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city 

mstrdct of co1mlbi.a: 
-Metrapolftan Police Department <note 3j 
-Unitpd States Park Police, 

Blstrict fmding allotment 

Atlanta 

$43.6 $93.50 

1.6 2‘00 

7.4 14.31 

- 37.7 41.63 

28.1 43.24 

26.3 34.17 

22.4 2;9.80 

22.9 34.36 

24,L 34.24 

lRepre~ents generally amounts expended or oblFgated ir? fiscal yeari 1969, 
excluding capital outlays, a ml debt service and retircJnent costs. 

'Based on cety population estimates for January 1, 1969, by Rand Me2Z&lIy 
and Company. 

3$54 million was allotted for the Metropolitan Polfce Department in fiscal 
year I.970 (excluding policemen's pemz1on and relief). 
$64 m%lli~on was budgeted for the Metropolitan Police Departme;nt for 
fiscal year 197% <excluding polfcemen'e pens%on aEd relief)--Proposed 
Budgets ffscd year 1971, I%yorts RecomrnendatSons to the City Council 
of the District of Columbia, January 1970. 
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COMFTROLLEFZ GENERAL OF THE UNITED STATES 

WA?SHINGTON. DC. 20548 



‘ 

GFnNERAL ACCOUNTiNG OFFICE 

REPORT ON Comparison OF EB?l%QITURES 

FOR TRR SANITARY ENGQEERING P;CTAUTY 

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA GOVERNMEN TAND SE'VXNSELECTEDCITIES 

The responsibilities of the District of Columbia GovernmentIs 
Department of Sanitary Engineering.sre to plan, provide, operate, and 
maintain sanitary services for the District. These services include 
the (1) distribution of water; (2) control and disposal of storm water; 
(3) collection, treatment, and disposal of sewage; (4) cleaning of 
streets and alleys; and (5),collection, processing,and disposal of 
solid waste. 

The responsibility for providing water in the District is shared 
with the Corps of Engineers, Department of the Army. The Corps of 
Engineers operates and maintains the collection and purification facili- 
ties for the supply and transmission of potable water. 

Each of the seven cities included in our comparison provide sani- 
tary engineering services generally similar to those provided by the 
District., Ve adjusted the expenditure data relating to the sanitary 
engineering activity in the District and the cities, principally to 
(1) reflect sanitary engineering services provided to areas outside the 
cities! limits and (2) reflect activities performed by organizations 
which supplemented the operations of the cities' sanitary engineering 

y activity. 

However, no adjustment was made to the expenditure data relating 
to the sanitary engineering activity in San Francisco for refuse collec- 
tion and disposal services. These services in San Francisco are per- 
formed by a licensed private organization. An official of the 
San Francisco city government informed us that the private organization 
is incurring costs of about $14 million annually for performing refuse 
collection and disposal services. 

Our adjustments were based on our review of the sanitary engineer- 
ing activity in the District and each of the cities as described in 
written material and/or by local officials. 

For example, the expenditure data for the'District and five of the 
cities were reduced to reflect sanitary engineering services provided to 
areas outside the cities1 limits. The adjustments were made principally 
on the basis of either the actual or estimated amounts of revenues 



received by the &ties for providing such'setices, generally on the 
basis of informatZon in the &count~ng records of the cities. Such 
adjustments involved amounts ranging from $2 million to $14 million. 

On the other hand, the expenditure data for the District and two 
cities were increased to reflect sanitary engineering semrices performed 
by organizations which supplemented the operations of the cities' sani- 
tary engineering activity. The expenditure data for the District were 
increased to reflect the District's costs to fund the Corps of Engineers. 
The expenditure data for one of the two cities were increased to reflect 
sewage collection and disposal and water supply activities performed by 
a special metropolitan district commission--the adjustment being based 
on the assessments made to the city for such activities by the special 
cornmIssion. The expenditure data for the other city were increased to 
reflect sewage activities performed by a metropolitan sewer district--‘ 
the adjustment reflecting the total expenditures for this district since 
an official of the district requested that we not make an allocation of 
the districts costs. The district operates and maintains all sanitary 
and storm sewers within its jurisdiction, which includes the city as 
well as most of the urban territory of a nearby county. 

