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The most significant in-
creases in total I1DD fiscal
effort ran kings during 2006-
09 occurred in seven states:
Arizona, California, Dela-
ware, Michigan, Mississippi,
New Hampshire, Oregon, and
West Virginia. Each ad-
vanced four to seven
positions nationally (Table
20). Between 2006 and 2009,
Arizona's ranking increased
from 40rb to 36t

\ California,
37th to 301h

; Delaware, 23rd to
17th

; Michigan, 351h to 3151
;

Mississippi, 28th to 23rd
; New

Hampshire, 36th to, 32nd
;

Oregon 2151 to 16th
; and West

Virginia, is" to 13th
.'

The increase in total fis-
cal effort ranking in these
eight states was primarily
attributable to growth in
spending for community
services. For example,
Arizona, Delaware, Missis-
sippi, and West Virginia
posted increases of 6% to
71% in federal-state Waiver
spending per capita during
2006-09.

Although 20 states post-
ed increases in total I1DD
fiscal effort, reductions in
total fiscal effort rankings
occurred in 21 states during
2006-09 (10 states had no
change). The greatest reduc-
tions were in Oklahoma (10
positions), Idaho (6 posi-
tions), South Dakota (5
positions), Indiana, New
Mexico, Rhode Island, and
Wyoming (4 positions).

TABLE 20
STATE FISCAL EFFORT RAN KINGS: FY 2006-091

Total Spending Community Institutional
State 2009 2006 2009 2006 2009 2006

Alabama 46 46 44 44 35 37
Alaska 29 31 22 23 49 49
Arizona 36 40 30 33 40 43
Arkansas 19 20 29 31 4 5
California 30 37 28 35 29 30
Colorado 47 47 42 42 45 45
Connecticut 3 3 4 6 5 4
Delaware 17 23 20 24 16 20
District of Columbia 11 10 8 7 43 40
Florida 49 48 48 45 31 34
Georgia 48 50 46 49 34 28
Hawaii 41 42 33 36 48 48
Idaho \ 21 15 17 11 30 ' 29
Illinois 40 39 45 43 9 10
Indiana 26 22 21 21 38 31
Iowa 8 7 16 13 2 3
Kansas 27 24 25 22 28 32
Kentucky 44 44 47 47 10 12
Louisiana 6 9 11 18 3 2
Maine 2 2 2 2 41 42
Maryland 43 43 39 38 33 35
Massachusetts 20 19 18 20 27 24
Michigan 31 35 26 27 37 39
Minnesota 4 6 3 4 36 36
Mississippi 23 28 49 48 1 1
Missouri 37 34 36 37 , 22 23
Montana 33 30 27 26 32 33
Nebraska 25 27 32 29 13 11
Nevada 51 51 50 51 44 38
New Hampshire 32 36 24 ·25 47 47
New Jersey 34 32 40 40 7 6
New Mexico 15 11 12 8 49 49
New York 1 1 1 1 14 17
North Carolina 28 26 34 30 11 9
North Dakota 5 4 7 5 6 8
Ohio 7 8 10 10 8 7
Oklahoma 39 29 37 32 26 18
Oregon 16 21 13 15 42 41
Pennsylvania 12 13 14 16 12 14
Rhode Island 9 5 6 3 39 46
South Carolina 35 33 35 34 23 22
South Dakota 22 17 23 19 19 21
Tennessee 24 25 31 28 15 13
Texas 50 49 51 50 24 26
Utah 42 41 41 - 41 18 19
Vermont 10 12 5 9 49 49
Virginia 45 45 43 46 25 25
Washington 38 38 38 39 21 27
West Virginia 13 18 9 12 46 44
Wisconsin 14 16 15 17 17 15
WyominQ 18 14 19 14 20 16
1 "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 aI., Coleman Institute and Department of Psychiatry,

University of Colorado, 2011,
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