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EXECUT IVE  SUMMARY

M ost states came out of the COVID-19 

pandemic in very strong fiscal condition. 

But with the American Rescue Plan 

funding now largely spent and future 

economic growth rates in doubt, fiscal challenges are 

returning, especially for states with high marginal income 

tax rates. Volatile capital gains revenue and out-migration to 

lower-tax states have clouded the fiscal prospects for 

California and New York especially.

With revenue growth flagging, now is a good time for 

states to look for budgetary savings. In this study, I find 

limited evidence that greater program spending correlates 

with better social outcomes, so state governments should be 

able to make extensive spending cuts without jeopardizing 

the quality of core services.

Opportunities for cost savings can be found in higher 

education, and, to a lesser extent, in K–12 education, where 

merging underutilized colleges and schools can lower 

administrative costs while freeing up valuable real estate.

States should also avoid overinvestments in public transit, 

which has seen decreased ridership in the aftermath of 

COVID-19. A survey of recent transit infrastructure projects 

shows that many are affected by large cost overruns and 

significant implementation delays. When combined with 

lower-than-expected ridership, these projects usually do not 

provide sufficient benefits to justify their enormous costs.

Relative to the federal government, most states enjoy low 

debt burdens. To keep it that way, states should avoid 

issuing new bonds, especially during this time of high 

interest rates. They should also trim retiree health benefits 

and adopt more conservative return assumptions for 

pension plan assets.

This study considers other state spending programs and 

offers additional suggestions for prudently reducing spending.
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I NTRODUCT ION

Most state governments have emerged from the 

COVID-19 pandemic in a stronger financial position than 

they entered it. They benefited from unexpectedly high 

tax receipts, low borrowing rates, and hundreds of billions 

of federal rescue funds. As the Federal Reserve raises 

debt servicing costs and crimps economic growth, and 

as we enter a period of divided federal governance, these 

tailwinds are ending or even reversing. Going forward, 

states will have to control spending and the growth of 

liabilities to maintain fiscal stability. High-tax states will 

also be more vulnerable to competition for taxpayers from 

lower-tax jurisdictions as the number of retirees increases 

and remote work becomes normalized.

This analysis begins with an overview of state fiscal 

conditions in the pandemic’s aftermath, and then moves on 

to a discussion of the main categories of state spending as 

identified by the National Association of State Budget Officers 

(NASBO). It concludes with a series of incremental policy 

recommendations to state governments that are interested 

in preserving fiscal sustainability and improving their 

competitiveness. An appendix investigates the relationship 

between four categories of state spending (Medicaid, K–12 

Education, Higher Education, and Transportation) and policy 

outcomes. These analyses do not suggest strong correlations 

between spending and outcomes.

POST–COV ID-19  STATE 
F I SCAL  COND IT IONS

By early 2022, state tax revenues had fully recovered from 

the pandemic recession. Only two states, North Dakota 

and Wyoming, reported tax revenues below 2019 levels on 

an inflation-adjusted basis. States exhibiting especially 

strong revenue growth were those that experienced high 

in-migration, such as Idaho and Utah, and those that have 

progressive income tax rates and numerous high-income 

earners, such as New York and California.1

Monthly cash reports from state fiscal year 2023 

show weakening revenue performance in New York and 

California.2 This finding tracks with more pessimistic 

budget forecasts from the California Legislative Analyst’s 

Office and the New York State Comptroller.3 States 

dependent on income tax revenue from high earners are 

prone to wide swings in collections coinciding with stock 

market movements, since many high earners receive 

equity-based compensation and/or earn substantial 

income from capital gains.

Strong revenues allowed states to replenish rainy day funds 

that were drawn down at the beginning of the pandemic. 

Median state rainy day fund balances reached a record 42.5 

days of state expenditures at the end of fiscal year 2022, 

according to Pew Charitable Trust data. That is double fiscal 

year (FY) 2017 levels.4 Considering all forms of cash reserves, 

the picture is even brighter, with the median state reporting 

resources equal to 88.9 days of spending at the end of 

FY 2022, although this is slightly down from FY 2021.

“Most state governments have 
emerged from the COVID-19 
pandemic in a stronger financial 
position. However, as the Federal 
Reserve raises debt servicing 
costs, these trends are ending or 
even reversing.”

In March 2021, President Biden signed the American 

Rescue Plan Act (ARPA), which included $195.3 billion of 

recovery funds for states and an additional $4.5 billion for 

the District of Columbia and US territories.

According to a National Association of State Budget 

Officers evaluation of state ARPA disclosures, states had 

budgeted 80 percent of the funds they had received under 

this program, leaving less than $40 billion unallocated.5 

The state budgetary tailwind provided by ARPA is thus 

largely exhausted. If a recession develops in 2024 states will 

face renewed fiscal pressure, although many will enter the 

downturn with strong reserves.

STATE  L IAB I L IT I ES

States have accumulated a significant volume of liabilities, 

but for most states, the debt burden is serviceable, given 

their available resources.

Liabilities can be divided into three categories: pensions; 

other post-employment benefits (OPEB); and financial debt 
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instruments, such as bonds. All types of debt obligations 

aggregated to $2.8 trillion, according to Truth in Accounting, 

a government finance watchdog group, which analyzed 

the latest available annual comprehensive financial reports 

issued by states.6 This compares to aggregate tax revenue of 

$1.4 trillion for the four quarters ended June 30, 2022.7 The 

result is an approximate debt to revenue ratio of two-to-one.

The federal government has a much higher ratio. With 

debt held by the public of $24.3 trillion at the end of the 

2022 federal fiscal year and employee retirement liabilities 

of $10.2 trillion, the comparable measure of federal debt is 

$34.5 trillion—or seven times the $4.9 trillion in revenue 

collected by the federal government during that year.8

Pensions
State pension systems collectively have about $1 trillion in 

unfunded pension liabilities, reflecting the gap between the 

present value of future benefits and assets accumulated to 

meet those obligations. Some state pension systems serve local 

governments, so a portion of the $1 trillion liability appears on 

local government balance sheets. In 2022, state governments 

reported a total of $634 billion in net pension liabilities. 

Pension underfunding varies greatly between states. On a per 

capita basis, unfunded pension liabilities exceed $10,000 in 

Connecticut, Illinois, and New Jersey. By contrast, Nebraska, 

South Dakota, and Wisconsin had fully funded state pension 

systems in 2022 and reported no pension liability.9

States can accumulate large pension liabilities by failing 

to make actuarially determined pension contributions each 

year, using actuarial assumptions that are too optimistic, 

or enhancing benefits without providing enough new 

advance funding.

Other Post-Employment 
Benefit Liabilities

In addition to providing cash pension benefits, 

government employers may provide their retirees with 

noncash benefits. The most common and costly type of other 

post-employment benefit is retiree health insurance. Some 

employers also offer retiree life insurance, but this benefit 

represents a very small portion of total state government 

post-employment benefit liabilities.

Nationally, state OPEB liabilities totaled $574 billion in 

2022. As with pensions, OPEB debt varies widely by state. 

Connecticut, Delaware, and New Jersey had OPEB debt 

exceeding $7,000 per capita. Alaska and Utah had fully 

funded or near fully funded OPEB plans in 2022.10

“On a per capita basis, unfunded 
pension liabilities exceed $10,000 
in Connecticut, Illinois, and New 
Jersey. By contrast, Nebraska, 
South Dakota, and Wisconsin 
had fully funded state pension 
systems in 2022.”

The fact that state OPEB liabilities are nearly as large 

as state pension liabilities arises from the fact that OPEB 

liabilities are typically discounted to present value at a lower 

interest rate. Government accounting standards require 

that the future obligations of unfunded retirement plans 

be discounted at the interest rate paid on high-quality 

municipal bonds. Many state OPEB plans were unfunded, 

and the discount rate applied to their future payments was 

quite low in recent years. But with interest rates increasing, 

these states should be able to report smaller OPEB liabilities 

in coming years. One common municipal bond index, 

the Bond Buyer 20, rose from 2.21 percent in June 2020 to 

3.65 percent in June 2023.11

Deferred Maintenance on Infrastructure
One form of debt that does not appear on state financial 

statements is the cost of addressing deferred maintenance. 

Highways, bridges, transit systems, and other public 

infrastructure require inspection and repair on a routine 

basis. If facilities do not receive routine maintenance, 

they may depreciate more quickly than might otherwise 

be expected. In some cases, states continue to operate 

infrastructure beyond its useful life, potentially creating 

hazards to users. The collapse of the Minneapolis I-35 West 

Bridge in 2007 and that of Pittsburgh’s Fern Hollow Bridge 

in 2022 have been widely cited as examples of the risks of 

deferred maintenance.12
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Quantifying the cost of deferred maintenance is 

challenging. One often-cited data source is the American 

Society of Civil Engineers (ASCE) Infrastructure Report Card. 

The organization most recently rated US infrastructure a C– 

and estimated a nationwide 10-year infrastructure funding 

gap of $2.6 trillion.13 However, the ASCE estimate appears 

to significantly overstate the nation’s deferred maintenance 

liability for three reasons.

First, this number includes not only repair costs but also 

the cost of adding new infrastructure to address increased 

capacity needs.

Second, some of ASCE’s estimates are based on outdated 

data. For example, the report card shows a $380 billion 

funding gap for K–12 school infrastructure based on a 2016 

report from the 21st Century School Fund.14 Authors of that 

report assumed that national enrollment would grow by 

3.1 million between 2014 and 2024 based on then current 

National Center for Education Statistics projections. 

Instead, enrollment nearly stagnated in the late 2010s and 

then plunged during the pandemic. The latest National 

Center for Education Statistics projection shows 2024 

enrollment at one million pupils below 2014 levels, with 

declines continuing through 2030.15 The 21st Century 

School Fund has produced an updated report in 2021 with 

an even higher funding gap ($574 billion over 10 years), 

but there is no reference to current enrollment trends. 

Its methodology for estimating capital and maintenance 

funding needs is to estimate the current replacement value 

of FY 2019 K–12 school infrastructure and multiply that by 

7 percent.16

Third, ACES’ $2.6 billion estimated funding gap 

was published prior to passage of the Infrastructure 

Investment and Jobs Act, which included $550 billion of 

spending above the previous federal baseline.17 Additional 

infrastructure funding was also included in the American 

Rescue Plan Act.

Outstanding Federal 
Unemployment Loans

Unemployment insurance is a combined federal-state 

program funded by payroll taxes paid by employers. Each 

state has its own unemployment trust fund whose balance 

typically builds up during periods of low unemployment 

and is then drawn down during recessions. States can 

borrow money from the federal government to bolster 

their unemployment funds when employment conditions 

are especially challenging, as they were during the Great 

Recession and again during the pandemic.18

“As of October 2023, only New 
York, California, Connecticut, and 
the Virgin Islands had yet to repay 
their loans, owing a total of $26 
billion to the federal government.”

During the last crisis, unemployment advances to states 

peaked at $55 billion in April 2021, with 20 states and 

territories carrying loan balances at that time. As of October 

2023, only New York, California, Connecticut, and the 

Virgin Islands had yet to repay their loans, owing a total of 

$26 billion to the federal government. The lion’s share of the 

remaining liabilities is owed by California and New York. 

Failing to pay off the balance of these unemployment 

advances may make sense because the loans carry an annual 

interest rate of 2.61 percent, which is less than a state could 

earn by investing cash in liquid assets, such as a money 

market fund.19

But relying on the federal government to cover gaps in 

unemployment tax revenue has another drawback. States 

miss the opportunity to get a federal credit against the 

unemployment taxes levied on employers.20 States and 

territories that have not paid off their balances will have to 

levy an additional 0.3 percent on taxable wages in 2024.

