TREND INDICATORS - LOCAL ECONOMY
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TREND INDICATORS - LOCAL ECONOMY

Consumer Price Index - All ltems
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Source: Bureau of Labor Statistics - Houston, Galveston, Brazoria TX

Consumer Price Index - Medical Care
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TREND INDICATORS - HOUSTON FIRE DEPARTMENT

Houston Fire Department
FY2011 Classified Attrition
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TREND INDICATORS - HOUSTON POLICE DEPARTMENT

Classified Personnel

Houston Police Department
FY2011 Classified Attrition
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TREND INDICATORS - HOUSTON EMERGENCY CENTER

Houston Emergency Center: Police 10-Digit
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TREND INDICATORS - RETIREMENTS

Retirees Receiving Health Benefits
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TREND INDICATORS - PARKING MANAGEMENT
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TREND INDICATORS - MUNICIPAL COURTS

Total Municipal Courts Revenue
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TREND INDICATORS - MUNICIPAL COURTS
Moving Violations Collections vs Budget
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TREND INDICATORS - MUNICIPAL COURTS

Meter Revenue vs # Meters in Service
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TREND INDICATORS - AMBULANCE SERVICES

EMS Incidents and Transports
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TREND INDICATORS - MISCELLANEOUS

Delinquent Property Tax
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TREND INDICATORS - MISCELLANEOUS

3 -1 -1 Call Volume
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