We were precluded from making a comparison of the employment of the‘\ 
District and the seven cities for the sanitary engineering activity, i 

The uncertainties and inprecision which would have been involved in 
allocating an appropriate share of employment associated with providing 
sanitary engineering services to areas outside the cities' limits would 
have made the resulting figures of doubtful value. Similar obstacles 
would have been involved in allocating an appropriate share of employment 
associated with organizations which supplement the operations of the j 
cities' sanitary engineering activity. 

The expenditures identified with the sanitary engineering activity 
in the District and the seven cities are shown in the following table. 
Because (1) the data furnished by local officials or obtained from records 
were not audited by us and (2) certain adjustments to the data either 
could not be made or were made on the basis of judgment, we believe the 
data shown in the table should be viewed as indicating an approximate 
level of expenditures for the sanitary engineering activity. 
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SANITARY ENGINEERING ACTriTITY - 

EXPENDITURES - FISCAL YEAR 1962 . . 

District of Columbia 

Emenditkes (note 1) 
Total Per capita 

jmillions) lnote 2) 
., 

$3104 * 38.56 

Atlanta 14.8 28.79 

Baltimore 22.3 24.69 

Boston 21.2 37.11 * 

Cleveland 

Milwaukee 

s-b, Louis 

&.n Frmcisco 

28.5 37001 

27.0 -36.06 

19.5 29.37 

l&9 18.30 

1 
Represents generally amounts expended or obligated in fiscal year 1969, 
excluding capital outlays, and debt service costs, 

33 ased on city population estimates for January 1, 1.969, by Rand McNally 
and Company, 

3 



. : 

, 

GlZNERAL ACCOUNTING OFFICE 
- . 

REPORT QN 

COMPARISON OF EXP33llIITURES ATfD l3MPLOlMENT 

FOR THEi‘ENFORC~T OF BUILDING, HOUSING, AND ZONING REGULATIONS; 

LICIZNSES AND INSPECTIONS ACTIVITY 

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA GOvEBJiMENT AND SIX SELECTED CITIES 

The,District of Columbia Governmentls Bureau of Licenses and 
Inspections, Department of Economic Development, is responsible for 

I ensuring public safety and welfare and the orderly growth of the city 
by controlling the construction, use, and occupancy of buildings and, 
by the maintenance of housing standards. These responsibilities are 
carried out through the approval of building plans and the issuance of 
building permits; the inspection of residential and commercial buildings 
for compliance with the laws, codes, and regulations covering their con- 
struction and repair; and the enforcement of zoning regulations. 

The Bureau of Licenses and Inspections is also responsible for 
certain tinor activities relating to the issuance of licenses for the 
operation of businesses, the enforcement of standard weights end meas- 
ures regulations, and the supervision of markets. The mounts of 
expenditures and numbers of employees relating to these activities were 

,not considered by us as being a part of their building, housing, and 
zoning regulation enforcement activities and are not reflected in the 
data shown in the table on page 2 for the District of Columbia. 

Each of the cities included in our comparison perform the activity 
of enforcing building, housing, and zoning regvilations. The enforcement 
of such regulations in the cities is the responsibility of one or more 
city departments which generally have other responsibilities unrelated 
to the enforcement of building, housing, and zoning regulations. 

For exsmple, in one city building and housing inspections and build- 
ing permit issuances are the responsibility of separate bureaus within 
one department, The administration of zoning regulations in this city 
is the responsibility of a different department which has other functions 
unrelated to zoning activities. 

Our determinations of the expenditure and employment data for the 
District and the cities for the enforcement of building, housing, and 
zoning regulations were based on written descriptions of these activi- 
ties and/or discussions with local officials, : 



The expenditures and employment identified for the District and 
the cities are shown in the following table. Because the data furnished 
by local officials or obtained from records were not audited by us' and 
because the data were determined on the basis of judgment, we believe I 
the data shown in the table should.be viewed as indicating an approti- 
mate. level of expenditures and employment for the enforcement of build- 
ing, housing, and zoning regulations. 