MAJOR  STATE  EXPEND ITURE 
CATEGOR IES

According to the National Association of State Budget 

Officers, state governments spent a total of $2.9 trillion in 

fiscal year 2022, of which $1.1 trillion came from the federal 

government. The remaining $1.8 trillion in state spending 

was supported by taxes, fees, and bond proceeds.21

NASBO breaks down state spending into six major 

categories, leaving almost one-third of the spending in an 

“all other” category.
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Medicaid
Medicaid, a program that reimburses heath care providers 

serving low-income residents, is the largest category of 

state spending, totaling $789 billion, or 23.5 percent, of total 

expenditures. However, most of these funds come from the 

federal government. Only $249 billion comes from nonfederal 

funds, representing 14 percent of “own source” state spending.

State Medicaid costs vary widely due to a variety of factors 

that are either within or beyond each state’s control. Among 

the factors beyond state control are the Federal Medical 

Assistance Percentage (FMAP) and the proportion of state 

residents that meet eligibility requirements. The FMAP 

normally has a statutory range of 50 percent to 83 percent of 

each state’s total Medicaid expenditures, although no state 

receives the statutory maximum. States with the lowest per 

capita incomes qualify for higher rates and thus get a higher 

proportion of federal support for their Medicaid costs.22 

The variability of the FMAP should offset the proportion of 

residents that are eligible for Medicaid, since states with 

lower per capita income are likely to have more individuals 

who qualify for Medicaid.

“Ten states have not yet chosen to 
participate in the Affordable Care 
Act Medicaid expansion, and, by 
continuing to stay out, they can 
limit their enrollee population and 
thereby avoid increased costs.”

During the national public health emergency declared 

in response to the COVID-19 pandemic, states received 

an additional 6.2 percent federal match. The emergency 

continued in effect through April 2023, after which the 

supplemental FMAP was phased out. In early 2023, FMAPs 

ranged from 56.2 percent for the affluent states, such as New 

York and California, to 80.22 percent for West Virginia and 

84.06 percent for Mississippi.23

Variable FMAPs do not apply to the Medicaid expansion 

authorized by the Affordable Care Act of 2010. States 

receive a 90 percent FMAP for all beneficiaries that fall 

within the expansion population. Ten states have not yet 

chosen to participate in the ACA Medicaid expansion, and, 

by continuing to stay out, they can limit their enrollee 

population and thereby avoid increased costs.

Aside from participating in the expansion, state 

policymakers can control the budgetary impact of their 

Medicaid program by offering optional benefits. Although 

the federal government requires states to cover hospital 

services, physician visits, and nursing home costs for 

Medicaid beneficiaries, many other services can be offered 

at the state’s discretion. These include prescription drugs, 

dental services, vision care, and podiatry.24

Another determinant of state Medicaid costs within state 

control is the level of reimbursement rates the Center for 

Medicare and Medicaid Services offers to providers. The 

Urban Institute periodically publishes ratios of state Medicaid 

reimbursement rates and Medicare rates. Its most recently 

published survey, based on 2019 data, found that Medicaid 

and Medicare reimbursement ratios varied from a low of 

37 percent in Rhode Island to 118 percent in Delaware.25

In the past, states have also sought to manage their 

Medicaid costs through Section 1115 waivers. Under this 

program, states can ask the federal Center for Medicare and 

Medicaid services to exempt them from certain Medicaid 

program requirements. Under the Trump administration, 

some states obtained approval to add work requirements, 

eligibility restrictions, beneficiary cost sharing, and other 

program features that would lower costs. Under the Biden 

administration, these types of waivers are no longer being 

approved. Instead, states are being encouraged to seek 

waivers that expand coverage, reduce health disparities, 

and/or address health-related social problems.26

Another approach states have used to control Medicaid 

costs is the use of managed care organizations (MCOs). 

These organizations receive a fixed (capitation) rate 

to provide medical services to Medicaid beneficiaries. 

Theoretically, utilizing managed care organizations could 

increase cost predictability and reduce costs.

However, the evidence for managed care cost predict ability 

and savings is rather weak. For example, a meta-analysis by 

researchers at Emory University only found mixed evidence 

of cost savings.27 Yale University health care economist 

Victoria Perez, in analyzing variations in state Medicaid 

budgets, found no evidence of cost predictability through 

the utilization of managed care.28 There are many reasons 

why the utilization of MCOs does not live up to its theoretical 
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potential. One reason is the inability of MCOs to collect and 

report accurate Medicaid utilization data. For example, one 

Idaho MCO failed to report almost 70 percent of Medicaid 

visits from FY 2020 to FY 2021. As a result, this MCO had to 

increase its capitation rates by almost 30 percent.29

K–12 Education
K–12 Education takes the largest share of state spending 

that is not federally funded. In FY 2022, states spent 

$418 billion of their own source revenue on this function, 

representing 23.6 percent of all nonfederal fund expenditures.

State spending varies widely on a per capita and per 

student basis. Unfortunately, both comparative measures 

have flaws. Dividing state education spending by the total 

population to derive a per capita figure ignores differences 

in the proportion of school-aged children across states. 

Population data computed by the Kaiser Family Foundation 

from census data show that the percentage of state 

population aged 18 and under ranges from 19 percent in 

Maine to 30 percent in Utah.30 Thus, all else being equal, per 

capita spending in Utah should be higher than in Maine.

This variation can be handled by instead dividing state 

educational spending by the number of children enrolled 

in public school. But this metric also presents problems 

because some states provide vouchers that parents can 

use to pay for private schooling (although most do not). 

As of 2017, 15 states had voucher programs with varying 

eligibility criteria.31

State education spending per student is also affected by the 

degree to which local governments retain responsibility for 

education funding. While local property taxes traditionally 

have been the primary revenue source for education, 

states now intervene to varying degrees to reduce resource 

disparities between poorer and more affluent districts. In 

many cases, these state policy changes have been a reaction to 

a court decision that students have a legally enforceable right 

to “equity” or “adequacy” in school funding.32

There are other measurement problems regarding state 

funding. NASBO provides data on state spending for 

elementary and secondary education, but states report their 

data to NASBO inconsistently. For example, some states 

include pension and retiree health contributions for school 

employees, while others do not.

With these limitations in mind, Table 1 provides three 

measures of per student spending. The first two columns 

show total and nonfederal state spending, respectively, 

for FY 2021 divided by fall 2020 public school enrollment, 

although this figure may be an outlier due to the COVID-19 

pandemic. The last column shows total per student spending 

for the 2019–2020 school year (the latest available at this 

writing) from the National Center for Education Statistics.33

“The evidence on whether higher 
spending drives better student 
outcomes is mixed. An April 
2022 Pennsylvania Independent 
Fiscal Office analysis found little 
correlation between per pupil 
spending and test scores.”

The evidence on whether higher spending drives better 

student outcomes is mixed. An April 2022 Pennsylvania 

Independent Fiscal Office analysis found little correlation 

between spending and test scores across school districts. 

Instead, the analysts found that the proportion of students 

from low-income families was a better predictor of 

academic proficiency.34 Studies in other states have found 

that more spending translated into higher test scores and 

boosted college enrollment.35 Finally, our own analysis 

shows that, overall, per pupil spending does not have a 

statistically significant relationship to standardized test 

scores (see Appendix).

One policy choice that can significantly impact state 

education spending is that of whether, and how, to provide 

taxpayer funded education to prekindergartners aged 

three and four. According to the National Institute for 

Early Education Research, 44 states and the District of 

Columbia offer public education to four-year-old children. 

Of those, 34 states (and DC) also offer public education to 

three-year-olds.36

The National Institute for Early Education Research 

reports that states collectively spent more than $9.9 billion 

to educate well under half of the nation’s preschoolers in 

2022. Making this program universal would add tens of 

billions of dollars nationally, and, given the failure of the 
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Educational spending measures for states

Table 1

Alabama   $8,632   $7,308 $11,200

Alaska $10,110   $9,948 $19,678

Arizona   $6,525   $5,206 $10,379

Arkansas   $8,176   $6,385 $12,139

California $14,798 $10,531 $16,232

Colorado   $6,646   $5,765 $14,469

Connecticut   $9,227   $7,369 $22,581

Delaware $21,210 $18,799 $15,019

District of Columbia $34,067 $30,551 $31,622

Florida   $6,127   $4,926 $11,671

Georgia $10,596   $6,414 $13,126

Hawaii $13,274 $10,785 $17,652

Idaho   $7,858   $6,587   $9,768

Illinois   $6,906   $5,178 $19,664

Indiana $10,320   $9,045 $12,195

Iowa   $8,767   $7,080 $14,469

Kansas $11,805 $10,431 $14,885

Kentucky   $9,245   $7,307 $12,873

Louisiana   $8,395   $6,100 $12,960

Maine $11,615   $8,681 $17,580

Maryland $11,234   $8,873 $18,069

Massachusetts $10,287   $8,354 $20,875

Michigan $11,160   $9,495 $14,185

Minnesota $13,242 $11,487 $16,840

Mississippi   $7,953   $5,795 $10,870

Missouri   $7,182   $5,692 $13,151

Montana   $7,658   $6,311 $14,524

Nebraska   $5,716   $4,185 $14,988

Nevada   $5,063   $4,308 $11,565

New Hampshire   $8,082   $6,863 $18,887

New Jersey $14,405 $11,373 $23,000

New Mexico $12,511 $10,573 $13,635

New York $12,291 $11,059 $27,506

North Carolina   $8,859   $7,214 $10,899

North Dakota $12,161   $9,621 $16,854

Ohio   $7,833   $6,259 $15,617

Oklahoma   $6,364   $4,759 $10,604

Oregon $11,487 $10,093 $17,160

State

NASBO state

spending/student count

(2020–2021)

NASBO own source state

spending/student count

(2020–2021)

NCES total spending per

student

(2019–2020)
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Build Back Better legislation in 2021 and the change in 

control of the House of Representatives in 2023, there is no 

immediate prospect of the federal government assuming 

this burden.

Finally, the benefits of government preschool are 

debatable. A new randomized study of Tennessee third- and 

sixth-graders found that those who attended preschool 

underperformed on standardized tests, had poorer 

attendance, and committed more disciplinary infractions 

than a control group that did not participate in preschool.37

Higher Education
While K–12 education attracts much more policy focus, 

higher education is also an important spending category. In 

2022, NASBO data showed $247 billion of state spending in 

this category, of which $210 billion came from nonfederal 

sources, representing 11.8 percent of own-source state 

spending.38

Enrollment at public colleges has been declining over 

the past five years, with community colleges facing the 

largest impact. These institutions had 24.4 percent fewer 

students in spring 2023 than in spring 2017.39 Four-year 

public colleges saw an overall decline of 10.2 percent 

during the same period. Much of the decline is attributable 

to the COVID-19 pandemic, which disrupted in-person 

education, but preliminary figures from fall 2023 show 

only a modest rebound.40

Meanwhile, public higher education is becoming more 

expensive. According to the National Center for Education 

Statistics, constant dollar expenditures per full-time-

equivalent student rose from $31,792 in 2009–2010 to $40,989 

in 2019–2020, reflecting a 28.9 percent increase over 10 years 

over and above the change in the Consumer Price Index.41

Historically, the rapid growth in postsecondary educational 

costs has been tied to an increase in noninstructional staff, a 

phenomenon known as administrative bloat. Todd Zywicki 

of George Mason University and Christopher Koopman of 

Utah State University traced the rise of noninstructional 

employment and costs in the years leading up to the Great 

Recession and considered possible causes, including the need 

to comply with various state and federal regulations.42

However, administrative bloat appears to have leveled 

off in recent years. According to NCES data, faculty as 

a percentage of employees at public four-year colleges 

rose from 31.2 percent to 33.4 percent between 2011 and 

Educational spending measures for states

Table 1 (continued)

Pennsylvania $11,074   $7,929 $19,195

Rhode Island $11,740   $9,721 $18,448

South Carolina   $7,513   $5,725 $13,652

South Dakota   $7,745   $4,270 $12,461

Tennessee   $7,198   $5,556 $11,049

Texas   $9,398   $5,257 $13,191

Utah   $7,036   $6,170 $10,317

Vermont $26,335 $23,531 $22,956

Virginia   $7,479   $6,251 $14,197

Washington $14,628 $13,522 $18,213

West Virginia $10,310   $8,392 $13,699

Wisconsin $10,863   $9,657 $14,913

Wyoming   $9,841   $9,841 $18,566

State

NASBO state

spending/student count

(2020–2021)

NASBO own source state

spending/student count

(2020–2021)

NCES total spending per

student

(2019–2020)

Source: “Table 236.75: Total and Current Expenditures per Pupil in Fall Enrollment in Public Elementary and Secondary Schools, by Function and State or 

Jurisdiction: 2020–1 National Center for Education Statistics,” Digest of Education Statistics, 2021.

