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SUMMA RY  

The Medicaid consensus forecast team estimates savings to the General Fund in FY 2019 of ($18.0) million 

one-time and an ongoing cost of $21.5 million with one-time offset of ($2.4) million in FY 2020.  The 

consensus team recommends an addition of $0.8 million to the current buffer of $9.4 million that can be 

used anywhere in Medicaid or the Children’s Health Insurance Program (CHIP) in FY 2019.  These 

estimates do not include any funding for, Proposition 3 “Utah Decides Health Care Act of 2018”, state 

administration, or any optional provider inflation.   

REC OMMEND ATIONS  

By statute, the Legislature must include in the base budget $2.5 million for FY 2020 from the General Fund 

for accountable care organization costs.  These increases are included in the overall estimate above.   

Caseload $456.3 $471.1 $0.0 

Inflationary Changes $9.9 $22.3 ($2.0)

Program Changes ($1.0) $1.4 $0.0 

Less Base Funding ($483.1) ($478.4) ($0.2)

Subtotal - Medicaid ($18.0) $16.4 ($2.2)

Human Services - FMAP (Federal 

Medical Assistance Percentage)
$0.0 $5.5 $0.0 

Children's Health Insurance Program $0.0 ($0.4) $0.0 

Medicaid Expansion Fund $0.0 $0.0 ($0.2)

Grand Total ($18.0) $21.5 ($2.4)

One-

time 

Offsets

FY 2019

Medicaid Consensus General 

Fund Cost Estimates ($ in 

Millions)

FY 2020

 

D I SCU SSION AND  ANA LYSIS  

The table above has a summary of the consensus General Fund mandatory cost estimates for FY 2019 and 

FY 2020.  All numbers for FY 2019 are as compared to the amounts expended in FY 2018 plus 2018 

General Session appropriations for FY 2019 and ongoing appropriations for FY 2020.   

The first table on page two reflects what Medicaid consensus would look like without the appropriations 
for H.B. 472, Medicaid Expansion Revisions (Spendlove). 

Medicaid – What is Included in Consensus for Mandatory Costs? 

The Medicaid consensus forecast team (Legislative Fiscal Analyst, Governor’s Office of Management and 

Budget, and the Department of Health) estimates changes to the General Fund in FY 2019 of ($18.0) million 
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 one-time and an ongoing cost of $21.5 million in FY 2020 with a one-time offset of ($2.4) million.  The 

forecast accounts for enacted legislative appropriations changes.  Additionally, the consensus estimates 

recommend a $10.2 one-time million or 2% buffer, which can be used in any of Medicaid’s or CHIP’s 

(Children's Health Insurance Program) line items.  Because the Legislature already appropriated $9.4 

million for a buffer in FY 2019, only an additional $0.8 million is needed.  Each of the items in the forecast 

has a more detailed discussion below.  All numbers for FY 2019 are as compared to the expenditures 

incurred in FY 2018.  The cost increases mentioned for FY 2019 carry forward into FY 2020 unless 

specifically noted.  The FY 2020 numbers are as compared to the updated FY 2019 estimates.  The 

estimates for FY 2020 are all ongoing changes unless specifically noted.  Further, some inflationary changes 

take place mid fiscal year 2020, so the full ongoing cost has been projected with a one-time back to account 
for the later start date of the changes.  

Medicaid ($18.0) $24.0 ($2.2)

Human Services - FMAP (Federal 

Medical Assistance Percentage)
$0.0 $5.5 $0.0 

Children's Health Insurance Program $0.0 ($0.4) $0.0 

Medicaid Expansion Fund $0.0 ($17.3) ($0.2)

Grand Total ($18.0) $11.8 ($2.4)

Medicaid Consensus Without 

Appropriations for H.B. 472, 

Medicaid Expansion Revisions 

(Spendlove) - General Fund Cost 

Estimates ($ in Millions)

FY 2019 FY 2020

One-

time 

Offsets

 

Eligibility 

Category

FY 2019 

(Feb. 

2018)

FY 2019 

(Oct. 

2018)

FY 2020 

(Oct. 

2018)

 FY 2018 

PMPM 

 Original

FY 2019 
 New FY 2019  FY 2020 

Adult 30,608 29,558 28,768  $ 125.12 45,956,600$     44,379,800$     43,193,400$     

Aged 16,356 16,607 17,109  $ 410.14 80,498,700$     81,732,700$     84,202,900$     

Blind/

Disabled
40,659 40,336 40,885  $ 302.60 147,637,600$   146,464,700$   148,461,200$   

Child 183,832 171,726 166,199  $   38.76 85,493,800$     79,863,700$     77,293,200$     

Primary 

Care 

Network

14,409 15,808 16,040  $   40.44 6,991,700$       7,670,800$       7,783,400$       

Pregnant 5,028 4,552 4,443  $ 574.91 34,689,800$     31,401,600$     30,654,500$     

Qualified 

Medicare 

Beneficiary

30,355 30,085 30,884  $ 154.14 56,146,700$     55,646,500$     57,124,400$     

Total 321,200 308,700 304,300 457,400,000$   447,200,000$   448,700,000$   

Difference (12,500) (16,900) (10,200,000)$    (8,700,000)$      

Caseload Changes - $14.8 Million Increase in FY 2020 

1. Change in caseloads – estimated decreases over FY 2018 of (10,600) or (3.3%) clients in FY 2019 

and (4,300) or (1.4%) in FY 2020 compared to the updated FY 2019 forecast.  The current caseload 
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 forecast is (12,500) clients or (3.9%) lower for FY 2019 compared to the February 2018 forecast, 

which results in lower baseline costs of ($10.2) million for FY 2019 when using FY 2018 per-

member-per-month costs.  The FY 2020 enrollment estimate is (16,900) or (5.3%) lower than the 

February 2018 forecast for FY 2019, which results in lower baseline costs of ($8.7) million for 

FY 2020 when using FY 2018 per-member-per-month costs.  The baseline caseload costs are $447.2 

million in FY 2019 with an additional $1.5 million in FY 2020.  The three traditional groups with 

highest number increase in clients in FY 2020 are: (1) qualified Medicare beneficiary (dual eligible 

for Medicaid and Medicare), (2) blind/disabled, and (3) aged.  These changes are shown in the table 
below. 

Eligibility 

Category

 FY 2017 

PMPM 

 FY 2018 

PMPM 

% 

Change

FY 2018 

Actuals

 FY 2017 

PMPM 

 FY 2018 

PMPM 

Adult  $ 109.31  $  125.12 14% 30,589 40,124,400$     45,926,800$     

Aged  $ 413.35  $  410.14 -1% 16,302 80,859,700$     80,231,300$     

Blind/

Disabled
 $ 310.14  $  302.60 -2% 40,527 150,827,800$   147,158,300$   

Child  $   40.41  $    38.76 -4% 182,737 88,619,700$     84,984,500$     

Primary 

Care 

Network

 $   36.14  $    40.44 12% 14,069 6,101,600$       6,826,800$       

Pregnant  $ 341.39  $  574.91 68% 4,914 20,129,900$     33,899,300$     

Qualified 

Medicare 

Beneficiary

 $ 157.78  $  154.14 -2% 30,178 57,138,600$     55,819,200$     

Average 12% 319,300 443,801,700$   454,846,200$   

High 68% Increased Cost 11,000,000$     

Low -4%
Projected 

Increased Cost
20,100,000$     

Difference (9,100,000)$      
 

a. Change in per-member-per-month cost – in the February 2018 consensus the forecast team 

estimated that per-member-per-month costs in FY 2018 would be $20.1 million General 

Fund higher than in FY 2017.  The actual increase was $11.0 million General Fund, which 

represents a decrease in cost of ($9.1) million.  This ($9.1) million decrease is already 

included in the caseload increase described in number one.  These changes are shown in the 

table above.  Beginning in FY 2018 the costs associated with Graduate Medical Education and 

Disproportionate Share Hospital are excluded from the per-member-per-month cost 

increase. 