ENFORCE8ENT OF BUILDING. HOUSING, 

AM;, zoom REGULATIONS 

EXPENDITURES - FISCAL YEAR 1969 

EMPLOYMENT - APRIL 1969 

&nolovment (note 3)' 
Expenditures (note 2) Per 10,000 
Total Per capita 

City (note 1) imillions) lnote 4) Total p~~~?$ 

District of Columbia $4so $4.86 390 4.8 

Atlanta 1.1 2.05 120 2.3 

Baltimore 4.1 4.57 4.0 4.5 

Boston 2.5 4.46 240 4*1 

Milwaukee 2.2 2.87 240 3.1 

St. Louis i.7 2.51 180 2.7 

San Francisco 2.0 2.80 180 2.6 

1 
Data for Cleveland not obtained.. 

2 
Represents generally amounts expended or obligated in fiscal year 1969, 
excluding capital outlays, and debt service cost;. 

3 Represents generally full-time employment as of April 1969, including 
part-time employment expressed in terms of full-time equivalents. 

.‘cB ased on city population estimates for January 1, 1969, by Rand McNally 
and Company, 



GENERAL ACCOUNTING OFFICE 

REPORT ON 

COMPARISONOFEXFENDITURESAND~OYMENT. 

EOR TBE LIBRARY ACTIVITY '.' 

DISTRICT OF COLDMBId GOVERTWENT I 

dND SEVEN S~CTED CITIES 

The District of Columbia,Governmentls Public Library offers services 
to individuals who live, work, or attend school in the District, and to 
residents of adjacent counties who pay an annual fee. Library services 
are provided at the Central Library, at 19 branch libraries, and through 
a31 extension department which operates bookmobiles and makes material ' 
available directly to schoo.ls end other institutions, 

The District's library activity maintains a collection of books, 
documents, periodicals, maps, records, educational films, microtexts, &d 
pamphlets for reference and lending. Advisory, research, reference, and 
bibliographical assistance is also provided. 

Each of the seven cities included in our comparison has a library 
activity which provides services generally similar to those of the 
District. Our determinations of the expenditure and employment data were 
based on our review of the library activity as described in written ma- 
terial and/or by city officials. 

We noted that library services provided in the seven cities, as well 
as in the District of Columbia as described above, are not necessarily 
restricted to residents or areas within the cities. In Milwaukee, for 
example, public library services are provided to nondity residents, by 
such means as a bookmobile, which operates in Milwaukee County outside of 
the City of Milwaukee. The Public Library in Baltimore supplies materials 
and reference services to State of Maryland residents through the many 
county public libraries, in return for payment of funds from the State 
government,. 

The expenditures and employment identified with the library activity. 
in the District and the seven cities are shown in the following table. 
Because the data furnished by city officials or obtained from cities' 
records were not audited by us and because certain adjustments to the data 
were made on the basis of judgment, we believe the data shown in the table 
should be viewed as indicating an approximate level of expenditures and 
employment for the library activity. 



District of Columbia 

At+nta 

Baltimore 

Boston 

Cleveland 

Milwaukee 

s-i;. Louis 

San Francisco 

PUBLIC LIBRARY ACTIVITY 
" . 

EXPENDITURES - FISCAL YEAR 1969 

EKPLOYMENT - APBIL I.969 

Expenditures (note 1) - 
Total Per capita 

(millions) (note 3) 

$5.4 $6.65 

1.4 2.66 

5.9 6.118 730 .8 

5.3 9.34 

6.6 8.57 

3.3 4.35 460 ,.6 

2.8 4.19 

3e5 4.99 

Employment (note 2) 
Per 1,000 
population 

Total ' (note 3) 

570 '0 7 

170 ‘a3 

630 1.1 

870 1.1 

440 .7 

380 I.5 

Represents generally amounts expended or obligated in fiscal year 1969, 
excluding capital outlays, aYld debt service costs. 

2 
Represen%s generally full-time employment as of April 1969, incl,uding 
past-time employment expressed in terms of full-time equivalents, 

3 
Based on city population estimates for January 1, 1969, by Rand McNally 
and Company. 
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