            

https://nces.ed.gov/programs/digest/d21/tables/dt21_236.75.asp
https://nces.ed.gov/programs/digest/d21/tables/dt21_236.75.asp
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2020. At two-year colleges, however, the ratio fell from 

58.9 percent to 54.4 percent.43 Across the two categories, 

public institutions of higher education employed more 

than 2.5 million individuals on a full- or part-time basis in 

2020, of which only 931,000 were in faculty roles. While 

administrative bloat may no longer be getting worse, it is 

still a major cost driver for state higher education.

Transportation
In FY 2022, states spent $153 billion (8.6 percent) of 

own-source funds and $56 billion of federal funds for 

transportation purposes. Unlike other spending categories, 

most transportation spending is supported by special funds. 

As a result, this spending often does not show up in state 

budget documents, which focus primarily on the state’s 

general fund.

State transportation funds typically receive proceeds from 

gasoline taxes, including for diesel, and vehicle registration 

fees. Most, if not all, of this income is then spent on road 

and highway projects. While this funding mechanism has 

a reasonable resemblance to a user fee for roads (under the 

“user pays” principle), there are a couple of challenges.

First, with the rise of electric and hybrid vehicles, gasoline 

taxes are becoming a less reliable source of transportation 

revenues. Weak gasoline tax revenues can be expected 

to continue as many states plan to phase out the sale of 

gasoline-powered cars by 2035.

States can make up for lower gasoline tax revenues in 

several ways. They can raise per gallon gasoline tax rates, but 

this will increase the share of the burden on lower-income 

individuals who may not be able to afford an electric vehicle 

while facing long commutes to expensive urban areas.

States can rely more on toll revenues, by, for example, 

implementing more managed lanes. These lanes can be 

shared by buses, carpools, and solo drivers who are willing to 

pay a variable toll based on the current level of congestion.

They can also charge higher vehicle registration fees for 

vehicles that do not consume gasoline. Or, more radically, 

they can replace their gasoline tax with a mileage-based 

user fee under which all drivers pay based on the number of 

miles driven irrespective of their fuel consumption.

Another issue facing state transportation finance is the 

increasing tendency to siphon off gasoline tax and vehicle 

registration fees to support public transit. According to the 

American Association of State Highway and Transportation 

Officials Survey of State Funding for Public Transportation, 

47 states redirected a total of $20 billion in transportation 

funds to public transit in 2020.

“Forty-seven states redirected 
a total of $20 billion in 
transportation taxes and fees to 
public transit in 2020.”

California accounts for a large proportion of state transit 

spending nationwide. In FY 2022, the state allocated 

$669 million of diesel tax revenues to local transit agencies 

under its State Transit Assistance program.44 California 

also supports public transit and intercity rail from its 

general fund and through bond issuance. In FY 2022, 

it allocated $3.7 billion from the general fund to the 

California State Transportation Agency to support transit 

and intercity rail systems.45

Unfortunately, transit spending often provides poor value 

for money. Planners often favor rail systems over buses 

despite their higher capital costs. Capital projects often 

come in well above budget, behind schedule, or both, as 

seen in Cato’s Public Transit Tracker. Yet rail is generally 

not necessary to serve the relatively low passenger volumes 

on most routes outside the most densely populated urban 

areas. Express commuter buses and urban bus rapid transit 

lines can serve medium capacity routes at lower cost and 

with greater flexibility.46

Corrections
In FY 2022, states spent $65 billion (3.7 percent) of own-

source funds and $6 billion of federal funds on corrections.

State prison populations fell from 1.4 million in 2010 to 

1.26 million in 2019, a 10 percent decline. The deincarceration 

trend accelerated in 2020 as states tried to reduce the spread 

of COVID-19 in prison facilities. By the end of 2020, the 

state prison population had fallen a further 15 percent to 

1.06 million.47

As the inmate population falls, states may have 

opportunities to save money by closing facilities (although 
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in California the reduced inmate population was, in part, 

necessary to alleviate overcrowding). New York State, for 

example, has closed 24 prisons since 2011.48

Elsewhere, prison closures have triggered controversy. 

Resistance to closures can come from correctional officer 

unions as well as local business and government interests. 

In rural areas, a state prison may be the major driver of a 

town’s local economy and closure of the facility may result 

in economic distress.

“Each one percentage point 
increase in interest rates will 
ultimately cost states an 
additional $12 billion annually.”

This is the case in Susanville, a city in the sparsely 

populated northeastern corner of California where two 

prisons account for 45 percent of local employment.49 The 

state legislature voted to close one of the two facilities, 

the California Correctional Center, by June 30, 2023. The 

city responded by filing a lawsuit, relying on residents and 

businesses to fund litigation costs.50 The suit was ultimately 

dismissed by a Superior Court judge, clearing the way for the 

facility to close.

Public Assistance
In FY 2022, states spent $12 billion (0.7 percent) of own-

source funds and $21 billion of federal funds on public 

assistance. As a percentage of total spending, this category 

has fallen from 4.0 percent in FY 1995 to 1.9 percent in 

FY 2022. Three states account for more than half of these 

expenditures nationwide: California, Maryland, and 

New York. While California and New York are expected 

to account for this much spending given their very large 

populations, in FY 2022 Maryland received an unusually 

large amount of federal funds to support its Supplemental 

Nutrition Assistance Program, or SNAP, and Pandemic 

Electronic Benefit Transfer (P-EBT) program.

The biggest component of this category takes the form of 

cash payments under the federal/state Temporary Assistance 

for Needy Families, or TANF, program. As a proportion of 

assistance to low-income families and individuals, cash 

benefits are relatively small. Most assistance takes the form 

of in-kind benefits or provider payments offered under 

Medicaid, the Supplemental Nutrition Assistance Program, 

and housing vouchers.51

Debt Service Costs
In FY 2022, states spent an estimated $57 billion on debt 

service, representing 3.2 percent of own-source funds. This 

amount includes both interest and principal repayment. 

Although NASBO does not break out the two categories, 

it does note that states prepaid $7.6 billion of principal 

in FY 2022, suggesting that the principal portion of debt 

service costs will be lower in coming years.

On the other hand, states, like all borrowers, are now 

facing higher interest rates. As a result, debt service costs on 

newly issued bonds will be higher. According to the latest 

available census data, states carried a total of $1.2 trillion in 

debt at the end of fiscal year 2021 (not including pension and 

retiree health care obligations).52 This means that each one 

percentage point increase in interest rates will ultimately 

cost states an additional $12 billion annually. But, because a 

large volume of state debt matures many years in the future, 

it will take considerable time for the full impact of higher 

interest rates on state debt service costs to kick in.

Other Purposes
NASBO does not break out all other spending, which 

includes

the Children’s Health Insurance Program (CHIP), care 

for the mentally ill and developmentally disabled, 

public health programs, child welfare and family 

services, constitutional officers, the legislative and 

judicial branches, some employer contributions to 

pensions and health benefits, economic development, 

state police, environmental protection, parks and 

recreation, other natural resources programs, 

unemployment insurance, housing, and general aid to 

local governments.

These other spending categories total 32.0 percent of all state 

spending and 34.4 percent of own-source state spending.
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REVENUE  SOURCES  AND 
TAX  BURDENS

State revenue sources vary considerably. In FY 2023, 

California expected to collect 80 percent of its general fund 

revenue from personal and corporate income taxes, while 

Texas, which has no income tax, expected to obtain most of 

its revenue from sales taxes.53

Sales tax revenues have proven to be less volatile than 

income taxes. States that levy income taxes, especially 

those with relatively high marginal rates, can see revenue 

windfalls during times of robust economic growth. On the 

other hand, revenues can crater during recessions. 

Another drawback of high marginal income tax rates is 

that they may contribute to out-migration of high-income 

earners. This may become more of an issue in the post-

pandemic world, as remote work has become normalized in 

some professions.

Quantitative analysis strongly suggests that relative 

overall tax burdens are driving migration across state 

lines. Reviewing data from 2016, Cato Institute fiscal policy 

scholar Chris Edwards found that 578,269 residents moved 

out of the 25 states with the highest tax burdens, plus the 

District of Columbia, and the same number moved into the 

25 states with the lowest tax burdens.54

This trend accelerated during the pandemic. The Tax 

Foundation calculates state and local tax burdens as a 

percentage of personal income by state each year.55 In 2020, 

the median state had a nonfederal tax burden of 10.8 percent. 

The 24 states and the District of Columbia with tax burdens 

above this median level collectively lost 900,648 residents 

to out-migration in the year ending July 1, 2021, according 

to census figures.56 The 23 states with below-median tax 

burdens gained 889,843 and the 3 states at the median level 

gained 10,805 residents. Of the 10 states with the highest tax 

burdens, 8 lost residents to out-migration.

TAX  AND  EXPEND ITURE  L IM ITAT IONS

Given evidence that higher spending does not translate 

into higher service quality and that high tax burdens drive 

out-migration, states may want to consider imposing limits 

on taxes and spending. The United States now has 45 years 

of experience with state tax and expenditure limitation 

(TEL) measures, but the results have been mixed.

A 2021 NASBO report lists 26 states with TELs that apply 

specifically to state budgets (some states have TELs that 

apply only to local government taxes and spending).57 

However, the Illinois TEL expired in 2015 and the 

Washington State limitation was repealed in 2020.

“More than half a million residents 
moved out of the 25 states with the 
highest tax burdens, and the same 
number moved into the 25 states 
with the lowest tax burdens.”

Of the 24 remaining TELs, most have limited impact. Ten 

states allow a simple majority of state legislators to override 

their TEL. If a majority of legislators are willing to vote for 

budgetary provisions that exceed the limits of a TEL, it is likely 

that these same legislators would also vote to override the 

TEL. Two states, Connecticut and Oregon, require three-fifths 

legislative majorities to override their TELs, but both states 

have legislatures that are 60 percent or more Democratic 

as of 2023. Oklahoma has a three-fourths majority override 

requirement, but the TEL allows expenditures to increase 

at the rate of inflation plus 12 percent per year, which is not 

much of a binding constraint.

Academic research on the effectiveness of TELs has yielded 

mixed results. In a widely cited 1996 study, economist Ronald 

Shadbegian concluded that, on average, TELs do not affect 

the size and growth of government. But he reached this 

conclusion by finding two offsetting effects: in low-income 

states, TELs did constrain government, while in high-income 

states, they were associated with faster spending growth.58

In 2010, Matthew Mitchell of the Mercatus Center at 

George Mason University found a similar relationship 

between state income and TEL effectiveness, but also 

considered the stringency of different state TELs.59 Mitchell 

found that TELs, in both low- and high-income states, were 

more effective if they had certain characteristics. Specifically, 

he categorized TELs as more stringent if they

 y have supermajority override requirements;

 y take the form of a constitutional provision rather than 

a statute;



12

 y apply to spending as opposed to revenue; and

 y require that any surpluses be refunded to taxpayers.

University of Wisconsin–Madison professor Lindsay Amiel 

and colleagues proposed a more complex stringency index in 

a 2009 paper, assigning a variable number of points to TELs 

based on numerous characteristics, as shown in Table 2.60

“Applying this index to state 
data from 1996 to 2011, Natalia 
Ermasova and J. M. Kulik found 
no association between TEL 
stringency and overall general 
fund spending.”

Applying this index to state data from 1996 to 2011, 

Natalia Ermasova and J. M. Kulik found no association 

between TEL stringency and overall general fund 

spending.61 While they found that more stringent TELs 

were correlated with less spending on education, these 

savings were offset by greater spending on corrections and 

government administration.