2. Federal medical assistance percentage – unfavorable changes of 0.32% in FY 2019 at a cost of 

$4.8 million and 1.60% in FY 2020 for a cost of $19.2 million.  Unfavorable match rate changes of 
and in FY 2019 and FY 2020 respectively as compared to FY 2018.   

3. 2018 General Session ongoing appropriations – The items over $0.1 million include: 

https://le.utah.gov/interim/2018/pdf/00002208.pdf
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 a. ($7.6) million in FY 2020 for H.B. 472, Medicaid Expansion Revisions (Spendlove) 

b. $0.5 million for 32 clients in the community supports waiver 

c. $0.2 million for H.B. 12, Family Planning Services Amendments (Ward), with another $0.1 
million in FY 2020 

d. ($0.3) million transfer to the Department of Human Services for disability services 

portability 

For more information please visit https://le.utah.gov/interim/2018/pdf/00002208.pdf.  These 

items cost $0.2 million more in FY 2020 due to the change in the federal medical assistance 

percentage described in number two on the previous page.   

4. Extra pay period – Depending on when the Division of Finance closes out the medical claims 

assigned to the prior fiscal year, this results in more or less weeks of claims for fee-for-service 

claims.  It is expected that FY 2020 will end with an extra 1/2 week as compared to FY 2018, which 

would cost an estimated $2.2 million more.  

5. Collections by the Office of the Inspector General, Medicaid Fraud Control Unit, Department of 

Health, Department of Workforce Services, and Office of Recovery Services – the updated 

estimates assume that collections from these five entities will be lower (costing Medicaid more) by 

$0.9 million in FY 2019 primarily due to projected decreases in collections by the Department of 

Workforce Services, Office of Recovery Services, and the Office of the Inspector General.  In FY 2020 

similar collections levels reduce collection offsets by ($0.3) million due to the change in the federal 

match rate.  For information on the current and historical levels of Medicaid collections, please visit 

the “Medicaid Collections” measure at https://le.utah.gov/lfa/fiscalhealth/#revenuesTab.  

6. Preferred Drug List – FY 2017 saw $0.3 million more in savings from non-H.B. 437, Health Care 

Revisions, Preferred Drug List sources than FY 2016.  This reduction assumes that a similar annual 

increase in savings of $0.3 million will occur in FY 2019 and then again in FY 2020.   

7. 2018 General Session one-time appropriations  

a. $0.4 million in FY 2019 for property improvements at Intermediate Care Facilities for 

Individuals with Intellectual Disabilities  

8. Higher Medicaid Provider Taxes - Medicaid's four accountable care organizations as well as 

managed care organizations for dental services and the Children's Health Insurance Program may 

pay $0.1 million more provider tax in FY 2020.  The State previously paid the entire provider share 

of the taxes.   

9. Other budget adjustments – The following items for FY 2019 are not driven by caseload, are paid 
separately from caseload, and do not represent cost increases: 

a. Graduate Medical Education - $1.8 million 

b. Disproportionate Share Hospital - $1.2 million 

  

https://le.utah.gov/lfa/fiscalhealth/#revenuesTab
http://le.utah.gov/~2016/bills/static/HB0437.html
http://le.utah.gov/~2016/bills/static/HB0437.html
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 Inflationary Changes - $12.4 Million Increase in FY 2020 

1. Accountable care organization contracts – A $6.3 million increase in FY 2019 to account for a full 

year in FY 2019 of the 3.5% increase starting January 2018 and a new 2% increase starting in 

January 2019.  A $5.1 million increase in FY 2020 for a 1% increase starting in July 2019.  The 1% 

increase provides the accountable care organizations a year-over-year 2% increase in funding 

because it starts six months earlier than the prior year increase.  Medicaid contracts with four 

accountable care organizations who utilize about 47% of the General Fund appropriated to 

Medicaid to perform services statewide.  These organizations serve about 77% of clients.  These 
contracts traditionally have annual increases.   

2. Clawback – payments began in 2006 when the federal government took responsibility for the 

pharmacy costs of clients that are dually eligible for Medicaid and Medicare.  State payments are 

projected to increase $1.0 million in FY 2019 and $4.4 million in FY 2020 with a ($1.7) million one-

time back out based on a 3.9% annual increase in January. 

3. Medicare buy-in – The federal government requires the State to pay Medicare premiums and 

coinsurance deductibles for aged, blind, and disabled persons with incomes up to 100 percent of the 

Federal Poverty Level. Medicare Part B premiums will rise from $134.00 to $135.50 for calendar 

year 2019.  The costs for 2020 include a similar $1.50 estimated increase for 2020.  Medicare cost 

sharing increases are projected to cost the State an additional $1.4 million in FY 2019 and another 

$1.6 million with a ($0.3) million one-time back out in FY 2020.  

4. Forced provider inflation – this primarily includes cost increases to the State’s fee-for-service 

program.  The updated forecast includes increases of $1.2 million for FY 2019 and $1.3 million for 

FY 2020, primarily due to a 2.5% projected inflationary increase in pharmacy drug costs.  The 

increases are areas over which the state has no control due to federal regulation or has opted not to 

exercise more state control over cost increases.   

Program Changes - $2.4 Million Increase in FY 2020 

1. Reduction in Capitated Dental Rates – The new, lower dental rates beginning in September 2019 

are projected to save ($2.0) million one-time in FY 2019.  The Department of Health anticipates rate 

negotiations for FY 2020 will result in higher rates and no savings in FY 2020.    

2. Blockbuster drugs – the Department of Health will be paying for new costly drugs statewide via a 

high-risk pool for accountable care organizations and fee-for-service.  There are projected costs of 

$0.8 million in FY 2019 and $0.1 million in FY 2020 for the following five new drugs: 

a. Pembrolizumab – used to treat certain kinds of cancer. 

b. Uptravi - used to treat pulmonary arterial hypertension. 

c. Sublocade – used to treat opioid use disorder. 

d. Dupixent (Dupilumab) – used to treat allergic diseases such as eczema. 

e. Ilaris – used to treat active Systemic Juvenile Idiopathic Arthritis in children ages 2 and older. 

3. Autism increased federal requirements – increase of $0.2 million in FY 2020 for the federal 

regulation to provide autism spectrum disorder-related services when medically necessary for any 

http://le.utah.gov/~2016/bills/static/HB0437.html
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 Medicaid clients up to age 21 with autism spectrum disorder beginning July 1, 2015.  Previously 

only clients qualifying as disabled or those served by the Utah pilot program for those ages 2 

through 6 qualified for these services. 

4. Orkambi – New prescription drug with an annual cost of over $250,000 total fund indicated for 

clients 6 years or older with cystic fibrosis who have two copies of the F508del mutation in their 

genes.  Updated forecasted costs for the fee-for-service client population include an increase in costs 

of $0.1 million in FY 2019. 

5. Solvaldi – There are increased costs of $0.1 million in FY 2020 for Sovaldi for treating hepatitis C 

which can cost up to $160,000 for a treatment. 

