- 10 87

50 New Haven, Conn. 3,212 145 180 25 393 309 25 29 148

51 San Diego, Calif.- 2,281 210 132 32 223 200 | -vmonn 25 81
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52 Long Beach, Calif 2,485 491 217 207 35

83 Neshville, Tenn,- 2,490 151 205 244 34

54 Springfield, Mass. i/— 3,206 | ~m--mmem 313 360 28

55 Tulsa, Okla,-- 1,660 28 126 152 El

56 Bridgeport, Conn 1,995 270 265 225 23

57 Des Moines, Iowa- 2,063 301 162 196 24

58 Scranton, Pa. 1,996 237 175 219 12

59 Salt Lake City, Utah 965 107 148 120 10

80 Yonkers, N. Y. 2,733 92 165 23 300 181 21

61 Paterson, N. J.-- 2,042 57 264 220 18

62 Jacksonville, Fla 2,414 27 194 | —=~=um 193 | -——--- 23

63 Albany, N. Y.- . 2,204 168 126 21 363 235 10 49 5 286 19 137

64 Norfolk, Va. y- - 1,778 ) --mmmm—— 146 | ====-- 239 247 . 9 30 j--=mee 47 | —~~ees 32

65 Trenton, N. J.-- = 1,948 112 68 17 229 213 4 21 97 21 101 4 81

66 Chattanooga, Tenn - 1,659 63 51 115 185 - 6 | ——=emm 14 | --=-em 23 2 85

687 Kansas City, Kans - 342 84 31 bS] 115 152 3 24 17 8 (E/) 27 10

68 Fort Wayne, Ind. A 1,324 14 36 4 134 160 12 [ -—=o B3 [ —mwm=- 21 | ~=--me 98

69 Camden, N. J.- - 1,587 18 104 1 207 11 2 31 1 105 [ ~—~-~- 8

70 Erie, Pa.-~-- B 1,408 316 60 8 116 6 1 38 14 96 28 44 17

71 Elizabeth, N. J. - 1,666 72 61 14 206 I 41 13 127 | —m—mem 74 | ~meeeee

72 Wichita, Kans,-- 1,461 34 28 13 115 - 8 1 20 4 57 | ~=--e- 29 | —mmmmee

73 Spokane, Wash.---=--------o 1,487 108 58 3 127 160 & 11 4 23 1 8L 4 1le 58

74 Fall River, Mass.,---------- 1,611 24 74 6 199 | ==—m- 174 97 3 45

7% Cembridge, Mass.- 2,336 23 124 9 218 | —emmem 213 1 95 | -—---= 307 S

76 New Bedford, Mass - 1,511 78 96 2 214 2 190 1 24 1 28 1

77 Reading, Pa.-- i 1,452 174 62 13 159 | ~—--m- 64 28 12 109 2

78 Knoxville, Tenn. B 1,606 164 96 4 139 39 [ ----—- 127 11

79 Peoria, Ill.-- -] 1,111 517 50 [ 127 64 42 212

80 South Bend, Ind. - 1,088 40 29 10 139 21 R

e1 Tacoma, Wash,---- - 1,478 104 79 5 4 173 10 [ =--won 15 88 11

82 Miami, Fla. - 2,023 o8 113 16 178 1 169 46 & 41 233 10

B3 Gary, Ind.- E 1,242 116 44 11 142 | ----o- 131 8 | - 20 75 | ==-mn

84 Canton, Ohio-- 1,176 85 77 3 76 47 86 4 1 19 52 3

85 Wilmington, Del. 1,518 83 142 5 166 4 164 8 32 44 <

B6 Tempa, Fla. 1,707 2 68 | ~emm—- 72 99 11 27 88 1

87 Somerville, Mass. 1,742 30 126 2 172 1 185 =4 62 286 1

88 El Paso, TeXx.-~~ 1,102 125 38 2 81 6 120 4 33 25 18

89 Evansville, Ind. 1,079 217 22 14 147 4 158 5 8 15 30

90 Lyon, Mass. y- 1,576 | ~---emn- 76 | ==-w-n 221 215 13 41 o R

91 Utica, N. Y.~ - 1,506 476 77 3 176 190 9 21 3 8 450

92 Duluth, Minn.-- - 1,536 96 110 4 130 149 € 28 | mmmmmm 51 36

93 Waterbury, Conn. 2,511 1,676 204 34 lse 187 | w=memm 13 | ~-=--~ 37 | mmmmm 452 1,500

94 Lowell, Mass. 1,636 184 89 25 191 | =~ 191 1 12 1 58 105 183 | =-mmmm
B e B e | I Bl el LSS [SSSRNI PURSSUSY USSP, UVVUUPI, PUOSPSOU RN (SO [PUCI o [ P [——

