Tax Rates and Tax Burdens
In the District of Columbia -
A Natioawide Comparison

2021

Rewsed May 2023

Nationwide Tax Burdens

2021
The Eras Presentation

Susan Steward, Fiscal Analyst
Office of the Chief Financial Officer

The information provided in this presentation does not represent the views of the Office of the Chief
Financial Officer nor the District of Columbia. They are personal views on the topic presented.

Office of the Chief Financial Officer
Government of the District of Columbia



Disclaimer

Limitations:
* Calculates state and local taxes in the largest city of states

* Does not include some taxes that households may pay directly or
indirectly

* Ex. cigarette or alcohol excise taxes (an appendix of these taxes is included for
reference)

* Exclusion of business taxes that could pass-through to individuals
e Static analysis
* Retiree Income is not included or analyzed within the study
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Overview

* Why does the District of Columbia (DC) complete a Tax Burden Study?
* How does it compare to other tax burden studies?

e What are the 2021 Nationwide Tax Burdens?

* What is the future for the Tax Burden Study?
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Why Does DC Do a Tax Burden Study?

e Two-part study:

* Comparison of tax burdens of largest city in each state and DC;
* Comparison of Select tax rates, 50 states and DC.

* Requirement: Public Law 93-407 (9/3/1974)

* Audiences:
* DC City Council; media; researchers; states; and cities

e Data collection:

* Survey to states w/ follow up calls & emails;
* Online research of state web sites;

* Third-party sources (FTA, CCH, Tax Foundation, etc.)
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https://www.govtrack.us/congress/bills/93/hr15842/text

How Does the Study Compare?

* Other entities produce tax burden studies and often quoted
* WalletHub

* MoneyGeek
* Prudential

* HireHelper
* Differences — Often the largest difference is in the methodology

* Similarities — Data pulled from some similar sources (state websites or
external sources like BLS)
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The 2021 Nationwide Tax Burdens - Highlights

* DC’s income tax burden was below the average for the 44 states that
levied an income tax for a family earning $25,000 and $75,000; above the
average for the top two income levels.

* DC’s property tax burdens were below the 50-city average for the top four
income levels (homeowners); but 11t highest of all the cities for renters.

* DC’s sales and auto tax burdens were lower than the 50-city average at all
five income levels.
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City, State
Seattle, WA
Los Angeles, CA
Philadelphia, PA
Honolulu, HI
New York, NY
Birmingham, AL
Chicago, IL
Atlanta, GA
Nashville, TN
Denver, CO
Jackson, MS
Charleston, SC
Indianapolis, IN

Virginia Beach, VA

Bal imore MD
Phoenix, A
Kansas Cit

i
Salt Lake Cyty uT

Columbus, OH
Fargo, ND
Charleston, WV
Las Vegas, NV
Houston, TX
Little Rock, AR
Louisville, KY
New Orleans, LA

Oklahoma City, OK

Wichita, KS
Detroit, MI
Charlotte, NC
Providence, Rl
Sioux Falls, SD
Jacksonville, FL
Bridgeport, CT
Omaha, NE
Cheyenne, WY
Newark, NJ
Manchester, NH
Wllminlon DE

Billin S, MT

Des Moines, IA
Burlington, VT
Milwaukee, WI
Anchorage, AK
Portland, OR
Portland, ME
Boston, MA
Albuquerque, NM
Minneapolis, MN

* Largest factors contributing
to the differentiation

e Refundable EITC

* Renter Tax Credits

* Misc. State/City Credits for
low-income

* Personal Property Taxes and
Income Taxes

Source: ORA. Cities are ranked by total estimated tax burden as a percentage of income (highest at the top)
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City, State