Human Services and Juvenile Justice Services – $5.5 Million Increase in FY 2020 

Federal medical assistance percentage – an unfavorable change of 1.6% in FY 2020 for a cost of $5.5 

million, $5,414,300 for the part of the Department of Human Services overseen by the Social Services 

Appropriation Submission and $59,900 for the Juvenile Justice Services portion of Human Services 

overseen by the Executive Offices and Criminal Justice Appropriations Subcommittee. 

Children’s Health Insurance Program (CHIP) – ($0.4) Million Ongoing Decrease in FY 2020 

The consensus team estimates a General Fund reduction of ($0.4) million in FY 2020.  The consensus for 

CHIP includes the following components: 

1. Caseload – (2.3%) in FY 2019 and 3.2% in FY 2020 

2. Per-member-per-month costs – 5% annual growth  

3. Many CHIP clients now on Medicaid – effective January 1, 2014, many former CHIP clients are 

now served by Medicaid.  This primarily happened because Medicaid’s asset test for children was 

removed.  The federal government will still pay the higher CHIP match rate, but the benefits package 

for Medicaid costs more than CHIP’s benefits package. 

Medicaid Expansion Fund - ($0.2) Million One-time Decrease in FY 2020  

The Medicaid Expansion Fund may be used to pay the costs to the state of serving those newly eligible due 

to H.B. 437, Health Care Revisions, from the 2016 General Session.  The one time decrease of ($0.2) million 

in FY 2020 is part of a technical transfer of funds between the Medicaid Expansion Fund and Medicaid 

Services. 

Why Did FY 2018 Have $9.3 Million in Unspent General Fund for Medicaid Services? 

Medicaid services ended FY 2018 with $9.3 million in unspent General Fund (and General Fund restricted 

account funds used as General Fund). The unexpected unspent balance was $9.3 million or 2.0%. There 

would have been $1.2 million less unspent were it not for higher than expected collections. When you 

factor this out of the error rate for forecasting, there was a $8.1 million underestimate of costs which is a 

1.8% error rate. The per-member-per-month cost for FY 2018 came in $9.1 million lower than originally 

forecasted.   

The Department of Health explains the $9.3 million unspent in FY 2018 with: “due primarily to an 

overestimate of the impact of the number of weekly payments in the fiscal year.  The previous year’s 

consensus estimate included funding for the full amount of an extra week of Medicaid payments that were 

expected to be made in FY 2018.  The actual amount of weekly payments ended up being the same in 

http://le.utah.gov/xcode/Title26/Chapter18/26-18-S405.5.html
http://le.utah.gov/xcode/Title26/Chapter18/26-18-S405.html
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 FY 2018 as FY 2017.  Other causes include higher pharmacy rebate collections and higher collections from 

the Medicaid Fraud Control Unit, the Office of Inspector General, and the Office of Recovery Services.”  

Why Consensus Forecasting for Medicaid? 

When arriving at final point estimates for tax revenue projections, economists from the Legislative Fiscal 

Analyst Office, the Governor’s Office of Management and Budget, and the State Tax Commission compare 

numbers and attempt to reach a consensus. The details of each projection are examined and critiqued 

against the other offices’ numbers. By comparing competing forecasts, all involved parties attempt to flush 

out any errors or left out factors. These same reasons apply to Medicaid. From June 2000 to June 2012, 

Utah Medicaid grew from 121,300 clients to 252,600 clients, an increase of 108%. Over the same period, 
the percentage of the State’s population on Medicaid grew from 5.4% to 8.8%. 

Officially, Medicaid is an "optional" program, one that a state can elect to offer. However, if a state offers the 

program, it must abide by strict federal regulations. As Utah has, to this point, chose to offer Medicaid, it 

has established an entitlement program for qualified individuals. That is, anyone who meets specific 

eligibility criteria is "entitled" to Medicaid services. An accurate forecast is essential to adequately funding 

that entitlement. 

What Must Be Included in the Base Budget? 

There is $2.5 million General Fund in FY 2020 that should be included as per statute in the base 

budget. 

1. UCA 26-18-405.5 directs that rates paid to accountable care organizations increase at least up to 

2% to match the General Fund growth factor.  The General Fund growth factor for FY 2020 is not 

known currently.  FY 2019 General Fund growth estimate was 6.2% as per the revenue estimates 

adopted at the September Executive Appropriations Committee.  FY 2020’s growth factor may or 

may not be similar to FY 2019.  The growth factor will be announced as part of the November 2018 

Executive Appropriations Committee meeting.  The Governor's Office of Management and Budget 

and the Office of the Legislative Fiscal Analyst estimated 5.0% for FY 2020 General Fund revenue 

growth.  The costs are described under “Accountable care organization contracts,” which is number 

one under the “inflationary changes” section on page five.  As per statute, the base budget should 

receive additional General Fund of $2.5 million in FY 2020.   

2. UCA 26-18-405 directs that mandated program changes determined by the Department of Health 

must be included in the base budget.  The Department of Health determined that there are no new 

mandated program changes. 

What are the Ending Balances for the Two Medicaid Reserve Accounts? 

There are two restricted funds that are used as reserve accounts for Medicaid.  Below is a description of 

each and the uncommitted ending balance as of FY 2018: 

1) Medicaid Reduction and Budget Stabilization Restricted Account with $74.8 million – The account 

receives a portion of General Fund revenue surplus if Medicaid expenditure growth is less than 8%.  

As per UCA 63J-1-315(7) the only approved uses for the fund are: 

a. “if Medicaid program expenditures for the fiscal year for which the appropriation is made are 

estimated to be 108% or more of Medicaid program expenditures for the previous year; and 

b. for the Medicaid program.” 

https://le.utah.gov/xcode/Title63J/Chapter1/63J-1-S315.html?v=C63J-1-S315_2016051020160510
https://le.utah.gov/xcode/Title26/Chapter18/26-18-S402.html
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 2) Medicaid Restricted Account with $9.3 million - The fund balance is not used unless the Legislature 

appropriates money out of it. As per UCA 26‐18‐402, the account receives all the unspent monies in 

the Medicaid program. Statute suggests the following for fund uses: "The Legislature may 

appropriate money in the restricted account to fund programs that expand medical assistance 

coverage and private health insurance plans to low income persons who have not traditionally been 

served by Medicaid, including the Utah Children's Health Insurance Program."  There is another $9.4 

million in the fund balance, but this has been appropriated already for FY 2019 as a buffer for 

Medicaid and CHIP. 

-2.0%

0.0%

2.0%

4.0%

6.0%

8.0%

10.0%

12.0%

14.0%

16.0%

18.0%

Y
1

9
8

1

Y
1

9
8

2

Y
1

9
8

3

Y
1

9
8

4

Y1
9

8
5

Y1
9

8
6

Y1
9

8
7

Y
1

9
8

8

Y
1

9
8

9

Y
1

9
9

0

Y
1

9
9

1

Y
1

9
9

2

Y
1

9
9

3

Y1
9

9
4

Y1
9

9
5

Y1
9

9
6

Y1
9

9
7

Y
1

9
9

8

Y
1

9
9

9

Y
2

0
0

0

Y
2

0
0

1

Y
2

0
0

2

Y
2

0
0

3

Y2
0

0
4

Y2
0

0
5

Y2
0

0
6

Y2
0

0
7

Y
2

0
0

8

Y
2

0
0

9

Y
2

0
1

0

Y
2

0
1

1

Y
2

0
1

2

Y
2

0
1

3

Y2
0

1
4

Y2
0

1
5

Y2
0

1
6

Y
2

0
1

7

Y
2

0
1

8

Y
2

0
1

9

Y 
20

20

Ye
a

r-
o

ve
r-

Ye
a

r 
C

h
a

n
ge

Medical Inflation
Note: Does not include population-driven or utilization-driven changes in the cost of 

medical care

Medical inflation in Utah

Medical inflation in the U.S.