1/ Deta relating to part time employees not available. _2/ Contract given to private firm. _3_/ Not included in group or grand totals.
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TABLE 27.—NUKBER OF MUNICIPAL EMPLOYEZS AS AT APRIL 1, 19386—Continued
{This table is presented in two sections, the first section beginning on p. 207. For slphabetical list of cities, by States, showing rank, see p. 2. For text discussicn, see p. 46

NUMBER OF :XPLOYEZES IN DIVISION OF—Continued

Charities, hospitals, and corrections Education Number of

N N employees in
C;zy cITY Recreation iliscellaneous public-service

N Supervision Charities Hospitals Corrections Schools Libraries enterprises
Full Part Full Part Full Part Full Part Full Part Full Part Full Part Full Part Full Part
time time time time time time time time time time time time time time time time time time
Grand total--- --< 1,589 192 | 11,735 1,083 | 35,296 1,331 8,007 83 251,913 | 9,652 | 12,227 1,728 | 23,636 5,401 3,122 | 334 58,319 | 3,e31
Group J---r-m-s-v—rmme—eon B 887 ? 7,781 826 | 26,160 77% 4,629 14 144,277 5,094 | 7,753 832 | 16,011} 3,715 2,186 | 243 38,925 40
Group II-- 355 10 1,852 150 ( 5,678 331 992 31 32,273 | 1,036 1,626 227 2,361 330 257 4 7,317 | 1,181
Group III- 347 175 2,105 107 3,458 225 386 8 75,363 | 3,522 2,848 669 5,264 1,446 679 87 12,077 { 1,11C

GROUP I.—CITIES HAVING A POPULATICK OF 500,000 AND OVER
1 New York, N. Yl/ ————————— 12,516 1,499 ---~ 48,819 1,603 £,161 { ~-=mvm 272 | -~-- 9,745 | -----
2 | Chicago, Ill.-- 478 411 19,007 842 2,399 | 1,268 176 2 4,118 3
3 | Philadelphia, Pa 2,133 369 11,417 467 1,296 | wmmme- | mmmmemm ———- 1,119 | —--—-
4 Detroit, Mich.-- 1,267 203 10,397 624 577 890 424 23 6,255 293
S Los Angeles, Calif 2,213 505 14,292 18 1,023 | w----- 617 208 8,626 | ----~
6 Cleveland,. Ohio- 695 170 5.949 805 251 & 19| -~-- 2,324 183
? St. Louis, Mo.- 1,502 195 4,614 | ~----= 304 39
8 Baltimore, Md 522 78| ---= 4,858 456 253 66
9 Bogton, Mass. 2,164 227 | ~=-- 5,656 831 887 | —--nm 651 1 205 | ===~ 793 | ===
10 Pittsburgh, Pa.- 212 169 7 4,459 904 333 48 554 57 17 1 588 48
i1 San Francisco, Calif. 495 108 1 3,441 211 98 69 291 467 65 | =--- 1,660 226
12 Washington, D. C.~ 449 325 [ ~~-- 4,022 | =----- 229 [ ~~-am - 639 165 659 [ ~----
13 Milwaukee, Wis. 1,009 127 1 3,361 | 1,308 166 78 586 505 352 116
14 Buffalo, N. Y.- 805 | —~=~~- 143 5 3,985 488 227 71 358 256 20 9 598 71
GROUP II.-—CITIES HAVING A POPULATION OF 300,000 TO 500,000

15 Minneapolis, Minn,-- 484 84 3,699 284 367 28 2 256 139
16 New Orleans, La.- 11 75 2,574 153 56 3 150 93 9 462 7
17 Cincinnati, Ohlo- 742 183 3,330 39 226 73 148 28 57 548 3
18 Newark, N. J. 954 177 6 3,984 56 247 piy 10 e 4 602 | ~=--~
19 Kansas City, Mo 694 136 | ~--~ 2,46) | weeenm 127 | ==-mmm 361 33 842 | ~---~
20 Seattle, Wash.-~ 361 38 S 2,093 52 111 78 |° 235 3 2,072 925
21 Indianapolis, Ind. 448 11 2,489 171 52 21 674 1
22 Rochester, N, Y.- - 164 44 2,909 45 114 43 255 48 | —~-- 287 4
23 Jersey City, N. J. 16 60 3] 1,085 125 2,308 35 118 7 225 8 2 280 8
24 Houston, Tex.- 23 - 249 60 2,530 75 72 106 14 | ==n- 436 30
25 Louisville, Ky. 18 235 7 352 52 | ~--- 2,288 | ~---~- 100 189 20 467 11
26 Portlend, Oreg.-- 58 111 134 37 14 1,608 58l | (2/) |------ 62 12 391 50
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III.—CITIES HAVING A POPULATION OF 100,000 TO 300,000