SOME  POL ICY  RECOMMENDAT IONS 
RELATED  TO  STATE  F INANCE

The libertarian approach to state finance seeks to 

minimize taxation by eliminating unnecessary programs 

and privatizing those that remain. In this section, 

however, it is assumed that the size and scope of state 

governments will remain largely unchanged over the near 

term. Instead, recommendations are offered to minimize 

state governments’ economic impact, given their current 

scope.

Avoid High Marginal Income Tax Rates
As discussed in the revenue source section, high marginal 

tax rates increase budget volatility and contribute to out-

migration. To avoid these problems, states should limit their 

highest marginal income tax rates and rely more heavily on 

consumption taxes.

Ensure Adequate Reserves
States should continue the positive trend toward higher 

rainy day fund balances and other reserves. These funds can 

protect states from layoffs and service cuts during recessions 

or other contingencies.

Healthy reserves are especially important for states facing 

higher revenue volatility due to high marginal income 

tax rates, reliance on severance taxes, or dependence on 

tourism-related revenue sources.

Limit the Use of Bonds in the Emerging 
High-Interest Rate Environment

Cash reserves can also be used to finance infrastructure 

rather than bond proceeds. With higher interest rates in 

2022 and 2023, bonds have ceased to be an inexpensive form 

of financing. Going forward, additional bond issuance could 

burden the general fund with debt service costs, crowding 

out other priorities.

Pensions and Other Post-
Employment Benefits

In many states, pension benefits for current employees 

are protected by law, so options for reducing unfunded 

pension liabilities may be limited. States should use 

surplus revenues to make additional pension fund 

contributions. They should also review actuarial 

assumptions, such as the assumed rate of return on 

pension fund assets, to ensure that they are realistic. While 

adopting more conservative assumptions will necessitate 

increased contributions in the near term, it will reduce the 

risk of unfunded liabilities spiking in future years.

It may be easier for states to focus instead on retiree 

health care obligations, which are less likely to have legal 

protections. Most public sector retirees are eligible for 

either Medicare or subsidized plans on their state’s health 

insurance exchange. To the extent that state policymakers 

deem retiree health benefits necessary, these benefits 

should supplement, rather than displace, federally 

provided coverage.

The best way to provide retiree health coverage without 

incurring unfunded liabilities is to offer health savings 

accounts. Employees can contribute to these accounts on 
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a tax-deferred basis; retirees can later draw on the account 

to pay health insurance premiums without incurring a 

tax liability. Employees who leave an employer that offers 

retiree health savings accounts can retain their balances, 

whereas they risk losing defined post-employment benefits 

if they leave their jobs prior to those benefits vesting. 

So, health savings accounts are beneficial to employees 

regardless of whether employers match their contributions.

Source: Lindsay Amiel, Steven C. Deller, and Judith I. Stallmann, “The Construction of a Tax and Expenditure Limitation Index for the US,” Research in 

Agricultural and Applied Economics no. 1800-2016-142171, 2009.

Tax Expenditure Limits (TEL) Stringency Index

Table 2

Type of TEL

   Revenue and expenditure 6

   Revenue (all) 5

   Expenditure 4

   Appropriations 3

   Tax revenues (only) 2

   General fund expenditure 1

Statutory/constitutional

   Constitutional = 1 1

Growth restrictions

   Less than or equal to in�ation and/or population growth rate 7

   Less than or equal to the rate of personal income growth 6

   Limited to the rate of growth in the state economy 5

   Less than 7 percent of state income 4

   Restricted to a percentage greater than or equal to 7 percent of state income 3

   Equal to a share of total revenue or expenditures 2

   No new taxes or fees 1

Method of approval

   Constitutional convention 4

   Legislative referendum 3

   Citizen initiative 2

   Legislative vote 1

Override provisions

   No override allowed 4

   Voter approval to raise taxes and expenditure of surplus wages 3

   Supermajority vote 2

   Declaration of emergency funds 1

Exemptions

   Budget reserves −1  

   Grants −1  

   Capital projects −1  

   Debt service −1  

   Court mandates −1  

   Non-recurring general fund appropriations −1  

Category Points

https://ageconsearch.umn.edu/record/92231/files/stpap536.pdf.
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Improve Cost-Benefit Analysis 
for Infrastructure Projects 

Transit and intercity rail projects often cost more 

and take longer to complete than originally estimated. 

Furthermore, they may fail to generate projected ridership, 

especially in the post-pandemic era. Transportation 

agencies, contractors, and advocates all have incentives 

to underestimate the costs and exaggerate the benefits 

of new infrastructure. Consequently, it is essential for 

state policymakers to seek input from independent, 

disinterested experts before committing state funds to 

these initiatives.

“When a transit agency attempts 
to construct or operate unique 
infrastructure, it loses the 
opportunity to benefit from the 
experience of other agencies, 
operators, and manufacturers.”

Any cost-benefit analysis should also consider the long-

term costs of maintaining stations, track, equipment, and 

other system components. If fare revenues are unable to 

cover daily operations, let alone maintenance and retiree 

benefits, then alternative revenue sources must be found. 

If this alternative source is state general revenues or gas 

taxes, state policymakers should recognize that they will 

be diverting scarce funds to transit subsidies well beyond 

their time in office.

Most new routes can be serviced more cost-effectively 

by bus rapid transit or conventional buses than by rail. 

Buses benefit from standardization that often eludes  

rail systems, which frequently have custom components 

since different metro systems have different specifications 

for their rolling stock.62 When an agency attempts to 

construct or operate unique infrastructure, it loses  

the opportunity to benefit from the experience of other 

agencies, operators, and manufacturers. This may be  

one reason that the transit authorities of Boston,  

New York City, Washington, and the San Francisco Bay 

Area have all experienced problems with recent orders of 

rail cars.63

Although major road projects may have more predictable 

costs and utilization than rail, they also create an ongoing 

maintenance burden. New projects should generally 

rely on toll revenues to cover life-cycle costs rather than 

on declining gasoline tax revenues. New bridges and 

highways should use dynamic tolling to better distribute 

utilization between peak and off-peak hours and to 

encourage commuters to share rides. To further reduce 

taxpayer risks, toll roads and bridges should be privately 

operated where possible.

Dynamic tolling and congestion pricing may also be 

applied to existing highways and urban streets to raise 

revenue for road maintenance and more evenly distribute 

traffic across the day.

Right-Sizing Educational Facilities
As discussed earlier, the long-term educational benefits of 

state-funded public preschool programs are questionable at 

best. Although districts may be tempted to offset declining 

K–12 enrollment by adding programs for younger children, 

state policymakers should avoid funding these initiatives. 

If lawmakers insist on subsidizing childcare and early 

education, it is best done through vouchers. Cash subsidies 

are preferable to public provision because the latter can 

generate unfunded liabilities (especially pension liabilities) 

for future taxpayers.

K–12 public school districts, community colleges, 

and state universities should right-size the number of 

their staff and facilities to meet current and projected 

enrollment. If enrollment is falling, attrition and layoffs 

may be necessary. Staff reductions should not be limited 

to teachers, but rather should focus on administrative staff 

that may not be creating value for students. Policymakers 

should consider merging schools, and even colleges, to 

eliminate redundant administrative costs and free up 

additional real estate.

States should permit and encourage local education 

authorities and state educational institutions to sell 

surplus buildings, both to lower ongoing maintenance 

costs and to obtain one-time revenues. Aside from these 

financial considerations, educational institutions selling 

off spare buildings can potentially add to the community’s 

residential housing stock.
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CONCLUS ION

As of late 2023, state fiscal conditions have remained 

relatively strong, albeit with notable exceptions in 

California and New York. States with lower taxes and 

spending are better positioned to withstand a possible 

recession. They have also benefited from interstate 

migration as more people retire or work remotely. High-tax 

states should assess whether their residents are getting 

value for their money. While there is a constituency for 

ambitious government in high-tax states, other residents 

are concluding that the extra expense does not necessarily 

translate into better services or a higher quality of life.

APPEND IX

This appendix addresses the question of whether more 

state spending necessarily translates into better outcomes 

for Medicaid, K–12 education, and higher education.

Medicaid Spending and 
Pre-65 Death Rates

This section takes into consideration the relationship 

between Medicaid spending per adult beneficiary and 

attempts to correlate spending levels with each state’s 

death rate for individuals below the age of 65. Deaths 

among seniors are excluded because their primary health 

coverage is provided by the federal Medicare program.

Increasing Medicaid funding does not seem to be a good 

way to improve a state’s health outcomes. Figure 1 shows 

that there is a relatively poor correlation between increased 

Medicaid spending per adult beneficiary and death rates 

per 100,000 residents (the crude death rate) for ages 0–64. 

Although the trend line implies a slight decrease in crude 

death rates with increased adult Medicaid spending, this 

trend line does not fit the data especially well.

Moreover, states with comparable Medicaid spending 

per beneficiary may have large variations in crude death 

rates. For example, Utah and Vermont spent $5,794 and 

$5,465, respectively, per adult Medicaid beneficiary in 2019. 

However, Vermont’s crude death rate was 307, which is 

three times higher than Utah’s crude death rate of 123.

This observation is supported by extensive literature on 

the effects of state-provided welfare programs on health 

outcomes. A landmark experiment in Oregon, for example, 

showed that providing Medicaid merely increased the 

utilization of medical resources, but not health outcomes.64 

The well-known 1982 RAND Health Insurance Experiment 

also showed that a no-cost sharing medical plan merely 
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Figure 1

Source: “Medicaid Spending per Enrollee (Full or Partial Benefit),” State Health Facts, Kaiser Family Foundation.
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increased utilization without improving outcomes.65

The conclusion of the RAND Health Insurance Experiment 

has been confirmed by subsequent studies. For instance, a 

1989 study by the Group Health Cooperative of Puget Sound 

found that “the introduction of a $5 copayment for office 

visits resulted in an estimated 10.9% decrease in primary 

care visits” (although it did not examine health outcomes 

specifically).66 In Columbia professor Michael Eichner’s 1997 

paper on the elasticity of health insurance, he also found 

that an approximately $2 increase in coinsurance reduced 

health care visits by one.67 A 2001 article by researchers at 

the University of California, Los Angeles, found that “in a 

chronically ill population, cost sharing reduced the use of care 

for both minor and serious symptoms,” and noted that “no 

differences in self-reported health status were observed.”68

K–12 Public School Spending 
and Test Scores

If greater spending on schools improves learning 

outcomes, there should be a correlation between spending 

levels and standardized test scores. But an analysis of recent 

data does not show a statistically significant relationship 

between the two variables.

In November 2022, the US Department of Education 

released National Assessment of Educational Progress 

(NAEP) scores by state.69 Four of those scores are available, 

covering reading and mathematics for fourth and eighth 

graders. Summing up these scores, which are all on a 0–250 

scale, provides an overall picture of student educational 

achievement by state.

A regression analysis by the Census Bureau of 2020 

K–12 public school finance data using this composite as 

the dependent variable, and current per pupil spending 

for each state as the independent variable, shows no 

statistically significant relationship at the 95 percent 

confidence level.70

By contrast, the percentage of students eligible for free 

or reduced-price lunch is strongly related to test scores at 

the same confidence level. In a multivariate analysis by the 

National Center for Education Statistics employing both 

spending and free and reduced-price lunch data during 

2019–2020 as independent variables, only the latter has a 

statistically significant coefficient.71

Figure 2 shows that increased K–12 per capita spending 

does not correspond to increased K–12 test scores. For 

example, Florida, which spends $11,671 per capita on K–12 

education, has a relatively high fourth-grade mean math 

score of 246, while Alaska, which spends $19,677 per 

capita on K–12 education, has a mean fourth-grade math 

score of 232. (However, this graph does not show a causal 

relationship; increased K–12 per capita spending in some 

cases may be a response to low standardized test scores in 

prior years).

