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Chapter 1
THE STATE EXPENDITURE REPORT .'

Introduction

Forty-nine slates héve just compleled work on their Fiscal Year 1988 budgets, and 20 states with biennial
budgets have also adopted their budget plan for Fiscal Year 1989. However, the most recent expenditure data
available for all fifly states is for Fiscal Year 1985. This three-year lag in data fails to caplure current state

spending trends--leaving state policy analysts with no knowledge about such issues as to whether:

@ slates have allocated new funding for elementary and secondary education, thereby continuing reform

efforts started in Fiscal 1984

e federal mandaies in thirty-eight states have forced corrections spending to rise substantially because -

of poor prison conditions or

e slales have continued to experience some success in controlling escalating heaith care costs which

year-after year generally increases faster than any other cost-of-living index

The only comprehensive state expenditure data available is from the Slate Government Finances, prepared
annually by the U.S. Bureau of the Census, Governmenis Division. The Bureau has a well-established

methodology for combing stale finance documents and compiling accurate and comparable government revenue
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and expendilure information. The principle drawback, however, is that the information is published several years
after the expenditures take place. The National Association of State Budget Officers (NASBQ), which is
comprised of the 50-state governors’ chief fiscal advisors, decided that it was necessary lo have more timely data
available on how states spend public tax dollars. In addition, it was important to determine the source of the
revenue for each expenditure, such as how much federal money or how much in state general funds, were
allocated to each budget function. Realizing that this project poses a considerable undertaking, the Association
is prepared to commit resources annually to publish such a document and understands that it may take several

years of conducting this survey to guaraniee accuracy sufficient for research purposes.

The first survey instrument was submitied to budget directors in the summer of 1986. The expenditure figures
were compiled and the data was sent back to the directors for verification and update in early 1987. Overall,
forty-wo stales responded to the NASBO survey, representing 88 percent of tolal state expenditures. Although
this report does not include all states, the majority of spending is reported and it includes states from all

geographic regions with both large and small populations. Future reports will include total 50-state spending.

This report provides figures for actual Fiscal Year 1985 expenditures, eslimated Fiscal Year 1986
expenditures (since the fiscal year was not yet completed at the time the survey was distributed), and
appropriated Fiscal Year 1987 expenditures. By the end of the year, NASBO’s second survey will be completed

and Fiscal Year 1988 figures will be available along with an update of the previous two years.
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The survey coliects the expenditure information for total state spending and spending for eight separate
budget functions. The information is also segregated by the different types of funds: general fund, federal funds,
state trust funds (such as a slate highway fund that uses dedicaled motor fuel taxes), or bond funds. Analyzing

this type of information provides an understanding of budgeting distinctions between states.

Expenditure Definitions. The budget functions selected were major categories. Expenditure figures were
coilected for: elementary and secondary education; higher education; cash assistance for public Welfare;
Medicaid; mental heallh/retardation; correclions; transportation; capital expenditures, and all other state
programs. (Refer to Appendix A for a copy of the survey instrument.) Al capital expenditures were subiracted
from each budget function and listed separately, except for the transportation budget since capital outlay is such
a large component for that area. State employee salary and benefits are included with each budget function;
however, employee pension benefits are included in the "all other” category. As the survey becomes more
institutionalized and problems with categorization of numbers are clarified, it is expected that more detailed

budget information will be collected that may include a break-down of individual programs within a function.

One major area which causes problems when comparing state expenditures for a budget function is defining
the expenditures included in the base. For example, what does each state include as elementary and secondary
educalion expenditures? One state may include the school lunch program in its elemenlary and secondary
education budget, while another state may classify this program as a child nutrition program administered by the

human resources department. It is difficult 1o have each state use only one definition for K-12 education,
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therefore each state used ils own definition. it was felt that separate definitions would cause only marginal

changes in the figures, and most aggregate figures properly display education expenditures.

This is the area where the Bureau of the Census excels. Census painstakingly rebuilds each state’s
expenditures and makes them comparable with one another. Analysts pore through state financial documents,

using an established methodology, to present consistent numbers between states and to ensure that each new

year is comparable to past analyses.

Comparing Census and NASBO Data. Despite these differences in methodology, and keeping in mind the
amount of resources available to Census, NASBO and Census figures are reasonably close in aggregate terms
for Fiscal Year 1985, the one year where the data overlaps. Table 1 compares figures for each budget function,

making adjustments in Census data for the eight stales that did not report in the NASBO survey.

Spending figures by Census and NASBO for the primary budget calegories are extremely close. These
categories represent two-thirds of total state general expenditures. The remaining one-third includes all other

state government general expenditures, comprising many smaller state programs.

Ditferences with Census Data. NASBO data differs with Census data in other budget areas not included in

Table 1. These include:
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Table 1 co

COMPARISON OF SELECTED STATE EXPENDITURES, FISCAL 1985

($ in billions)
Census NASBO $ Difference
K-12 Education . $66.6 $66.5 $-0.1
Higher Education 33.8 333 -0.5
Cash Assistance Wellare 22.9* 18.4 -4.6
Medicaid 29.3** 33.1 a.7
Correclions 7.3 6.7 -0.8
Transporiation 311 321 1.1
Total $181.0 $190.1 $-1.0

NASBO figures include spending for only three cash assistance programs: Aid to Families
with Dependent Children (AFDC)}, Supplemental Social Security, and General Assistance.
Census figures include some additional welfare programs.

**  Census classifies most of Medicaid funds under "Public Wellare-Vendor Paymenls." Some
Medicaid spending is included under "Hospitals” when eilher Lhe slale or local government
provides the service directly. Consequently, the Census and NASBO figures are not
directly comparable.



Insurance Trust Funds. Census records how much states spend annually for 1otal benefit payments
made from the state Unemployment Compensation Fund and the Workmen’s Compensation Fund for
alt public and private employees in the state. It is likely most states recorded expenditures only for
state employees requiring these benefits. Also, for Pension/Retirement Funds, it is likely that some
states reported. their contribution to the fund, rather than the sum of individual stale employee

retirement benefits paid-out as pension benelits as Census does.

Capital Expenditures/Bond Funds. Major differences exist in these two relaled areas. Census
reported substantially higher stale activity. The NASBO survey requested that all quasi-state bond
aclivity to be deleted from the survey, thereby excluding such items as expenditures made from bond
proceeds for housing, port authorities, veterans, or industrial development. [n recent years, bond
aclivity has been very strong in these areas; however, they are not usually considered expenditures
for general government purposes. In addition, actions taken by quasi-state government bond .

authorities often do not need legislative approval and may not appear in budget documents.

Federal Funds. Some federal funds may not be closely monitored by a few states, especia!ly if a state
does not appropriate federal funds. In addition, a few states reported federal funds co-mingled with
their General Fund which distorts certain figures. This has occurred primarily in the Medicaid and
transportation areas. These monies are so closely intertwined with state funds, that the state iumps

them together. One state reported that they use "full cost budgeting” whereby the state appropriates
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state dollars for a particular purpose, and is later reimbursed for the expenditure by the federal

government.

H

e Accounting Differences. Census relies on financial reports rather than budget documents. These
figures are similar, but not exactly the same. In addition, Census primarily reports expenditure figures
on a cash basis, while many states have accounting systems based on the accrual method. However,

the differences between NASBO and Census due to accounting praclices should be minimal.

Since this is NASBO's first effort into this complicated fiscal area caution should be used in making state-by-
state spending comparisons; however, comparisons within a state over this selected three-year period should

prove accuraie.
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Chapter 2
State Spending Trends

Components of State Spending. According to the Bureau of the Census, Fiscal 1985 total state general
expendilures amounted to $345.1 billion which is approximately one-third the amount spent by the federal
government. QOver the pastten years, state government grew by 28 percent in real terms compared to 52 percent
real growth in federal government expenditures. State growth has been slowing in recent years. These figures

include state spending of federal intergovernmental aid.

As Figure 1 shows, the largest expendilure for state governments is for education which comprised 37.3
percent of total state expenditures in Fiscal 1985. From 1975 1o 1985, education expenditures experienced real
growth of 22 percent; however, this is significantly lower than the growth for total expenditures. In fact, in 1975
education comprised 39 percent of total spending, indicating that education spending has not kept pace with

other budget areas.

This decrease is due primarily 1o decreased school enroliments both for K-12 and higher education.
Generally, states have been spending more on a per pupil basis but because there are fewer students, the

aggregale spending totais have been rising more slowly than the tolals for other budget areas.

Since 1984, national attention has been focused on the need for greater education spending, and many slates
have appropriated new General Fund monies for this purpose, with some even raising taxes. Despite this

attention on elementary and secondary school budgets, aggregate slate spending increases have not risen

Page 7



Figure 1

General Expenditures of State Government by Function

Total: $345.1 Billion Total: $138.3 Billion
l:] Pu'biic Welfare Highways @ Education

BXX] Health and Hospitals X Interest on General Debt  [/] Other
Source: Bureau of the Census, State Government Finance



significantly, but have maintained increases closely mailching increases for total spending. Using Census data,
the 1984 to 85 increase for education was 10.8 percent, 0.6 percent lower than the increase in total general state
expenditures. Using NASBO data for K-12 expenditures, Table 2 shows the increase between Fiscal Year 1985

and 1986 was 10.1 percent and for Fiscal Year 1987 it grew 6.8 percent. Total state expendilures grew 10.4

percent and 5.6 percent for those years.

Government spending for elementary and secondary education is primarily the responsibility of state and
local governments. In Fiscal Year 1985, the federal government contributed only 6.6 percent to the education

budget. Most of the federal government’s dollars are earmarked for special student populations.

The next largest budgel area for stales is for public welfare which includes cash assistance and medical care

for the poor, and other social service programs. This program area equals about 19.5 percent of total spending

and has increased in real terms 25 percent over the last ten years.

The NASBO survey records small increases for cash assistance programs of 7.8 percent and 5.0 percent for
Fiscal 1986 and 1887. Both figures are substantially smaller than almost any other budgeted increase for other
budget functions. This trend over a period of years has erode the purchasing power of those receiving Aid to

Families with Dependent Children (AFDC), Supplemental Social Security, and General Assistance.

On the other hand, Medicaid--the health care program for the poor--has been growing substantially over the

last decade. For Fiscal 1986, the program increased 11.4 percent, but only 5.1 percent for the following year.

Page 8



Table 2

TOTAL STATE EXPENDITURES BY BUDGET FUNCTION*

($ in billions)
. Percentage Change
N FY 1985 FY1986 Fy 1987 '85 to '86 '86 to '87
1. Education $ 66.482 $73.177 $78.166 10.1% 6.8%
2, Higher Education 33.282 35.912 38.664 7.9 7.7
3. Cash Assistance .
for Public Welfare 18.365 19.794 20.778 7.8 5.0
4, Medicaid (excluding
Mental Retardation
and Mental Health) 29.187 32.433 34,284 11.1 5.7
53. Medicaid Reimbursable
Mental Retardation 3.327 3.822 3.866 14.9 1.2
5h. Medicaid Reimbursable
Mental Health 1.115 1.279 1.380 14.7 7.9
5c. Mental Retardation
{(Excluding Medicaid) 3.822 3.939 4.583 341 16.3
5d. Mental Health
(Excluding Medicaid) 5.538 6.082 6.685 9.8 9.9
6.  Corrections _ 6.715 7.741 8.461 15.3 9.3
7. Transportation
(Inctude Capital
Expenditures) 32.154 35.418 34,972 10.2 -1.3
8. Capital Expenditures
. (Exclude Transport.) 5.546 7.609 7.725 37.2 1.5
Q. All Other 86.254 105.669 110.011 9.8 4.1
10. Total State
Expenditures™* 300.109 331.348 349.852 10.4 5.6
EXHIBIT: Medicaid Total 33.059 36.837 38.714 11.4 5.1

*Figures do not include all fifty states. Several states did not respond to the NASBO survey and states with
partial data were generally not included in the total.



Corrections, not depicted in Figure 1, currently makes up only 2.6 percent of total spending, but it has risen
from $2.2 billion in Fiscal 1975 to $9.2 billion in Fiscal 1985. In real terms, this represents a 113 percent increase

and wili continue to grow rapidly in future years due to rising incarceration rates.

Both NASBO and Census data show the Corrections budget receiving some of the largest increases of all
budget functions io; the past several years. Census reports a 18.6 percent increase in Fiscal 1985, while NASBO

shows a continuation of this spending trend with an increase of 15.3 percent in 1986 and a 9.3 percent increase in
1987.

The only budget area that wilnessed a real spending decrease is highways. Highway expenditures shrunk 3
percent, and decreased from 12.7 percent of tolal state spending to 9.6 percent during this ten year period. This
can be attributed to smaller increases in motor fuel tax collections which are earmarked in almost all states solely
for highway purposes. Since most gasoline excise taxes are levied on a cents-per-gallon basis, revenue growlih
has not kept pace with other tax revenues because the demand for gasoline is slowly declining. This can be

attributed to drivers’ conservation efforts and better gas mileage in automobiles.

Transporiation expenditures can fluctuate dramatically from year to year because capital construction
projects are the major components in this budget area. This is apparent in NASBO data. For Fiscal 1986, the

transportation budget increased 10.2 percent, whereas in Fiscal 1987 a 1.3 percent decrease was recorded.
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Why State Spending Comparisons are Ditficult to Make. Figure 2 shows that on average, for every $1,000 of

personal income earned by taxpayers, $115 is spent by the state to fund public services. However, significant

spending differences exist between states. Explanations for these differences include:

e Cost-of-Living Differences/Regional Differences. The cost of purchasing certain goods and services

varies significantly across the country. For example',':many eastern and Greatl Lake states have higher
labor costs because these states are more highly unionized in both the public and priVaté seclors than
are other regions of the countfy. In almost any staté expenditure ranking, -Alaska almost always ranks
as one of the highest. This is 'pﬁmaﬁly because most goods must be transporied-irom ihe lower 48
slates, making Alaska's cost-of-living the highesi in the country. Séla'ries are correspondingly high,

but they were also ofiered as a lure during Alaska’s "boom" days when technical experlise was

needed from outside the state.

Other regional cost differences exist because of economies of scale. Often times less resources are
needed to provide a service if there is more of a demand for a service. For example, spending for
elementary and secondary education is substantially higher in several geographically large, low-
populated western stales like Wyoming and North Dakota. Factors attribuling to this high cost include:
small class size, high transportation costs to transport children back and forth to school, more

administrative personnel to oversee fewer schools, and fewer opportunities to take advantage of bulk

purchasing.
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e Different State "Needs." As presented in the above example, large western stales must spend more
for education than eastern states simply to provide a comparable service. This is also true for
highways. Western states are responsible for maintaining great expanses of roads and highways, with
fewer people purchasing motor fuels and less tax revenue flowing into the state’s highway trust fund.
Western states need to spend a greater portion of their budget in this area because of their unique

geography.

Other examples can demonstrate different states' needs. Cosis for social weifare programs are
often lower for rural agrarian states than eastern states since the unembloyment rate is usually lower
than the national average even when the farm economy is performing poorly. Usually, family members
will conlinue 1o work on the farm and not apply for public assistance. Each state will require different

spending amounts depending on their geography, demography, and economic factors.

e Public "Taste" for Spending. it is clear that there exists a distinct regional difference in the public’s
desire for government services. For example, Minnesota and Wisconsin have had a long tradition of
supporting human resource programs, while many western and southwestern states espouse a more
independent personal philosophy. Spending for public welfare programs is generally the most often

used indicator that reflects the different public atlitudes about the role of government and the level of

spending.
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@ Revenue Sources. Spending cannot occur without revenues to support it. The revenue "mix" that a
state has traditionally relied upon can often determine how much can be spent. Somé’éxamples show
that a few weslern states that rely on severance taxes experienced higher spending levels as their
revenues increased during the 1970s. Other states that do not have a sales or income tax may restrain

spending levels. more than other states.

A nalional or regional recession may also alter state spending practices, forcing states to cut service

levels when revenue collections are weak.

e Dividing State and Local Spending Responsibilities. The most imp.ortam factor that differentiates
between how much each state spends is how program financing responsibilities are divided between
stale and local governments. To obtain a complete picture of service levels within a state, one has to
compare {otal spending by both levels of government since each state determines how much of a

service should be funded with state dollars or local dollars.

The best and most often cited example is in the education area. The State of Hawaii has a highly
ceniralized elementary and secondary school system with the state funding 91 percent of the total
cosf. However, the approach taken by the State of New Hampshire shows the state contributing only
5 percent of the cost. For comparison purposes, the nalional average shows state funding 50 percent

of education costs, local governments 44 percent, and the federal government 7 percent.
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Another area where wide difierences exist in the state-local funding distribution is for public welfare.
Some states require cilies and counties 1o share the cost, while in other states it is compleiely funded
(excluding the federal share) and administered by state governments. New York, Arizona, and New

Hampshire are examples where local governments substantially share in the financing.

It is very imbortant to take this division of government responsibilities inlo consideration when
comparing how many tax dollars are spent within state borders. A comparison of Figure 2 with Figure
3 shows how spending levels can change when viewing just state spending alone, or combining it with
that of local governments. Generally stales that allow local governmenis significant taxing powers,
particularly access to sales and income tax authorily, will show state ranking for spending to change
significanily.  Stales under this calegory include: Colorado, New York, Delaware, Oregon,

Massachusetts, and Arizona.

Interstate expenditire comparisons can be useful. Itis important, however, to keep in mind the many caveals
and limitations such data provides. Used in the correct manner, it is possible with some degree of accuracy, 1o
measure service levels for a variety of public programs across stale lines. Itis these differences that provide the

strength of our intergovernmental federalist system of government.
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NOTES ON THE SURVEY

A survey of this nature presents many problems for the people who are asked to complete it. In some states, the

classification of funds and activities contained in the Expenditure Survey are substantially different from what is prepared for
internal budgetary purposes.

When the findings of this survey are compared to data in other sources, discrepancies are found. They are due not to
carelessness but to differences in definition. The Census Bureau, for example, defines a state to include many agencies that
the state budget office would not be likely to include. Thus, Census tigures are generally higher for any given cah_egory of
expenditure than are the figures presented here. To the extent possible, footnotes are used in conjunction with specific tables
to explain state-by-state idiosyncrasies in expenditures.

The notes that follow are included to explain general problems that states may have had in completing the survey, or to
qualify general response areas.