Bridgeport, CT i§§ 14,231
Newark, NJ :g “ 1‘.‘13
Detroit, M| 13508 10,932 9,393
Baltimore, MD 1}683 ,107 8.625 511
Providence, Rl 1684 10,415 4,998 2,379
Burlington, VT #1jR6S 10 5,678 421
New York, NY B350 4,102 11,176 578
Louisville, KY §y568 5412 985 1,124
Des Moines, IA 1JER 8.186 1,006
Omaha, NE M98 6,522 4 2,512
Los Angeles, CA m2i584 10,101 3,51 1,463
Chicago, IL B2i425) 7,168 6,714 1,217
Philadeiphia, PA {806 1
Kansas City, MO In2iRT2mm 4,529 7.870 2,060
Milwaukee, W 13594 9 520
Portland, ME 3yS78 6,209 7.159 1,777
Portiand, OR 7.745 8,293 650
Atlanta, GA B2S4TS 5,586 7,763 356
Bolse, ID 1” 6,017 7.230 399
Jackson, MS IS8 5,981 5,104 1,914
Wilmington, DE 22 6,208 8.798 283
Columbus, OH 1849 4,906 7,993 468
Minneapolis, MN 1234098 4,748 7.225 1,023
Indianapolis, IN SRS 4,074 7,508 1,113
Salt Lake City, UT B2y3980 3,996 7.305 636
Virginia Beach, VA 1{T08! 3,806 17 2,189
Charleston, WV iI§755 2,109 1,771
Little Rock, AR N2/468) 4,085
Billings, MT 4§ 7.314 1,162
Albuguergue, NM HJ05S) 5,753 5,706 282
v h840 3,577 7,698 484
W 5 KS Naysaa 4,498 312
Charlotte. NC 1299588 3,602 6.746 908
Honolulu, HI 1‘.&1 2.‘7‘ 7,669 1,202
Oklahoma City, OK 2iS28m 3,956 6,360 368
New Orleans, LA IN2i8T% 4,777 5,185 255
Charleston, SC N2J385m 2,427 7.610 368
Denver, CO 2394w 3,398 1,383
Birmingham, AL m 2,436 6,742 406
Phoenix, AZ § 5.106 3.624 1287
Boston, MA 1;“1 2.“2 0.630 1
Las Vegas, NV § 6."‘ 1.“0
Seattle, WA z"‘ 5,571 1,501
Jacksonville, FL MyS4D 6,903 397
Manchester, NH §45 7.226 1,429
Houston, TX 045 6,079 327
Fargo, ND 733 5,050 11689
Nashville, TN BRSI0918 4292 410

Anchorage, AK 203
Sloux Falls, S0 m “bm 4?4
Cheyenne, WY 3. 1.23

K 2K K 6K 8K 10K

6,703

g "k * Largest factors contributing to
the differentiation
* Property Tax Credits
* Personal Property Taxes
v I‘pﬂ:,:r Source: ORA. Cities are ranked by total estimated tax burden as a percentage of income (highest at the top)
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5.3%
8.3%
8.8%
[_1_—
AK: 4.7%
HI: 9.0%

Percent Burden

]
4.7% 17.9%

Source: ORA. The lighter blue shading represents a lower tax burden Offlce Of the Chlef FinanCial Ofﬁcer
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2021 Tax Burdens — All Income Levels

Income = $25,000 Income =$50,000 Income =$75,000 Income =$100,000 Income = $150,000 [ ] IVI et h Od O I Ogy

City, State
Princegne PA 728 O4SS S 0] E—010 1086 » 70/30 Split for two-person earner
Louisville, KY 2996 — 3,328 — 4,992 — O, . 9985
Detroit, MI 527 § 2,169 — 4,320 B 5,952 N33 househOId
Wimington, DE 1313 1,741 I 3,536 5,285 | em— ]
=0 e Sev Db Se SR . Calculations done last
Portiand, OR -982 I 2064 — 3,423 — 4,955 P 8,293
Bridgeport, CT u-1,103 B 649 2,972 I 4,595 P 8,008 .
Columbus, OH 1625 - 1,980 — 3,371 E— 4,894 P 7,993 * Three other burdens feed into the
e a8 581 =11"7‘699 o 3260 —‘4%0656 — 1783 thodol for thi Iculati
l-;.ms -1'16322 -25535 —4i1'52g‘ —;ggg methodology Tor this calculation
Charleston, SC 0 813 2,508 — . 207 S— 7 510 * Use ProSeries Tax Software to calculate
Indianapolis, IN no45 - 2318 _—— 3,572 I 4,883 P 7,508 . H
Bilings, MT 1220 1,650 — 3,070 — 4, 484 S— 7,314 income tax across all income thresholds
Salt Lake City, UT 0 1,122 — 2,685 — 4,247 E— 7,305 .
Boise, ID 290§ m8id - 2,469 — 4,094 B— 7230 by locations
=ty Iz Be= Eo HE- . tios
es oines, A 148 1,435 = 3,642 B 960  mmmm—7100 * Apply local income tax (11 cities in
Omaha, NE -362 | u761 . 1,950 — 3,594 P 7,014
Little Rock, AR | 227 ™ 1,300 . 2,374 3,791 P 6,948 St u dy)
Charlotte, NC 53 1,496 — 2,809 — 4,121 — 6,746
Birmingham, AL 1908 2,263 3,433 — 4,608 E— 6,742 .
ey PO i) —ry M50  mm— 03 * Seven states do not have income tax
Virginia Beach, VA 0 1,705 — 3,118 E— 4,556 — 6,417
it K5 230 =123 e 17— 200 * Propertv Tax Credits are not
- Imw:r-' W 5|-1,1os .- 5133 35 = 12,315‘% == 253231 —— 55,;1’;33 p y
jiwaukeo, V1« 3 — 3, I— 5, : .
EEEe,, o Z@ = ==  calculated as part of income; rather
enver, o A 3, O, H H
N = A they a re in cluded in the property tax
rovidence, RI o 2, ey 4
Phosnix, AZ 75| 1532 w1473 1,951 o 3,624 Ca ICU | ation
Los Angeles, CA 134 8 1395 1,152 ﬂ ,915
Fargo, ND 0 0 | 9’ mi
0K 0K 12K 0K 12K 0K 12K 0K 12K
S $» $# $» $#