Higher Education and Public 
College Graduation Rates

It could be expected that greater state spending on 

higher education would result in higher completion 

rates, as students respond favorably to better-funded 

educational offerings.

But as Figure 3 shows, there is a declining linear relationship 

between higher education spending per student and first-

time four-year graduation rates for public colleges for 

the class of 2021. Vermont, for example, spent $3,754 per 

student on higher education in 2017 and had a public-

school graduation rate of 63 percent four years later. On 

the other hand, New Mexico spent $25,649 per student on 

higher education in 2017 and had a 2021 first-time four-year 

graduation rate of 26 percent. Of course, the causal chain is 

not clear-cut: increased current per student higher education 

spending might be a result of low first-time four-year 

graduation rates in past years. However, higher education 

spending per capita does not seem to correlate with higher 

first-time four-year graduation rates for public colleges.
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Fourth grade math test scores

Sources: “Table 236.75. Total and Current Expenditures per Pupil in Fall Enrollment in Public Elementary and Secondary Schools, by Function and State or 

Jurisdiction: School Year 2019–20,” Digest of Educational Statistics, National Center for Educational Statistics, 2023; and “NAEP State Profiles,” Nation’s

Report Card, National Assessment of Educational Progress.

Note: Math test scores range from 0 to 250, with higher scores indicating better performance.
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Degree-Granting Postsecondary Institutions, by State or Jurisdiction: Selected Years, 1970 through 2017,” National Center for Education Statistics; and 

“State Expenditure Report: 2019,” National Association of State Budget Officers, 2020.

https://www.nationsreportcard.gov/profiles/stateprofile?chort=1&sub=MAT&sj=&sfj=NP&st=MN&year=2022R3


18

NOTES

1. “Fiscal 50: State Trends and Analysis,” Pew Charitable 
Trusts, State Fiscal Health Project, October 18, 2022.

2. Author’s analysis of “Monthly Statements of General 
Fund Cash Receipts and Disbursements,” California State 
Controller, and the “Monthly Tax Collections Reports,” 
Department of Taxation and Finance, New York.

3. “Report on Estimated Receipts and Disbursements State 
Fiscal Years 2022–23 through 2024–25,” Office of the New 
York State Comptroller, November 2022; and Gabriel Patek, 
“California’s Fiscal Outlook,” California Legislative Office, 
November 16, 2022.

4. “State Fiscal Health Project,” Pew Charitable Trusts, State 
Fiscal Health Project, October 18, 2022.

5. Kathryn White, “States and Territories Continue 
Progress in Spending Recovery Funds,” National 
Association of State Budget Officers, Budget Blog (blog), 
September 6, 2023.

6. “Financial State of the States 2022,” Truth in Accounting, 
October 24, 2022.

7. “Quarterly Summary of State & Local Tax Revenue: 
Quarter Two,” US Census Bureau, September 9, 2022.

8. “Debt to the Penny,” US Treasury Department, US 
Treasury Fiscal Data, October 27, 2023; “Management’s 
Discussion and Analysis,” Financial Report of the United 
States Government, US Treasury Department; and “How 
Much Revenue Has the U.S. Government Collected This 
Year?,” Fiscal Data, US Treasury Department, 2023.

9. Author’s analysis of “Reason Foundation’s ACFR Data 
Tool,” Reason Foundation.

10. Author’s analysis of “Reason Foundation’s ACFR Data 
Tool,” Reason Foundation.

11. “Market Data,” The Bond Buyer, October 31, 2023.

12. Ultimately, the National Transportation Safety Board 
attributed the Minneapolis bridge collapse to a design error 
rather than deferred maintenance. “Minneapolis Interstate 
35W Bridge Collapse,” Minnesota Legislature, October 2022; 
and Patrick O’Shea, “Pittsburgh Bridge Collapse Shows 
Deficient Infrastructure Needs to Be Addressed,” Beaver 
County Times, January 31, 2022.

13. “2021 Report Card for America’s Infrastructure,” 

American Society of Civil Engineers, 2021.

14. Mary Filardo, Rachel Gutter, and Mike Rowland, “State of 
Our Schools: America’s K–12 Facilities,” 21st Century School 
Fund, 2016.

15. “Table 203.10. Enrollment in Public Elementary and 
Secondary Schools, by Level and Grade: Selected Years, Fall 
1980 through Fall 2031,” National Center for Education 
Statistics, US Department of Education, 2022.

16. Mary Filardo, Rachel Gutter, and Mike Rowland, “State 
of Our Schools: America’s K–12 Facilities,” 21st Century 
School Fund, 2016; Mary Filardo, “2021 State of Our Schools: 
America’s PK–12 Public School Facilities,” 21st Century 
School Fund, May 2021.

17. “Infrastructure Investment and Jobs Act (IIJA) 
Information and Resources,” Clark Hill, 2023. 

18. Michael Lucci, “American Rescue Plan Act Aid 
Should Be Used to Replenish $93 Billion Hole in State 
Unemployment Trust Funds,” State Policy Network, 
May 26, 2021. 

19. “Advances to State Unemployment Funds: U.S. Treasury 
Fiscal Data (Social Security Act Title XII),” US Treasury 
Department, October 2023.

20. “State Unemployment Insurance Trust Fund 
Solvency Report 2022,” US Department of Labor, Office of 
Unemployment Insurance Division of Fiscal and Actuarial 
Services, April 2022.

21. “2022 State Expenditure Report: Fiscal Years 2020–
2022,” National Association of State Budget Officers.

22. Alison Mitchell, “Medicaid’s Federal Medical Assistance 
Percentage (FMAP),” CRS Report R43847, Congressional 
Research Service, July 29, 2020.

23. “Federal Medical Assistance Percentage (FMAP) for 
Medicaid and Multiplier,” Kaiser Family Foundation, 
October 25, 2022.

24. “Mandatory & Optional Medicaid Benefits,” Centers for 
Medicare and Medicaid Services.

25. Stephen Zuckerman, Laura Skopec, and Joshua Aarons, 
“Medicaid Physician Fees Remained Substantially Below 
Fees Paid by Medicare in 2019,” Health Affairs 40, no. 2 
(2021): 343–48.

https://www.sco.ca.gov/ard_state_cash.html
https://www.sco.ca.gov/ard_state_cash.html
https://www.tax.ny.gov/research/collections/monthly_tax_collections.htm
https://www.osc.state.ny.us/files/reports/pdf/budget-receipts-disbursement-22-25.pdf
https://www.osc.state.ny.us/files/reports/pdf/budget-receipts-disbursement-22-25.pdf
https://lao.ca.gov/Publications/Report/4646
https://www.pewtrusts.org/en/projects/states-fiscal-health
https://budgetblog.nasbo.org/budgetblogs/blogs/kathryn-white/2023/09/06/states-and-territories-continue-progress-in-spendi?CommunityKey=eca4d2c7-296d-4ab5-aeab-2024a4e7b0b8
https://budgetblog.nasbo.org/budgetblogs/blogs/kathryn-white/2023/09/06/states-and-territories-continue-progress-in-spendi?CommunityKey=eca4d2c7-296d-4ab5-aeab-2024a4e7b0b8
https://www.truthinaccounting.org/news/detail/financial-state-of-the-states-2022
https://www.census.gov/data/tables/2022/econ/qtax/historical/q2.html
https://www.census.gov/data/tables/2022/econ/qtax/historical/q2.html
https://fiscaldata.treasury.gov/datasets/debt-to-the-penny/debt-to-the-penny
https://fiscal.treasury.gov/reports-statements/financial-report/government-financial-position-and-condition.html
https://fiscal.treasury.gov/reports-statements/financial-report/government-financial-position-and-condition.html
https://fiscaldata.treasury.gov/americas-finance-guide/government-revenue/
https://fiscaldata.treasury.gov/americas-finance-guide/government-revenue/
https://fiscaldata.treasury.gov/americas-finance-guide/government-revenue/
https://betadata.reason.org/
https://betadata.reason.org/
https://betadata.reason.org/
https://betadata.reason.org/
https://data.bondbuyer.com/MarketStatisticsArchive/DisplayReportHistory
https://www.lrl.mn.gov/guides/guides?issue=bridges
https://www.lrl.mn.gov/guides/guides?issue=bridges
https://www.timesonline.com/story/opinion/columns/2022/01/28/pittsburgh-bridge-collapse-time-invest-infrastructure/9258617002/
https://www.timesonline.com/story/opinion/columns/2022/01/28/pittsburgh-bridge-collapse-time-invest-infrastructure/9258617002/
https://infrastructurereportcard.org/wp-content/uploads/2020/12/National_IRC_2021-report.pdf
https://files.eric.ed.gov/fulltext/ED581630.pdf
https://files.eric.ed.gov/fulltext/ED581630.pdf
https://nces.ed.gov/programs/digest/d22/tables/dt22_203.10.asp
https://nces.ed.gov/programs/digest/d22/tables/dt22_203.10.asp
https://nces.ed.gov/programs/digest/d22/tables/dt22_203.10.asp
https://files.eric.ed.gov/fulltext/ED581630.pdf
https://files.eric.ed.gov/fulltext/ED581630.pdf
https://education.wellcertified.com/hubfs/IWBI%20-%20State%20of%20Our%20Schools%202021.pdf
https://education.wellcertified.com/hubfs/IWBI%20-%20State%20of%20Our%20Schools%202021.pdf
https://www.clarkhill.com/infrastructure-investment-and-jobs-act-iija/
https://www.clarkhill.com/infrastructure-investment-and-jobs-act-iija/
https://spn.org/articles/replenish-state-unemployment-insurance-funds/
https://spn.org/articles/replenish-state-unemployment-insurance-funds/
https://spn.org/articles/replenish-state-unemployment-insurance-funds/
https://fiscaldata.treasury.gov/datasets/ssa-title-xii-advance-activities/advances-to-state-unemployment-funds-social-security-act-title-xii
https://fiscaldata.treasury.gov/datasets/ssa-title-xii-advance-activities/advances-to-state-unemployment-funds-social-security-act-title-xii
https://oui.doleta.gov/unemploy/docs/trustFundSolvReport2022.pdf
https://oui.doleta.gov/unemploy/docs/trustFundSolvReport2022.pdf
https://www.nasbo.org/reports-data/state-expenditure-report
https://www.nasbo.org/reports-data/state-expenditure-report
https://sgp.fas.org/crs/misc/R43847.pdf
https://sgp.fas.org/crs/misc/R43847.pdf
https://www.kff.org/medicaid/state-indicator/federal-matching-rate-and-multiplier
https://www.kff.org/medicaid/state-indicator/federal-matching-rate-and-multiplier
https://www.medicaid.gov/medicaid/benefits/mandatory-optional-medicaid-benefits/index.html
https://www.healthaffairs.org/doi/10.1377/hlthaff.2020.00611
https://www.healthaffairs.org/doi/10.1377/hlthaff.2020.00611


19

26. Madeline Guth and Elizabeth Hinton, “Recent 
Developments and Key Issues to Watch with Medicaid 
Section 1115 Waivers,” Kaiser Family Foundation, 
September 28, 2022. 

27. Daniela Franco Montoya, Puneet Kaur Chehal, and E. 
Kathleen Adams, “Medicaid Managed CARE’s Effects on 
Costs, Access, and Quality: An Update,” Annual Reviews of 
Public Health 41 (2020): 537–49.

28. Victoria Perez, “Does Capitated Managed Care Affect 
Budget Predictability? Evidence from Medicaid Programs,” 
International Journal of Health Economics Management 18, 
no. 2 (June 2018): 123–52.

29. “Blue Cross-Certified Rates,” Idaho Department of Health 
and Welfare, June 25, 2023 (Public Records Request KC-
00035); and “Comparison of Idaho Department of Health and 
Welfare Encounter Data to Cash Disbursements for Blue Cross 
of Idaho,” Myers and Stauffer LC, June 22, 2022.

30. “Population Distribution by Age,” State Health Facts, 
Kaiser Family Foundation, October 28, 2022.

