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Note: The drop in sales tax  in FY 2011 is due to a decline in the 8.3% earmark to 1.93% for FY 2011 only; the increases  and decreases  in the "All 
Other TIF Revenue" is due to budgeting changes made to the Critical Highway Needs Fund; the diagonal growth in sales tax for FY 2013 onward is 
due to SB 129 of the 2011 Veto Override Session, which prioritizes 30% of sales tax growth to the TIF
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Driving Factors Behind Transportation, Water, and 

Energy 

Supply & Demand 

 
• Demographics 

• Business/Industry Demand 

• Lifestyle changes 

• Prices 

• Input Costs 

• Expected Profit 
 

 

 



Connection with Economic Growth  
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Conclusions 



An increase in the price of  energy by 5% over 

what happens in other states correlates with a 

lower annual employment growth of  up to 0.07% 

to 0.12%. 

 

An increase in the price of  water by 5% over what 

happens in other states correlates with a lower 

annual employment growth of  0.006% to 0.009% 