Note: All data are sorted by the $150,000/year income level. Negative bars under the $25,000/year category represent tax refunds
due to state EITC or other refundable credits. Alaska, Florida, Nevada, South Dakota, Texas, Washington, and Wyoming do not have
an income tax. Tennessee and New Hampshire tax interest and dividend income but the exemptions are high enough to eliminate
individual income taxes at all income levels used in the study.
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City, State
Detroit, MI N .96
Newark, NJ |

Bridgeport, CT m4a3s
Indianapolis, IN naw

Milwaukee, W1 n2s
Des Moines, 1A 4S5
Houston, TX 2.3
Burlington, VT 1212
Baltimore, MD §2.35
Providence, R n246
Omaha, NE 222
Chicago, IL . 6.70

Jackson, MS I 19.25
Anchorage, AK 1180
Manchester, NH nn

Jacksonville, FL TTEETTD 1754
Wilmington, DE . 5.89
Atlanta, GA maos
Phoenix, AZ 1561
Kansas Clg MO I 8.02
Wichita, K! EEEmE 14,40
Columbus, OH -
Louisville, KY ns

New Orleans, LA ‘T 1440
Little Rock, AR . 7.00

Philadelphia, PA 11.40
Albuquerque, NM  4.23

Nominal Rate
(per $100 of Assessed Value)

Fargo, ND 23,60
Portland, ME 1.5
Oklahoma City, OK 1 1177
Portland, OR N264
Los Angeles, CA 1118
Sioux Falls, SD 147
Charleston, SC .86
Minneapolis, MN 1118
Las Vegas, NV nis
Boise, ID 11.10
Boston, MA 1100
Bilings, MT
Virginia Beach, VA 11.02
Charleston, WV s
s 1097
0.85
NasT 329
Seattle, WA 0.93
New York, NY BT 2145
Birmingham, AL 725
Cheyenne, WY .7.23

Salt Lake City, UT  11.16
Denver, CO T 46
Honoluku, HI 035

Source: ORA Analysis of data from State and Local Revenue Officials and state and local web sites. See notes on Table 4 above. Notes:
Rates include state and local property taxes levied by multiple taxing authorities as identified by survey respondents and from

jurisdictions’ web sites. For Milwaukee, WI, the nominal tax rate takes the assessment sales ratio statistic into account. For Chicago, IL
the state equalizer of 3.2 is reflected in the effective rate. For Burlington, VT, the Common Level of Appraisal value for school funding

equalization is used in lieu of a sales ratio statistic.

Effective Assessment Level

(Incl. Median Sales Ratio) (per $100 of Assessed Value)

¢ I .24

Effective Rate

* Methodology
* Compile data on general property
tax structure in each location:
* Nominal property tax rates;
* Assessment levels;
* Assessment Sales Ratios;
* Include Homestead Exemptions
where applicable
 Collect data from Census (ACS) on
median house values and median
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City, State1

New York, NY
Baltimore, MD
Seattle, WA
Honolulu, HI
Los Angeles, CA
Portland, OR
Denver, CO
Newark, NJ
Burlington, VT
Datroit i
Atlanta, GA
Charleston, SC
Nashville, TN
Fargo, ND
Virginia Beach, VA
Bridgeport, CT
Houston, TX
Phoenix, AZ
Portland, ME
Philadelphia, PA
Wilmington, DE
Jackson,
Manchester, NH
Anchorage, AK
Providence, Rl
Birmingham, AL
Sait Lake City, UT