What is Projected Medical Inflation for Utah? 

The fiscal analyst projects medical inflation for Utah at 3.4% in FY 2019 and 3.5% in FY 2020.  Medical 

inflation is defined as the change in the price per unit.  The Centers for Disease Control provided medical 

expenditures by state from 1980 through 2009.  By combining that information with National Health 

Expenditure Data from the Centers for Medicare and Medicaid Services for the remaining years the fiscal 

analyst has a forecast of medical inflation in Utah.  The graph above shows both Utah and national medical 

inflation trends.  A figure reporting total medical expenditures would be higher because that would include 

both population and utilization increases. 

The two preceding subsections are the report required by JR3-2-402(2)(a)(iv). 

  

http://le.utah.gov/xcode/TitleJR3/Chapter2/JR3-2-S402.html
https://le.utah.gov/interim/2018/pdf/00000537.pdf
http://health.utah.gov/MedicaidExpansion/index.html
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 Additional Resources 

• Appendix A, Final FY 2021 FMAPs by Federal Funds Information for States, Issue Brief 18-34, 

September 26, 2018  

• Medicaid Consensus Forecasting Issue Brief from the 2017 Interim 

https://le.utah.gov/interim/2018/pdf/00000537.pdf      

• For more information on Utah’s Medicaid enhancement, please visit 

http://health.utah.gov/MedicaidExpansion/index.html  
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 APPENDIX A  -  F IN A L FY  2021  FMAPS  

 



   

 
FFIS Issue Brief 18-34 

 

 

Issue Brief 18-34, September 26, 2018 

Final FY 2020 FMAPs 
Trinity Tomsic  •  202-624-8577  •  ttomsic@ffis.org 

Summary Yesterday, the Bureau of Economic Analysis (BEA) released revised state 
personal income data for 2017 and prior years. The federal government uses 
state per capita income to calculate each state’s federal reimbursement rate—
the Federal Medical Assistance Percentage (FMAP)—for Medicaid and certain 
other grant programs. The Children’s Health Insurance Program (CHIP) uses an 
enhanced FMAP, which is higher than the Medicaid matching rate. 

The BEA release facilitates calculation of the final fiscal year (FY) 2020 FMAPs 
and enhanced FMAPs, which are based on per capita incomes for calendar 
years (CY) 2015-2017.  

This Issue Brief summarizes the BEA data and provides FFIS’s estimates of the 
final FY 2020 FMAPs and enhanced FMAPs. FFIS estimates that FMAPs will 
increase in 19 states and decline in 17, ranging from a +3.64 percentage-point 
increase in Oklahoma to a -1.52 percentage-point decline in Utah. 
Comprehensive revisions to the BEA personal income data affected results in 
some states.  

FY 2020 FMAPs 
The FMAP is the share of state Medicaid benefit costs paid by the federal 
government (alternate matching rates are provided for certain jurisdictions, 
populations, and services, as well as special situations; more details are 
available here). It also represents the federal share of Title IV-E foster care and 
adoption assistance maintenance payments. In addition, the FMAP is used in 
determining the Medicare Part D “clawback,” the federal share of certain child 
support enforcement collections, Temporary Assistance for Needy Families 
(TANF) contingency funds, and the matching portion of the Child Care and 
Development Fund (CCDF).  

The FMAP is calculated based on a three-year average of state per capita 
personal income compared to the national average. The 2020 FMAPs rely on 
per capita personal incomes for CYs 2015-2017. To receive an increase in the 
FMAP, a state must experience a decline in its share of U.S. average per capita 
income. A state with average per capita income receives an FMAP of 55%; no 
state can receive less than 50% or more than 83%. The District of Columbia’s 
FMAP is set at 70% as part of the city’s federal financing structure. Puerto Rico 
and the territories receive a 55% federal matching rate. 

Table 1 at the end of the brief displays FMAPs for FYs 2016-2019, and FFIS 
estimates of FY 2020 FMAPs. Highlights for FY 2020 include: 

mailto:ttomsic@ffis.org
https://www.bea.gov/system/files/2018-09/spi0918.pdf
https://www.macpac.gov/federal-match-rate-exceptions/
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• FMAPs will increase in 19 states, with six states seeing increases of 
greater than one percentage point. 

• Oklahoma and Texas will experience the largest increases (+3.64 and 
+2.70). Both saw significant increases in FY 2019 as well. Oklahoma 
had the second-strongest growth in per capita personal income in 
2017, but experienced negative growth in 2016. Texas was one of the 
few states with downward revisions to its data (in 2015 and 2016).  

• Mississippi maintains the highest FMAP at 76.98, followed by West 
Virginia and New Mexico. All three states will see an increase in FY 
2020. 

• FMAPs will decline in 17 states in FY 2020. Utah and Oregon will see 
more than a one percentage-point drop, followed by Nevada, Idaho, 
and Montana. Although Idaho, Montana, and Utah saw below-average 
per capita income growth in 2017, they still experienced an increase in 
their share of U.S. average per capita income over the three-year 
period (compared to the three-year period used to calculate FY 2019 
FMAPs).  

• Wisconsin will experience a small decline after several years of 
consecutive increases. 

• Thirteen states remain at the statutory 50.00 FMAP minimum in FY 
2020. Among these, Minnesota is closest to exceeding the floor, with 
an unadjusted FMAP of 49.70. Illinois is close to the minimum, at 
50.14 (it was last at the 50.00 minimum in FY 2014).  

• North Dakota will exceed the 50.00 FMAP minimum for the first time 
since FY 2013. It saw significant downward revisions to its personal 
income data. 

• Since FY 2016 four states—Iowa, South Dakota, Oklahoma, and 
Louisiana—have seen more than a four percentage-point increase in 
their FMAP. Conversely, Oregon and Utah have experienced the 
largest reductions (-3.15 and -2.05). 

The table below lists the change in each state’s FMAP in FY 2020. 

 

Oklahoma 3.64 Utah -1.52 Alaska 0.00

Texas 2.70 Oregon -1.33 California 0.00

Nebraska 2.14 Nevada -0.94 Colorado 0.00

Kansas 2.06 Idaho -0.79 Connecticut 0.00

Louisiana 1.86 Montana -0.76 District of Columbia 0.00

Iowa 1.27 Maine -0.72 Maryland 0.00

Arkansas 0.91 Tennessee -0.66 Massachusetts 0.00

South Dakota 0.91 South Carolina -0.52 Minnesota 0.00

Florida 0.60 Hawaii -0.45 New Hampshire 0.00

West Virginia 0.60 Michigan -0.39 New Jersey 0.00

Mississippi 0.59 Georgia -0.32 New York 0.00

New Mexico 0.45 Illinois -0.17 Pennsylvania 0.00

Rhode Island 0.38 North Carolina -0.13 Virginia 0.00

Delaware 0.31 Indiana -0.12 Washington 0.00

Missouri 0.25 Ohio -0.07 Wyoming 0.00

Arizona 0.21 Vermont -0.03

Kentucky 0.15 Wisconsin -0.01

Alabama 0.09

North Dakota 0.05

No Change

FY 2020 FMAP Percentage-Point Change

DecreasesIncreases
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 Other factors affecting FMAPs. FMAP changes primarily result from per capita 
personal income shifts and data revisions. However, because the formula 
relies on a three-year average, it doesn’t necessarily capture recent trends. A 
state could see a reduction in its FMAP as its economy is declining, and vice 
versa. Large FY 2018 FMAP reductions in Kansas and Oklahoma were 
examples of this, as is Oklahoma’s FMAP increase in FY 2020.    