Al: The State does not break down federal, local or state fund sources in any dependable format. |t is not possible to
provide all of the information requested.

AK: Figures for 1984-85 are budgeted, not actual.
AZ: All figures reparted are for appropriated and non-appropriated funds.

CA: The category "All Other Funds" excludes non-governmental cost funds (e.q., trust funds, enterprise funds, revolving
funds).

DE: Figures for 1985-86 are actual, not budgeted. Figures for 1986-87 are appropriated and non-appropriated.

HA:  Data were compiled from sources that classify costs under different categories than this survey uses. Therefore, data
should be viewed as estimates.

iD: Figures for 1985-86 are actual, not budgeted.
I Figures for 1985-86 are actual, not budgeted.
KS: 1886-87 General Fund appropriations reflect revisions to original appropriations as recommended by the Governor to

the 1987 Legislature. These amounts reflect rescissions from the original appropriations which were necessary due to lower
than anticipated General Fund revenues.
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KY: Figures listed under the category "All Other Funds* include band proceeds. ‘ ot

MD:  Figures listed under the category "All Other Funds* represents "Special” Funds. In the case of universities and colleges
itincludes all current restricted and unrestricted funds and unrestricted funds that include Federally financed research grants,

contracts, and scholarshipsffellowships. Capital expenditures from bond proceeds are available only for actual years’ data as
they are not routinely estimated.

MA:  The column *Federal Funds" pertains to maintenance budgets and excludes capital outlay expenditures. By definition,
bond expenditures should exclude housing, port authorities, veterans, poliution control equipment and IDB’s. Because of tha
complexities of the Commonwealth’s budgetary and expense record keeping system, it is not really possible to extract veterans,
poliution control equipment and {BD's, and no attempt has been made to separate same. However, it should also be noted that
expenditures under the Federal Highway Program for FY85 and FY86 are included.

MT:  Figures for 1986-87 may not reflect reductions in appropriations that were made afier the fiscal year started. Also, some
tunds are budgeled so that many of the actual expendilures are not appropriated.

NE: Figures listed for 1986-87 under the category "All Other Funds" include trust funds, even though these are not
appropriated.

NH: Figures reported were relayed over the telephone by broad category only.
NM:  All figures were derived from the "Stalus of the State: 1986," and represent estimates only,

NJ; For 1984-85, amounts pertaining to departments and programs not specifically requested in the survey are summarized

in "All Other." The amount in that row pertaining to bond funds ($245 million) represents expenditures of both state and non-
state funds,

For 1985-86, information is taken from two different sources. Amounts for the following programs have been taken from
an internal data source and represent early estimates that are subject to adjustment and revision: Higher Education, Cash
Assistance for Public Welfare, Medicaid and Medicaid-Reimbursable amounts for Mental Retardation and Mental Health, and
amounts for Mental Retardation and Mental Health excluding Medicaid.

For 1986-87, information is taken from the Senate Appropriations Act (1900) as adjusted for l'he effects of the Governor's
Veto and the Director of the Office and Management and Budget rulings. These amounts may be adjusted further.
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NY: Figures reporied are disbursements rather than expenditures. 1985-86 figures are aciual, not estimates. 1986-87
figures are estimated, not appropriated.

OH:  The federal reimbursement for welfare programs (primarily Medicaid and ADC) is deposited into the General Revenue
Fund (GRF) and expenditures are reported as GRF expenditures in this survey.

OR:  For 1984-85, amounts were computed by taking 52 percent of the biennial budgeted appropriations and expend:ture.
limitations less estimated General Fund reversions. For 1985-86, amounts were computed by taking 48 percent of the biennial

budgeted appropriations and expenditure limitations. For 1986-87, amounts were computed by taking 52 percent of the biennial
budgeted appropriations and expenditure limitations.

sC: Bond expenditures exclude local funds.

TN:  The total figure for General Fund expendilures includes debt service payments allocated to the debt service fund from
general fund taxes, and those payments are reported in the row "All Other." All capital expenditures, except highways, are
reported in the capilal projects fund. This includes expenditures from bond proceeds, current taxes revenues and surplus. The
source of the revenue cannot be readily identified for individual expenditures. The figures reported in Capital Expenditures are
the actual expenditures made in the capital projects fund from all sources of revenue.

uT: Expenditures under the four categories for Mental Health/Retardation are estimates since state agencies do not track
the funds in those categories.

VA: By tracking information over three years, the budget office must move from actual expenditures to appropriations. This
causes discrepancies between years due to the transfers of appropriations between funds prior to final expenditure. Because of
differences between the information requested in this survey and information requested in the Fiscal Survey, the figures

contained in the categories “All Other* and “Total' may resuft in objections by those who look at expenditures from an
accounting perspective.

WA:  For 1985-86, expenditures are computed as 49 percent of biennial budget. For 1986-87, expenditures are compuled as
51 percent of biennial budget. Figures reported for 1986-87 are budgeted, not appropriated.

Wi: Far 1985-86, figures reported are 50 percent of biennial total. For 1986-87, figures reported are 50 percent of biennial
total.

WY:  Figures reported are taken from a pilot survey conducted in December, 1985 and are not complete.
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STATE:

NEW ENGLAND
Connecticut
Haine
Hassachusetts®
Hew Hexpshire
Rhode Exland
Veraont

HIDEAST
Delavare
b.C.
Harylend
Hew Jersey
Hew ¥ork
Pennaylvania

GREAT LAKES
Hlinois
indisna
Hichigan
Ohio
Wisconsin

PLAINS
! oien
Kansns
Hinnesota
Hissouri®
Nebraska
H. Dakota*
5. Dekota

SOUTHEAST
AMabama®
Arkansas
Florida
Geargia
Kentucky®
Louisiana
Hississippi
H. Carolins
$. Corolina®
Ternestee
Virginie
H. Virginia

SOUTHUEST
Arizons
Hew Henlco*
Okl shoma
Texns

ROCKY MOURTAIN
Coloredo
idaho
Hontana
tUetah
Uyoming

FAR WEST
Californie
Hevada
Oregoa
MWashington
Alaska
Hawaif

TOTAL

""""""" FISCAL 1985
GERERAL FEDERAL OTHER
FUKD FUKDS FUMDS
822 122 3
349 %9 %
s 2 1,283
31 1 5
% 2 5
267 2 %
1,252 183 19
233 271
4,92 T s16
3,216 3 4
2,32, 425 19
1,089 19 407
446 405 1,759
2,751 349 68
1,31 162 39
801 97 1
725 82 49
1,493 121 25
798 19 39
188 %6
194 26 28
68 35
985
703 123 8
2,872 458 28
1,659 288 3
1,153 192 %
1,305 261 35
art 5T 189
948 194 3
1,355 1M 13
946 77 23
e &3 47
288 5 139
3 2 86
549 P 217
237 15
9. %2 99z 221
557 89 7
817 106 55
670 3 21
4 50 12
53,861 7,631 5,935

ToTAL

947
3 404
1,539

269
2 128

304

27 1,480
2,634
6,274
3,585

2,768
1,690
2,610
3,168
1,512

898
857
1,639
1,388
234
247

834
3,356

1,348
1,601

1,222
1,165
1,480

1,145
908
432

238
az9

190

653 H
1978 §

724

406 B

302 66,482

103 B

11,345 P

PRINARY AND SECONDARY EDUCATICH

(3 in millions)

----ESTIHATED FISCAL 19846

BGENERAIL. FEDERAL
: FUND FUNBS
919 122
414 60
45 232
254 3
105 21
29 15
1,326 198
2,664 285
5,750 826
3,457 410
2,612 452
1,233 227
560 423
3,030 I
1,285 140
B3 100
778 %0
1,611 122
984 233
184 49
208 n
8t 39
1,154
763 16
3,100 512
2,126 318
1,245 209
1,328 276
17 163
1,055 199
1,552 "7
1,010 124
692
849 89
293 5
&2 g0
518 4
10,984 1,198
544 93
2082 111
702 37
360 u“
Y 59,991 8,280

OTHER
FUNDS

728
17

19
452
1,898
48
5%
25
419

27

10
35

30
52
250
5

n

43
152

234

rats

23
1°
4,499

-17-

941
450
242
922

250

67 B
2216 B
mE

413
253

12,649 §

BT

GENERAL FEDERAL

FLWD FURDS
. 1
976 126
452 5
is 246
270 37
18 2
307 %
1,420 198
2,904 n
6,412 89
3,67 429
2,817 450
1,312 38
609 470
3,215 378
1,304 140
B4 103
764 98
1,732 124
1,099 227
180 52
215 32
8 £
1,029
94 16
3,410 606
2,082 2%
1,188 3
1,234 285
942 166
1,168 221
1,707 130
1,052 126
%

58 93
325 5
64 90
660 n
12,066 1,136
590 104
2167 110
682 40
360 48
64,112 8,508

OTHER
Funos
a9

8
1,584

19
849
20
495
2,043
50
61

25
456

12
29

25
a5

242
10
12

45

44
151

237

59

10
29
117
14

7,105

APPROPRIATED FISCAL 1987------------

BONDS

sy N

922

4,044

14 2,392
1,626

1,605

1,349
1,3%
1,854

1,203

994
461
244

200 13,460
701
2306
765
422

216 78,172



TOTAL
2.1

FUNDS
2.9

FEDERAL

FISCAL 1986 TO 1987
2.0

STATE
FUNDS

0D MO

.......

TOTAL
9.6

FUNDS
9.4

FISCAL 1985 TO 19846
A

STATE FEDERAL

FUNDS
18.3
10.0

PERCENTAGE CHANGE [H ELEMEHTARY AND SECDNDAR\'. EDUCATION EXPENDITURES
1.8

Hasgachusetts
Rew Hampshire

Rhode istard

Vermont

MIDEAST
M, Carolina

NHew Jersey
New York
Pennsylvania
GREAT LAKES
Missinsippl
S. Carolina
Tennessee
virginia

Wisconsin

PLAENS
Hissouri

Haryland
Hlinois
Minnesota
Nebrasks
H. Dakotas
S. Dakota
SOUTHEAST
Arkenses
Florida
Georgia
Kentucky
Louisfana

Indiana

Michigan

Ohio

wHHUA..

NEW EHGLANKD
Connacticut
Maine
Delnusre
b.C.

Tows
Kznsas
Alsbana

STATE

Qmn

LR K.}
-

=a
Lol B 5l

n=m
O wn
gu

3.4

1.6

1.7

-29.9

7.4

W. Virginis
SOUTHWEST

Mew Mexico

Oklshoms

Texas
ROCKY MOUNTAIN

Arizona

ik i
LR - -2
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Colorado
Idaho
Montana

teah

-5.2 6.4

7.6

11.5

20.8

10.6

Wyoning
Catifornis
Nevadn

FAR WEST

xaea
Seinem
- o

-
s e e

wF ~F o
-

L= ]
[N
LR IR g

1

Oregon
Washington
Alnska
Hound §

10.% 7.0 2.8 6.8
—18=-

8.5

1.1

TOYAL



PRIMARY AND SECOMDARY EDUCATION EXPEMDITURES
AS A PERCENT OF TOTAL STATE EXPENDITURES

STATE

KEW EKGLAHD
Connecticut
Haine
Hassachusetts
Wew Hampshire
Rhoda laland
Vermont

HIDEAST
Detaware
b.C.
Haryland
Hew Jersey
New York
Pennsylvenia

GREAT LAKES
Illinois
Indlana
Hichigan
Dhia
Visconsin

PLAINS
Towa
Kansas
Ninnesota
Hissouri
Nebrasks
H. Dakots
5. Dakots

SOUTHEAST
Alabams
Arkanses
Florida
Georgle
Kentucky
Lottisiana
Hisaisnippi
N. Carolina
S. Caroline
Tenntssea
Yirginis
¥. virginia

SOUTHWEST
Arizons
Kew Mexico
Okleshoma
Texas

ROCKY MOUNTAIN
Colorade
Idaho
Montans
Utsh
Wyoming

FAR WEST
California
Nevads
Oregon
Washington
Alasks
Hawnii

TOTAL

1984 -85

-k
- GOQU‘.LHG
h e w h
o> oroom

18.8
335

0.0
25.5

1.9

&8

15.5
16.4

2.2

1985-85 1986-87

b ) ma

Iy

-
O-OPI‘D'HO
H b
-~ OV

n
-
]

n

N
N =

-t AR —
2cowvw
b

+

MWroioo o~Nwner Wowvd

- ) mh N PSR e
LY RN VY
+

NRERN

[l
o~
. . v oa s
-] L-R VR BT

(LY
[=3-]
Pl
- O

27.2

5.3
n.s
17.8
35.2

Wa.7
10.7
4.9
19.7
15.0

22.1

o [ T

NNEY N NSenND

* . Ok on . » )
.CI'HMQ - .Y - X" ]
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22.9
20.3

26.8

1%.2
22.4
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FEDERAL STATE  AND LOCAI SHARE £ EDI'CATIC
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STATE FEDERAL STATE
HEW ENGLAND
Comnecticut 5 3s.8
Haine 8.1 50.1
Massachusetts 5.5 £2.5
New Hompshire 3.9 4.9
Rhode Iglend 4.3 40.7
Vermont é.1 359
HIDEAST
Delanare 8.4 68.2
b.C. 7.2
Maryland 5.7 40.4
New Jersey 4.8 43.2
New York L.} 43.5
Pennsylvania 5 45.3
GREAT LAKES
Hlincis 7.4 37.5
fndians 3.8 58.2
Michigan 4.9 35.2
Ohio 5.3 5.1
Wisconsin 4.9 37.3
PLAINS
lows 5.9 40.7
Kansas 4.8 &4
Minnesota 4.6 55
Missouri 6.8 38.5
Nebrasks 5.5 28.1
N. Dakota 8.3 53.4
5. Dakota 11.7 26.4
SOUTHEAST
Alabama 12.7 70.7
Arkznass 10.5 40.8
Florids 7.7 5
Georgie 9.4 54.2
Kentucky " 68.9
Loufsiana 10.4 53.7
Mississippl 1.1 54.1
H. Carolina 9.4 52.3
S. Carolina 9.9 59.1
Tennessen 10.2 49.2
Virginia 6.6 42.2
. Virginia 8.3 &4.9
SOUTHWEST
Arizona 10.5 52.4
New Mexico b 7.4
Oktshorsa & 63.5
Texss 7.6 47.6
ROCKY MOUNTAIN
Colorado 5.1 3T
1daho 6.8 64.7
Montana ) 51.7
Utah 5.9 51.7
Wyoming 2.4 37.3
FAR MWEST
Catifornia 1.9 68.3
Hovada 4.4 k14
Oregon 5.2 28.5%
Washington 5.8 74.5
Alaske 3.1 76.¢
Hawal} 9.3 90.5
TOTAL 6.6 49.4
SCURCE: ACIR. cSlonlfirant fantiiras 8 cloo_¢



Al:

KY:

NOTES ON PRIMARY AND SECONDARY EDUCATION EXPENDITURES

Only General Fund expenditures are reported. All other figures are unknown.

Figures include expenditures for the Department of Education, School Building Authority, School Facilities Construction

Commission, Teacher's Retirement System, Career Ladder Commission and Pilot Projects.

MQO:

General Fund expenditures include $57 million (1984-85), $95 million (1985-86), and $138 million (1986-87) for court-

ordered payments for desegregation in St. Louis and Kansas City.

MA:’

NM:

ND:

sC:

The Local Aid Fund picks up most education expenditures and is included under the category "All Other Funds."

Figures were taken from “Slatus of the State: 1986" and are not complete.

1985-86 figures are 49 percent of biennial appropriation. 1986-87 figures are 51 percent of biennial appropriation.

"All Other Funds" and "Bonds" exclude local funds.

Figures are taken from a pilot survey conducted in December, 1985 and are not complete.
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STATE

HEMW ENGLAND
Connecticut*
Maine
Massachusetts
Hey Hempshire
Rhode Islond*
VYeroont

HIDEAST
Delaware
D.C.
Raryland
Hew Jersey
New York
Pennsylvania

GREAT LAKES
IWinoje
Indiana
Michigan
fhia
Visconsin

PLAINS
loua
Kansas®
Hinnesota
Missouri*
Hebraska
H. Dakota*
5. Rakots

SOUTHEAST
Alabama*
Arkansos
Florids
Georgia
Kentucky*
Louisisna
Hisslissippi
K. Corolina
§. Coeroling®
Tennesaee®
Virginia
W. Virginie

SOUTHWEST
Arizona
Hew Hexico*
Ok lahoma
Teans

ROCKY MOUNTAIN
Cotorado
ldsho
Hontana
Utah
Wyoning

FAR WEST
California
Nevads
Oregon
Wsshington
Aloska
Hawsil

T07AL

GENERAL
FUND

258
7%
57

384

91
230
103

4,080

234
675
232
170

23,430

FEDERAL
FUNDS

24
27

[ ]

¥ Fuling

35
165

115

(.2
Wbl e

2,520

3,648

FISCAL 1985

OTHER
FUKDS

435

502
210

293

589

A14
193

15
153

56

7
493
395
183
237

47

s

28 |
3 7 §

598

17 945

w 12 §

404
114
116
24T

1161
221

119 33,282

102

Ti0 B

286

BIGHER EDUCATION
{3 in millions)

j GEMERAL

FLWO

:
3

433

I
105

&9
247

ESTIMATED FISCAL 1986---c-c-----.

