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EXHIBIT 1 
Intergovernmental Service Sharing, Transportation/Mass Transit 

 
 

Type of Jurisdiction 
All 

Jurisdictions County Township City Village 

Is your government 
involved in 

intergovernmental/regional 
transportation/public 

transit efforts? 

Not involved at all 25% 59% 34% 60% 53% 

Somewhat involved 51% 27% 42% 28% 31% 

Very involved 24% 8% 22% 8% 11% 

Don't know 0% 5% 1% 4% 4% 

 Total 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 

SOURCE: University of Michigan Center for Local, State, and Urban Policy, Michigan Public Policy Survey, Spring 2009. 
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EXHIBIT 3  
Michigan Public and Private Employee Compensation 

In 2009, compensation for state and local public sector workers totaled $34.2 

billion, representing 17% of all compensation in Michigan, ranking 17
th
 among 

the states. 

Michigan state and local public sector compensation grew 36% per worker 

between 2001 and 2009, ranking 27
th
 highest among the states. 

Michigan public sector compensation per worker averaged $57,733, ranking 

Michigan 15
th

 highest in 2009 

Michigan private sector compensation per worker averaged 19th highest at 

$53,231 in 2009. 

Michigan private sector compensation grew 17% per worker between 2001 and 

2009, the lowest among the states. 

SOURCE: Citizens Research Council, 2010. 

EXHIBIT 2 
Intergovernmental Service Sharing, Fire Services  

 
 

Type of Jurisdiction 
All 

Jurisdictions County Township City Village 

Is your government 
involved in 

intergovernmental/regional 
fire services? 

Not involved at all 34% 7% 12% 8% 9% 

Somewhat involved 33 27 32 33 29% 

Very involved 31 65 56 57 61% 

Don't know 2 1 0 2 1% 

 Total 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 

SOURCE: University of Michigan Center for Local, State, and Urban Policy, Michigan Public Policy Survey, Spring 2009. 
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EXHIBIT 5 
Corrections Budget Increases 

SOURCE: Mitchell Bean, Director, House Fiscal Agency, Michigan’s Budget and 
Revenue System, October 2010. 

EXHIBIT 4 Unfunded Pension and OPEB Liability 
Totals $34.9 Billion for Schools 

SOURCE: Citizen’s Research Council from 2009 MPSERS CAFR. 
NOTE: MPSERS covers K-12 and community college employees. 

 

EXHIBIT 6.Total Corrections Expenditures, Michigan 
and Other Great Lakes States, FY2008 

 Total Total per capita 

Michigan $2.343 billion $235  

Wisconsin $1.217 billion $215 

Ohio $2.035 billion $176 

GL states average  $167 

Indiana $0.734 billion $114 

Illinois $1.426 billion $110 

SOURCE: National Association of State Budget Officers 
http://www.nasbo.org/Publications/StateExpenditureReport/tabid/79/ 
Default.aspx, with per capita state Corrections expenditures calculated by PSC. 

http://www.nasbo.org/Publications/StateExpenditureReport/tabid/79/Default.aspx
http://www.nasbo.org/Publications/StateExpenditureReport/tabid/79/Default.aspx
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EXHIBIT 7 
Michigan’s Job Growth, by Sector, 2003-2008 

SOURCE: Business Leaders for Michigan, Michigan Turnaround Plan, updated June 2010. 
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EXHIBIT 8 
Selected Measures of States’ Competitiveness 

Top performing states 
1990–2008 Job growth 

(BEA) 
1990–2009 Per capita 
income growth (BEA) 

Number of times among 
top 25 states in national 
―Best State‖ rankings* 

1. Wyoming 2.7% 5.1% 4 

2. Utah 3.8 3.9 4 

3. North Dakota 2.3 4.9 4 

4. Montana 2.8 4.3 1 

5. Colorado 2.9 4.1 4 

6. South Dakota 2.4 4.5 4 

7. New Mexico 2.5 4.3 0 

8. Texas 2.7 4.0 5 

9. Louisiana 1.7 4.6 1 

10. Washington 2.1 4.0 3 

US 1.7% 3.8% — 

49. Michigan 0.8% (48
th

) 3.2% (50
th

) 0 

SOURCE: Business Leaders for Michigan, Michigan’s Turnaround Plan, updated June 2010. 