27
28
29

31
32
33

35

36
37
38
39
40
41
42
43
44

45
46
47
48

50
51

53
54

56
57
58
59
60

62
63
64
65

67
68

70
71

Columbus, Ohio-----—w-
Toledo, Ohio---
Oakland, Calif
Denver, Colo.--
Atlanta, Ga.-
Dallas, Tex.
5t. Paul, Minn.
Bimingham, Ala
Akron, Ohio

Memphis, Tenn,----
Providence, R. I.
San Antonio, Tex.
Omaha, Nebr
Syracuse, N. Y
Dayton, Ohio-~--
Oklahoma City, Okla.
Worcester, Mass.-
Richmond, Va.----

Youngstown, Ohio----
Grand Rapids, Mich.
Fort Worth, Tex.----
Hartford, Comn
Flint, Mich.--
New Haven, Conn.
San Diego, Calif,
Long Beach, Calif
Nashville, Tenn.--

Springfield, Mass. }
Tulsa, Okla.
Bridgeport, Conn.
Des lioines, Iowa-
Seranton, Pa.---~
Salt Lake City, Utah--
Yonkers, N. Y.~
Paterson, N. J.
Jacksonville, Fla.-

Albany, N, Y.----
Norfolk, Va. 1/
Trenton, N, J.--
Chattanooga, Tenn
Kansas City, Kans
Fort Wayne, Ind.
Camden, N. J.

Elizabeth, N. J.---

See footnotes at end of
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table,

207
352
251
309

1,661
1,831
2,229
2,137
2,076
2,061
1,673
1,955
2,040

1,506
2,042
1,804
1,671
1,702
1,296
1,207
1,675
1,550

1,248
1,165

2/
1,317
1,193
1,606
1,238
1,288
1,017

1,281
1,034
960
1,198
1,035
(2/)
1,208
1,097
1,095

764
931

185

47
117
144
148

85

34
131

74

45
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TABLE 27.-—-NUMBER OF MUNICIPAL EMPLOYEES AS AT APRIL 1, 1936—Continued

(This teble is presented in two sections, the first section beginning on p. 207, For alphabetical list of ecities, by States, showing rank, see p. 2. For text discussion, see p. 4_6)

NUMBER OF EMPLOYEES IN DIVISION OF—Continued
Charities, hospitals, and corrections Education Number of
employees in
C;zy CITY Recreation Miscellaneous public-service
° Supervision Charities Hospitals Corrections Schools Libraries enterprises
Full Part Full Part Full Part Full Part Full Part Full Part Full Part Full Part Full Part
time time time time time time time time timse time time time time time time time time time
GROUP IIT.—CITIES HAVING A POPULATION OF 100,000 TO 300,000—Continued
72 Wichita, Kans 980 | -=---- 40 55 | emmmmm | mmme e ——— 12
73 Spokane, Wash 769 16 45 73 4 13 1 100
74 Fall River, Mass 676 11 33 36 {-——m—m 26 88
75 Cambridge, Mass. 804 6 50 61 3 3 145
76 New Bedford, Mass. 742 48 37 26 |ommmem | emmeee —— 94
77 Reading, Pa. 861 49 18 63 49 10 | ==--- 180 { -=---
78 Knoxville, Tenn. 814 29 44 8 13
79 Peoria, Il1,--- 645 | —----~ 20 12 7
80 South Bend, Ind. 638 25 39 2 38 106 [ -----
8L Tacoma, Wash. 765 35 33 20 45 375 186
az 704 [ ~mommm | mmmmen | mmmmes 126 69 4
83 742 83 34 15 34 1 f--~--
84 Canton, Ohio---- 780 3 15 11 3 110 | —=-=-
85 Wilmington, Del 726 19 | ~=-=n- 59 1 184 19
86 Tampa, Fla,---- 929 15 49 111 fe-=m-
87 Somerville, Mass. 851 3 41 32 3 ) G
88 El Paso, Tex.-- 683 3 13 39 27 87 20
89 Evansville, Ind.-- < 595 40 45 3 37 105 145 4
90 Lynn, Mass. 1/-- 675 57 32 | -oeme- 133 | -=v--
91 Utlea, N. Y. 725 43 18 20 6 2
92 Duluth, Minn. 939 41 34 1 169 26
93 Waterbury, Conn 7261 B8 | --mene | memmem 107 72 65 ) mmmem
94 Lowell, Nass.-- - 615 22 [ -=mmme 45 |-mem-- 123 53
Honolulu, Hawaili B/-~-me--aof mommme | cmmmoe dammmas | ommean | omonn | ommn | eammeme B e e el el Bl et Rt et Bl | el

1/ Data relating to part
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time employees not available,

2/ Not reported.

3/ Data not available.
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