FEDERAL
FUNDS

26
37

23

T4
27

187

122

a4
W - O

2,830

8

3,854

OTHER
FUNDS

521

329
219

19
&7
230
259
533

342

12
17

-3

441
L1 )
63
55

6,540

BOND S

3 4r

28 925

419

153

GENERAL
FLUND

316
105
628

123
46

27,178

APPROPRIATED FISCAL 1987--------v--

FEDERAL
FURDS

26
42

15

is

~N
v
LEET I R ]

Bw 3B

o
~

76
33

115
204

128

OTRER
FUNDS

63

21
583

304

293
554

390

12
25
14

478
héh
65
-14

7.2

ep ¥ .
BONDS”  TOTAL

405
5 110
570

123
& 50

124

1,115
881

3,251

110 1,315
1,716
T4
1,238
1,397
1,4k

857
so7
a9
537
432
167
182

S17

278

1,258

&5 1,359
1,039

a3

839
1,684

2 1,022

441
123
1t7
276

35 7,679

14 734
1200
292
248

261 35,664



ANNUAL PERCEMTAGE CHANGE [d LIGHER EOULA i.uin  EAPLao iiodzi HIGHER EDUCATION EXPENDITURES AS A PERCENT

OF TOTAL STATE EXPENDITURES

FISCAL 1985 1O 1986 FISCAL 1986 TO 1987
STATE FEDERAL STATE FEDERAL
STATE FUNDS . FLWDS  TOTAL FUNDS  FUNDS  TOTAL STATE 1984-85 1985-B4 1984-87
KEW ENGLAND NEW ENGLAND
Connecticut 10.7 8.3 10.5 30.7 0.0 28.2 Connecticut 6.0 5.8 4.5
Maine 3.4 23.4 15.8 15.8 Haine %.8 5.3 5.8
Massachusetts a9 37.0 10.0 1.0 13.5 1.8 Masazmchusetts 6.1 5.9 5.0
Hew Hampshire New H hire 0.0 0.0 0.0
Rhode Island 4.9 5.9 15.0 1.9 Rhode Tatand 7.3 7.2 7.9
Vermont 2.2 &4 8.7 6.4 Vermont 6.3 5.8 58
HIDEAST MIDEASTY
Delawsre 3.7 0.0 70.9 n.o ¢.0 1.6 Delaware oK &1 6.4
b.C. b.c,
Maryland 12.4 0.0 12.4 5.1 -33.3 5.0 Heryland 13.% 13.7 14.0
New Jersey 13.1 a8 1.9 3.1 2.7 3.0 New dersey 7.5 7.5 7.2
Neu York -1.8 -1.5 -1.8 23.0 13.8 22.8 New York 5.5 7.6 8.6
Pennsylvania 11.9 -100.0 1.6 4.7 4.7 Pennaylvanis 7.1 7.2 7.3
GREAT LAKES GREAT LAXES
1ilinois 16.2 7.0 10.3 9.4 0.0 9.4 illinois 9.6 9.9 10.1
Indiane 3.7 0.0 3.4 B9 0.0 8.8 trdlana 8.9 8.6 9.0
Kichigan 14.8 0.0 14.8 5.9 3.3 7.0 Michigen 8.1 8.2 8.5
Ohio 11.9 0.0 13.9 10.5 0.0 10.5 ohio 5.9 7.5 7.5
Wisconain 3.6 5.2 3.9 1.3 3.7 1.7 Wisconsin 15.9 15.4 15.1
PLAINS PLAINS
Tows 0.9 3.1 1.1 3.5 3.0 3.3 Iows 14.0 13.9 14.0
Kanaps 3.0 10.9 3.9 .4 1.3 1.9 Ks\sas 17.3 18.4 156.5
Minnesota 2.4 8.7 8.8 7.4 -100.0 £.3 Kinnesots 9.1 9.2 9.3
Missourl 31.0 68.7 n.: 2.3 0.0 2.3 Missourl 7.8 B.2 3.2
Hebraska 1.9 17.6 3.2 2.9 5.0 1.9 Nebraska 20.8 20.7 20.7
H. Dukots 1.9 1.9 3.7 3.7 N. Dakots 14.3 13.5 13.0
S. Dakote 13.7 3.4 11.3 0.7 6.7 2.2 <. Dakots 18.8 13.7 18.6
SOUTHEAST SOUTHEAST
Alabane 20.5 20.5 -12.1 -12.1 Alsbasa
Arksnsas 6.4 6.4 4.5 4.5 Arkansas 8.0 8.2 7.5
Florida 7.4 n.a 7.3 12.5 4.3 12.2 Florida 7.2 7.% 7.4
Georgla 13.9 13.9 4.0 4.0 Georgin 14.9 15.8 15.3
KXentucky 9.5 10.4 9.7 5.9 2.7 6.5 Kentucky 18.7 158.7 14.9
Loulsians L4 17.4 4.8 5.8 22.2 7.3 Loulstana 10,9 10.8 12.3
Mississippi sissinnippl
H. Carotina 1 W. Carolina
5. Cerolina 10.8 20.0 1.6 4.2 7L 2 10.2 $. Carollna 14.0 13.7 14.2
Tennessee 10.8 75.0 11.3 1"n.7 114.3 13.2 Tenrastes 11.4 1.7 11.4
Virginia 15.5 13.3 15.3 11.7 21 1.4 virginis 17.4 18.0 18.4
d. virginies . virginia
SOUTHUEST SOUTHUEST
Arizons 6.9 4.1 13 £.9 10.5 Arizona 22.6
Wew Hexico - New Hexico
Okishoma Okl ahoms
Taxan Taxas
ROCKXY HOUNHTAIN ROCKY MOUNTAIN
Colorado 3.9 0.0 3.7 5.0 -10.0 5.3 tolorado 12.3
Idaho 15 0.0 3.5 4.3 0.0 4.2 1daho 8.4
Hontena 1.8 0.0 1.7 0.9 0.0 0.8 Rontana 9.2
Utah 8.6 +40.0 4.5 2.7 66.7 3.0 Utsh 10.0
Uyoming . Wyoming 0.0
FAR WEST FAR WEST
Californie mn.z ik a3 7.5 6.9 7.3 Callfornin 1H%.9
Hevada Havada
Oregon -9.0 9.0 10.5 10.5 Oregon 13.3 11.u 1.2
washington -0.7 0.7 &1 4.1 washington 15.1 13.0 11.0
Alaska 7.5 33.3 8.0 -5.7 12.5 -5.5 Alasks 4.1 1.8 9.3
Hawali 10.2 0.0 10.0 1.7 16.7 2.1 Howall 8.9 8.7 8.4
TOTAL 7.8 5.6 7.9 8.4 1.4 1.7 TOTAL 1.1 10.8 1t



NOTES ON HIGHER EDUCATION EXPENDITUFIiES

AL: Only General Fund figures were provided. All other data are unknown.

cr: Expenditures listed under "Other Funds* for 1986-87 include the Clinical Programs Fund in UCONN Health Center ($63
million). They exclude Tu;tjon Fund ($50 million} and Auxiliary, Extension, Private, Research, Fees, and Funds.

KS: Federal Funds expanditures for higher education include federal research grants. There was no detail available to
separate these amounts from general federal support.

KY: Figures include appropriations for Statewide Coordination Board and Higher Education Assistance Authority. FY 1987
figures do not reflect budget reduction for Higher Education of $12 million.

MO:  For 1985-86, part of increase is attributable to a move of fringe benefits into college and university budgets from a
statewide pool.

ND: Federal Funds and Ali Other Funds are combined. 1985-86 data is 49 percent of biennial appropriation; 1986-87 data is
51 percent of biennial appropriation.

NM:  Figures were taken from "Status of the State: 1986* and are not complete,

Al:  Figures represent state apprapriations only. They do not include tuition and fee revenue or sponsored research funding.

SC; "All Other Funds" excludes local funds.

TN: The two systems of higher education operate outside the general accounting system. Only the payment of state
appropriations is reported in the central system. Those figures are reported in the first column, and no other revenue sources
for the two systems are listed in the survey.

WY:  Figures are taken from a pilot survey conducted in December, 1985 and are not complets.
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i
CASH ASSISTAMCE FOR PUBLIC WELFARE
(3 in millions)

-------------- FISCAL 19B5--vevevrsvnreocne sroaeeaaESTINATED FISCAL 19BS-c«cr-v-voe ee-co--APPROPRIATED FISCAL 1987-------<-2--
GEMERAL FEDERAL  OTHER § GERERAL FEDERAL  OTHER GENERAL FEDERAL  OTHER
STATE FUMD  FUNDS  FLWDS  BOKDS  TOTAL | FUMD  FUNDS  FUNDS  BONDS  TOTAL FUKD  FUNDS  FLKDS  BONDS  TOTAL
NEV EMGLAND
Connecticut 129 102 Ml 133 104 37 235 104 339
Maine® 40 76 % 130 B 43 84 15 144 46 87 14 148
Hassachusetts [} 6435 Tos 708 31 &7 799
Hew Hempshire : .
Rhode Istand 57 &1 o8 § &0 43 102 &5 44 109
Vermont 13 M 48§ 1% 35 1 51 23 37 2 61
HIDEASY
Delausre 14 13 30 15 12 28 17 1% £}
p.C.
Haryland 162 119 281 e 130 1 e 186 113 1 ne
New Jersey* W82 239 501 25 %5 510 263 252 515
Hew York 1,080 938 2,018 1,240 981 2,2 1,277 1,040 27
Pennsylvanie 559 423 3] 1,043 584 443 &0 1,088 S8l 451 &3 1,095
GREAY LAKES
1tlinols 1,143 L 13 $077 3 1,175 35 1,210 3,170 14 1,207
Indiana® kY4 93 130 3% o4 129 35 T 133
Hichigan ann 564 1,452 as2 633 122 1,587 am 607 129 1,537
Chio®* : 905 0% 967 967 981 981
Wisconsin® 300 304 605 Yol 315 141 357 159 716
PLAINS
lowa &5 93 2% 178 &1 a7 21 149 59 85 2t 165
Konsas 56 &2 118 sa &2 121 61 n 132
Rinnesota 178 17 325 143 155 208 153 164 319
Nissouri® 85 120 205 ay 12% 213 91 126 217
Nebrasks M L] 62 32 1n 85 32 34 &6
H. Dakote 7 1" ) 19 ) 3] 2 21 9 12 2 23
5. Dakoto 6 13 in [ 13 19 é 13 20
SOUTHEAST -
Alabana 1 82 33 1Hs 2 7% 34 14 2 83 3r 122
Arksnsas* 10 29 10 13 15 £ 13 35 49
Florida 113 170 283 17 160 2 128 173 301
Georgle 63 134 194 n” 141 212 80 157 237
Yentucky L9 1y 166 50 12 2 173 51 1 2 T
Lovisiana 55 102 157 5¢ 105 184 &2 109 m
Hisgissippi
M. Corolina
$. Carolina 22 62 24 32 a9 121 32 90 123
Tennessee 25 40 3 a8 27 .Y 5 9 33 78 5 114
virginis &8 % 4 166 80 102 [} 190 ] o 1% 1a3
H. virginia
SOUTHWEST
Arizons 29 41 n 34 49 85 1 54 9%
Hew Mexico® 51 51 52
Oklahoma
Texas
ROCKY MOUNTAIN
Colorada®, 38 .} 32 1s 39 (7 33 ny 40 49 34 123
1daho 10 1n 4 25 9 12 4 26 10 12 4 26
Hontana 1% 19 2 35 18 25 [} 51 16 22 4 &8
Utah 19 35 113 20 38 58 20 39 59
WUyoming® 9 8
FAR WEST
:al:;:rni-‘ 2,80 2,858 145 5,843 H 3,200 3,008 157 6,455 3,472 3,272 165 4,910
&V,
Gregon 43 60 6 110 49 7 3 131 56 20 & 152
washington 213 m 394 213 182 415 234 197 43
Ataska 22 20 42 24 22 2 1. 27 21 s3
Howaii 70 5% 1 69 48 1“7 62 &1 103
T0TAL 10,378 7,626 326 0 18,355 J11,125 8,1% 483 o 19,79 Bu,en 8,520 570 ¢ z0,7ma



AMMUAL PERCENTAGE CHANGE IN STATE WELFARE E*PENDI!URES

STATE

HEW EHGLAND
Connecticut
Haine
Hassachusetts
New Hampshire
Rhode 1sland

: Vermont
HIDEAST

, Delawsre
B.C.
Maryland
Kew Jersey
Kew York
Pennsylvania

GREAT LAKES

linols
tndiane
Kichigan
Chio
Wisconsin
PLAINS
lowa
Xansas
Minnesota
Kissourt
Nebraskas
M. Dakota
$. Dakotna

SOUTHEAST
Alsbama
Arkansas
Florida
Georgia
Kentucky
Louislana
Mississippi
H. tarolina
$. Carolina
Tennessee
virginie
W. Virginia

SOUTHWEST
Arizona
Kew Mexico
Okl ohoma
Texss

ROCKY HOUNTAIN
Colorado
1daho
Montans
Uteh
Wyoming

FAR WEST
Caltfornia
Hevads
Oregon
Yashington
Aluska
Hawail
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WELFARE EXPENDITURES AS A PERCENT
OF TOTAL STATE EXPENDITURES

STATE 1984-85 1985-86 1985-87

HEW ENGLAND
Connecticut
Maine
Massachusetts
Hew Hampshire
fhode lsland
Vermont

HRIDEAST
Dalauare
D.C.
Maryland”
Kew Jersey
New York
Pennaylvania

GREAT LAXES
titinols
Indians
Hichigan
Chio
Wisconsin

PLAINS
loua
Kansus
Ninnesota
Hissouri
Nebraska
H. Dakota
5. Dakots

SOUTHEAST
Alabama
Arkanzas
Florida
Georgia
Kentucky
Louisiana
Hississippi
H, Carolina
5. Carolina
Tennesace
Virginia
u. virginia

SOUTHWEST
Arizons 1.9 2.0 2.1
New Mexico
Oktahoma
Texss

ROCKY MOUNTAIN
Colorado
Idsho
Hontane
Utah
Wyoming

FAR VEST
Catifornia
Hevada
Oregon
\Uashington
Alasks
Hawaid
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FEDERAL, STATE, AMD LOCAL SHARE OF WELFARE
FINAHCE

------ FISCAL 1985------
STATE Percentage Financed by;

Federsl State Local
HEW ENGLAND

Comnecticut 49 L1 5
Maire 40 3 1
Hassachusetts 52 %6 2
New Hampshire 5¢ 20 21
Rhode 1sland 53 47 0
Vermont 7 23 0
MWIDEAST
Delaware 52 &7 1]
D.C. 52 48
Haryland 51 LY 4 2
New Jersey 55 319 &
Hew York 59 17 24
Pennsylvania 55 45 0
GREAT LAKES
Ilinois 49 48 3
Indiana 51 25 13
Hichigan 50 13 H
Chio 45 &5 10
Wisconsin 54 35 10
PLALINS
lous 50 43 -]
Kansas 54 119 2
Minnesots 47 33 20
Kissourl 70 29 1
Hebraska 57 35 7
N, Dakota 42 30 .}
S, bakota 75 17 a
SOUTHEAST )
Alsbama 7 21 1
Arksnsas 82 16 1
Florids 52 42 .}
Georgia 72 27 1
Kentucky 70 28 2
Loulsisna &5 34 2
Hignissippi T 24 3
N. Carolina K3 12 13
S. Carolina 83 15 2
Tennessce &7 28 5
Vvirginis 40 32 a
. Virginias &7 k1] /]
SOUTHUEST
Arizons 22 48 30
Hew Mexico 3 24 3
Okl shoms 42 39 0
Texen &6 n 4
ROCKY MOUNTAIN
Colorado 48 49 3
Idaho 75 19 5
Montans 58 30 12
Utsh 45 35 0
Wyoming ! &0 1 2
FAR WEST
Catlitornia 52 45 3
Nevads 42 45 13
Gregon 68 29 6
Wathington HY) 59 [4]
Alnsks 42 54 6
Hawali 57 42 2
TOTAL 58 ¥ a

SOURCE; ACIR, Significant Festurss of Fiscal
Federalfsm, 1384-87 Edition.



NOTES ON CASH ASSISTANCE FOR PUBLIC WELFARE

AR: Figures exclude Supplemental Security Income payments.
CA:  General assistance expenditures are funded by counly general purpose revenue. No State funds are involved. In

addition, the State does not have data on general assistance expenditures until they have actually occurred. The amounts

reported here represent the county funds for the AEDG cash grant program and have been added to the State totals for
purposes of this survey.

CO:  Ofthe amounts listed under "All Other Funds," $32 million {1984-85), $12 million (1985-86), and $12 million (1986-87) is
from the Old Age Pension Fund which is taken directly off the top of the General Fund.

EN: Total figures exclude $25 million (1 984-85), $24 million (1985-86), and $24 million (1986-87) paid by county govermnment.

L Federal funds are included in General Fund column.

MA: Federal funds are included in the General Fund column.

ME: Figures include $24 million (1984-85), $26 million (1985-86), and $26 million (1986-87) paid directly by the federal
government to SSI recipients. Also included are collections recovered from delinquent child support payments.

MO:  Figures exclude Supplemental Security Income.

NJ: For 1985-86, figures have been taken from internal data sources and represent early estimates that are subject to
adjustment and revision,

NM:  Figures were taken from “Status of the State: 1986" and are not complete.

OH:  The federal reimbursement for welfare programs is deposited directly into the General Revenue Fund (GRF) and all
expenditures are treated as GRF expenditures.

wi: Figures include GR.