EXHIBIT 9 
2011 State Business Tax  

Climate Index, Great Lakes States 

State 2006 ranking 2009 ranking 2011 ranking 

Illinois 26 23 23 

Indiana 12 14 10 

Michigan 28 21 17 

Minnesota 39 41 43 

Ohio 47 48 46 

Wisconsin 37 38 40 

 
SOURCE: Tax Foundation, 2011 State Business Tax Climate Index, October 2010. 
NOTE: The lower the ranking, the more favorable a state’s tax system for business. 
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EXHIBIT 10 
Selected Measures of Cost of Doing Business, 

 Michigan’s National Ranking, by Quartiles 

SOURCE: Business Leaders for Michigan, Michigan Turnaround Plan, updated June 2010. 
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EXHIBIT 11 
FY 2011 Total Michigan State  
Budget, by Funding Source 

SOURCE: Mitchell Bean, Director, House Fiscal Agency, Michigan’s Budget and Revenue System, 
October 2010. [ 

 
EXHIBIT 12 

 FY 2011 General Fund/General  
Purpose (GF/GP) Michigan State Budget 

SOURCE: Mitchell Bean, Director, House Fiscal Agency, Michigan’s Budget and Revenue System, 
October 2010.  
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EXHIBIT 13 
Impact of State Tax Expenditures  

(Tax Exemptions/Credits/Deductions) 

SOURCE: Mitchell Bean, Director, House Fiscal Agency, Michigan’s Budget and Revenue System, October 2010. 
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EXHIBIT 14 
 State Support for Higher Education,  
Per Capita, Selected States, FY 2009 

North Carolina $409 

Georgia $326 

Minnesota $301 

US AVERAGE $264 

Tennessee $263 

Indiana $254 

New York $250 

Illinois $233 

Wisconsin $227 

Ohio $215 

MICHIGAN $205 

Pennsylvania $178 

Massachusetts $162 

SOURCE: Illinois State University Center for Study of Education Policy, Grapevine Annual Compilation 
of Data on State Fiscal Support for Higher Education, February 28, 2010. 
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EXHIBIT 15 
 Percentage of Population with Bachelor’s or Higher Degree  

Location 1990 2000 2006 2006-08 

United States 20.3%  24.4%  27.0%  27.4% 

Minnesota  21.8%  27.4%  30.2%  31.1% 

Illinois  21.0%  26.1%  28.8%  29.5% 

Wisconsin  17.7%  22.4%  25.5% 25.5% 

Michigan 17.4% 21.8% 24.6% 24.7% 

Ohio  17.0%  21.1%  22.9%  23.8% 

Indiana  15.6%  19.4%  21.8%  22.3% 

SOURCE: Digest of Education Statistics: http://nces.ed.gov/programs/digest/d01/tables/PDF/table011.pdf and 
http://nces.ed.gov/programs/digest/d08/tables/dt08_011.asp and http://factfinder.census.gov/servlet/ 
STGeoSearchByListServlet?_lang=en&_ts=274797884841. Last column: 3-year estimate from American Community Survey, 2009. 

EXHIBIT 16 
Michigan 2009 Road Conditions in Lane Miles 

SOURCE: Michigan Transportation Asset Management Council, Michigan’s 
Roads and Bridges, 2009 Annual Report. 

http://nces.ed.gov/programs/digest/d01/tables/PDF/table011.pdf
http://nces.ed.gov/programs/digest/d08/tables/dt08_011.asp
http://factfinder.census.gov/servlet/STGeoSearchByListServlet?_lang=en&_ts=274797884841
http://factfinder.census.gov/servlet/STGeoSearchByListServlet?_lang=en&_ts=274797884841
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EXHIBIT 17 
Selected Measures of Transportation Condition, 
Congestion, and Funding 

SOURCE: Business Leaders for Michigan, Michigan Turnaround Plan, updated June 2010. 

