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TABLE 20
STATE FISCAL EFFORT RANKINGS: FY 2006-09' The most significant in-
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State 2009 2006 2009 2006 2009 2006 effort rankings during 2006-
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North Dakota 5 4 7 5 6 8 2006-09.
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Oklahoma 39| 29 37| 32 26| 18 Although 20 states post-
Oregon 16| 21 13| 15 42| a1 ed increases in total I/DD
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Tennessee 24| 25 31| 28 15 13 2006-09 (10 states had no
Texas 50| 49 511 50 24| 26 change). The greatest reduc-
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s AR - 3 oA tloqs_were in Oklahoma (I.O
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Washington 38| 38 38| 39 21| 27 tions), South Dakota (5
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Wyoming ol 1ol e Sl 1 Mexico, Rhode Island, and

Wyoming (4 positions).
" "Fiscal effort" is spending for VDD services per $1,000 of aggregate statewide personal )
income. See Part Two of this monograph for 1977- 2009 fiscal effort levels for each state.
AK, NM and VT had no institutional spending, and are therefore tied for 49th in 2006 and 2009.
Source: Braddock et al., Coleman Institute and Department of Psychiatry,

University of Colorado, 2011.
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