31. “Table 2.1. States with U.S. Department of Labor, Office 
of Unemployment Insurance Division of Fiscal and Actuarial 
Services, Voucher Programs, by State: 2017,” State Education 
Practices, National Center for Education Statistics, US 
Department of Education.

32. Christopher A. Candelaria, Shelby M. McNeill, and 
Kenneth A. Shores, “What Is a School Finance Reform? 
Uncovering the Ubiquity and Diversity of School Finance 
Reforms Using a Bayesian Changepoint Estimator,” 
EdWorkingPapers, Annenberg Institute at Brown University, 
June 2022.

33. “Table 236.75: Total and Current Expenditures per Pupil 
in Fall Enrollment in Public Elementary and Secondary 
Schools, by Function and State or Jurisdiction: 2018–19 
National Center for Education Statistics,” Digest of 
Education Statistics, US Department of Education, 2021.

34. “Performance Based Budget: Department of Education,” 
Commonwealth of Pennsylvania Independent Fiscal Office, 
January 2022.

35. Matt Barnum, “4 New Studies Bolster the Case: More 
Money for Schools Helps Low-Income Students,” Chalkbeat, 
August 13, 2019.

36. Allison Friedman–Krauss et al., “The State of Preschool 
2022: State Preschool Yearbook,” National Institute for Early 
Education Research, Rutgers University, 2023.

37. Kelley Durkin, Mark W. Lipsey, Dale C. Farran, and Sarah 
E. Wiesen, “Effects of a Statewide Pre-kindergarten Program 
on Children’s Achievement and Behavior through Sixth 
Grade,” Dev Psychology 58, no. 3 (March 2022): 470–84.

38. “2022 State Expenditure Report: Fiscal Years 2020–
2022,” National Association of State Budget Officers.

39. “Current Term Enrollment Estimates,” National Student 
Clearinghouse Research Center, May 24, 2023. Percentages 
reflect author’s calculations from data in current and past 
reports linked to this page.

40. “Covid-19: Stay Informed,” National Student 
Clearinghouse Research Center, October 26, 2023.

41. “Table 334.10—Total expenditures of Public Degree-
Granting Postsecondary Institutions, by Purpose and Level 
of Institution: 2009–10 through 2019–20,” National Center 
for Education Statistics, US Department of Education, 2021.

42. Todd J. Zywicki and Christopher Koopman, “The 
Changing of the Guard: The Political Economy of 
Administrative Bloat in American Higher Education,” 
George Mason Law and Economics Research Paper no. 17–12, 
March 23, 2017.

43. “Table 314.30—Employees in Degree-Granting 
Postsecondary Institutions, by Employment Status, 
Sex, Control and Level of Institution, and Primary 
Occupation, Fall 2020,” National Center for Education 
Statistics, US Department of Education, 2021; and “Table 
314.30.Employees in Degree-Granting Postsecondary 
Institutions, by Employment Status, Sex, Control and 
Level of Institution, and Primary Occupation: Fall 2011,” 
National Center for Education Statistics, US Department of 
Education, 2013.

44. “Fiscal Year 2021–22 State Transit Assistance Allocation 
Revised Estimate, Current Apportionment Payments 
(Current Year),” California State Controller, July 31, 2021.

45. “The 2022–23 California Spending Plan: Transportation,” 
California Legislative Analyst’s Office, Budget and Policy 
Post, September 29, 2022.

46. According to the Federal Transit Administration, bus 
rapid transit systems can carry up to 30,000 passengers per 
hour. “Bus Rapid Transit: Elements Performance Benefits,” 
Federal Transit Authority, 2003.

47. E. Ann Carson, “Prisoners in 2020—Statistical Tables,” 
US Department of Justice Bureau of Justice Statistics, 
December 2021.

https://www.kff.org/policy-watch/recent-developments-key-issues-medicaid-section-1115-waivers/
https://www.kff.org/policy-watch/recent-developments-key-issues-medicaid-section-1115-waivers/
https://www.kff.org/policy-watch/recent-developments-key-issues-medicaid-section-1115-waivers/
https://www.annualreviews.org/doi/10.1146/annurev-publhealth-040119-094345
https://www.annualreviews.org/doi/10.1146/annurev-publhealth-040119-094345
https://www.jstor.org/stable/45271519
https://www.jstor.org/stable/45271519
https://publicdocuments.dhw.idaho.gov/WebLink/DocView.aspx?id=24339&dbid=0&repo=PUBLIC-DOCUMENTS
https://publicdocuments.dhw.idaho.gov/WebLink/DocView.aspx?id=24339&dbid=0&repo=PUBLIC-DOCUMENTS
https://publicdocuments.dhw.idaho.gov/WebLink/DocView.aspx?id=24339&dbid=0&repo=PUBLIC-DOCUMENTS
https://www.kff.org/other/state-indicator/distribution-by-age
https://nces.ed.gov/programs/statereform/tab2_1-2020.asp
https://nces.ed.gov/programs/statereform/tab2_1-2020.asp
https://nces.ed.gov/programs/statereform/tab2_1-2020.asp
https://doi.org/10.26300/4vey-3w10
https://doi.org/10.26300/4vey-3w10
https://doi.org/10.26300/4vey-3w10
https://nces.ed.gov/programs/digest/d21/tables/dt21_236.75.asp
https://nces.ed.gov/programs/digest/d21/tables/dt21_236.75.asp
https://nces.ed.gov/programs/digest/d21/tables/dt21_236.75.asp
https://nces.ed.gov/programs/digest/d21/tables/dt21_236.75.asp
http://www.ifo.state.pa.us/download.cfm?file=Resources%2FDocuments%2FPBB_2022_PDE_REPORT_Amended.pdf.
https://www.chalkbeat.org/2019/8/13/21055545/4-new-studies-bolster-the-case-more-money-for-schools-helps-low-income-students
https://www.chalkbeat.org/2019/8/13/21055545/4-new-studies-bolster-the-case-more-money-for-schools-helps-low-income-students
https://nieer.org/wp-content/uploads/2023/09/YB2022_FullReport.pdf
https://nieer.org/wp-content/uploads/2023/09/YB2022_FullReport.pdf
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/35007113/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/35007113/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/35007113/
https://www.nasbo.org/reports-data/state-expenditure-report
https://www.nasbo.org/reports-data/state-expenditure-report
https://nscresearchcenter.org/current-term-enrollment-estimates/
https://nscresearchcenter.org/stay-informed/
https://nces.ed.gov/programs/digest/d21/tables/dt21_334.10.asp
https://nces.ed.gov/programs/digest/d21/tables/dt21_334.10.asp
https://nces.ed.gov/programs/digest/d21/tables/dt21_334.10.asp
https://ssrn.com/abstract=2939915
https://ssrn.com/abstract=2939915
https://ssrn.com/abstract=2939915
https://nces.ed.gov/programs/digest/d21/tables/dt21_314.30.asp
https://nces.ed.gov/programs/digest/d21/tables/dt21_314.30.asp
https://nces.ed.gov/programs/digest/d21/tables/dt21_314.30.asp
https://nces.ed.gov/programs/digest/d21/tables/dt21_314.30.asp
https://nces.ed.gov/programs/digest/d13/tables/dt13_314.30.asp
https://nces.ed.gov/programs/digest/d13/tables/dt13_314.30.asp
https://nces.ed.gov/programs/digest/d13/tables/dt13_314.30.asp
https://nces.ed.gov/programs/digest/d13/tables/dt13_314.30.asp
https://www.sco.ca.gov/ard_current_payments.html
https://www.sco.ca.gov/ard_current_payments.html
https://www.sco.ca.gov/ard_current_payments.html
https://lao.ca.gov/Publications/Report/4628
https://www.transit.dot.gov/sites/fta.dot.gov/files/BRTBrochure.pdf
https://bjs.ojp.gov/content/pub/pdf/p20st.pdf


20

48. Tiffany Cusaac-Smith, “NY Is Closing 6 Prisons 
Thursday. What Will It Mean for Local Economies?,” 
Poughkeepsie Journal, March 9, 2022.

49. Hailey Branson-Potts, “A Rural California Town Sued to 
Keep a Prison Open. Judge Rules Newsom Can Close It,” Los 
Angeles Times, September 9, 2022.

50. Tim Arango and Max Whittaker, “‘Nothing Will Be the 
Same’: A Prison Town Weighs a Future without a Prison,” 
New York Times, January 10, 2022.

51. Michael Tanner, “Cato’s Project on Poverty and Inequality 
in California Final Report; Welfare Reform,” Cato Institute, 
October 21, 2021.

52. “2021 State & Local Government Finance Historical 
Datasets and Tables,” US Census Bureau, September 7, 2023.

53. “Fiscal Survey of States: Spring 2023,” National 
Association of State Budget Officers.

54. Chris Edwards, “Tax Reform and Interstate Migration,” 
Cato Institute Tax and Budget Bulletin no. 84, September 6, 
2018.

55. Erica York and Jared Walczak, “State-Local Tax Burden 
Rankings, Calendar Year 2022,” Tax Foundation, April 7, 
2022.

56. “State Population Totals and Components of Change: 
2020–2022,” US Census Population and Housing Unit 
Estimates, US Census Bureau, June 13, 2023.

57. “Budget Processes in the States: 2021,” National 
Association of State Budget Officers, Spring 2021.

58. Ronald J. Shadbegian, “Do Tax and Expenditure 
Limitations Affect the Size and Growth of State 
Government?,” Contemporary Economic Policy 14, no. 1 
(January 1996): 22–35.

59. Matthew D. Mitchell, “TEL It Like It Is: Do State Tax 
and Expenditure Limits Actually Limit Spending?,” George 
Mason University, Mercatus Center Working Paper 10-71 
(2010).

60. Lindsay Amiel, Steven C. Deller, and Judith I. Stallmann, 
“The Construction of a Tax and Expenditure Limitation 

Index for the US,” University of Wisconsin Department of 
Agricultural and Applied Economics, Staff Paper no. 536, 
May 2009.

61. Natalia Ermasova and Jeffrey M. Kulik, “The Effects of 
Tax and Expenditure Limitation (TEL) Stringency on the 
Level of State Expenditures in the United States,” Review of 
Public Administration and Management 6, no. 1 (2018): 1–6.

62. “Rolling Stock Manufacture,” Railway Technical Website, 
2023.

63. Marc Joffe, “Washington Metro’s Suspension of Over 
Half its Rail Cars Should Have Congress Rethinking Rail 
Funding,” Reason Foundation, October 20, 2021.

64. Amy Finkelstein et al., “The Oregon Health Insurance 
Experiment: Evidence from the First Year,” Quarterly Journal 
of Economics 127, no. 3 (August 2012): 1057–106.

65. Willard G. Manning et al., “Health Insurance and the 
Demand for Medical Care,” American Economic Review 77, 
no. 3 (June 1987): 251–77.

66. Daniel C. Cherkin, Louis Grothaus, and Edward 
H. Wagner, “The Effect of Office Visit Copayments on 
Utilization in a Health Maintenance Organization,” Medical 
Care 27, no. 11 (November 1989): 1036–45.

67. Matthew J. Eichner, “The Demand for Medical Care: 
What People Pay Does Matter,” American Economic Review 88 
no. 2 (May 1998): 117–21.

68. Mitchell D. Wong et al., “Effects of Cost Sharing on 
Care Seeking and Health Status: Results from the Medical 
Outcomes Study,” American Journal of Public Health (2001): 
1889–94.

69. “Data Tools: State Profiles,” Nation’s Report Card, 
National Assessment of Educational Progress, 2022.

70. “2020 Public Elementary-Secondary Education Finance 
Data,” Annual Survey of School System Finances, US Census 
Bureau, May 18, 2022.