FMAPs are also affected by other factors. For example, per capita personal 
income changes in large wealthy states affect the national average, which in 
turn affects FMAP results of other states. During the Great Recession, slower 
income growth in these large wealthy states made other states look relatively 
wealthier (by reducing the national average), thereby reducing the less-
wealthy states’ FMAPs and having no impact on the wealthy states, which 
received the statutory minimum matching rate. This trend may have stalled, 
due largely to California’s strong income growth in recent years. 

Population shifts from the decennial census can have a big impact. 
Additionally, low or negative population growth in some states has increased 
per capita personal income estimates, which can lead to lower FMAPs. For 
example, population losses contributed to recent FMAP declines in Illinois.  

Finally, Medicaid spending is a transfer payment and included in the personal 
income data. States that expanded coverage under the Affordable Care Act 
(ACA) have seen larger increases in Medicaid transfer receipts since 2014. That 
said, Medicaid benefit payments are a relatively small share of personal 
income, approximately 4% in 2017.  

 

Enhanced FMAPs CHIP uses an enhanced FMAP, subject to the availability of funds from a state’s 
federal allotment. The enhanced FMAP is calculated by reducing each state’s 
Medicaid share by 30%. In FY 2016 through FY 2019, ACA increased states’ 
enhanced FMAPs by 23 percentage points (capped at 100%) for most CHIP 
expenditures. To phase out the ACA provision, subsequent legislation (P.L. 
115-120) increased states’ enhanced FMAP in FY 2020 by 11.5 percentage 
points. The matching rate reverts to the regular enhanced FMAP in FY 2021 
and beyond.  

Enhanced FMAPs are displayed in Table 2. Due to the phase-out of the ACA 
increase, all states will see a reduction in FY 2020. Those states with the 
smallest decline had their enhanced FMAP capped at 100% in FY 2019.  

 

Personal Income 
Data 

Personal income data are produced by BEA as part of the National Income and 
Product Accounts (NIPAs). State personal income is the income received by all 
persons in a state from all sources, including net earnings by place of 
residence, rental income, dividends, interest, and transfer payments. State 
personal income growth increased from 2.6% in 2016 to 4.4% in 2017, as 
shown on the next table.  
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 Nationally, the largest contributors to earnings growth in 2017 were 
professional services, health care and social assistance, and finance. No sector 
experienced negative growth.  

Table 3 shows the personal income of the states and regions for 2015-2017. 
The Far West, Mideast, and Rocky Mountains performed better than the 
national average in 2017; the Plains saw the slowest growth. State personal 
income growth in 2017 ranged from -0.7% in North Dakota to 6.1% in 
Washington. The table below lists those states with the strongest and weakest 
growth.  

 

 

Washington experienced significant gains in retail trade and information. New 
York saw notable increases in finance and professional services. Nevada 
benefited from strong growth in construction and real estate. Colorado’s main 
driver was mining, followed by professional services. Oklahoma’s growth is 
attributable to mining and transportation. In contrast, the three states with 
the slowest growth were affected by significant declines in farm earnings. 
Alaska’s slow growth was a result of declines in several industries, most 
notably construction. 

Table 4 shows BEA’s revisions to the preliminary data (released in March) by 
state. Overall, personal income was revised upward in 2015, 2016, and 2017. 
North Dakota is the only state with a downward revision (-4.3%) in 2017 while 
New York, the District of Columbia, and Oregon had the largest positive 
percent revisions.  

The revisions reflect a comprehensive update of state personal income. They 
also incorporate source data that are more complete than previously available, 
updated seasonal factors, and the July 2018 comprehensive update of the 
NIPAs. 

   

Per Capita 
Personal Income 

Nationally, per capita personal income rose 3.6% to $51,640 in 2017, as shown 
on the next table.  

                  

2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017

Amount $12,439 $12,051 $12,542 $13,315 $13,998 $14,176 $14,983 $15,712 $16,116 $16,820

% Change -3.1% 4.1% 6.2% 5.1% 1.3% 5.7% 4.9% 2.6% 4.4%

U.S. Personal Income

($ in billions)

Washington 6.1% North Dakota -0.7%

New York 6.0% South Dakota 1.6%

Nevada 5.8% Iowa 2.0%

Colorado 5.8% Alaska 2.0%

Oklahoma 5.6% Mississippi 2.3%

Strongest and Weakest Personal Income Growth, 2017

Top Ranking Bottom Ranking
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 The following table lists those states with the strongest and weakest per capita 
personal income growth in 2017, which range from 5.9% in New York to -0.7% 
in North Dakota. 
  

 

 Table 5 provides detail by state and region. It also shows how each state’s per 
capita personal income compares to the national average. Per capita income 
growth is affected both by income and population, and by adjustments in both 
data series. Some states, such as Hawaii, Pennsylvania, Rhode Island, and 
West Virginia had personal income growth less than the national average in 
2017, but negative or slow population growth resulted in per capita growth 
rates greater than the national average. In contrast, Idaho, Florida, and Utah 
had higher-than-average personal income growth but per capita growth rates 
equal to or less than the national average due to strong population increases.  

      
 

Next Steps  
The FMAPs for FY 2020 will be final once they are published in the Federal 
Register, usually in November. FFIS will calculate projected FMAPs for FY 2021 
next spring, when preliminary per capita personal income data for 2018 are 
released. 

Copyright © 2018 FFIS Federal Funds Information for States. All rights reserved. 

2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017

Amount $40,904 $39,284 $40,545 $42,727 $44,582 $44,826 $47,025 $48,940 $49,831 $51,640

% Change -4.0% 3.2% 5.4% 4.3% 0.5% 4.9% 4.1% 1.8% 3.6%

U.S. Per Capita Personal Income

New York 5.9% North Dakota -0.7%

Oklahoma 5.4% South Dakota 0.6%

New Hampshire 4.5% Iowa 1.5%

Colorado 4.3% Kansas 2.2%

Washington 4.3% Alaska 2.3%

Strongest and Weakest Per Capita Personal Income Growth, 2017

Top Ranking Bottom Ranking
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Table 1 

Federal Medical Assistance Percentages, 2016-2020   
(federal fiscal years, federal share as a percent) 

 

 
 

  

Addendum:

2020 FMAP

State 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 2016-2020 2019-2020 Without Floors