WY:  Figures are taken from a pilot survey conducted in December, 1985 and are not complete.
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TOTAL MEDICAID EXPEMDITURES
{all categories)
($ in millions)

-------------- FISCAL 1085---=srrrrsmrmerns
GENERAL FEDERAL  OIHER

g ESTIMATED FISCAL 1988--=-revvvene
HGENERAL FEDERAL  OTHER

GEMERAL  FEDERAL OTHER

STAIE FUND  FLMDS  FUNDS  BOWDS  TOTALE FusD  FUNDS  FUNDS  BONDS  TOTAL FUND  FUNDS  fUKDS  BOWDS  TOTAL
HEW ENGLAND
Connecticut Far] 29 570§ 323 308 631 345 342 587
Maine ™ 161 20 p 8 m 254 § 94 201 295
Hassachusetts® 4,162 1,12E 1,430 1" 1,640 f 1,385 13 30 1,430
Hew Hampshire : :
Rhode Islend 104 146 252 8 "7z 153 270 B 126 164 290
Verzont r 57 a3 30 67 % B n 67 o8
MIDEAST :
Delauare 35 7 - 3§ » 40 78 B 42 &3 .1
b.C. :
Haryland* 37 k319 T4 &73 359 830 § 515 3 P06
Hew Jeraey 504 560 5 1,169 § 633 633 17 1,283 698 718 35 1,451
Hew York 2,1m 3,566 5,745 R 2,559 4,124 4,633 B 2,754 4,305 1,059
Pennaylvanie 1,049 1,090 161 2,300 1,158 1,252 162 2,572 1,170 1,260 162 2,592
GREAT LAKES :
1ilinois* 1,673 1,873 B 1,950 1,950 1,889 1,059
Indisna 298 438 nBr 3 509 827 155 555 910
Michigan 847 843 ] 1,699 | 804 1,028 ] 1,843 7 1,011 9 1,1
Ohio* $.577 73 1,650 8 1,774 80 1,854 3,953 80 2,033
Wisconsin 433 57% 1,004 3 449 608 1,058 463 632 1,095
PLAIKRS :
Toun®* 216 193 L09 209 185 395 206 183 389
Konsas 134 24 " 271 143 134 1" 208 147 145 9 301
Hirnesota &41 532 48 1,022 § 434 548 48 1,030 4356 §53 49 1,039
Higsourl 184 293 4T E 205 318 522 213 330 543
Nebrasks 59 89 13 1582 63 110 7 181 | 78 103 186
H, Dakots* 39 70 5 113 K6 &6 5 "7z &0 a7 5 152
5. Dakota 28 74 1 102 ¥ it .19 3 115 32 ™ 111
SOUTHEASY :
Alsbama® M 294 13 413 & 104 315 26 445 106 335 26 0 458
Arkansas 99 270 37 E 104 298 403 110 32 §22
Florida 412 592 " 1,016 B 468 AT 20 1,137 541 784 T 1,395
Georgia 246 508 75k B 25 &21 895 326 641 9567
Kentucky 160 3ar S47 148 450 578 193 458 651
Louiziana®* 37 528 845 289 508 ™ 312 1)) 913
Hississippi
fi. Carolina
S. Carolina a8 253 2 323 1ca 302 7 a7 "7 337 13 467
Tennessee 167 403 570 208 489 &7 248 582 829
Virginie 244 320 564 279 365 (21 304 349 654
W. Virginia
SOUTHUEST
Arizona® 125 &7 65 257 132 70 61 263 133 85 Fi 4 295
Kew Mexico* 113 162 163
0k [ shoma .
Texas
ROCKY BOUNTAIN
Colorado 163 168 12 344 mn 179 10 359 178 184 10 n
1daha 19 42 1 63 19 45 1 66 20 &7 k1 49
Hontans 33 57 13 104 28 68 21 17 27 6% 19 111
Utah 35 ar 8 15t 42 106 10 158 45 112 9 1466
Wyoming® 14 14
FAR WEST :
Californis 2,038 2,039 4,077 B 2,405 2,389 4,775 N 2,490 2,423 4,913
Nevada :
Oregon 158 154 1t 323 175 181 15 e 176 188 146 380
Washington 345 276 621 nz 316 633 332 332 684
Aleska* 47 3N 1 4] 52 38 1 28 58 4z 3 103
Hawaii 108 B84 8 200 113 " & 21 12 95 7 222
TOTAL 16,835 15,701 402 0 313,087 H18,%21 17,716 A37 8 36,837 §19,336 18,658 551 o 38,7



i

AHRUAL PERCENTAGE CHANGE IN TOTAL MEDICAID EXPEND!TURES

STATE

NEW EMGLARD
Connecticut
Haine
Ragsachusetts
Kew Hesmpshire
Rhode Isiand
Vermont

HRIDEAST
Delsware

- D.C,
Raryiand
New Jersey
Hew York
Pepnsylvania

GREAT LAKES
IHiinols
Indiana
Michigan
Ohio
Wisconsin

PLAINS
lowa
Kansas
Minnesota
Missouri
Hebraska
H. Dakota
S. Dakots

SOUTHEAST
Al abana
Arkansas
Florida
Georgia
Kentucky
Louisiana
Missiszippi
K. Ctaroilna
5. Carolina
Tennessce
Virginia
W. Virginia

SOUTHWEST
Arirons
New Bexico
0kl ehoma
Texss

ROCKY MOUHTAIM
Colorado
Idsho
Hontana
Utsh
Wyoming

FAR WEST
California
Nevads
Oregon
Wsshington
Alasks
Hawaid

TOTAL

FISCAL 1985 1D 1985

STATE FEDERAL
FUNDS FUNDS

10.6 10.4
6.3 6.2
23.1 ERR
10.4 4.8
1.1 17.5
8.3 3.1
8.2 7.5
10.4 2.1
17.4 15.6
9.1 4.9
4.1
6.4 16,2
4.8 21.9
12.5 9.6
3.7 4.5
3.2 -3.6
4.8 a.t
-1.4 3.0
1.4 8.5
-2.8 23.8
15.9 -5.7
5.9 13.5
9.2 7.1
5.1 10.4
15.4 9.3
11.8 22.2
5.0 5.9
-8.8 -3.8
27.8 9.4
24.6 21.3
1%.3 14.1
1.6 4.5
3.4 6.5
0.0 7.1
6.5 19.3
8.2 1.8
18.0 16.2
12.4 17.5
-8.1 1%.5
10.4 18.1
2.6 8.3
10.¢ 12.8

TOTAL
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FISCAL 1985 YO 1987

STATE FEDERAL
FUNDS FUNDS

6.8 11.0
1.9 17.5
-1.0 18.2

7.7 7.2
3.3 0.0
T.7 7.5
8.9 8.9
13.5 13.4

7.6 4.4

1.2 6.6
-3
12.0 9.0
-6.0 -1.7
10.1% 0.0
3.1 3.9

1.4 1.6

1.5 8.2

0.8 0.9

3.9 3.8
14.3 1.8
3 1.8

3.4 <6.0

2.6 4.3

5.8 4.7
2r.7 21,2
18.5 1.2
14.9 1.7

8.0 18.3
14.9 1.4
19.2 19.0

9.0 4.4
23.9 21.4
4.3 2.8

5.6 4.4

-42.9 &4

6.3 5.7
3.5 2.3

1.3 3.9
4.7 5.1
15.7 16.7
5.6 5.5
5.1 5.3

TOTAL
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MEDJCAID ENPENDITURES AS A PERCENT OF
TOTAL STATE EXPENDITURES

FEDERAL, STATE, AND LOCAL SHARE OF HEALTH
AND HOSPITAL FINANCE: FISCAL YEAR 1985

Percent financed by:

STATE FEDERAL STATE LOCAL
STATE 198485 1985-86 19856-87
NEW EHGLAXD
HEW EKWGLAND Connecticut 15 &0 5
Connecticut 10.3 9.9 2.5 Haine 1 &5 a3
Maine 13.0 12.2 13.6 Maesachusetts 5 48 27
Hassachusetts 11.6 12.6 12.3 New Haapshire 15 v 5
New Hempshire 0.0 0.0 0.0 Rhode Island 10 89 1
fhode Lsland th.6 141 14.8 Vermont 26 71 '3
Yermont 9.1 8.8 8.5 MIDEAST
HIDEAST Delawnre 15 .1 1
Delausre 3.6 3.2 3.6 p.C. [ o4
p.c.. - Marytand 9 as 4
Haryland 10.0 9.5 e.9 NeuyJerley ] 56 35
New Jersay 9.7 9.6 10.3 New York 4 50 11
Mew Yerk 18.1 17.0 5.6 Pennsylvanis 9 n 20
Pennaylvania 1.4 11.6 1.4 GREAT LAXES
GREAT LAXES HUinois 4 50 43
Illinoie 1.4 1.2 10.1 Indlana 8 3 58
Indiana 9.7 18.1 10.7 Nichigsn 7 51 &2
Michigen 11.5 10.5 9.7 ohio 10 [%.1 42
chio v.8 10.6 10.6 Wleconsin 6 49 45
Wisconsin 10.5 0.4 i0.3 PLAINS 7
PLAIKS Toua & 39 55
lown 5.5 5.2 5.0 Kansas 9 &7 [13
Kenses 6.8 6.6 6.7 Hinnasots - 11 1]
Minnesota 10.8 16.1 9.5 Missouri 7 41 52
Missouri 9.2 8.0 8.1 Nebrasks & 43 52
Hebrasks 5.8 7.5 7.6 N. Dakota " 85 &
K. Dekota 1.9 7.6 1.6 S. Dakotm 27 48 25
§. Dakota 9.4 9.4 9.2 SOUTHEAST
SCUTHEAST Alsbama 5 43 52
Al abama Arkansas 13 &4 43
Arkansas ¢.9 10.5 9.6 Florids 9 30 62
Flerida 6.6 6.7 7.4 Georgla ] 23 69
Georgie 8.9 9.7 9.8 Kentucky 1% 50 34
Kentucky 10.0 8.6 8.1 Louisisna 8 48 45
Louisiana 8.9 a.1 10.3 Kissiasippl 7 28 &5
Minaissippi N. Caroline .} 53 39
N. Carolina S. Caroline 7 50 42
5. Carclina 5.4 5.9 6.1 Tenncuses ¢ 32 59
Tennessee 11.0 12.3 12.8 vieginis a 64 26
Virginia 6.0 6.2 5.8 M. Virginia 113 3 48
M. Virginia SOUTHUEST
SOUTHWEST Arizona 10 3 56
Arizona 6.7 6.1 6.6 Hew Mexico 11 &7 22
Hew Mexico Okl shoma [} 48 L6
Ok Lahoma Texas 8 38 53
Texas ROCKY MOUNTAIN
ROCKY MOUNTALR Colorado ] 46 46
tolorado 7.8 7.3 7.1 1dsho 10 22 48
1dsho 4.6 4.5 4.5 Montana 18 53 28
Hontana 1.0 1.4 6.9 Utah 16 1] 13
Utsh 4.0 4.5 4.8 Wyoming 3 2r 70
Wyoming 0.0 FAR UEST
FAR MWEST Catifornie 5 47 48
Catifornia 8.4 8.3 8.6 Nevads [ 17 77
Kevada Oregon ? &3 Fa'd
Gregon 3.5 3.7 3.5 Washington 18 10 52
Washington 6.5 5.3 5.4 Alasks & Fa'l 17
Alnska 1.2 1.7 2.5 Hamai§ 9 88 3
Hawai i 7.3 4.8 K. .
TOTAL 7 &7 45
TOTAL 9.7 ?.8 9.8

SOURCE: ACIR, Significant Features of Fiscal
Federalism, 1985-87 editlon )
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NOTES ON MEDICAID EXPENDITURES * '

AZ: Figures represent expenditures under the AHCCGCS program.
DE: Figures include payments to five state institutions and are not limited to vendor payments.

KY: Figures for 1984-85 and 1985-86 are actual. Figures far 1986-87 represent total appropriations less estimated
expenditures for mental health and mental retardation.

Ik Federal funds are included in the General Fund column.
MA: Federal funds are included in the General Fund column.

NJ; Figures have been taken from internal data sources and represent early estimates that are subject to adjustment and
revision.

NM:  Figures are taken from "Status of the State: 1986" and are not complete.

OH:  The Federal reimbursement for welfare programs is deposited into the general Revenue Fund (GAF) and all
expenditures are treated as GRF expenditures.

WY:  Figures are taken from pilot survey conducled in December, 1985 and are not complete.
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MEDICAID
(excluding mental retardation and mental health)
(3 in aillions)

-------------- FISCAL 1985+ +n-=crezsssnnnes
GENERAL FEDERAL  OTHER

-------- ESTIHATED FISCAL 1984---serrenen

GEMERAL FEDERAL DTHER GEMERAL FEDERAL OTHER

STATE FUND  FUNDS  FUNDS  BOWOS  TOTAL FUND  FUNDS  FUNDS  BONOS  TOTAL FUKD  FUKDS  Fuxds  BONDS  TOTAL
MEW EHGLAND
Connecticut 253 241 494 21t 263 S39 294 F4'a ] 585
Haine &9 141 210 3 148 220 .3} 176 257
Hpssachusetts 1,127 1,127 1,385 1 1,398 1,330 13 30 1,374
New Hampshire
Rhode island 85 118 203 92 120 : m 100 130 230
Vermont Fr &4 65 23 4“8 n 24 &9 3
HIDEAST .
Delavsre® 30 N 61 32 33 E &5 35 35 70
b.C. .
Haryland 40 298 700 27 33 9 11y 343 810
Hew Jersey* 501 &7 5 983 543 a7 17 - 1,087 610 408 35 1,253
New York 2,102 2,970 5,072 2,473 3,432 $,905 2,659 - 3,51 6,190
Perylvenia a9 808 161 1,798 921 943 162 2,026 942 956 182 2,060
GREAT LAKES . L
linois 1,693 1,693 3,783 S Y 1,17 . o 1,717
Indisina amr 405 3.7 296 . 475 . 172 332 520 o 852
Hichigan 720 2 a 1,440 422 a51 3 Y482 801 205 9 1,417
Ohio® 1,57 1,517 1,7 S 1,774 1,953 . 1,953
Wisconsin 389 513 902 405 54T . 52 417 589 . - o 985
PLAINS g _ _ : . :
lous 134 193 327 130 185 S s S 128 183 ) 3t
Ksnsas 112 o9 11 282 17 108 11 ) 119 115 ¢ - 243
Hinnesots 343 414 38 ™ 3135 423 37 : 795 L5 T3 [+ A T . s'sd
Hissourl 183 N 74 201 312 . 5131 210 326 - e 836
Hebraska 47 T4 13 135 53 91 7 154 1 4 92 . : 159
M. Dakots 32 50 5 a7 3% 52 5 L) 35 o5 5 S 97
S. Dakota 21 59 1 ] 23 - & - 1 %0 24 66 90
SOUTHEAST N
Alabama 100 251 2 333 164 - 270 9 332 104 289 3 W04
Arkansag a3 225 308 83 252 341 92 262 354
Florida 358 510 1} 880 414 558 20 993 487 (1 mn 1,248
Georgis 223 451 484 246 565 an it 578 an
Kentucky® 139 33 476 145 357 502 167 3o 565
Louisiana 212 393 405 194 390 584 30 444 105
Hississippi :
"H. Carolina
S. Carolina 72 189 2 263 84 237 7 3z8 a7 258 13 357
Tennessce 144 38 492 1w &21 600 216 S0P 724
Virginia 195 255 450 224 301 525 248 203 529
4. Virginia
SOUTHUEST
Arizona® 125 a7 65 257 132 70 61 263 133 a5 t14 295
Hew Menico* 122 142 11
Okl ahoma
Texas
ROCKY MOUNTAIK
tolorado 120 125 12 r+14 126 134 10 270 129 135 10 274
1daho 19 40 1 61 19 43 1 4 20 45 1 67
" Montsna 32 54 89 27 &6 T 100 26 63 [ 95
bitah 29 &9 o8 3 85 118 13 .. 121
Wyoming 14 14
FAR WEST
California 1,886 1,846 3,732 2,137 2,10 4,218 2,297 2T 4,474
Nevada
Oregon a3 m 194 95 128 224 %0 138
Washington 284 215 499 238 237 4715 250 250 ggg
Ataska 29 28 1 33 33 ] 40 18 1 79
Hawaii 98 74 3 180 102 80 & 1.1 104 a3 T 195
TOTAL 15,192 13,553 344 0 29,187 16,639 15,2719 370 0 32,433 17,534 16,127 481 0 34,284



Figure 3
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General Expenditure of State and Local Governmentss

300 Per $1,000 of Personal Income by State: 1985
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ANHUAL PERCENTAGE CHANGE I HEQICAID EXPEMDETURES
FISCAL 1985 7O 1985 FISCAL 1985 TO 1967

STATE FEDERAL STATE  FEDERAL
STATE FUNDS FUHDS TOTAL FUNDS FUKDS TOTAL

HEW EHGLAND
Connecticut
Haine
Hassachusetts
Hew Hampshire
Rhode lsland

. Vermant

KIDEAST
Delaware
D.C.

Haryland
Kew Jersey
Kew York
Pennsylvanis

GREAT LAXES
Hlincle
Indians
Richigan
ohio
Wisconsin

PLAINS
lowe
Kansas
Minnetota
Hissourt
Kebrasks
N. Dakots
5. Dakota

SOUTHEAST
Al abama
Arkansas
Florida
Georgia
Kentucky
Louisfana -8.
Hississippi
K. Carolina
S. Carotina 23.0 25.4 24.7 2.9
Ternesses 24.3 21.0 22.0 20.7
virginia 4.9 18.0. 16.7 9.8
M. Virginia

SOUTHWEST
Arizona 1.6 4.5 2.3 8.8 2.4 12.2
Hew Hexico 14.4 -0.7
0Oklahoma
Texas

ROCKY MOUNTAIN
Colorado
{daho
Hontens
Utsh
Wyoming

FAR WEST
California 133 13.8 13.6 7.5
Nevada
Oregon 14.5 15.3 5.5 *5.3
Mashington -16.2 10.2 -4.8 5.0
Alaska 13.3 17.9 15.5 20.6 ]

2.8
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STAIE

KEW ENGLAND
Connecticut
Haine
Hassachusetts
Hew Hampshire
Rhode I1stond
Vermont

HIDEAST
Delauare
p.C.
Haryland
Hew Jersey
flew York
Pennsylvania

GREAT LAKES
Hiinois
Indisna
Michigan
Ghio
Misconsin®

PLAINS
fown”
Ksnsas
Hinnesots
Hissouri®
Webrasks
W. Dakots
S. Dakote
SOUTHEAST
Al abama®
Arksnsas
Florids
Georgia
Kentucky®
Lovigians
Hississippi
H. Caroline
S. Carolins
Jennessee
Virginia
Y. virginie
SOUTHWEST
Arizonat
Hew Mexnico®
Okl ahoma
Teaas
ROCKY MOUNTAINM
Colorado
Idabo
Hontsna
Uteh®
Uyoming
EAR WEST
California
Nevada
Oregon
Mashington
Alaskas
Hawaii

TOTAL

GEHERAL FEDERAL

FUND

23
9
23
20
4
5

26
8
mw
149

144
20

30

50
18
o3

10

11
47
20
1%
o6

13
15
37

HA

32

LY

152

50
10

1,412

FuNDs

5
18

27
1"

5
26
86

in
9

10
N
59
19

19
112
13
18
14
35
41

118

k>
49

KA

152

34
50

10

1,881

FISCAL 1985

DTHER

FUNOS BONDS

10

HA NA

14 [

TOTAL

50
27
23

AT
15

10

53
154
448
340

144
50
179
59
69

50
37
216
3
23
22
21

1.
120
61
48
214

3,327

HEDICAID REIHBURSABLE HENTAL RETARDATION

B GENERAL
FUND

12
48
25
15
.14

13
21
42

205

3t
59

1
4 1,620

(3 in millions)

FEDERAL
FUNDS

n
20

32
14

3

34
93
440
21

3
128

4

20
118

15
12
17

35
82
4%
35
104

S0
49
&9

— D b

205

42
59

11
2,165

------ ESTIMATED FISCAL 1985
OTHER
FUNDS

10

18

BOKDS

HA

o

N GENERAL

b OFUNG

35
1
37

22
96

10
25

13
45
29
7
84

22
21
&4

HA

FEDERAL
FUNDS

35
22

13
1%

[

36
174
73
220

23
122

14
28
12

35
a1
56
40
15

59
50

T

193
39

13
2,239

OTHER
L A
FUNDS

1"

HA

18

BONDS

MA

Q

ToTAL

70
33
7

58
19

12

e
174
568
3184

142
53
t6a
68
Th

AT
45
230
7
24
51
20

49
126
83
57
179

a2
7t
9%

NA
22

a1
128

27

3,846



ANKUAL PERCEMTAGE CHANGE IK

HEDICAID REJHBURSABLE MENTAL RETARDATION EXPENDITURES

STATE

HEW EHGLAMD
" Lonnecticut
Haine
Maszsachusetts
“Kew Hampshire
Rhode Island
Vermont
MIDEAST
Delavare
D.cC.
Harylend
Neuw Jarsey
New York
Pennsylvania
GREAY LAKES
1llinois
Indisna
Kichigan
Ohio
Wisconsin
PLAINS
lows
Kansas
Hinnesots
Missouri
Nebraska
M. Daknta
S. Dakota
SOUTHEAST
Al nbama
Arkansas
Florida
Georgia
Kentucky
Louisiena
Missiseippi
NH. Caroline
S. Carolina
Tennessee
virginia
W. virginia
SOUTHWEST
Arizonn
Hew Mexlico
Ok Lshome
Texas
ROCKY MOUNTAIN
tolorada
1daho
Hontans
Utsh '
Wyoming
FAR WEST
California
Nevada
Oregon
Vashington
Alosks
Hawaldl

FISCAL 1985 TO 1986

STATE FEQERAL
FUNDS FUNDS

24.0 6.0
1.1 n.a
30.4
20.0 18.5
25.0 27.3
20.0 20.0
30.8 30.8
16.2 8.1
1.7 18.4
8.7 10.5
0.0
-5.0 3.3
65.9 40.7
- 13.6
0.0 5.1
-4.0
1.1 5.3
1.0 5.4
300.0 200.0
-10.0 15.4
100.0 -33.3
6.0 21.4
2.1 0.0
2.1 12.3
5.0 9.5
7.1 2.9
9.4 -11.9
38.5 .