71. “Table 204.10: Number and Percentage of Public School 
Students Eligible for Free or Reduced-price Lunch, by State: 
Selected Years, 2000–01 through 2019–20,” National Center 
for Education Statistics, US Department of Education, 2021.

https://www.poughkeepsiejournal.com/story/news/2022/03/09/new-york-closes-six-prisons-population-decline-reforms/9417055002/
https://www.poughkeepsiejournal.com/story/news/2022/03/09/new-york-closes-six-prisons-population-decline-reforms/9417055002/
https://www.latimes.com/california/story/2022-09-09/la-me-rural-california-prison-closure-lawsuit
https://www.latimes.com/california/story/2022-09-09/la-me-rural-california-prison-closure-lawsuit
https://www.nytimes.com/2022/01/10/us/susanville-california-prison-closing.html
https://www.nytimes.com/2022/01/10/us/susanville-california-prison-closing.html
https://www.cato.org/study/welfare-reform
https://www.cato.org/study/welfare-reform
https://www.census.gov/data/datasets/2021/econ/local/public-use-datasets.html
https://www.census.gov/data/datasets/2021/econ/local/public-use-datasets.html
https://www.nasbo.org/reports-data/fiscal-survey-of-states
https://taxfoundation.org/publications/state-local-tax-burden-rankings/
https://taxfoundation.org/publications/state-local-tax-burden-rankings/
https://www.census.gov/data/tables/time-series/demo/popest/2020s-state-total.html
https://www.census.gov/data/tables/time-series/demo/popest/2020s-state-total.html
https://www.nasbo.org/reports-data/budget-processes-in-the-states
https://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/10.1111/j.1465-7287.1996.tb00600.x
https://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/10.1111/j.1465-7287.1996.tb00600.x
https://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/10.1111/j.1465-7287.1996.tb00600.x
https://www.mercatus.org/system/files/TEL%20It%20Like%20It%20Is.Mitchell.12.6.10.pdf
https://www.mercatus.org/system/files/TEL%20It%20Like%20It%20Is.Mitchell.12.6.10.pdf
https://ageconsearch.umn.edu/record/92231/files/stpap536.pdf.
https://ageconsearch.umn.edu/record/92231/files/stpap536.pdf.
https://www.walshmedicalmedia.com/open-access/the-effects-of-tax-and-expenditure-limitation-tel-stringency-on-thelevel-of-state-expenditures-in-the-united-states-2315-7844-1000236.pdf
https://www.walshmedicalmedia.com/open-access/the-effects-of-tax-and-expenditure-limitation-tel-stringency-on-thelevel-of-state-expenditures-in-the-united-states-2315-7844-1000236.pdf
https://www.walshmedicalmedia.com/open-access/the-effects-of-tax-and-expenditure-limitation-tel-stringency-on-thelevel-of-state-expenditures-in-the-united-states-2315-7844-1000236.pdf
http://www.railway-technical.com/trains/rolling-stock-manufacture.html
https://reason.org/commentary/washington-metros-suspension-of-half-its-rail-cars-should-have-congress-rethinking-rail-funding/
https://reason.org/commentary/washington-metros-suspension-of-half-its-rail-cars-should-have-congress-rethinking-rail-funding/
https://reason.org/commentary/washington-metros-suspension-of-half-its-rail-cars-should-have-congress-rethinking-rail-funding/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/23293397/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/23293397/
https://www.jstor.org/stable/1804094
https://www.jstor.org/stable/1804094
https://www.jstor.org/stable/3765523
https://www.jstor.org/stable/3765523
https://www.jstor.org/stable/116904
https://www.jstor.org/stable/116904
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC1446896/
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC1446896/
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC1446896/
https://www.nationsreportcard.gov/profiles/stateprofile?chort=1&amp;sub=MAT&amp;sj=&amp;sfj=NP&amp;st=MN&amp;year=2022R3
https://www.census.gov/data/tables/2020/econ/school-finances/secondary-education-finance.html
https://www.census.gov/data/tables/2020/econ/school-finances/secondary-education-finance.html
https://nces.ed.gov/programs/digest/d21/tables/dt21_204.10.asp
https://nces.ed.gov/programs/digest/d21/tables/dt21_204.10.asp
https://nces.ed.gov/programs/digest/d21/tables/dt21_204.10.asp


R E L AT E D  P U B L I C AT I O N S  F RO M  T H E  C ATO  I N ST I T U T E

Freedom in the 50 States, 7th ed., by William Ruger and Jason Sorens (Washington: Cato Institute, 2023)

Nurse Practitioner Scope of Practice and Patient Harm: Evidence from Medical Malpractice 
Payouts and Adverse Action Reports by Sara Markowitz and Andrew J. D. Smith, Research Briefs in 
Economic Policy no. 359 (November 22, 2023)

Tax Expenditures and Tax Reform by Chris Edwards, Policy Analysis no. 954 (July 25, 2023)

Keeping North Carolina’s Housing Affordable: A Free Market Solution by Michael D. Tanner, Policy 
Analysis no. 938 (December 7, 2022)

Fiscal Policy Report Card on America’s Governors 2022 by Chris Edwards and Ilana Blumsack, white 
paper (October 12, 2022)

Was Pandemic Fiscal Relief Effective Fiscal Stimulus? Evidence from Aid to State and Local 
Governments by Jeffrey Clemens, Philip G. Hoxie, and Stan Veuger, Research Briefs in Economic Policy 
no. 299 (August 17, 2022)

Cato’s Project on Poverty and Inequality in California by Michael D. Tanner (October 21, 2021)

The COVID-19 Case for Bigger Government Is Weak by Ryan Bourne, Pandemics and Policy 
(September 9, 2021)

The High‐Speed Rail Money Sink: Why the United States Should Not Spend Trillions on Obsolete 
Technology by Randal O’Toole, Policy Analysis no. 915 (April 20, 2021)

Transit: The Urban Parasite by Randal O’Toole, Policy Analysis no. 889 (April 20, 2020)

Do Local Governments Represent Voter Preferences? Evidence from Hospital Financing under the 
Affordable Care Act by Victoria Perez, Justin M. Ross, and Kosali I. Simon, Research Briefs in Economic 
Policy no. 205 (March 11, 2020)

Restoring Responsible Government by Cutting Federal Aid to the States by Chris Edwards, Policy 
Analysis no. 868 (May 20, 2019)

50 Vetoes: How States Can Stop the Obama Health Care Law by Michael F. Cannon, white paper 
(March 21, 2013)

Infrastructure Investment: A State, Local, and Private Responsibility by Chris Edwards, Tax and 
Budget Bulletin no. 67 (January 18, 2013)

Limiting Government through Direct Democracy: The Case of State Tax and Expenditure 
Limitations by Michael J. New, Policy Analysis no. 420 (December 13, 2001)

https://www.cato.org/books/freedom-50-states-0
https://www.cato.org/research-briefs-economic-policy/nurse-practitioner-scope-practice-patient-harm-evidence-medical
https://www.cato.org/research-briefs-economic-policy/nurse-practitioner-scope-practice-patient-harm-evidence-medical
https://www.cato.org/policy-analysis/tax-expenditures-tax-reform
https://www.cato.org/policy-analysis/keeping-north-carolinas-housing-affordable
https://www.cato.org/white-paper/fiscal-policy-report-card-americas-governors-2022
https://www.cato.org/research-briefs-economic-policy/was-pandemic-fiscal-relief-effective-fiscal-stimulus-evidence-aid
https://www.cato.org/research-briefs-economic-policy/was-pandemic-fiscal-relief-effective-fiscal-stimulus-evidence-aid
https://www.cato.org/study/catos-project-poverty-inequality-california-one-year-anniversary
https://www.cato.org/pandemics-policy/covid-19-case-bigger-government-weak
https://www.cato.org/policy-analysis/high-speed-money-sink-why-united-states-should-not-spend-trillions-obsolete
https://www.cato.org/policy-analysis/high-speed-money-sink-why-united-states-should-not-spend-trillions-obsolete
https://www.cato.org/policy-analysis/transit-urban-parasite
https://www.cato.org/sites/cato.org/files/2020-03/RB-205-final.pdf
https://www.cato.org/sites/cato.org/files/2020-03/RB-205-final.pdf
https://www.cato.org/policy-analysis/restoring-responsible-government-cutting-federal-aid-states
https://www.cato.org/white-paper/50-vetoes-how-states-can-stop-obama-health-care-law
https://www.cato.org/sites/cato.org/files/pubs/pdf/tbb_067.pdf
https://www.cato.org/policy-analysis/limiting-government-through-direct-democracy-case-state-tax-expenditure-limitations
https://www.cato.org/policy-analysis/limiting-government-through-direct-democracy-case-state-tax-expenditure-limitations


R EC E N T  ST U D I E S  I N  T H E  
C ATO  I N ST I T U T E  P O L I C Y  A NA LYS I S  S E R I E S

968.  Bold International Tax Reforms to Counteract the OECD Global Tax by Adam N. Michel 
(February 13, 2024)

967.  Containing Medicaid Costs at the State Level by Marc Joffe and Krit Chanwong (February 6, 
2024)

966.  Curbing Federal Emergency Spending Government Spending Grows with Excessive and 
Wasteful Emergency Designations by Romina Boccia and Dominik Lett (January 9, 2024)

965.  Taiwan’s Urgent Need for Asymmetric Defense by Eric Gomez (November 14, 2023)

964.  Trade and Investment Are Not a Balancing Act by Norbert J. Michel (November 7, 2023)

963.  Misperceptions of OPEC Capability and Behavior: Unmasking OPEC Theater by David Kemp 
and Peter Van Doren (November 2, 2023)

962.  Are Public School Libraries Accomplishing Their Mission? Public School Libraries Do Not 
Appear to Stock a Balance of Views by Neal McCluskey (October 17, 2023)

961.  Pariah or Partner? Reevaluating the US-Saudi Relationship by Jon Hoffman (September 20, 
2023)

960.  Expand Access to Methadone Treatment: Remove Barriers to Primary Care Practitioners 
Prescribing Methadone by Jeffrey A. Singer and Sofia Hamilton (September 7, 2023)

959.  Sweden during the Pandemic: Pariah or Paragon? by Johan Norberg (August 29, 2023)

958.  Terrorism and Immigration: A Risk Analysis, 1975–2022 by Alex Nowrasteh (August 22, 
2023)

957.  Corking Russian Gas: Global Economic and Political Ramifications by Scott Semet 
(August 17, 2023)

956.  A Link Tax Won’t Save the Newspaper Industry: The Journalism Competition and 
Preservation Act Will neither Promote Competition nor Preserve Newspapers by Paul 
Matzko (August 14, 2023)

955.  Freeing American Families: Reforms to Make Family Life Easier and More Affordable by 
Vanessa Brown Calder and Chelsea Follett (August 10, 2023)

954.  Tax Expenditures and Tax Reform by Chris Edwards (July 25, 2023)

953.  2022 Arms Sales Risk Index by Jordan Cohen and A. Trevor Thrall (July 18, 2023)