Alabama 69.87 70.16 71.44 71.88 71.97 2.10 0.09 71.97

Alaska 50.00 50.00 50.00 50.00 50.00 0.00 0.00 42.24

Arizona 68.92 69.24 69.89 69.81 70.02 1.10 0.21 70.02

Arkansas 70.00 69.69 70.87 70.51 71.42 1.42 0.91 71.42

California 50.00 50.00 50.00 50.00 50.00 0.00 0.00 40.49

Colorado 50.72 50.02 50.00 50.00 50.00 -0.72 0.00 49.56

Connecticut 50.00 50.00 50.00 50.00 50.00 0.00 0.00 12.43

Delaware 54.83 54.20 56.43 57.55 57.86 3.03 0.31 57.86

District of Columbia 70.00 70.00 70.00 70.00 70.00 0.00 0.00 N/A

Florida 60.67 61.10 61.79 60.87 61.47 0.80 0.60 61.47

Georgia 67.55 67.89 68.50 67.62 67.30 -0.25 -0.32 67.30

Hawaii 53.98 54.93 54.78 53.92 53.47 -0.51 -0.45 53.47

Idaho 71.24 71.51 71.17 71.13 70.34 -0.90 -0.79 70.34

Illinois 50.89 51.30 50.74 50.31 50.14 -0.75 -0.17 50.14

Indiana 66.60 66.74 65.59 65.96 65.84 -0.76 -0.12 65.84

Iowa 54.91 56.74 58.48 59.93 61.20 6.29 1.27 61.20

Kansas 55.96 56.21 54.74 57.10 59.16 3.20 2.06 59.16

Kentucky 70.32 70.46 71.17 71.67 71.82 1.50 0.15 71.82

Louisiana 62.21 62.28 63.69 65.00 66.86 4.65 1.86 66.86

Maine 62.67 64.38 64.34 64.52 63.80 1.13 -0.72 63.80

Maryland 50.00 50.00 50.00 50.00 50.00 0.00 0.00 38.06

Massachusetts 50.00 50.00 50.00 50.00 50.00 0.00 0.00 23.32

Michigan 65.60 65.15 64.78 64.45 64.06 -1.54 -0.39 64.06

Minnesota 50.00 50.00 50.00 50.00 50.00 0.00 0.00 49.70

Mississippi 74.17 74.63 75.65 76.39 76.98 2.81 0.59 76.98

Missouri 63.28 63.21 64.61 65.40 65.65 2.37 0.25 65.65

Montana 65.24 65.56 65.38 65.54 64.78 -0.46 -0.76 64.78

Nebraska 51.16 51.85 52.55 52.58 54.72 3.56 2.14 54.72

Nevada 64.93 64.67 65.75 64.87 63.93 -1.00 -0.94 63.93

New Hampshire 50.00 50.00 50.00 50.00 50.00 0.00 0.00 41.16

New Jersey 50.00 50.00 50.00 50.00 50.00 0.00 0.00 30.46

New Mexico 70.37 71.13 72.16 72.26 72.71 2.34 0.45 72.71

New York 50.00 50.00 50.00 50.00 50.00 0.00 0.00 32.20

North Carolina 66.24 66.88 67.61 67.16 67.03 0.79 -0.13 67.03

North Dakota 50.00 50.00 50.00 50.00 50.05 0.05 0.05 50.05

Ohio 62.47 62.32 62.78 63.09 63.02 0.55 -0.07 63.02

Oklahoma 60.99 59.94 58.57 62.38 66.02 5.03 3.64 66.02

Oregon 64.38 64.47 63.62 62.56 61.23 -3.15 -1.33 61.23

Pennsylvania 52.01 51.78 51.82 52.25 52.25 0.24 0.00 52.25

Rhode Island 50.42 51.02 51.45 52.57 52.95 2.53 0.38 52.95

South Carolina 71.08 71.30 71.58 71.22 70.70 -0.38 -0.52 70.70

South Dakota 51.61 54.94 55.34 56.71 57.62 6.01 0.91 57.62

Tennessee 65.05 64.96 65.82 65.87 65.21 0.16 -0.66 65.21

Texas 57.13 56.18 56.88 58.19 60.89 3.76 2.70 60.89

Utah 70.24 69.90 70.26 69.71 68.19 -2.05 -1.52 68.19

Vermont 1/ 53.90 54.46 53.47 53.89 53.86 -0.04 -0.03 53.86

Virginia 50.00 50.00 50.00 50.00 50.00 0.00 0.00 48.37

Washington 50.00 50.00 50.00 50.00 50.00 0.00 0.00 44.40

West Virginia 71.42 71.80 73.24 74.34 74.94 3.52 0.60 74.94

Wisconsin 58.23 58.51 58.77 59.37 59.36 1.13 -0.01 59.36

Wyoming 50.00 50.00 50.00 50.00 50.00 0.00 0.00 42.53

Puerto Rico & Territories 1/ 55.00 55.00 55.00 55.00 55.00 0.00 0.00 N/A

Copyright © 2018 FFIS Federal Funds Information for States.  All rights reserved.

1/ The table does not reflect the 2.2 percentage-point increase that Vermont, Puerto Rico, and the territories received between January 1, 2014, 

and December 31, 2015, as a result of a provision in the ACA.

Change
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Table 2 

Enhanced FMAPs, 2017-2020 
(federal fiscal years; federal share as a percent) 

 

 
 

  

State w/o Increase w/ Increase w/o Increase w/ Increase w/o Increase w/ Increase w/o Increase w/ Increase 2018-2019 2019-2020

Alabama 79.11 100.00 80.01 100.00 80.32 100.00 80.38 91.88 0.00 -8.12

Alaska 65.00 88.00 65.00 88.00 65.00 88.00 65.00 76.50 0.00 -11.50

Arizona 78.47 100.00 78.92 100.00 78.87 100.00 79.01 90.51 0.00 -9.49

Arkansas 78.78 100.00 79.61 100.00 79.36 100.00 79.99 91.49 0.00 -8.51

California 65.00 88.00 65.00 88.00 65.00 88.00 65.00 76.50 0.00 -11.50

Colorado 65.01 88.01 65.00 88.00 65.00 88.00 65.00 76.50 0.00 -11.50

Connecticut 65.00 88.00 65.00 88.00 65.00 88.00 65.00 76.50 0.00 -11.50

Delaware 67.94 90.94 69.50 92.50 70.29 93.29 70.50 82.00 0.78 -11.28

District of Columbia 79.00 100.00 79.00 100.00 79.00 100.00 79.00 90.50 0.00 -9.50