1.9

34
15.6 3.
18.0 18
0.0 0.
10.0 10

TOTAL

26.0
1A
30.4

19.1
20.0

—
o
.

o

- ]

[ ET R XN ) O'-ul.-ltl
O~

. - LA
by v roa e .
WO =D o

n
s o
OO MNDE S
«
WOWO=0O

5.3

FISCAL 1986 O 1987

STATE  FEDERAL
FUNDS FUNDS

12.9 12.9
10.0 10.0
233
4.2 3.0
0.0 0.9
0.0 0.0
5.9 5.9
-2.5 4.3
10.5 7.5
1.9 4.3
1.4
10.5 3.2
-50.7 -25.8
1.5
3.3 i.9
-2.1
10.0 15.0
2.9 3.4
-25.0 -33.3
1.9 6.7
130.0 133.3
1.3 -29.4
8.3 2.9
-6.3 1.2
16.0 .3
11.3 14.3
-26.4 16.6
2.2 18.0
0.0 2.0
4.8 2.0
9.1 9.1
ERR 0.0
0.0 0.0
18,2 14.3
5.9 -5.9
10.8 -T.1
8.5 2.5
0.0 50.0
2r.3 18.2

TOTAL
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NOTES ON MEDICAID REIMBURSABLE MENTAL HETAHDATldN EXPENDITURES

AL: Expenditures for Medicaid reimbursable mental retardation are combined with expenditures for Medicaid reimbursable
mental health and are contained in that table.

AR: This expenditure category is not applicable.

KY: Figures for 1984-85 and 1985-86 are actual expenditures. Figures for 1986-87 represent approximately the same
percentage of total Medicaid expenditure as 1985-86.

MO:  With the exception of a small community-based ICF-MR program alt Medicaid eligible mental retardation and mental

health programs are fully funded from the General Revenue Fund. Services are billed to Medicaid and collections returned to

the General Revenue Fund. 1984-85 collections totaled $32 million, 1985-86 collections totaled $38 million and 1986-87
coliections are expected to total between $39-$43 million.

NM:  Figures are taken from "Status of the State: 1986" and are not complete.
uT: Figures listed are estimates since the State does not track expenditures under the same categories.
Wi This category includes state operated centers for the developmentally disabled only.

WY:  Figures are taken from a pilot survey conducted in December, 1985 and are not complete.
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STATE

NEW ENGLAND
Connecticut
Haine
Hassachusetts
Hew Heapshire
Rhode Island
Vermont

MIDEAST
Delauare
bD.C.
Haryland
New Jergey*
New York
Pennsylvania

GREAY LAKES
1ilinois
Indiena
Hichigan
Ohio
Wisconain

PLAINS
lown
Kansas
Hinnesota
Hissouri®
Mebrasks
H. Dakota
§. Dakote

SOUTHEAST
Al abama®
Arksnaas
Florida
Georgia
Kentucky*
Louiasiana
Mississippi
M. Carclina
S. Carolins
Tennessee
virginia
M. Virginia

SCUTHWEST
Arfizona®
New Mexico
Oktnhoas
Texas

ROCKY ROUHTALN
Colorado
1daho
Montana
Ursh
Wyoming

FAR WEST
Catifornia
Heveda
Oregon
Washington
Aloska
Hewnii®

TOTAL

GENERAL
FUKD

1%
1
12

1
%

1

10
15

n

35
1
9

14

32
6
5

NA
2
2

L - A R

P =3 bl

NA

11

46
1

RA

3o8

MEDICAID REIMEURSABLE MEWTAL HEALTH
(3 in millions)

""" FISCAL 1985<cvrermarannannas
FEDERAIL OIHFR GENERAL
FUNDS FUMGS BOHDS TOUAL FUND
13 2 | 15
2 3 1
12 15
1 2 1
2 3 2
1 2 '
10 21 12
17 32 "

225 225
9 162 75
3% 3
2 3 2
40 20 8

1% 1%
19 33 1%
32 3
6 12 6
4 1 5
HA RA KA NA kA
2 4 1
2 § 2

1 1
43 16 60 0
10 15 s
9 1 s
6 9 ‘
16 3 8
17 26 s
9 12 6
16 23 s
16 28 13
NA HA NA WA NA
n 23 12

1 1

13 13

7 7
41 41 63
9 8 63 49
1" 22 20
1 14 1%
NA HA KA NA NA
670 44 0 1L1s 470

FEDERAL
FUNDS

1%
3

[V ey

12

252
98

63

1
20

HA

761

------- ESTIMATED FISCAL 1985

CTHER
FURDS

17

NA

NA

49

BONDS TOTAL

2¢ §

&
15

252
172

KA RA

HA NA

127

GEMERAL

FUND

16
2
19

T ONO

13

51
18
13
NA

448

FEDERAL
FUNDS

16
3

20
23
16

NA

53

1
18

HA

874

OTHER
FUNDS

18

HA

BONDS TOTAL

32
5
19

e
&

2

2%
24
3n
146

30
5
194
12
35

3

13

1%

HA HA
3

4

1

0 64
19
ra|
1
29
29

28
k11
n

NA KA

26
13

53

7
36
16
MA HA

0 1,393



ANNUAL CHANGE IH MEDICAID REIMBURSABLE MENTAL HEALTH

STATE

NEW EHGLAHD
Connecticut
Haine
Hassachusetis
Hew Hampshire
Rhode !sland
Vermont

MIDEAST
Deloware
b.c.
Haryland
New Jersey
Wew York
Pennsyivania

GREAT LAKES
Itinois
Indiana
Hichigan
Chio
Wisconsin

PLAIHS
Towa
Kansas
Hinnesota
Missouri
Kebraskas
M. Dakota
5. Dakota

SCUTHEAST
Alabama
Arkansss
Florida
Georgina
Kentucky
Louisiena
Mississippi
N. Carolina
§. Carolina
Ternessee
Virginia
W. Virginia

SOUTHWEST
Arizons
New Mexico
Ok [ahoma
Texan

ROCKY MOUNTAIM
Colorado
Idaho
Hontana
ttah
Wyoming

FAR WEST
California
Hevads
Oregon
Washington
Alasks
Hawei i

TGTAL

FISCAL 1985 Yo 1985

STATE FEDERAL
FUNDS FUNDS

7.1 7.7
0.0 50.0
25.0
0.0 0.0
100.0 150.0
0.0 0.0
20.0 20.0
-26.7 -23.5
12.0
5.6 .7
-36.1
100.0 S0.0
-2.6 22.5
-1
0.0 5.3
-3t
0.0 g.0
20.0 16.7
-50.0 6.0
0.0 0.0
0.0
0.0 &.7
-20.0 10.0
-14.3 -22,2
3.3 16.7
14.3 12.5
-1 -17.6
100.0 &6.7
14.3 18.8
8.3 -6.3
9.1 9.1
0.0
1.7
14.3
53.7
7.4 22.2
a8 21.8
1.7 0.4
7.4 t3.6

TOTAL
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EXPERDITURES

FISCAL 1986 TO 1987

STATE  FEDERAL
FUNDS FUNDS

6.7 14.3
100.0 0.0
26.7 .
0.0 0.0
0.0 -20.0
0.0 0.0
0.0 g.0
¢.0 0.0
19.4
-16.0 -14.3

0.4
0.0 0.0
121.1 124.5
‘7.7
7.1 0.0

0.0
0.0 16.7
6.7 0.0
0.0 g.0
n.o 0.0
0.0
5.9 2.2
25.0 27.3
$0.0 7.4
0.0 0.0
12.5 .
12.5 &2.9
3133 13.3
37.5 21
r.7 4.7
3.3 8.3
0.¢

-7

0.8 .

-100.0 -15.9
5.2 0.0
-10.0 -10.0
7.1 0.0
0.2 15.8

TOTAL :
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NOTES ON MEDICAID REIMBURSABLE MENTAL HEALTH EXPENDITURES

AL: Expenditures represent a combined total for Medicaid reimbursable mental health and Medicaid reimbursable mental
retardation.

AZ: This expenditure category is not applicable.
HA: No expenditures were reported for this category.

KY: _ Figures represent actual expenditures for 1984-85 and 1985-86. Figures for 1986-87 are calculated as the same
percentage of total Medicaid expenditures as 1985-86.

MO:  With the exception of a small community-based IFC-MR program all Medicaid eligible mental retardation and mental
health programs are fully funded from the General Revenue Fund. Services are billed to Medicaid and collections returned to

the General Revenue Fund. 1984-85 collections totaled $32 million, 1985-86 collections totaled $38 million, and 1986-87
colleclions are expected to total between $33-$43 million.

NJ: Amounts listed are taken from an internal data source and represent early estimates that are subject to adjustment and
revision.
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’ MENTAL RETARDAVION
(excluding Medicaid)
(3 in millions)

""""""""" FISCAL 1985--=c-ve-mnannuans =<~ "ESTIMATED FISCAL 19B4--vescvaa-s v=-=+-~~APPROPRIATED FISCAL 1987-+-----+r0usn
GENERAL  FEDERAL OTHER H GENERAL FEDERAL OTHER GENERAL FEDERAL OFHER o 7
STATE FUNHD FUNDS FUMDS HOMDS TOTAL FURD FUNDS FLMDS BOWDS TOTAL - FURD FUNDS FUNDS  BONDS TOTAL
NEW ENGLAND 5
Connecticut 104 é 110 H 144 [ 150 172 5 177
Haine 9 7 10 10 % 11 1n
KRassachusetts 353 353 B are 372 § 39 N
Hew Hampshire :
Rhode Island* 9 9 E & 7 7
Vermont 3 3§ & & 4
HIDEASY -
Delavare 17 2 - 9 E 21 2 21 25 1 25
D.C. ;
Marylend* 75 6 2 83 E I} 10 1 B89 B7 14 2 to2
Hex Jersey* 127 1" 17 155 H 154 21 18 194 169 18 19 206
Hew York 479 4 a2 565 P & $ 69 551 513 m 624
Pennsylvenia 180 21 16 217 E 182 21 16 219 203 21 14 240
GREAT {AKES 0
Hiincis 291 18 1% 32 B 302 12 55 369 312 15 18 346
Indisna as 1] 106 E 100 17 1"z 107 15 124
Michigen 183 2 185 90 2 [4 95 413 2 415
Ohic 215 25 a 248 B 212 28 9 240 237 n 10 278
Wisconsin 38 15 53 E 40 15 55 40 14 55
PLAINS :
Towa* HA HA MA NA NA HA HA NA NA A H WA A KA NA HA
K8nhsas 5 ] 5 1t 8 ] [ 13 E 11 2 4 14
Minnesota 4 [ 4 4 4 4
Hissouri* 9 6 104 103 7 110 122 7 129
Mebrasks 22 ] 3 29 23 5 2 30 24 5 2 n
H. Dakota 19 ] 20 3 2 3 E 10 1 |
S. Dakota 3 3 3 3N 1 3 4
SOUTHEASYT ;
At abama®
Arkansas [y 1 1 8 7 ] 3 1 9 t 3 13
Florida 85 24 4 113 90 17 § 119 114 18 4 136
Georgia® 267 11 54 10 380 304 50 59 42 B 328 50 65 442
Kentucky* [ 3 28 7 8 7 23 33 10 3 24 R{
Louisiana® 25 1 26 315 2 3 3 HA A NA NA WA
Kississippi
K. Carclina
S. Carolina 57 2 1 &1 7 2 3 n 65 3 2 n
Tennessee 21 1 3 25 22 1 & 27 30 1 3 35
Virginin é ] 16 22 16 2 [ 26 13 ] 9 29
W. Virginia
SOUTHWEST .
Arizona 49 1 3 53 56 1 & 61 66 1 3 70
New Mexico® 10 10 0
Okl shoma
Texas
ROCKY MOUNTAIR
Colorado 27 2 29 H 27 3 30 27 10 37
1daho . 5 2 7 5 2 7 5 2 7
Hontana 10 2 12 B & 1 15 2 " 13
Utsh® 3 2 5 2 2 5 1 1 2
Wyoming®
FAR WEST :
california 368 1 3 372 B 36
Nevod 2 ._ 2 1 3 364 416 1 5 422
Oregon® n 10 I 25 § [ 3 8
Washington 1n 10 AN 22 10 32 IZ 12 ! ;g
Alaska 7 7 B 9 9 8 8
Hawaii 5 5B [ N 6 -]
TGTAL 3,309 254 256 10 3,822 3,406 264 298 [} 3,919 3,991 268 It4 0 4,583
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AHKUAL PERCENTAGE CHANGE 1N MENTAL RETARDATION EXPEMDITURES

STATE

REW ENGLAKD
Connecticut
Malne
Hassachusetts
New Hampshire
Rhode 1siand
Varmont

HIDEAST
Delaware
D.C.
Maryland
New Jersey
New York
pennsylvania

GREAY LAXES
Hiinois
Indlisne
Michigen
ohio
Wisconsin

PLAINS
Tows
Knnsas
Minnesots
Hizsouri
Nebrasks
W, Dakota
S. bakota

SOUTHEAST
Alabama
Arkansas
Florida
Georgla
Kentucky
Loufsiana
Hissizssippl
K. Carolina
§. Carolina
Tennceses
virginis
W. ¥irginia

SOUTHWEST
Arizona
New Mexico
Okt ahoms
Texas

ROCKY MOUNTAIN
Colorado
1dsho
Hontena
Utsh
4yoming

F-d WEST
Caltfarnia
Havads
Cregon
Vashington
Alaske
Hawai §

TOTAL

FISCAL 1985 10 1986

STATE FEDERAL
FUNDS FUNDS

38.5 0.0
11.1 ’
5.4
-55.6
33.3
25.5 0.0
1.3 68.7
19.4 9.9
-2.7 25.0
1.0 0.0
16.7 -33.3
13.8 -5.6
-48.6 0.0
-0.9 12.0
5.3 0.0
206.0 0.0
0.0
4.0 16.7
0.0 0.0
73.7  -100.0
0.0
42.9 0.0
5.6 -29.2
9.7 2.0
-8.8 133.3
19.0 0.0
8.3 0.6
13.6 160.0
15.4 0.0
3.4
6.0 0.0
-60.0 450.0
-33.3 0.0
-1.6 0.0
35.7  -100.0
-29.0 0.0
28.6
20.0

33 3.9

TOTAL
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FISCAL 1986 1O 1987

STATE
FUNDS

——
53
-0

- - J
+ . .
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—
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FEDERAL
FUKDS

-16.7

40.0

1.5

TOTAL
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NOTES ON MENTAL RETARDATION EXPENDITURES

Al: Expenditures for this category are combined with expenditures for Mental Health and are included in the Mental Health
table. ‘

GA: Figures listed represent the combined expenditure for both this item and Mental Health.

1A No expenditures were reported for this categary.

KY: Figures include Medicaid expenditures for state mental retardation facilities and AIS/MR waiver under other funds.

LA: No 1986-87 expenditures were reported for this calégory.

MO:  With the exceptlion of a small, community-based ICF-MR program all Medicaid eligible mentai retardation and mental
health programs are fully funded from the General Fund. Services are billed to Medicaid and collections returned to the

General Revenue Fund. 1984-85 collections totaled $32 million, 1985-86 collections totaled $38 million, and 1986-87
collections are expected to total between $39-$43 million.

MD: Expenditures from bond procesds are not available for this category. They have been included in the "Capital
Expenditures"” category.

NJ: For 1985-86, amounts listed have been taken from an internal dala source and represent early eslimates that are subject
to adjustment and revision.

NM: Figures were taken from "Status of the State: 1986" and are not complete.

OR:  Figures listed are eslimates only.