952.  Adverse Effects of Automatic Cost-of-Living Adjustments to Entitlement and Other 
Payments by John F. Early (June 22, 2023)

https://www.cato.org/policy-analysis/expand-access-methadone-treatment
https://www.cato.org/policy-analysis/bold-international-tax-reforms-counteract-oecd-global-tax
https://www.cato.org/policy-analysis/expand-access-methadone-treatment
https://www.cato.org/policy-analysis/containing-medicaid-costs-state-level
https://www.cato.org/policy-analysis/expand-access-methadone-treatment
https://www.cato.org/policy-analysis/curbing-federal-emergency-spending-government-spending-grows-excessive-wasteful
https://www.cato.org/policy-analysis/curbing-federal-emergency-spending-government-spending-grows-excessive-wasteful
https://www.cato.org/policy-analysis/expand-access-methadone-treatment
https://www.cato.org/policy-analysis/taiwans-urgent-need-asymmetric-defense
https://www.cato.org/policy-analysis/trade-investment-are-not-balancing-act
https://www.cato.org/policy-analysis/trade-investment-are-not-balancing-act
https://www.cato.org/policy-analysis/misperceptions-opec-capability-behavior
https://www.cato.org/policy-analysis/misperceptions-opec-capability-behavior
https://www.cato.org/policy-analysis/expand-access-methadone-treatment
https://www.cato.org/policy-analysis/are-public-school-libraries-accomplishing-their-mission
https://www.cato.org/policy-analysis/are-public-school-libraries-accomplishing-their-mission
https://www.cato.org/policy-analysis/expand-access-methadone-treatment
https://www.cato.org/policy-analysis/pariah-or-partner
https://www.cato.org/policy-analysis/expand-access-methadone-treatment
https://www.cato.org/policy-analysis/expand-access-methadone-treatment
https://www.cato.org/policy-analysis/expand-access-methadone-treatment
https://www.cato.org/policy-analysis/course-correction
https://www.cato.org/policy-analysis/sweden-during-pandemic
https://www.cato.org/policy-analysis/course-correction
https://www.cato.org/policy-analysis/course-correction
https://www.cato.org/policy-analysis/course-correction
https://www.cato.org/policy-analysis/link-tax-wont-save-newspaper-industry
https://www.cato.org/policy-analysis/link-tax-wont-save-newspaper-industry
https://www.cato.org/policy-analysis/course-correction
https://www.cato.org/policy-analysis/freeing-american-families
https://www.cato.org/policy-analysis/course-correction
https://www.cato.org/policy-analysis/tax-expenditures-tax-reform
https://www.cato.org/policy-analysis/2022-arms-sales-risk-index
https://www.cato.org/policy-analysis/course-correction
https://www.cato.org/policy-analysis/adverse-effects-automatic-cost-living-adjustments-entitlement-other-payments
https://www.cato.org/policy-analysis/adverse-effects-automatic-cost-living-adjustments-entitlement-other-payments


951.  Indian Nationalism and the Historical Fantasy of a Golden Hindu Period by Swaminathan S. 
Anklesaria Aiyar (June 21, 2023)

950.  Why Legal Immigration Is Nearly Impossible: US Legal Immigration Rules Explained by 
David J. Bier (June 13, 2023)

949.  Global Inequality in Well-Being Has Decreased across Many Dimensions: Introducing the 
Inequality of Human Progress Index by Chelsea Follett and Vincent Geloso (June 8, 2023)

948.  The High Price of Buying American: The Harms of Domestic Content Mandates by James 
Bacchus (June 6, 2023)

947.  The Future of the WTO: Multilateral or Plurilateral? by James Bacchus (May 25, 2023)

946.  Course Correction: Charting a More Effective Approach to US-China Trade by Clark 
Packard and Scott Lincicome (May 9, 2023)

945.  The Right to Financial Privacy: Crafting a Better Framework for Financial Privacy in the 
Digital Age by Nicholas Anthony (May 2, 2023)

944.  Balance of Trade, Balance of Power: How the Trade Deficit Reflects US Influence in the 
World by Daniel Griswold and Andreas Freytag (April 25, 2023)

943.  Streamlining to End Immigration Backlogs by David J. Bier (April 20, 2023)

942.  Transforming the Internal Revenue Service by Joseph Bishop-Henchman (April 11, 2023)

941.  Central Bank Digital Currency: Assessing the Risks and Dispelling the Myths by Nicholas 
Anthony and Norbert Michel (April 4, 2023)

940.  Uncle Sucker: Why US Efforts at Defense Burdensharing Fail by Justin Logan (March 7, 2023)

939.  A Shaky Foundation: The Myth of Authoritarian Stability in the Middle East by Jon Hoffman 
(December 20, 2022)

938.  Keeping North Carolina’s Housing Affordable: A Free Market Solution by Michael D. Tanner 
(December 7, 2022)

937.  How Guest Workers Affect Illegal Immigration: Mexican Visas and Mexican Border 
Apprehensions, 1943–2022 by David J. Bier (December 1, 2022)

936.  The Black Hole of National Security: Striking the Right Balance for the National Security 
Exception in International Trade by James Bacchus (November 9, 2022)

935.  Reining in the Unreasonable Executive: The Supreme Court Should Limit the President’s 
Arbitrary Power as Regulator by William Yeatman (November 1, 2022)

934.  Jawboning against Speech: How Government Bullying Shapes the Rules of Social Media by 
Will Duffield (September 12, 2022)

https://www.cato.org/policy-analysis/course-correction
https://www.cato.org/policy-analysis/indian-nationalism-historical-fantasy-golden-hindu-period
https://www.cato.org/policy-analysis/course-correction
https://www.cato.org/policy-analysis/why-legal-immigration-nearly-impossible
https://www.cato.org/policy-analysis/course-correction
https://www.cato.org/policy-analysis/global-inequality-well-being-has-decreased-across-many-dimensions
https://www.cato.org/policy-analysis/global-inequality-well-being-has-decreased-across-many-dimensions
https://www.cato.org/policy-analysis/course-correction
https://www.cato.org/policy-analysis/high-price-buying-american
https://www.cato.org/policy-analysis/course-correction
https://www.cato.org/policy-analysis/future-wto
https://www.cato.org/policy-analysis/course-correction
https://www.cato.org/policy-analysis/revising-bank-secrecy-act-protect-privacy-deter-criminals
https://www.cato.org/policy-analysis/right-financial-privacy
https://www.cato.org/policy-analysis/right-financial-privacy
https://www.cato.org/policy-analysis/revising-bank-secrecy-act-protect-privacy-deter-criminals
https://www.cato.org/policy-analysis/balance-trade-balance-power
https://www.cato.org/policy-analysis/balance-trade-balance-power
https://www.cato.org/policy-analysis/revising-bank-secrecy-act-protect-privacy-deter-criminals
https://www.cato.org/policy-analysis/streamlining-end-immigration-backlogs
https://www.cato.org/policy-analysis/revising-bank-secrecy-act-protect-privacy-deter-criminals
https://www.cato.org/policy-analysis/transforming-internal-revenue-service
https://www.cato.org/policy-analysis/revising-bank-secrecy-act-protect-privacy-deter-criminals
https://www.cato.org/policy-analysis/central-bank-digital-currency
https://www.cato.org/policy-analysis/revising-bank-secrecy-act-protect-privacy-deter-criminals
https://www.cato.org/policy-analysis/uncle-sucker
https://www.cato.org/policy-analysis/revising-bank-secrecy-act-protect-privacy-deter-criminals
https://www.cato.org/policy-analysis/shaky-foundation
https://www.cato.org/policy-analysis/revising-bank-secrecy-act-protect-privacy-deter-criminals
https://www.cato.org/policy-analysis/keeping-north-carolinas-housing-affordable
https://www.cato.org/policy-analysis/revising-bank-secrecy-act-protect-privacy-deter-criminals
https://www.cato.org/policy-analysis/how-guest-workers-affect-illegal-immigration
https://www.cato.org/policy-analysis/how-guest-workers-affect-illegal-immigration
https://www.cato.org/policy-analysis/revising-bank-secrecy-act-protect-privacy-deter-criminals
https://www.cato.org/policy-analysis/black-hole-national-security
https://www.cato.org/policy-analysis/black-hole-national-security
https://www.cato.org/policy-analysis/revising-bank-secrecy-act-protect-privacy-deter-criminals
https://www.cato.org/policy-analysis/reining-unreasonable-executive
https://www.cato.org/policy-analysis/reining-unreasonable-executive
https://www.cato.org/policy-analysis/revising-bank-secrecy-act-protect-privacy-deter-criminals
https://www.cato.org/policy-analysis/jawboning-against-speech


The views expressed in this paper are those of the author(s) and should not be attributed to the Cato Institute, its directors, 
its Sponsors, or any other person or organization. Nothing in this paper should be construed as an attempt to aid or hinder 
the passage of any bill before Congress. Copyright © 2023 Cato Institute. This work by the Cato Institute is licensed under a 
Creative Commons Attribution-NonCommercial-ShareAlike 4.0 International License.

933.  The Self‐ Imposed Blockade: Evaluating the Impact of Buy American Laws on US National 
Security by Colin Grabow (August 16, 2022)

932.  Revising the Bank Secrecy Act to Protect Privacy and Deter Criminals by Norbert Michel 
and Jennifer J. Schulp (July 26, 2022)

931.  How to Pick a President: A Guide to Electoral Count Act Reform by Andy Craig (June 28, 2022)

930.  Unfair Trade or Unfair Protection? The Evolution and Abuse of Section 301 by Scott 
Lincicome, Inu Manak, and Alfredo Carrillo Obregon (June 14, 2022)

929.  Drug Paraphernalia Laws Undermine Harm Reduction: To Reduce Overdoses and Disease, 
States Should Emulate Alaska by Jeffrey A. Singer and Sophia Heimowitz (June 7, 2022)

928.  End the Tax Exclusion for Employer‐Sponsored Health Insurance: Return $1 Trillion to the 
Workers Who Earned It by Michael F. Cannon (May 24, 2022)

927.  False Alarm over the Retreat of the Himalayan Glaciers by Swaminathan S. Anklesaria Aiyar 
and Vijay K. Raina (May 3, 2022)

926.  Biden and Trade at Year One: The Reign of Polite Protectionism by James Bacchus 
(April 26, 2022)

925.  The (Updated) Case for Free Trade by Scott Lincicome and Alfredo Carrillo Obregon 
(April 19, 2022)

924.  Universal Preschool: Lawmakers Should Approach with Caution by Colleen Hroncich 
(March 29, 2022)

923.  The National Flood Insurance Program: Solving Congress’s Samaritan’s Dilemma 
by Peter Van Doren (March 2, 2022)

922.  Competition and Content Moderation: How Section 230 Enables Increased Tech 
Marketplace Entry by Jennifer Huddleston (January 31, 2022)

921.  How Wealth Fuels Growth: The Role of Angel Investment by Chris Edwards 
(September 29, 2021)

920.  Common-Sense Policy Reforms for California Housing by Lee Ohanian (August 31, 2021)

C ITAT ION
Joffe, Marc. “State Fiscal Health and Cost–Saving Strategies,” Policy Analysis no. 969, Cato Institute, 
Washington, DC, February 20, 2024.

https://www.cato.org/policy-analysis/revising-bank-secrecy-act-protect-privacy-deter-criminals
https://www.cato.org/policy-analysis/revising-bank-secrecy-act-protect-privacy-deter-criminals
https://www.cato.org/policy-analysis/end-tax-exclusion-employer-sponsored-health-insurance-return-1-trillion-workers-who
https://www.cato.org/policy-analysis/end-tax-exclusion-employer-sponsored-health-insurance-return-1-trillion-workers-who
https://www.cato.org/policy-analysis/end-tax-exclusion-employer-sponsored-health-insurance-return-1-trillion-workers-who
https://www.cato.org/policy-analysis/end-tax-exclusion-employer-sponsored-health-insurance-return-1-trillion-workers-who
https://www.cato.org/policy-analysis/end-tax-exclusion-employer-sponsored-health-insurance-return-1-trillion-workers-who
https://www.cato.org/policy-analysis/end-tax-exclusion-employer-sponsored-health-insurance-return-1-trillion-workers-who
https://www.cato.org/policy-analysis/biden-trade-year-one
https://www.cato.org/policy-analysis/false-alarm-over-retreat-himalayan-glaciers
https://www.cato.org/policy-analysis/biden-trade-year-one
https://www.cato.org/policy-analysis/biden-trade-year-one
https://www.cato.org/policy-analysis/updated-case-free-trade
https://www.cato.org/policy-analysis/updated-case-free-trade
https://www.cato.org/policy-analysis/national-flood-insurance-program-solving-congresss-samaritans-dilemma
https://www.cato.org/policy-analysis/universal-preschool-lawmakers-should-approach-caution
https://www.cato.org/policy-analysis/national-flood-insurance-program-solving-congresss-samaritans-dilemma
https://www.cato.org/policy-analysis/competition-content-moderation
https://www.cato.org/policy-analysis/how-wealth-fuels-growth
https://www.cato.org/policy-analysis/common-sense-policy-reforms-california-housing
https://www.cato.org/policy-analysis/state-fiscal-health-cost-saving-strategies

	_Hlk122449056