Billings, MT
Jacksonville, FL
Wichita, KS
Columbus, OH

Oklahoma City, OK

Minneapolis, MN
Omaha, NE
Little Rock, AR
Cheyenne, WY
Indianapolis, IN
Botse, |
Milwaukee, WI
New Orleans, LA
Sloux Falls, SD
Charlotte, NC
Albuquerque, NM
Des Moines, |A
Kansas City, MO
Louisville, KY
Charleston, WV

Source: ORA analysis; see description on page 8-11 for data sources and methodology. Note: the methodology for calculating burdens for
the $25,000/year income earning family differ from the calculations for the other four income groups and represents a property tax

equivalent of rent.
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=2k

0K 5K

Income = 25,000 , Income = $50,000

856
1,857
725
3,312

2,582
1,133

10K 15K

Income = $75,000

0K 5K 10K 15K

$

Income = $100,000 Income = $150,000

==
E——0 107
— 5,571
- 2,876

* Methodology (cont.)

 Calculate property tax on house
value at each income in each

 Calculate renter’s property tax
equivalent of rent using HUD
median rents by MSA
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* Methodology

Los Angeles, CA K X
Seatle WA E il 2% * Compile applicable sales tax rates

Birmingham, AL ey 4,000 1000 1000 |
New Ofleans, LA ——— 2.500 EEEES00EEE 1000
Nashwille, TN

Charleston, SC

Little Rock, AR IssssSEES0 s 1500 SO0

Atlanta, GA Lo A000 1500 =EEEEESeppEEEESSEGRe)
New York, NY e ) i 4.500

Derwer, (O GO FzEEaE 4.810 00
Oklahoma City, OK T S AR S 4125

Phoenix, A7 o T e ) 2300 0700
Kansas City, MO T PP I S 3,000 ST
Las Viegas, NV

ioustan, 1) oo e 1000

Minnezpalis, MN

Jackson, MS e ) Y00 ez 1 000
Philacefphia, PA I —— |, DS e ] 2.000

Albuquergue, NM [, peer e 2750

Salt Lake |t¥‘. ur

Columbus, 0 5.75% 1250 0500

Fa(?g, M[f * m ~
Jacksonville, FL

Wichita, KS

Charlotte, NC
Charl sston, wv
Providence, Rl
Burington, VT
DeiM ines, 1A
Indianapolis, IN
Omaha, NE
Newark, N)
b
rlooepo
gnst?)%, 1
Balumore, MD
LD,
Detroit, MI
Louisville, Ky
QA ses

Ilililll

g

0

vraRee 5.000 0.500
Pons o ww ™ aaw
Honolulu, K
0 1 2 3 B S 6 7 8 9 10
Sales Tax Rates %

Source: ORA analysis of data collected from a survey of State Revenue Department Officials. Cities with no state or local general sales tax:
Anchorage, AK; Billings, MT; Manchester, NH; Portland, OR; and Wilmington, DE. * The 0.700 “transit district rate” in Virginia is a regional
sales tax that is dedicated to a transportation fund.

 State, city, county, school, and transit
tax rates

» 5 States do not have a general sales tax
(AK, DE, MT, NH, OR)

* Download CES data of average
amount spent on various consumer
goods (by income level).

* Use nationwide averages
* Adjust for family size

* Apply all state and local sales taxes to
those amounts

 All variation w/in an income level
comes from sales tax rates and
3 sales tax bases.
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City, State
Bridgeport, CT
Providence, RI
Omaba, NE
Kansas City, MO
Charleston, WV
Virginia Beach, VA
Seattie, WA
Chicago, IL
Los Angeles, CA
Honclulu, MI
Jackson, MS
Blllings, MT
Portland, ME
Las Vegas, NV
Louiswille, KY
Indianapolis, IN
Manchester, NH
Chayanna, WY
Denvar, CO
Des Moines, |A
Boston, MA
Phoenix, AZ
Charlotte, NC
Minneapolis, MN
Portiand, OR
Salt Lake City, UT
Philadelphia, PA
New York, NY
Newark, NJ
Detroit, MI
Milwaukee, Wi
Baltimore, MD
Ssoux Falls, SD
Columbus, OH

ithla Do g

Burlington, VT
Fargo, ND
Nashville, TN
Boise, ID
Jacksonville, FL
Birmingham, AL
Charleston, SC
Anchorage, AK
Oklahoma City, OK
Atlanta, GA
Houston, TX
Wichita, KS
Wilmington, DE
Albuguergue, NM
New Orleans, LA