Ri: Expenditures in the category "Bonds" are combined for this item and Mental Health and are listed in the Mental Health
table,

uT: Expenditures listed under this category are eslimates since State agencies do not track funds under the same
categories. '

WY:  No expenditures were reported for this category on a pilot survey that was conducted in December, 1985,
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STATE

REN EHGLAND
Connecticut
Maine
Hassachusetts
New Hempshire
Rhode 1zland®
Vermont

HIDEAST
Delmware
D.C.
Rarylend*
New Jersey*
New York
Pennsylvania

GREAT LAKES
1 inois
Indiena
Hichigan
Ohio
Misconsin

PLAIHS
lows
Xansas
Minnesotes
Missouri®
Nebrasks
W. Dekota
S. Dakots

SOUTHEAST
Alabams®
Arkansas
Florida
Georgin®
Kentucky*
Louisisna*
Hissicsippl
N. Coerolina
S. Caratina
Tennessee
virginia
M. Virginia

SOUTHWEST
Arizona
Hew Mexico*
Ok tahoma
Texas

ROCKY HOUMTAIN
Colarado
Jdaho
Montsna
utah*
Wyoning

FAR MESY
California
Kevada
Gregon®
Washington
Alaska
Kawaii

TOTAL

GENERAL FEDERAL

FUHD

129
35
238

29
n

30
149
199
820
348

3
137
326

262
.14

102
98

14

52
38
20
545

17
o3

23
4,813

FUNDS

15
48

WA B

83— =g ke

kLY

FISCAL 1985
OTHER
FUHDS

[ -

23
1"

343

BOWDS

[

T0TAL 3

133 §
35 [
248 B

N
15

32

153
215

81
165
113
L ¥ ]
107

45
1"
134
n
18
17

148

40
273

130
104
109

17
28

61

43
22

645

29
100

25

5,538

97 E
427 §

GENERAL
FuND

59

40
21

i

MENTAL HEALTH
{excluding HMedicaid)
{$ in millions)

FEDERAL
FUNDS

1

LV - Y

LR o

21

------- ESTIHATED FISCAL 1986

aryeR
FUNDS

28
13

12

98

BOWDS

-]

TOTAL

142
39
N

a7k
17 §

148
1o9
1z

19
28

S&ed

714

13
110

29

6,082

GENERAL
Fukd

146

81

40
22

856

10
m
10
26

5,850

APPROPRIATED FISCAL 1987

FEDERAL
FUNDS

1

R

ok my -

365

OTHER

FUNDS * 'BONDS

o8

12

1%

33
20

12

428

TOTAL

182
43
3

T 42
17

3

176
260
1,081
456

9%
185
531
428
132

58
155
25
2%
17
167

328

.14

148
128
117

23
28

77

45
24

856

15
1%
1
30

T 6,085



AHHUAL PERCENTAGE CHANGE IW MENTAL HEALTH EXPERDITURES

STATE

NEW ENGLAMD
Connecticut
Halne
Magsachusetts
New Hampshire
Rhode istand
Vermont

MIDEAST
Delaware
D.C.
Haryland
New Jersey
New York
Pennsylvania

GREAT LAKES
I{linoin
Indians
Kichigan
Ohio
Wisconsin

PLAINS
Towa
Kanses
Hinnesots
Hisnour|
Hebrasks
H. Dakats
5. Dakots

SOUTHEAST
Alabams
Arkansas
Florida
Georgie
Kentucky
Loulsiana
Mississippi
H. Carolinn
5. Cerolina
Tenneesee
Virginin
M. Virginia

SOUTHWEST
Arfzona
Hew Mexico
Okl ahoma
Texas

ROCKY HOUNTAIN
Colorads
1dshe
Montona
Utah
Wyoming

FAR WEST
California
Hevoda
Oregon
Vashington
Alasks
Howai i

TOTAL

(excluding Medicaid)

FISCAL 1985 TO 1985

STATE FEDERAL
FUNDS FUNDS TOTAL

7.0 0.0 6.8
1.4 8.3
3.5 10,0 335

5.7 5.7
18.2 0.0 133

6.7 50.0 6.3
0.5 - 200.0  11.8
18.6 -25.0  15.8

4.9 0.0 4.9

2.1 8.6 4.9
2.4 -25.0  19.8
0.2 -10.7 6.7
18.9 0.0 1.6

7.0 ‘8 6.6
27.6 0.0 2.4

0.0 0.0

4t 4k

111 10¢.0 2.1
4.2 8.6 149
34 0.0  -3.2

5.6 1"

0.0 0.0 0.0
1.9 -20.0  10.1

9.4 0.0 5.0
1.5 63 110
0.6 1.1 10.7
7.6 375 97
13.6 0.0 13.8

2.2 2.0 a8

8.3 7.3

0.0 66.7  11.8

0.0
2.6 0.0 23.0

0.0 -50.0 0.0
s.3 -20.0 &7

5.0 0.0 45

7.4 10.7

-50.0 -100.0 -55.2
14.0 -42.9 10.0
31.3 0.0 50.0

a.7 100.0 16.0

9.7 9.4 %.8

-

FISCAL 19856 TO 1987

STATE
FUNDS
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NOTES ON MENTAL HEALTH EXPENDITURES
AlL: Amounts listed represent combined expenditures for Mental Health and Mental Retardation.

GA: Expenditures for Mental Health are combined with Mental Retardation expenditures and listed in the Mental Retardation
table.

KY: Expenditures include Medicaid payments to state psychiatric facilities.
LA: No expenditures were reported for this category jor 1985-86 or 1986-87.

MD:  Expenditures from bond proceeds are not available for this category. They have been included in the "Capital
Expenditure” category.

MO:  With the exception of a small community-based ICF-MR program all Medicaid eligible mental retardation and mental

health programs are fully funded from the General Revenue Fund. Services are billed to Medicaid and collections returned to

the General Revenue Fund. 1984-85 collections totaled $32 million, 1985-86 collections totaled $38 million, and 1986-87
collections are expected 1o total between $39-$43 million.

NJ: Amounts listed for 1985-86 are taken from an internal data source and represent early estimates that are subject to
adjustment and revision.

NM:  Figures were taken from "Status of the State: 1986" and are not complete.

OR:  Figures are estimates only.

Rl: Amounts listed under "Bonds" represent expenditures for both Mental Health and Mentat Retardation.
UT: Figures are estimates since state agencies do not track funds in these categories.

WY:  Figures are taken from a pilot survey conducted in December, 1985 and are not complete.
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SIAIE

HEW ENGLAND
Comnecticut®
Haine
Hassachusetts
Hew Hampshire
Rhode [sland
Vermont

HIDEAST
Delaware
p.c.
Haryland*
Mew Jersey
Hew York
Pennsylvania

GREAY LAKES
Hlinois
Indians
Hichigan
Ohio
MWisconsin

PLAINS
lowa
Kansasg
Hinnesota
Hissouri
Nebrasks
M. Dakota
5. Dakota

SDUTHEAST
Al sbama
Arkansas
Flerida
Georgia
Kentucky
Louisiana®
Mississippi
H. Carolina
S. Carotins
Tennessee
virginia
. Virginie

SOUTHUEST
Arirons
Hew Hexico*
Ok | shoaa
Texas

ROCKY HOUHTAIN
Lol orado®
idaho
Montana
Utah*
Uyoming

FAR WEST
California
Nevada
Oregon
Washington
Atasks
Hawaii

TOTAL

FUND

a1
3o
2

30
15

“
338

285

126
142
ne

134

51
13
20
L9

1,046

73
ek
71
n

6,092

OTHER
fUNDS  FUKWDS
2
1
1
1 3
2
18
n
2 9
1 4
4 37
1 27
4
19
1 8
3
F4
1 2
10
7
7 -]
& 10
3 15
13
3 3
1 8
1 s
3
4
7
1 10
4
1
45 268

~+~<FISCAL 1989 - =srrasrnrasaas
RENERAL FEDERAL

75

L2

220

107AL §

83 B
31
121 :

% |
15 |

154
155
325

142
81

57
16
24
S&

1,232

7
186
72
b |

6,715

349
291
&77
185

72

337
92

134
174

170

75
162
78
36

4,915

CORRECT |ONS
(% in milllons)

ESTIMATED FISCAL 19867 - -+ =-n=-+

FEDERAL
FUNDS

Vi N

19

62
—la_

OIHER
FUNDS

33

16
20

12
11

40
n

-
(SRR R

-
[ -]

21
14

344

BOWDS

691 §

n

21 184

334

161 §

B GENERAL

FUNpR

95
32
142

34
114

49

3184
323
m
205

392
149
472
406
112

n
59
91
123
35
13
101
k1]
i
96
303

157
227

202

B 1,511

169

APPROPRIATED FISCAL 1987-+---------

FEDERAL
FUNDS

-t P2 LN

W NN

21

~ -

OLHER
fFUNDS

43

17
20

135
12

5%
32

27
18

16

453

BONDS TOTAL

9T
13
142

' 35
17

50

430
325
T89
225

407
163
482
462
1465

n
65
114
137
40

17
14
455

105
385

1ar
244
393

219
Ié

&9
20
25
&5

5 1,636

84
5 174
8
45

10t B,46)



AHNUAL FERCENTAGE CHANGE |H CORRECTJONS EXPENDITURES
CORRECTICHS EXPENDITURES AS A PERCENT

FISCAL 1985 To 1986: . FISCAL 1986 YO 1987: OF TOTAL STATE EXPENDITURES
STATE FEDERAL - STATE FEDERAL STATE 1984-85 1985-B4 19846-87
STATE FUKDS FUNDS TOTAL FUKDS FUMDS TOTAL oy d
B i KEW ENGLAXRD o !

HEW EMGLAKD Connect jcut 1.7 1.8 1.6
Connecticut 17.3 0.0 16.9 0.0 0.0 0.0 Maine 1.9 1.8 1.7
Haine o0 3.2 3.2 0.0 31 Kassachusetts 1.2 1.3 1.3
Massachusetts  15.7  -100.¢ 15.7 1.4 1.4 New Hampshire 0.0 0.0 6.0
New Hampshire Rhode {xland 2.4 2.2 2.3
Rhode [sland 0.0 -2.9 6.1 6.1 Vermont 2.1 2.0 2.0
vermont 6.7 6.7 6.3 6.3 HIDEAST

HIDEAST Delavare 2.5 2.3 2.6

Delavare 14.6 14.6 &.4 6.4 b.c.
n.c. B Heryland 5.3 5.2 5.3
Maryland 8.9  200.0 8.9 6.2 0.0 6.4 Hew lersey 2.7 2.6 2.7
Hew Sersey 9.4 0.0 9.3 1.0 0.0 10.9 New York 2.0 2.0 2.1
Hew York 1.3 1.1 13.7 13.9 Pennsylvanis 1.1 1.2 1.2
Pennsylvania 4.5 1%.4 9.8 9.2 GREAT LAKES

GREAT LAKES liinois 2.3 2.4 2.4
Ittinale 12.0 12.0 6.0 5.0 Indisna 1.6 2.0 2.0
Indiens 37.2 0.0 35.7 3.9 0.0 4.5 Hichigan 2.5 2.8 1.3
Michigen 27.8 w00 285 21.5 0.0 21.4 Ohlo 2.2 2.4 2.5
ohlo 1.2 -28.6 0.9 32.5 0.0 3.6 Wisconsin 1.7 1.8 1.7
Wisconsin 10.3  -100.0 8.2 1.9 2.5 PLAINS

PLAINS fowa 1.2 1.2 1.1
1oum 1.4 -1.4 0.0 0.0 Kansas 1.8 2.0 1.8
Kansns 18.3 18.3 -8.5 -8.5 Hinnesota 1.4 1.4 1.4
Hinnesota 1.9 2.9 5.6 0.0 5.6 Hissourd 1.7 1.3 2.1
Missouri 26.4 w00 287 2.7 0.0 22.3 Kebraske 2.0 1.9 1.9
Nebraske -5.1 -5.0 8.1 5.3 N. Dakots 0.7 0.7 0.7
K. Dakota 14.3 0.0 12.% 12.5 5. Dakota 1.3 1.4 1.7
5. bakota 27.3 0.0 15.4 7.1 0.0 13.3 SOUTHEAST

SOUTHEAST Alabana
Alabema 4.8 4.8 3.6 3.6 Arkanses 1.4 1.4 1.4
Atkensas 9.5 7.0 10.9 I 4 E:z:;f: g; gg gg
2:3::?: 9.2 -42.9 8.4 3.5 0.0 30.7 Koty 8- 28 .o
Kentucky 26.3 4.8 3.0 4.0 Loulsiana L4 4.6 5.6
Louisians 6.1 2167 10.3 1.3 105 16.0 Hississippi
Missisaippi M. Carolina
iy ol 3p o ze
ie:‘:::::m 23:3 33.3 10.4 ;g; 25.0 17.6 vivginie 3 i o
virginia 124 1333 138 6.6 0.0 6.2 sw“;ufﬁ';g“‘"

M. Virginis

SOUTHUEST Arfzons 3.7 4.2 4.9

Arizons 26.1 6.0 27.5 21.8 0.0 21.0 ::’l“:::i‘“
Hew Hexico -1.7 -2.6 Texas
oklshoma

Texas ROCKY HOUKTAIN

ROLRY MOUNTAIN Colorada 1.7 1.7 1.8
Colorado 10.5 0.0 12.3 7.9 0.0 7.8 e 1.2 14 1.3
1daho 25.0 25.0 0.0 0.0 Ueeh 21 23 i.8
Hontana 16.0 0.0 8.3 4.5 0.0 -3.B Uyeming o . 2.3
Utsh 7.1 8.9 8.3 6.6 AR LEST .

H:V:'E‘;’;“ californie 2.8 3.2 1.2
California 32.3 0.0 32.3 0.4 0.0 0.4 g'“‘“

Hevada regon 1.4 1.4 1.3

Oregon 7.8 _ .8 1.2 1.2 Usshington 2.4 2.1 1.9

washington 1.6 R 49 5.4 Masks - ig 2.7

Aleska o.7 9.7 6.3 8.3 . . 1.5

Hawaii 16.1 14.1 22.2 25.0 ToTAL 23 - a8
TOTAL 15.4 37.8 15.3 9.5 5.2 9.3
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NOTES ON CORRECTIONS EXPENDITURES

CO: Figures do not include expenditures for juvenile correclions. Figures are actual, not estimated.

CT: Figures do not include prison industries.
LA: Figures are reported for the Department of Public Safety and Corrections which is not limited solely to the corrections
function.

MD:  Figures are reported for the Depariment of Public Safety and Correctional Services which is not limited solely to the

corrections function. Expenditures from bond proceeds are not available for this category. They are included under the
“Capital Expenditures" category.

NM: Figures are taken from "Stalus of the Slate: 1986" and are not complele.

UT: Figures include probation and parole expenditures.
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STAIE

HEW EHGLAHD
Connecticut
Haine
HKassachusetts*
Hew Hawpshire
Rhode 1sland
Vermont

MIDEAST
Delaware
n.C.
Karyland®
New Jersey
New York
Pennsylvania

GREAT LAKES
Hlinois
Indiana
Michigan
Ohio
Wisconsin®

PLAINS.
lowa
Kansas
Minnesota
Missourl
Mebraska
H. Dakota
S. Dakots

SOUTHEAST
Al abama
Arkanses
Florida
Georgls
Kentucky®
ftouisiana®
Hississippl
M. Earolina
5. Carolina
Tennessee®
Virginie
u. Virginia

_ SOUTHWEST
Arizona
New Mexico®
Ok L ahoma
Texas

ROCKY HOUNTAIH
Cotorada
tdaho
Hoentans
utah
Wyuining

1AR VST
california
Nevada
Oregon
Washington
Alaska
Hawaii

TOTAL

GENERAL FEDERAL

FLIND

51

52

6485
780
1y

18
23

%

)
LU I o

316

21

2,547

FUMDS

200
[.]
5
9
&9
1

14
142
485
629

28
282
81

215

164
189
159

100
79

685

12
482
355
253
355

W“wr
34
283

242
269
85

1)
173

1,166

3na

67

8,853

FISCAL 1985

OTHER
FUNHDS

354
148
209

1
n

7

845
10
1,214
1,207

1,762

997
969
557

322
262
902
632
31a

102
522
02
a92
342

77
196

294
308
27

196

202
138
195
1,735

431
36

200

19,113

1%
43
118

n

59

58
238

&7

iz

i3

¥
60

1,530

510
352

N
1565
287
r3
2,901

440
729

327

32,154

(% in millions)

§ GEWERAL
fUKD

n

551
99
189

24

34

97

12

2,459

b

TRAMSPORTAT 108
tinctuding capital expenditures)

FEDERAL
FLAUDS

295
85
3

5
58

458

264

229
103
127
160

1,380

330
61

10,458

Bl

OTHER
FUNDS

457
158
237

13
59

991

12
¥,078
1,435

1,701
592
985

1,107
4626

12
251
894

286
92

426
409
892
330
458
246

289
bL g
1.072

202

1)
94
193
172
2,006

45T
L1.1

233

20,331

------ ESTIMATED FISCAL 1984

172
43

160

24

39

T2

50
1%
1,719

420
197
321
k)3 )

3,367

466
8T

1
&08

35,418

GENERAL
v FUND

203

58

&7

560
859
193

453

157

19

18

2,127

APPROPRIATED FISCAL 1987

FEDERAL
FUNDS

295
78
3

4
&3

3

480
482
562
853

54
347
2%0
2454
14

240
186

110

98
N
683
380

263
309

139
303
401

246

195

95
134
175

1,13

401
28

9,990

OTHER ;
FUNDS

469
150
250

15
2

n
1,016
13

931
1,437

1,981
579
1,032
1,152
£19

342
302
921
623
307

89

88

281
412
o7

20
646
307

315
3
1,009

273

172

90
17
162

2,146

495
428

236

20,931

BONDS

210
15
2

2h

55
100

276
184

155

3

a3
154
&7

12

T

164

1,840

974
264
457

103
135

155

1,574
1,055
2,500
2,682

2,208
927
1,322
1,322
853

17
542
1,126
436
313
199
185

574
416
1,654
915
156
80

sot
431
1,508

590
a2

37
185
305
339

3,495

504
9568

1
435

34,972



ANNUAL PERCENTAGE CHANGE IH TRAMSPORTATION EXPEMDITURES

STATE

HEW ENGLAND
Connecticut
Haine
Messechusetts

_ Hew Hampshire
Rhode leland
Vermont

MIDEAST
Delawsre
p.C.
Maryland
Hew Jersey
Hew York
Pennsylvania

GREAT LAKES
IHlinois
Indiona
Richigan
Ohio
Visconsin

PLAINS
Jowa
Kansas
Hinnesota
Missourl
Nebraska
N. Dakote
5. Daknta

SOUTHEAST
Alsbama
Arkanaas
Florids
Georgia
Kentucky
Lociaians
Hisslesippl
N, Caroline
S. Carolina
Tennessce
virginia
¥, Virginia

SOUTHWESY
Arizons
Hew Maxico
Ok lahoma
Texas

ROCKY MOUNTAIN
Colorada
1daho
Montana
ttah
Wyoning

FAR WEST
California
Kevads
Oregon
Washington
Alaska
Hawaii

TOTAL

FISCAL 1985 70 1986

STATE FEDERAL
FUHDS FUNDS TOTAL

2.7 47.5 36.6
5.2 25.0 1.3
20.R -&n N ML
5.6 bk 4 c.0
-21.1 8.4 -5.8
2.9 200.0 11.8
14.6 23.9 1/.8
-14.6 156.3 13.5
-2.2 156.0 1.2
16.7 34.2 2t.9
6.7 60.7 e.2
-4.2 7.4 0.4
8.5 1.8 6.9
15.5 200.0 16.4
12.4 13.5 12.7
2.7 1.0 2.8
4.2 28.6 9.3
-1.1 10.1 0.4
-2.0 140.0 -0.9
-8.3 -33.3 -8.2
-28.46 -7.0 -146.8
-9.7 52.9 8.2
-16.4 10.9 -1.5
3.8  -100.0 29.7
0.0 239 8.4
-6.2 9.0 -1.3
7.1 9.1 1.7
-7.0 13.5 3.6
-1.3 7.7 5.0
23.1 a.9 -6.9
3.4 61.8 48.48
2.2 91 5.5
2.8

-5.4 -14.9 +10.8
7.5 21.2 19.4
24,4 -3.1 11.8
-13.5 7.5 -10.7

15.4 16.7 16.1

6.0 -20.0 5.9
25.8 3.8 16.2

0.0
3.8 -9.0 24.8
6.2 13.1 10.2

FISCAL 1986 TO 1987

STATE
FUNDS
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]

TRANSPORTATION EXPENDITURES AS A PERCENT
OF TOTAL STATE EXPENDITURES

STATE 1984-85 1985-85 1984-87

HEW ENGLAKD
Connecticut
Maine
Hassachusetts
New Herpshire
Rhode 1sland
Vermont

MIDEAST
Delawsre
D.C.
Marytand
New Jersey
Rew York
Pennaylvanie

GREAT LAXES
Iilinois
Indisna
Michigan
Ohio
Wisconsin

PLAINS
Towa
Kansas
Minnesota
Missourl
Nebraska
N. Dakote
5. Dakotm

SOUTHEAST
Al ebamas
Arkansas 10.2
Florida 10.2
Georgia 14.3 12.9

.1
2
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.
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.