Florida 72.77 95.77 73.25 96.25 72.61 95.61 73.03 84.53 -0.64 -11.08

Georgia 77.52 100.00 77.95 100.00 77.33 100.00 77.11 88.61 0.00 -11.39

Hawaii 68.45 91.45 68.35 91.35 67.74 90.74 67.43 78.93 -0.60 -11.82

Idaho 80.06 100.00 79.82 100.00 79.79 100.00 79.24 90.74 0.00 -9.26

Illinois 65.91 88.91 65.52 88.52 65.22 88.22 65.10 76.60 -0.30 -11.62

Indiana 76.72 99.72 75.91 98.91 76.17 99.17 76.09 87.59 0.26 -11.58

Iowa 69.72 92.72 70.94 93.94 71.95 94.95 72.84 84.34 1.02 -10.61

Kansas 69.35 92.35 68.32 91.32 69.97 92.97 71.41 82.91 1.65 -10.06

Kentucky 79.32 100.00 79.82 100.00 80.17 100.00 80.27 91.77 0.00 -8.23

Louisiana 73.60 96.60 74.58 97.58 75.50 98.50 76.80 88.30 0.92 -10.20

Maine 75.07 98.07 75.04 98.04 75.16 98.16 74.66 86.16 0.13 -12.00

Maryland 65.00 88.00 65.00 88.00 65.00 88.00 65.00 76.50 0.00 -11.50

Massachusetts 65.00 88.00 65.00 88.00 65.00 88.00 65.00 76.50 0.00 -11.50

Michigan 75.61 98.61 75.35 98.35 75.12 98.12 74.84 86.34 -0.23 -11.77

Minnesota 65.00 88.00 65.00 88.00 65.00 88.00 65.00 76.50 0.00 -11.50

Mississippi 82.24 100.00 82.96 100.00 83.47 100.00 83.89 95.39 0.00 -4.61

Missouri 74.25 97.25 75.23 98.23 75.78 98.78 75.96 87.46 0.55 -11.33

Montana 75.89 98.89 75.77 98.77 75.88 98.88 75.35 86.85 0.11 -12.03

Nebraska 66.30 89.30 66.79 89.79 66.81 89.81 68.30 79.80 0.02 -10.00

Nevada 75.27 98.27 76.03 99.03 75.41 98.41 74.75 86.25 -0.62 -12.16

New Hampshire 65.00 88.00 65.00 88.00 65.00 88.00 65.00 76.50 0.00 -11.50

New Jersey 65.00 88.00 65.00 88.00 65.00 88.00 65.00 76.50 0.00 -11.50

New Mexico 79.79 100.00 80.51 100.00 80.58 100.00 80.90 92.40 0.00 -7.60

New York 65.00 88.00 65.00 88.00 65.00 88.00 65.00 76.50 0.00 -11.50

North Carolina 76.82 99.82 77.33 100.00 77.01 100.00 76.92 88.42 0.00 -11.58

North Dakota 65.00 88.00 65.00 88.00 65.00 88.00 65.04 76.54 0.00 -11.47

Ohio 73.62 96.62 73.95 96.95 74.16 97.16 74.11 85.61 0.22 -11.55

Oklahoma 71.96 94.96 71.00 94.00 73.67 96.67 76.21 87.71 2.67 -8.95

Oregon 75.13 98.13 74.53 97.53 73.79 96.79 72.86 84.36 -0.74 -12.43

Pennsylvania 66.25 89.25 66.27 89.27 66.58 89.58 66.58 78.08 0.30 -11.50

Rhode Island 65.71 88.71 66.02 89.02 66.80 89.80 67.07 78.57 0.78 -11.23

South Carolina 79.91 100.00 80.11 100.00 79.85 100.00 79.49 90.99 0.00 -9.01

South Dakota 68.46 91.46 68.74 91.74 69.70 92.70 70.33 81.83 0.96 -10.86

Tennessee 75.47 98.47 76.07 99.07 76.11 99.11 75.65 87.15 0.04 -11.96

Texas 69.33 92.33 69.82 92.82 70.73 93.73 72.62 84.12 0.92 -9.61

Utah 78.93 100.00 79.18 100.00 78.80 100.00 77.73 89.23 0.00 -10.77

Vermont 68.12 91.12 67.43 90.43 67.72 90.72 67.70 79.20 0.29 -11.52

Virginia 65.00 88.00 65.00 88.00 65.00 88.00 65.00 76.50 0.00 -11.50

Washington 65.00 88.00 65.00 88.00 65.00 88.00 65.00 76.50 0.00 -11.50

West Virginia 80.26 100.00 81.27 100.00 82.04 100.00 82.46 93.96 0.00 -6.04

Wisconsin 70.96 93.96 71.14 94.14 71.56 94.56 71.55 83.05 0.42 -11.51

Wyoming 65.00 88.00 65.00 88.00 65.00 88.00 65.00 76.50 0.00 -11.50

Puerto Rico & Territories 68.50 91.50 68.50 91.50 68.50 91.50 68.50 80.00 0.00 -11.50

Copyright © 2018 FFIS Federal Funds Information for States.  All rights reserved.

Percentage-Point Change

1/ For FYs 2016-2019, ACA increased enhanced FMAPs by 23 percentage points (capped at 100%) for most CHIP expenditures. Subsequent legislation increased the enhanced 

FMAP by 11.5 percentage points in FY 2020.

2017 1/ 2020  1/2018 1/ 2019 1/
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Table 3 

Personal Income of States and Regions, 2015-2017  
(calendar years, dollars in millions) 

 

 

 

State 2015 2016 2017 2015-2016 2016-2017

Alabama $187,302 $190,991 $198,916 2.0% 4.1%

Alaska 42,291 41,461 42,301 -2.0% 2.0%

Arizona 270,807 280,988 296,649 3.8% 5.6%

Arkansas 116,249 118,770 123,313 2.2% 3.8%

California 2,173,300 2,259,414 2,364,129 4.0% 4.6%

Colorado 284,143 289,621 306,411 1.9% 5.8%

Connecticut 246,012 249,513 257,714 1.4% 3.3%

Delaware 45,012 45,917 47,782 2.0% 4.1%

District of Columbia 50,947 53,040 55,510 4.1% 4.7%

Florida 919,227 953,261 1,000,624 3.7% 5.0%

Georgia 422,845 439,574 460,403 4.0% 4.7%

Hawaii 70,323 72,650 75,355 3.3% 3.7%

Idaho 65,611 68,055 71,813 3.7% 5.5%

Illinois 664,296 673,529 693,914 1.4% 3.0%

Indiana 279,705 289,164 301,008 3.4% 4.1%

Iowa 144,183 145,157 148,043 0.7% 2.0%

Kansas 137,238 138,105 141,459 0.6% 2.4%

Kentucky 172,361 175,013 180,827 1.5% 3.3%

Louisiana 200,078 199,543 204,517 -0.3% 2.5%

Maine 57,978 59,577 62,060 2.8% 4.2%

Maryland 341,295 353,880 368,258 3.7% 4.1%

Massachusetts 431,572 444,813 463,931 3.1% 4.3%

Michigan 431,157 444,532 460,270 3.1% 3.5%

Minnesota 284,740 291,362 303,141 2.3% 4.0%

Mississippi 104,893 106,915 109,324 1.9% 2.3%

Missouri 260,145 265,495 274,976 2.1% 3.6%

Montana 44,865 45,747 47,677 2.0% 4.2%

Nebraska 95,454 94,731 97,557 -0.8% 3.0%

Nevada 126,930 130,757 138,386 3.0% 5.8%

New Hampshire 73,430 76,247 80,122 3.8% 5.1%

New Jersey 542,405 555,805 581,199 2.5% 4.6%

New Mexico 79,953 81,185 83,127 1.5% 2.4%

New York 1,172,713 1,208,346 1,281,082 3.0% 6.0%

North Carolina 419,889 433,766 454,307 3.3% 4.7%

North Dakota 40,430 39,766 39,484 -1.6% -0.7%

Ohio 515,905 525,056 544,828 1.8% 3.8%

Oklahoma 172,636 165,107 174,435 -4.4% 5.6%

Oregon 181,022 189,644 199,422 4.8% 5.2%

Pennsylvania 642,623 657,165 682,534 2.3% 3.9%

Rhode Island 53,006 53,731 55,934 1.4% 4.1%

South Carolina 192,879 199,942 209,180 3.7% 4.6%

South Dakota 41,550 41,789 42,455 0.6% 1.6%

Tennessee 282,150 292,120 305,691 3.5% 4.6%

Texas 1,282,380 1,287,687 1,340,568 0.4% 4.1%

Utah 121,876 128,407 134,804 5.4% 5.0%

Vermont 30,865 31,572 32,570 2.3% 3.2%

Virginia 440,824 448,684 466,743 1.8% 4.0%

Washington 384,651 404,232 428,765 5.1% 6.1%

West Virginia 67,737 67,583 69,873 -0.2% 3.4%

Wisconsin 268,238 273,787 283,636 2.1% 3.6%

Wyoming 33,515 32,435 33,221 -3.2% 2.4%

Region

New England 892,863 915,453 952,331 2.5% 4.0%

Mideast 2,794,994 2,874,152 3,016,365 2.8% 4.9%

Great Lakes 2,159,301 2,206,069 2,283,656 2.2% 3.5%

Plains 1,003,740 1,016,405 1,047,115 1.3% 3.0%

Southeast 3,526,433 3,626,161 3,783,717 2.8% 4.3%

Southwest 1,805,776 1,814,967 1,894,780 0.5% 4.4%

Rocky Mountains 550,009 564,264 593,926 2.6% 5.3%

Far West 2,978,517 3,098,159 3,248,359 4.0% 4.8%

United States $15,711,634 $16,115,630 $16,820,250 2.6% 4.4%

Source: Bureau of Economic Analysis
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Table 4 