Source: ORA

o

200 400 600 800 1000 1,200 1400 1,600 1800 2,000

H

2,107

2,200

* Methodology

* Assumptions of car ownership at each
level of income
* Lower two income levels = 1 car
e Higher income levels = 2 cars

* Applicable personal property taxes,
registration and title fees, and auto
excise taxes for each city + state

* Assumptions of gasoline usage and
applicable taxes for each jurisdiction
 State + local gas taxes
* Environmental or inspection fees
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Combined 2021 Tax Burdens: DC Comparison vs. 50-city Average

25K S0K 75K 100K 150K
15,907
15,000
$13,599
10,517
10,000
8,380
“ 7834 2
$5,833
5,000 4,894
3.520 g3 256
$2.704
0 . .
DC  50-City 50City DC 50City DC 50City DC  50-City
Avg Avg Avg Avg Avg

Source: ORA Analysis. Averages for Income and Sales taxes do not include cities/states with no income or sales tax. Note: While using the
median of the 50 cities results in slightly different dollar amounts, the results are the same in that DC’s overall burden is lower than the
50-city median at all five income levels.
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What is the Future of the Tax Burden Study?

* Date of Survey Being Sent

* Moving from June to April, with request to respond no later than mid- to late-June (2022
Survey

* EV Question (2023 Survey)

* Methodology Changes
* Split of Household Income Share moving from 70/30 to 60/40 (Starting 2022)
* Bracket Changes (2024/2025)
* Lowest moving to $50,000
* Highest moving to $200,000

* New Appendix Tables
* Cannabis Tax Table to be added (2023)
* Electric Vehicle Taxes/Fees (2023/2024)
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Questions?
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Appendix

Additional Information/Links
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Read the Study and Contact

e Tax Rates and Tax Burdens In the District of Columbia - A Nationwide
Comparison 2021

* ORA Report 2021

e Contact: Susan Steward
e Email: susan.steward@dc.gov

Office of the Chief Financial Officer
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https://ora-cfo.dc.gov/sites/default/files/dc/sites/ora-cfo/publication/attachments/2021%20Tax%20Rates%20and%20Tax%20Burdens%20-%20Nationwide%20Comparison.pdf
mailto:susan.steward@dc.gov

City, State
Newark, NJ S
Bridgeport, CT
Baltimore, MD
Loutsville, KY
Chicago, IL B
Philadelphia, PA
Providence, Rl IENSyI4SIn
Detroit, M| ;0850 2413 2169 228
Los Angeles, CA s —m: 3,312

Kangas City, MO w— 1,510 1,449 587
Indianapolis, IN IEEe;306mm 1,354 2318 388
T 801 2,263

6,204 1135 217
866

Birmingham, AL |
New York, NY S
Columbus, OH NN
Jackson, MS |
Portland, OR 2,582 2,064
Omaha, NE IEES2000N 761 549
Atlanta, GA | 1.665 1
Milwaukee, W1 ;01900 2,796 586 256
Virginia Beach, VA II22400 1,705 438
Wichita, KS IS R 2
Charlotte, NC | 1,496 346
Oklahoma City, OK | 1241 182
Charleston, WV I} R 560
Burlington, VT IiyS3: 2,299 712 207
E 1122 334

600
1,300 189
531
1215 108
532 404

Las Vegas, NV B
New Orleans, LA B
Phoenix, AZ §

Denver, CO § :)-.;”’:‘ﬁ_.,‘ 7 924 384
Wilmington, DE 44 2.009 139

—= 201 Property
Chavleslon SC d 812 176 Income
Houston, TX |
Jacksonville, FL J 184 Wl Sales
CWashington, DT D202 1,099 195
Boston, MA 358
Sioux Falls, SD NN Y 226
Manchester, NH 409 405
Fargo, ND §

Cheyenne, WY § 1”
Anchorage, AK 120 2,025 186

0 1000 1500 2000 2500 2000 3500 4000 4500 5000 550 00 6500 7000 7500 8000 BS50X

Source: ORA
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City, State
Bridgeport, CT 257
Newark, NJ ‘1'.1‘?‘ — 9,306 2972 1,853 2'1&72
Detroit, M| BAyISS: 5,466 4,320
Baltimore, MD m 4,553 4,679 483
Providence, Rl Iii283m
Louisville, KY
Chicago, IL
Philadelphia, PA
Kansas City, MO