-k
.

4
H

s
Lol B—R R B )
¢
N

.
FoRY W v WO O~
-
N

-k
D=0~

—
v .

H
.

+
PRy

-
—_

—
. .

- ) = Lt
.
.

—
-

oy -
3OO NN [ y- N K- hod - O O A
s .
PRy
.
-
.

h
O~V ~NO

+
.
.

P +
-
DA

NBNOBGP AND N

OO WL vo'-do-m s~ O
. B
SWVO~NmDW [~ X - ] O O O L [=]

LY e g a—y
s N O T N
o P - I
Pl =8 bk ah mt
——

-
N
o
P

Kentucky 16.
Loutsiana 11,
Mississippi
N. Carolina
S. Caroline
Tennesseo 1
Virginia 14.
M. Virginia

SOUTHUEST
Arizona 15.3 12.6 13.1
New Rexico
Oklahoms
Texas

ROCKY MOUNTAILH
colorado 1
1dsho 1
Hontana 2
Utsh 1
Wyoming

FAR WEST
Catifornia
Nevada
Oregon 8.0
uashington 9.5
Alasks 0.0
Hauni§ 13.2

—
A GO -
[P R NN B

—
-
-
-

TOTAL 10.7 10.

FEDERAL ,STATE, AMD LOCAL SHARE OF HIGHWAY
FINANCE

------ FISCAL 1985------
STATE Percentage Financed by
' Federal State Local

WEW ENGLAND

Connecticut .| 113 23
Maine 25 43 32
Massachusetts 19 119 37
New Hampshire 28 43 30
Rhode 1sland 42 14 25
vermont 34 &0 25
HIDEASY
Delavars 29 51 20
b.t. 42 58
Karyland 35 51 14
New Jersey 37 LF M
New York 16 n 53
Pernsyivania 29 54 17
GREAY LAXES
1tlinote 27 51 22
Indiana 32 58 L
Nichigan 30 50 21
Ohio 2a 53 ia
Visconsin 19 35 [1]
PLAINS
loun 26 (1 25
Kansas 27 xr 36
Kinnesota 22 35 42
Missouri k3] &3 25
Rebrasks 29 A4 26
K. Dakota 37 33 25
S. Dekots k14 35 b))
SOUTHEAST
Alsbaca 35 46 19
Arkansas 27 61 12
Florids 22 50 28
Georgla (13 34 21
Kentucky 35 53 13
Louisiana 25 43 32
Hinslssipp! 27 &7 26
N. Carolina 4 &7 12
S. Carotina 35 55 10
Tennesiee 5 &7 20
virginia 2 42 15
W. Virginia 43 49 r
SOUTHWEST
Arizona " &7 22
New Hexico 25 52 23
Ok shoms 20 &0 20
Taxss 26 37 3
ROCKY WOUNTAIN
Colorado 28 39 33
1daho n 52 14
Hontena 33 36 19
Utsh L3 38 i3
Wyoming 23 62 15
FAR WEST
California 35 34 32
Nevads 35 41 24
Oregon 30 52 28
Vashington 3% 42 21
Alasks 32 50 18
Haue!i 33 3 36
JOTAL 29 45 er

SOURCE: ACIR, Signiflcent Features of Fiscal
federal jsm, 1986-87 Editlon.



NOTES ON TRANSPORTATION EXPENDITURES
IL: Federal funds are included in the column, "All Other Funds."
KY: Figures for 1985-86 are actual, not estimated.
LA: Bond expenditures of $238 mitlion {1 984-85), $157 million (1985-86), and $62 million (1986-87) are not included in total.

MA: Bond expenditures include $169 million {1984-85) and $210 million (1985-86) for the accelerated Highway program.
Also, tederal funds are included in the column, "All Other Funds."

MD:  Expenditures from bond proceeds are not segregated but are used along with current revenues to fund operalions,

including capital construction; therefore, the amount shown in the “Bonds" column tepresents bonds issued to meet immediate
cash needs.

NM:  Figures are taken from "Status of the State: 1986" and are not complete.
OH: Federal funds are included in the column, "All Other Funds."

TN: Actual expenditures are reported, but the column “All Other Funds” includes earmarked taxes and bond proceeds.
Expenditures from those categories cannot be easily separated.

Wi All expenditures are Department of Transportation funds.
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. CAP1YTAL EXPEWDITURES
(excluding transportation)
($ in millions}

-------------- FISCAL 1985--c-erssesrannes
GENERAL FEDERAL  OFHER
STATE FUD  FUNDS  FUNDS  BOWDS  TOTAL

------- ESTIMATED FISCAL 19887 --===x-=-
GENERAL FEDERAL  DVHER
FUND  FUNDS  FUNDS  BOMDS  TOTAL

HGENERAL FEDERAL OTHER
) IFUHD FUNDS FUKDS,, ¢ BORDS TOTAL

HEW EHGEARD B
Connecticut 7 7

at 81 n 17
Haine 2 4 & 2 2 2 2
Hazsachusetts 281 201 266 266 274 274
Hew Hempshire
Rhode Esland 2 20 22 4 18 22 1 24 26
Vermont 13 11 16 16 17 17
KIDEAST ;
Delausre i 38 3 n 42 42
b.C.
Maryland* 115 115 4 4 a 9
Mew Jerzey 26 2 316 316 57 57
Hes York 24 515 a5 624 27 ATV 83 581 14 521 96 631
Pennsylvanie 129 129 169 159 207 207
GREAT LAKES
MHlinois 7 3 149 159 22 10 108 10 30 16 148 194
Indisns 20 57 23 170 13 57 27 215 k1 56 27 214
Michigan a0 21 21 123 174 113 67 285 129 37 92 258
Ohio 46 324 n 23 294 Mz 83 892 s
Wisconsin 0 1] 0 [1] 0 1] o g 0 [1} ] 0 0 [4] 1]
PLALNS
lows®™ 0 1] ] 1] 0 ] 0 0 1] [} 1] 0 1] 0 0
Kansas 10 27 7 18 46 -2 " 57 &8
Minnesota 13 &7 B0 118 118 116 116
Hissour i 4 5 15 a8 112 93 9 11 342 485 56 1" 40 19 126
Kebraskas 12 2 23 37 23 3 12 38 18 2 17 b 14
H. Dakota* 4 1 1% 5 9 14 & & 41 49
S. Dakots 3 1 [ 4 1 3 T 4 4 8
SOUTHEAST
Al abama® 12 {1 [4]
Arkansas 30 5 1% &9 30 4 12 113 ] 3 10 14
florida 53 1 \ 174 . 100 126 70 2 520 154 %7 114 i 594 393 1,102
Georgia 567 124 628 607 607 581 531
Kentucky " 13 1 142 143 16 55 242 34
Loufgiana* 3 48 233 51 7T 18 168 25 T9 17 69 165
Hississippi
H. Carolina
S. Carclina 20 5 63 1046 194 25 3 [ 121 225 25 8 ™ 140 252
Tennessee* 8 55 63 [ 114 120 5 125 130
Virginia 56 2 ¢3 26 146 8 2 70 20 170 94 8 25 31 158
M. Virginia
SOUTHUEST
Arizona® 18 18 25 ¢ b3 27 25 52
Hew Mexico® 23 26 121 n 7 109 116
0kl shoma
Texas
ROCKY HOUNTAIN
tolorada 35 5 13 52 [ 35 103 143 24 &7 43 135
1daho 3 [ 10 2 2 4 20 20
Hontana 2 2 % 10 29 5 10 26 41 0 5 10 k14 52
Utah 54 é 107 10 173 17 2 3 59 12 3 3 59 23 83
Wyoming 10
FAR LEST
California 7 8 "2 109 266 ™ 35 375 781 1,270 4t 139 419 599
Hevada '
Oregon B " 20 39 2 [ 54 62 2 & 59 &7
Washington 1 gl 167 B34 1 1 430 154 588 1 27 1w 450
Alaska™ 1 1 HA KA 1
Hauali 3 100 104 & 2 158 165 1% 3 209 225
TOTAL 1,138 165 2,154 2,553 5,583 1,804 251 2,547 3,39 7,673 1,436 408 2,367 3,576 7,793



ANHUAL

STATE

HEW ENGLAND
Lonnecticut
Haine
Hassachusetts
Hew Hampshire
Rhode Island
Vermont

HIDEASTY
Deloware
D.c.
Maryland
Rew Jersey
Hew York
Pennsylvania

GREAY_LAKES
linois
Indiena
Hichigan
Chio
Wisconsin

PLAINS
T1oua
Kansas
Minnesota
Missouri
Hebraske
H. Dakota
5. Dekota

SOUTHEAST
Atsbama
Arkangas
Floride
Georgla
Kentucky
Louisiana
Kississippi
M. Carolina
S. Carolina
Ternesses
Virginia
W. Virginia

SOUTHUEST
Arfzona
Hew Hexico
Ok Lahoma

Texas
ROCKY MOUNTAIN
tolorade
idaho
Hontons
Utsh
Wyoaing
FAR MWEST
celifornie
Nevade
Oregon
Washington
Alaska
Howali

TOTAL

PERCENTAGE CHANGE IN' CAPITAL EXPENDITURES

FISCAL 1985 10 1925
SYATE FEDERAL

FUNDS

W~

-

e

S
-66
-3
0

3
18.

"~

-96.5
1115.4
7.7
3.0

.

i

n
~N n + i
UBuBAE doerld
e
Dalviry eNooULs

. s

p—y
[

.
x

10.9
107.3
15.9

122.9
-55.6

38.5
-35.7

3rs.7
100.0
-13.5
-100.0
64.0

32.5

FUNDS

-20.0
100.0

133.3

~40.0
-23.0
g.0

1500

0.0

EET R

-45.5
0.0

-33.3

52.1

TOTAL

5.
-66.
5.

- [ ]

0.
23.
-18.4

-96.5
1115.4

-6.9
31.0

-11.9

26.5
131.7
-14.6

175.0
-60.0

£1.6
-35.3

37.4
59.0
-33.5
-100.0
s8.7

3.4

FISCAL

STATE
FUNDS

.
v G
oy

o O
Wb Oy

- n
nas ey gn
Leemul S

: h h

.
.

. arsODO

-37.4
400.0

30.6
-22.7
-54.8

8.9
-23.5

36.0

4.7

1985 10 1987
FEDERAL

FUNDS TOTAL
-4.9
0.0
3.0
W.e
6.3
5.5
125.0
-82.0
-48.1 8.6
22.5
38.6
1.8 -0.5
-15.9 -8.5
207.6
6.3
A7
22.2 -74.0
353 2.8
ERR  250.0
100.0 143
25.0  -£9.6
-50.0  47.5
C a3
119.8
1028.6 540.0
166.7  12.0
487 3
3000 -7.1
52.9
1.4 5.6
400.0
0.0  26.8
50.0  -21.4
7 -52.8
0.0 8.1
-100.0 -23.5
$0.0 7.0
62.5 1.6

54—

CAPITAL EXPEWDIYURES AS A PERCENT

OF TOTAL STATE EXPENDITURES

STATE

HEM ENGLAND
Connecticut
Haine

Massachusetts ,

Hew Hampshire
Rhode Isiand
Vermont
HIDEAST
Delsware
D.cC.
Rarytand
Hew Jerszey
New York
Pennsylvania
GREAT LAKES
1tlinois
Indisns
Hichigan
Chio
Wisconain
PLAINS
loua
Kansas
Hinnesots
Missouri
Hebraska
N. Dakota
5. Dakots
SOUTHEAST
Alabama
Arkansas
Florida
Georgia
Kentucky
Louisisna
Missisaippi
N. Carolins
S. Carolina
Tennasses
virginie
W. Virginie
SOUTHWEST
Arizons
New Hexico
Okishoma
Texss
ROCKY HOUNTAIN
Colorada
Idsho
Hontana
Utsh
Wyoming
FAR UEST
Californie
Nevada
Oregon
Washington
Alaskn
Howai i

TOTAL

1984-85
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Al:

NQOTES ON CAPITAL EXPENDITURES C

Only General Fund expenditures are reported for 1984-85 and 1985-86. All other figures are unknown. For 1986-87,

- General Fund expenditure is reported as zero and all other figures are unknown.

AZ:

AK:

1A:

LA:

MD:

ND-:

NM:

TN:

Capital expenditure’s exclude higher education.

Total capital expenditures do not exceed $1.0 million for 1985-86 or 1986-87.
No expenditures are listed for this category.

Expenditures listed under "Bonds" are excluded from Total.

Figures do not include maintenance and repairs.

General, Federal, and All Other Funds are combined.

Figures are taken from, “Status of the State: 1986," and are not complete.

All capital expenditures, except highways, are reported in the capital projects fund. This includes expenditures from

bond proceeds, current tax revenues, and sumplus. The source of revenue cannot easily be separated for individual

expenditures. The figures reported in this category are the actual expenditures made in the capital projecis fund from all
sources of revenue.

WwY:

Figures are taken from a pilot survey conducted in December, 1985 and are not complete.



STATE

HEW EHGLAND
Connecticut
Haine
Hasaachusetts
New Hampshire
Rhode Island
Vermont

HIDEAST
Deleware
D.C.
Haryland*
Hew Jersey*
New York
Pennsylvania

GREAY LAKES
Iinois
Indiona
Hichigan
Chio
Wisconain®

PLAIKS
lowa
Kansas
Minnesots
Hissouri
Nebraska
H. Dakota™
5. Dakota

SOUTHEAST
Alsbama*
Arkansas
Florida
Georgin
Kentucky
Louisiana
Hississippi
M. Caroline
S, Carolina
Tennessee
virginia
H. Virginia

SOUTHUEST
Arizona
Hew Hexico
Oklshoma
Texas

ROCKY HOUNTALH
Ctalorado®
Idaha
Hontana
Uteh
Uyoming

FAR WEST
California
Nevada
{Iregon*
Hashington
Alaska
Haweiiv

TOTAL

GEWERAL FEDERAL

FUKD

1,411
21%
2,265

355
LF))

237

878
2,447
6,470
2,023

2,002

207
1,375
1,403
1,743

598
303
1,480
783
235
13
116

676
388
1,214
n
527
1.2

732
564
1,041

378

238
115
109
335

4,735

509
990
2,810
703

44,544

FUNDS

164
181
77

1
37

35

305
680
2,628
1.183

758
1,548
919
889
&7

581
192
329
413
181

a5

409
1,159
553
168
1%

582
435
L1

255

185
267
52
189
2

3,788

318
449
260

...}

21,514

FISCAL 1985

OTHER
FUNDS

&9
1,435

13
47

430

342
176
1,017
1.815

1,928
678
1,287
4,507
568

1,932
261
644
380
236
214

50

351
2,937
419
101
535

257
173

121

“er
111
212

58

2,532
2,221
™

3re
269

30,103

245

251 3,039

851
493
5 378
582

116 11,189
3,055
72 1590
3,449
1,040

817 95,305

(% in mitlions)

FLSD FUNDS
1,523 17
210 198
2,468 490
395 137
164 &
.10} 165
1,046 u7
2,841 585
7,003 4,920
2,285  1.3%4
2,232 31
390 1,343
1,637 1,093
1,683 1,156
2,056 7
%9 537
324 192
1,498 408
9% 496
243 192
%
121 98
734
m 368
1,380 1,332
651 nt
400 582
1,292 515
202 867
541 462
98 509
4T3 263
306 229
"z mn
114 55
270 224
5,475 4,149
509 328
901 iT
1,728 454
89 104
d 47,549 23,834

—56-

ALL OTHER EXPENDITURES :