EXHIBIT 18 
Per Capita Income and Educational Attainment of Metropolitan Areas and Central Cities  

Area Name  
Per Capita Income, 

2008 
Metro Area  

Bach +, 2008 
Central City  
Bach +, 2008 

San Jose-San Francisco-Oakland, CA (CSA) $58,780  41.28%  35.23%  

New York-Newark-Bridgeport, NY-NJ-CT-PA 
(CSA)  

$54,956  35.28%  32.69%  

Washington-Baltimore-Northern Virginia, DC-
MD-VA-WV (CSA)  

$53,273  42.02%  48.24%  

Boston-Worcester-Manchester, MA-RI-NH 
(CSA)  

$49,922  37.40%  42.05%  

Hartford-West Hartford-Willimantic, CT (CSA)  $49,448  33.73% 15.63% 

Seattle-Tacoma-Olympia, WA (CSA)  $48,589  34.91%  55.16%  
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Area Name  
Per Capita Income, 

2008 
Metro Area  

Bach +, 2008 
Central City  
Bach +, 2008 

San Diego-Carlsbad-San Marcos, CA (MSA)  $46,649  34.17%  40.80%  

Denver-Aurora-Boulder, CO (CSA)  $46,612  38.62%  38.57%  

Minneapolis-St. Paul-St. Cloud, MN-WI (CSA)  $46,383 36.28%  44.32% 

Houston-Baytown-Huntsville, TX (CSA)  $45,480  28.04%  28.37% 

Chicago-Naperville-Michigan City, IL-IN-WI 
(CSA)  

$45,049  32.56%  31.07%  

Madison-Baraboo, WI (CSA)  $43,455  37.70%  49.37%  

Pittsburgh-New Castle, PA (CSA)  $41,704  28.25%  34.25%  

Detroit-Warren-Flint, MI (CSA)  $38,107  27.07%  10.84%  

Grand Rapids-Muskegon-Holland, MI (CSA)  $32,593  24.63%  26.88%  

Lansing-East Lansing-Owosso, MI (CSA)  $32,943  28.58%  24.44% 

SOURCE: Michigan Future Inc., Michigan’s Transition to a Knowledge-Based Economy: Third Annual Progress Report, May 2010. 

 

EXHIBIT 19 
 Selected Rankings of Michigan Cities 

 MICHIGAN:  
Highest Rank Cities 

TOP TEN STATES:  
Highest Rank Cities Source 

Best cities for young professionals 38—Detroit 3—Atlanta, GA Forbes 

Best for career 65—Ann Arbor 2—Fort Collins, CO Forbes 

Best to live for families 60—Brighton 3—Fort Collins, CO Pew 

Best cities for careers and quality of life None—in top 50 2—Albuquerque, NM Kiplinger 

Most desirable cities 2
nd

 worst—Detroit 7—Denver, CO Business Week 

SOURCE: Business Leaders for Michigan, Michigan Turnaround Plan, updated June 2010. 

  



 

 16  
 

EXHIBIT 20 
 Economic Development Benefits for Michigan of Educational Improvements 

High-quality pre-K for disadvantaged $59,625 

High-quality universal pre-K $13,714 

Increase in early elementary school test scores equivalent to one-half school year $41,560 

High-quality summer school during elementary school for students who are behind $16,624 

Being taught by a top quartile teacher rather than a bottom quartile teacher for one grade of 
elementary school 

$39,185 

Increase in secondary school test scores equivalent to one-half school year $7,050 

High school graduation $175,234 

High school career academy $24,134 

Community college graduation $126,995 

4-year college graduation $375,912 

NOTE: The effects of these educational improvements are calculated for one Michigan resident experiencing that educational improvement. The 
earnings effects calculated are the present value of the increased earnings stream generated in Michigan due to one additional person experiencing 
that educational improvement. The earnings effects are adjusted downward to reflect Michigan residents who move out after experiencing the 
educational improvement. The earnings effects are also adjusted downwards to reflect some displacement of other Michigan workers due to this one 
person experiencing the educational improvement. The educational improvements are compared to the following counterfactuals, going through the 
table row by row: a disadvantaged child who does not go to any pre-k program; the ―average‖ child, who may go to some pre-K program even if this 
universal pre-K program did not exist; a child whose test scores in early elementary school are behind one-half grade level compared to the average 
child; a child who is behind in elementary school who does not go to summer school; a child who has a bottom quartile teacher for one grade in 
elementary school; a child whose test scores in secondary school are behind by one-half grade level compared to this child; a high school dropout; a 
high school graduate who applied to a career academy and was turned down; a high school graduate who did not graduate from a community college 
or a –year college; a high school graduate who did not graduate from a 4-year college. 

SOURCE: Timothy Bartik, Upjohn Institute, Testimony to House Education, 12/14/2009. 



 

 



 

 