Omaha, NE L
Indianapolis, IN REAVATON 2,465 827
Mitwaukee, W) BISIASE 4,418 2,140 497
Portiand, OR 3,873 3,42
Jackson, MS IS,
Columbus, OH
Virginia Beach, VA
Atianta, GA IEESJSS8N 1
Portiand, ME mAyAR0N 2,“7
Charleston, WV § 1,:21 3,518 1,351
Birmingham, AL ‘g
Sait Lake City, UT
Charlotte, NC IS0
Wichita, KS IEN048mm
Wilmington, DE 16 3,104 3,536 267
Oklahoma City, OK IINIIS24)
Boise, 10 Y

Honolulu, HI Iy
Burfington, VT IiyS0%:
Albuquerque, NM
Litthe Rock, AR
New Orleans, LA
Denver, CO I
Minneapolis, MN 1IN

Property
Jacksonville, FL
Nashville, TN

Manchester, NH
Houston, TX IIEMSS: 2,957 313
Sioux Falls, D ._’.“'_. 2,213 474
Fargo, ND Ii203 2,525 0891

Cheyenne, WY 220 1,930
Anchorage, AK _14 3.03‘ 349

K 1K % 1K 5K 6K 7K 8K 10K 11K 12K 13K

Source: ORA
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City, State

Bridgeport, CT Ii435 9,487 4,595
Newark, NJ i53200 12,409
Detroit, MI Jiy34%s 7,288 5,982 591
Baltimore, MD NIyd24% 6,071 6,666 584
Providence, R Ey4R4N 6,943 2,624 1,830
Louisville, KY § 1” , 6,656 919
= 4,548 4.370 1,348
Philadelphia, PA IIy589) 2,854 6,910 5
New York, NY | % 9 6,539 641
Des Moines, |A a 5417
Kansas City, MO ‘m > 3,020 4,605 1,570
Los Angeles, CA N =] 6,706 1,152 1,353
Omaha, NE Ii668 4,348 3,594 1.7
Milwaukee, Wi 1.” 6,040 3421 559
Portland, OR 5,163 4,955 704
Atlanta, GA ER0SSIN 3,319 4,766 398
Portland, ME B}3548 4,091 3,863 1,098
Burlington, VT iiS268 5,898 2477 457
Columbus, OH G4SN 3,270
Jackson, MS 2218 3,939 3,017 1,018
Indlanapolis, IN 693 2,685 4,883 912
Virginia Beach, VA BIySS2m 2,537 4,556 1,358
Boise, ID 698 3,666 4,094 435
Wilmington, DE 20 4138 5,285 310
Sait Lake City, UT mEy00Smm 12,664 4.247 644
Charleston, WV BEiS02% 1,406 5143 1,439
Wichita, KS IR2M99n 2,983 3.722 352
Charlotte. NC IIJ8320 2,401 4121 830
Billings, MT 40 3,573 4,484 1,072
Oklahoma City, OK 253 2,633 3,861 382
1,640 827 3,260 297
t 568 1,326
Birmingham, AL § 4,608 41
Little Rock, AR § 379 478
E 3 746
2975 261
.ﬂl 1 518
Charfeston, SC 2041 1,651 4,207 398
Phoenix, AZ piy9d0mm 3,404 1,951 869
nver, CO mifi@80am 2,265 822
Las Vegas, NV IEy043am 4519 1173
Seattle, WA IN2;355mm 3,714 1,391
Boston. MA My306500 4130 921
Jacksonville, FL IIGT4M 4,372 438
Manchester, NH $47 4,817 962
Hou:lon‘ ™ 658w 3,998 351
2,588 2,862 442
m A 3,367 1934
Sioux Falls, SD | ] 2,951 530
Cheyenne, WY | 24 573 868
Anchorage, AK ‘w 380
1IK 2K 3K 4K 5K 6K 7K BK 0K 10K 11K 12K 13K 14K 15K

Property
Income
B saes

Auto

7K

18K

Source: ORA
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May 2022 — OES 25™ Percentile Hourly Wage Rates (Retail

Salesperson

"Rl 13.96

MD 13.83

DE 13.01

pc 16.36

Mexico

© 2023 Mapbox © OpenStreetMap e \ b

. . Office of the Chief Financial Officer
Source: Occupational Employment Statistics, BLS, May 2022 . . .
Government of the District of Columbia
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B Hourly 25th Percentile Sales Worker Wage

B Min Wage
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