ESTIMATED FISCAL 1984
GEMERAL  FEDERAL

OTHER
FukDs

92
1,840

56
370

430
1
1,450
1,830

2,176
828
1.372
3,789
620

1,982
324
826
542
283

193
3,005

147
639

378
213

273

612
155
213
182

2,507

2,764
1266
446
200

34,014

10,462 §

5,448

48 5,187
2,562
£,102
4,629

250 3,383

2,668

839

2,132

36 1,598 §

ns

385 §

2680

1,092
5. 721
1,189
1,329
2,448

1,847
1,216
2. 1e

1,609

1,147
343
382
676

238 12,749
3,600
T 273
2,628
1,153

912 105,378

FURD

1,979
208
2,623

395
174

2%

1,165
2,968
7,309
2,276

2,209

189
1,218
1,923
2,182

658
317
1,491
1,001
270
m
130

724
&40
1,560
e
718
1,370

884
625
1,053

53

324
122
169
259

4,979

567
950
1,273
914

49,259

B GeneRaL

FEDERAL
FusosS

185
50

105
87

103

312
877
2,222
1,323

807
1,304
1,155
1,010

479

564
187
613
509
182

108

497
1,240
532
568
224

643
582
b1

268

200
217

m

3,729

149
488
481
105

23,639

OTHER
FUKDS

93
1,563

1"
54

5N

515
176
1,408
1,934

2,571

1,561
3,947
705

2,029
393
882
s
22
250

69

560
3,453
514
564
558

409
954

7

n7
157
216
218

2,969

2,995
1415
a3
209

36,874

BONDS

7 2,059
485
4,17

13 525
s

2,013
4,240
10,940
5,513

219

67 5,85
2,558

3,914

6,881

2316 3,594
3,252
917
2,785
2,320
724
361
307

1,496
6,253
1,630
1.851
2,162

145

1,936
1,467
2,570

924

1,241
556
423
648

181 11,878
3,911
70 2924
1,837
1,228

1,002 110,053



OTHER EXPEWDITURES AS A PERCENT GOF
TOTAL STATE EXPERDITURES

STATE

MEW ENGLAMD
Connecticut
Haine
Hossachusetts
New Hampshire
Rhode 1sland
Vermont

H1DEASY
Delaware
b.cC.
Maryland
Hew Jersey
Hew York
Pennsylvania

GREAY LAKES
Iliinale
Indians
Hichigan
ohic
Wisconsin

PLAINS
Toun
Kansas
Minnesota
Missourt
Kebraska
M. Dakota
5, Dakota

SOUTHEAST
Alabama
Arkansaa
Florida
Georgla
Kentucky
Louisiana
Mississippi
N. Carolina
5. Carotina
Tennessee
Virginia
M. ¥irginis

SOUTHWEST
Arizona
Hew Mexico
Oklahoma
Texas

ROCKY MOUNTAIN
Colorado
1dsho
Hontana
Utah
Uyoming

FAR WEST
Catifornia
Nevada
Oregon
Washington
Alsska
Hawall

YOTAL

1984-85

L R L
wun o~

s 4 &
SR =R -l

4.4

2i.8
35.2
301
31.9

32.3
34.4
28.8
2.4
35.3

51.2
23.2
33.2
3o.8
31.0
29.5
29.5

32.4
26.2
31.2

CoNN N onooo

.

by

ZUER R oNYRD
h

.

Ll
L]
.

—

1985-86 1986-87

25.0

5%.6
30.5
5.5
41.4

1.8

.

>~ [ ary FL N YT
b & sdomliu
H B mOorBW

[t
o M

+

b MY W [T RT] ol
B M -
-y B P W (- Z L - R ~ b OB O~

3.3

R4
37.2

24.6

22.9

59.6
.4
58.2
41.4

3.6

f



NOTES ON ALL. OTHER EXPENDITURES
AL: Only General Fund expenditures are reported. All other figures are unknown.
CO: Total figures include $3 million (1984-85), $3 million (1985-86), and $3 million (1986-87) of Medicaid expendifures.
HA: Expenditures include pay and benefit packages since appropriations were lump sum.

MD:  Figures do not include pension benefits, the figures for which are not available.

NJ; Amounts pertaining to departments and agencies not specifically requested are summarized here. The amount listed
for bond expenditures in 1984-85 and 1985-86 represents an early estimate for Bond Fund expenditures of only state funds.
This figure is an early estimate and is subject to adjustment and revision. The amount pertaining to bond funds in 1986-87
represents an estimate of state and non-state bond fund expenditures.

ND: Federal funds and all other funds are combined.

OR: For 1884-85, this category includes only expenditures in the legislatively adopted budget. Some trust funds are
dedicated by law and expenditures do not require review by the legislature.

Wk Bond expenditures listed for 1985-86 and 1986-87 each represent one half of biennial total.

WY:  Figures are taken from a pilot survey conducted in December, 1985 and are not complete.

~58-



STATE

MEYW ENGLAND
Connecticut
Haine
Massachusetts®
New Hampshire®
Rhode Island®
Veraont

HIDEAST
Deleuare
b.Cc.
Haryland
Hew Jersey
New York
Permsylvania

GREAY 'LAKES
Iiinois
Indiana
Hichigan
bhio
Wisconsin

PLAINS
lowa
Kansas
Hinnesota
Miszour)
Hebraske
H. Dakota*
S. Dakota

SOUTHEAST
Alsbama®
Arksnses
Florida
Georgia
Kentucky
Louisisna
Hissisaippd
M. Carolina
S. Carolina
Tennessee
Virginis
. Virginia

SOUTHUEST
Arizona*
Hew Mexico®
Ok lshoaa
Texas

ROCKY MOUNTAIN
Colorado
1daho
Montana
Utah
Wyoming

FAR WEST
California*
Nevada
Oregon
Washington®
Alaska
Hawaii

TOTAL

FISCAL 1985

. GEMERAL FEDERAL OTHER
FUND FUNDS FUKDS BOHDS TOTAL
3,253 905 345 287 4,790
830 535 236 15 1,617
5,570 B2 2,907 533 9,742
37 469 29 935
073 340 2 48 1,389
158 207 124 22 m
™ 158 552 122 1,60
3,781 1,368 1,697 158 7,004
7.66% 1,575 208 245 10,090
19,535  7,B3% 3,997 200 31,58
8,58 3,75% 3,532 213 15,088
9,278 1,271 4,03 365 14,800
2,700 2,665  1,TH 7,079
5.456 3,064 3,988 12,508
8,508 1,411 5,648 395 16,050
4,588 1,997 L,IT0 251 8,607
2,15 1,11 2,69 5,915
1,63 715 821 317N
4,376 1,313 1,638 67 7,392
2,545 1,045 1,447 100 5,137
822 392 760 1,97
516 592 1,108
319 322 210 851
2,397
1,553 856 586 3,09
6,285 2,961 4,070 100 13,417
§,210 1,885 1,326 389 7,809
2,453 1,197 1,181 58 4,869
4,132 1,682 1,012 8,825
2,497 1,251 1,080 106 4,855
2,478 1,433 510 55 4,476
3,876 1,422 2,166 72 7,5%
2,064 902 768 100 3,834
1,312
1,786 784 745 3,205
557 415 340 1,332
380 363 488 33 1,265
1,300 559 604 10 2,47
378 39
25,722 13,372 4,796 588  K4,478
1,615 652 3,215 5,482
4308 1330 1712 316 T.67h
3,858 351 49 5,687
1,454 m 535 161 2,481
169,292 64,904 65,112 4,979 360,109

TOVAL EXPEWDITURES

(% inmillions)

------- ESTIHATED FISCAL 1986

GENERAL
FUND

3,561
916
6,265
500
1,065
389

929

4,178
8,769
21,758
9,344

10,014
3,149
5,028
9,567
547

2,141
1,750
4,5
3,119
Bip
535
350

2,770
1,586
6,897
5,226
2,678
4,123

2,639
2,674
4,061

2,350
1,414

1,871
57
144

1,203

28,957

1,59

4533
2,818
1,646

184, 740

FEDERAL
FUNDS

1,038
601
83

374
2n

a3

1,567
2,186
8,527
4,357

1,205
2,584
3,520
1,723
2,063

1,444
™2
1,433
1,213
435

373

830
3,345

a
[13)
3194

14,844

689
1429
558
362

72,130

OTHER
FUNDS

468
272
3,407
515
2a
122

1,013
427
561
655

5,749

3,761
2631
553
507

71,998

314

392
230

118
402

154
105

325

121
114
59

100

26
5¢

1,581

298
2ne
6,859

GENERAL
TOTAL |§ ; FUND
s,z | 4,297
1006 os3

11,063 B 6,520
o2 | a5z
1507 § 1,116

soa ] a2
1,80F 930
Ry W

11382 § 9,035

3,728 B 237351

17,790 | 9,658

15,919 10,225
7.645 B 338

14,02 6,146

16,746 f§ 10,585
2,193 § 5.128
6,055 § 2,182
34k | 1732
7,879 B 4,69
s.400 B 30334
2,047 § eat
nare | sse

3 370
2,53

3,256 [ 1,711

14,901 B 7,199
a.397 § 5,318
s.75¢ 30034
7397 § 3.5
5,5¢5 { 2,788
w87 [ 3,062
841 [ 4,676
4,200 f 2,523

1,428

3,05 § 1,99
1638 B 'ent
1,358 § <29
2,616 f§ 1,327

51,151 30,850
6,066 @ 1,729

BAVO @ 4716
3,950 [§ 2,359
2,787 § 1729
331,348 B104, 646

FEDERAL
FUNDS

902
819
BT

156
am

27

L1}

913

an
439
376
578

14,728

Ty
1550
599
402

74,593

1,014
5,154
1,181
1,998
1,555

1,412
81
2,603

956

1,047
443
539
706

5,538

4,074
2608
196
523

77,634

364
19
aT4
NA
23
97
219
32
505
370

1,023
230

116
19

40

93
346
154
136

140
125
1"

100

37
23

929

14
3r

30

3,701
16,927
8,897
6,952
7,546

5,900
5,676
9,148

4,493

3,854
1.49%
1,380
2,634

51,846

6,564

9253
3,154
2,964

6,916 349,852



%

STATE

REW EHGLAND
Connecticut
Maine
Massachusetts
Hew Harpshire
Rhode island
Vermont

MIDEAST
Delaware
b.C.
Marykand
Hew Jersey
New York
Penngytvania

GREAT LAKES
1incis
Indiana
Richigen
Ohio
Wisconsin

PLAINS
Lowa
Kansas
Hinnesota
Missourl
Mebreska
N. Dskota
S. Dakota

SOUTHEAST
Alabama
Arkansas
Floride
Georgle
Kentucky
Louislana
Hisalissippi
H. Carolina
5. Carolina
Tennessten
Virginia
W. virginia

SOUTHUEST
Arizons
Hew Hexico
Oklohome
Teans

ROCKY MWOUNTALN
Colorado
tdaho
Hontana
Utah
Wyoming

FAR WEST
Californis
Nevada
aregon
Washington
Alaske
Hawatl

TOTAL

ANNUAL PERCENWTAGE CHANGE [N TOTAL EXPENDITURES
FISCAL 1985 TO 1986: FISCAL 1986 10 1937:

STATE FEDERAL
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NOTES ON TOTAL EXPENDITURES

Al: Only General Fund expenditures are provide. All other figures are unknown.
AZ; For 1986-87, General Fund expenditure does not include administrative adjusiments, emergencies or transfers.

CA: The amounts reporied under “All Other Funds* include county funds for the AFDC cash grant program and have been
added to the state total for purposes of this survey.

MA:  Bond expenditures include $169 million (1984-85) and $210 million (1985-86) of Federal Funds for the accelerated
Highway program.

NH: Figures were taken from a source that did not contain similar fund breakdowns and should be viewed as estimates.
NM:  Figures are taken from "Status of the State: 1986" and are not complete.

ND: Federal Funds and all other funds are combined.1985-86 expenditures are 48 percent of biennial appropriation and
1986-87 expenditures are 51 percent of biennial appropriation.

RI: For 1985-86, Federal Funds include balance forward from prior years and therefore overstates the amount which is likely
to be spent.

WA:  "All Other Funds” includes $814 million {1985-86) and $847 million (1986-87) budgeted, non-appropriated funds.
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NATIONAL ASSOCIATION OF STATE BUDGET OFFICERS

HALL OF THE STATES 400 NORTH CAPITOL STREET, N.W. WASHINGTON. D.C. 20001 (202) 624.5382

NASBO EXPENDITURE SURVEY INSTRUCTIONS

GENERAL DEFINITIONS AND EXPLANATICNS

To the extent possible, the survey instrument relies on your state's own
definition of categories and funds. Te avoid double counting be sure each
jtem is exclusive from one another so that when added the total shows all
state expenditures. Unless otherwise noted, categories exclude capital

expenditures.

Level of Detail

Please express all items to the nearest tenth of million (e.g., $2,100,000
" equals $2.1). It is understood that detail may not add due to rounding.

Biennial Budgets

please provide an annual estimate for each year, regardless of whether
biennial or annual budgets are involved. 1If biennial amounts are divided
into annual amounts by a formula rather than projections, please footnote
and explain the formula.

General Funds

General fund excludes federal funds and trust or dedicated funds. The
total for this column should equal the general fund total as reported in
NASRO's Fiscal Survey of the States.

GENERAL INSTRUCTIONS

Treatment of State Employee Benefits

Pension benefits and other programs for retired state employees should be
included in Row 9 "All Other.” Annual state employee pay and benefit
packages should be divided into each line item where appropriate.

Colum 3: All Other Funds

Include expenditures made from trust funds, user fees, earmarked taxes,
etc., and exclusive of federal funds.

Colum 4: Bonds

Include expenditures {not bond issuances or authorizations) made from bond
sales that are of direct benefit to the state. Do not include bond
expenditures made for housing, port authorities, veterans, pollution
control equipment or IDBs. Include bond expenditures for student loans,
capital construction projects, and general state operations.

Row 2: Higher Education

Exclude all tuition fees, and federal research grants completely from the
survey (do not add to Row 9). Exclude capital expenditures.
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Row 3: Cash Assistance for Public Welfare

Include Aid to Families with Dependent Children, Supplemental Security
Income, and General Assistance expenditures. Exclude all administrative

costs in this item—these should be added to "All Other® category (Row 9), .

Row 4: Medicaid

Exclude all administrative costs in this item--these should be added to
"All Other®™ category (Row 9). Also exclude Medicaid expenditures for
mental health and mental retardation which are covered in Rows 5a and Sb.,

Rows S5a-5d: Mental Health and Mental Retardation

The purpose of this section is to capture state dollars spent for mental
health and mental retardation. Rows Sa and Sb should include federal
Medicaid funds and the required state match. Rows S5¢ and 54 include all
other funds except those for Medicaid for mental health and mental
retardation.

Row 6: Corrections

Do not include capital expenditures. Capital expenditures appear in Row
8.

Row 7: Transportation

Since capital expenditures comprise a large part of the transportation
budget, please include these expenditures in Row 7.

Row 8: Capital Expenditures

Be sure to include expenditures made from bond proceeds and exclude
transportation capital expenditures reported in Row 7. Capital
construction includes maintenance and repairs.

Row 9: All Other

For those states with lotteries, exclude all revenues paid to lottery
winners. Include debt service in this item.

If you have any questions, please call Karen Benker at 202/624-5382.
Please note any comments or problems you have regarding this survey.
Thank you for your cooperation.

Please return survey by June 38, 1986 to: Karen Benker, NASBO, 4808 North
Capitol Street, N. W., Suite 295, Washington, D.C. 20081,
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NATIONAL ASSOCIATION OF STATE BUDGET OFFICERS

HALL OF THE STATES 488 NORTH CAPITOL STREET, N.W. WASHINGTON, 0.C. 20001 (202) $24-5382
NASBO EXPENDITURE SURVEY

June 1986

State: Date:

" Contact: Telephone

Organization:

FY84-85 STATE EXPENDITURES
. (actual)

General] Federal| ALl Other . Bonds| Total
Aund. Funds Furds '

1. Education {

2. Higher Education

3. Cash Assistance
for Public welfare

4. Medicald (excluding ‘ !
Mental Retardation and
Mental Health) ‘

Mental Health/Retardation
Za. Medicaid Reimbursable
Mental Retardation

S5h. Medicaid Reimbursable
Mental Bealth

S5¢, Mental Retardation
(Excluding Medicaid)

5d. Mental Health
(Excluding Medicaid)

6. Corrections

7. Transportation
{(Include Capital Exp.}

8. Capital Expenditures
(Exclude Transport.)

9. All Cther

Total State Expenditures
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NATIONAL ASSOCIATION OF STATE BUDGET OFFICERS

HALL OF THE STATES 480 NORTH CAPITOL STREET. N.W. WASHINGTON, D.C. 20081 (202) 624-5382
NASBO EXPENDITURE SURVEY

June 1986

State: Date:

Contact: Telephone

Organization:

FY86-87 STATE EXPENDITURES
appropriated)

General | Federal { All Other | Bonds| Total
Fund Funds Funds

1. Education

2. Higher Education

3. Cash Assistance
for Public Welfare

4, Medicaid (excluding
Mental Retardation and
Mental tealth)

Mental Health/Retardation
ga. Medicald Reimbursabie
Mental Retardation

5b, Medicaid Reimbursable
Mental Health

Sc. Mental Retardation
(Excluding Medicaid)

5d. Mantal Health
(Bxcluding Medicaid)

6. Corrections

7. Transportation
(Include Capital Exp.)

8. Capital Expenditures
(Exclude Transport.)

9. All Other

Total State Expenditures




HALL OF THE STATES

NATIONAL ASSOCIATION OF STATE BUDGET OFFICERS

400 NORTH CAPITOL STREET, N.W. WASHINGTON, D.C. 20001

NASBO EXPENDITURE SURVEY

(202) €24-5382

June 1986
State: Date:
Contact: Telephone
Organization:

FYB5-86 STATE EXPENDITURES

i. Education
2. Higher BEducation

3. Cash Assistance
for Public Welfare

4. Medicaid (excluding

Mental Retardation and

Mental Health)

Mental Health/Retardation

(budgeted)

Fund Funds Funds

T General | Federal &~ ALl Other! Bonds : T
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Sa. Medlcaid Reimbursable

Mental Retardation

5b. Medicaid Reinbtmgable

Mental Health

5c, Mental Retardation
{(Excluding Medicaid)

5d. Mental Health
(Excluding Medicaid)

6. Corrections

7. Transportation

{Include Capital Exp.)

8, Capital Expenditures
(Exclude Transport.)

9. All Other

Total State Expenditures
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