Personal Income Revisions, 2015-2017   
(calendar years, dollars in millions) 

 

2015 2016 2017 2015 2016 2017

Alabama $1,817 $1,829 $4,045 1.0% 1.0% 2.1%

Alaska 590 178 841 1.4 0.4 2.0

Arizona 548 868 4,541 0.2 0.3 1.6

Arkansas 21 72 767 0.0 0.1 0.6

California 39,636 46,723 60,259 1.9 2.1 2.6

Colorado 1,478 1,518 6,405 0.5 0.5 2.1

Connecticut 1,071 1,627 6,106 0.4 0.7 2.4

Delaware 574 343 526 1.3 0.8 1.1

District of Columbia 1,276 1,198 2,084 2.6 2.3 3.9

Florida -731 6,053 17,330 -0.1 0.6 1.8

Georgia 4,462 4,897 9,122 1.1 1.1 2.0

Hawaii 686 704 1,211 1.0 1.0 1.6

Idaho 1,401 1,621 2,264 2.2 2.4 3.3

Illinois 11,611 10,191 17,861 1.8 1.5 2.6

Indiana 2,975 3,301 6,568 1.1 1.2 2.2

Iowa 1,357 961 3,351 1.0 0.7 2.3

Kansas 640 800 2,786 0.5 0.6 2.0

Kentucky 2,095 2,299 5,363 1.2 1.3 3.1

Louisiana -14 1,518 792 0.0 0.8 0.4

Maine 1,049 922 1,848 1.8 1.6 3.1

Maryland 4,083 4,613 8,008 1.2 1.3 2.2

Massachusetts 5,212 7,261 11,937 1.2 1.7 2.6

Michigan 3,958 5,170 9,423 0.9 1.2 2.1

Minnesota 4,334 4,112 7,343 1.5 1.4 2.5

Mississippi 992 862 864 1.0 0.8 0.8

Missouri 2,630 3,947 8,055 1.0 1.5 3.0

Montana 1,020 974 1,553 2.3 2.2 3.4

Nebraska 1,586 -681 794 1.7 -0.7 0.8

Nevada 2,588 2,667 4,597 2.1 2.1 3.4

New Hampshire 881 1,560 2,813 1.2 2.1 3.6

New Jersey 4,184 5,969 17,859 0.8 1.1 3.2

New Mexico 956 1,120 1,644 1.2 1.4 2.0

New York 16,775 32,265 70,441 1.5 2.7 5.8

North Carolina 4,654 5,128 9,435 1.1 1.2 2.1

North Dakota -1,573 -1,639 -1,794 -3.7 -4.0 -4.3

Ohio 7,525 7,138 13,018 1.5 1.4 2.4

Oklahoma 848 -2,396 3,644 0.5 -1.4 2.1

Oregon 2,590 3,805 7,358 1.5 2.0 3.8

Pennsylvania 5,439 8,470 15,416 0.9 1.3 2.3

Rhode Island 480 459 1,359 0.9 0.9 2.5

South Carolina 3,043 3,892 6,092 1.6 2.0 3.0

South Dakota 658 390 467 1.6 0.9 1.1

Tennessee 4,313 3,950 8,398 1.6 1.4 2.8

Texas -2,141 -1,623 11,886 -0.2 -0.1 0.9

Utah 3,152 3,536 4,394 2.7 2.8 3.4

Vermont 266 352 693 0.9 1.1 2.2

Virginia 4,168 3,222 7,294 1.0 0.7 1.6

Washington 4,700 6,460 11,949 1.2 1.6 2.9

West Virginia 463 521 1,008 0.7 0.8 1.5

Wisconsin 3,144 3,562 6,319 1.2 1.3 2.3

Wyoming 504 164 360 1.5 0.5 1.1
United States $163,973 $202,853 $406,699 1.1% 1.3% 2.5%
Source: Bureau of Economic Analysis 
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 Table 5 

Per Capita Personal Income, 2015-2017   
(calendar years) 

 

2015 2016 2017 2015-2016 2016-2017 2015 2016 2017

Alabama $38,612 $39,294 $40,805 1.8% 3.8% 78.9% 78.9% 79.0%

Alaska 57,306 55,914 57,179 -2.4% 2.3% 117.1% 112.2% 110.7%

Arizona 39,811 40,672 42,280 2.2% 4.0% 81.3% 81.6% 81.9%

Arkansas 39,067 39,746 41,046 1.7% 3.3% 79.8% 79.8% 79.5%

California 55,679 57,497 59,796 3.3% 4.0% 113.8% 115.4% 115.8%

Colorado 52,228 52,372 54,646 0.3% 4.3% 106.7% 105.1% 105.8%

Connecticut 68,453 69,547 71,823 1.6% 3.3% 139.9% 139.6% 139.1%

Delaware 47,677 48,197 49,673 1.1% 3.1% 97.4% 96.7% 96.2%

District of Columbia 75,731 77,506 79,989 2.3% 3.2% 154.7% 155.5% 154.9%

Florida 45,352 46,148 47,684 1.8% 3.3% 92.7% 92.6% 92.3%

Georgia 41,457 42,621 44,145 2.8% 3.6% 84.7% 85.5% 85.5%

Hawaii 49,304 50,851 52,787 3.1% 3.8% 100.7% 102.0% 102.2%

Idaho 39,780 40,508 41,826 1.8% 3.3% 81.3% 81.3% 81.0%

Illinois 51,648 52,473 54,203 1.6% 3.3% 105.5% 105.3% 105.0%

Indiana 42,312 43,588 45,150 3.0% 3.6% 86.5% 87.5% 87.4%

Iowa 46,235 46,363 47,062 0.3% 1.5% 94.5% 93.0% 91.1%

Kansas 47,229 47,496 48,559 0.6% 2.2% 96.5% 95.3% 94.0%

Kentucky 38,978 39,452 40,597 1.2% 2.9% 79.6% 79.2% 78.6%

Louisiana 42,832 42,581 43,660 -0.6% 2.5% 87.5% 85.5% 84.5%

Maine 43,665 44,787 46,455 2.6% 3.7% 89.2% 89.9% 90.0%

Maryland 56,877 58,738 60,847 3.3% 3.6% 116.2% 117.9% 117.8%

Massachusetts 63,522 65,186 67,630 2.6% 3.7% 129.8% 130.8% 131.0%

Michigan 43,471 44,751 46,201 2.9% 3.2% 88.8% 89.8% 89.5%

Minnesota 51,929 52,735 54,359 1.6% 3.1% 106.1% 105.8% 105.3%

Mississippi 35,137 35,812 36,636 1.9% 2.3% 71.8% 71.9% 70.9%

Missouri 42,839 43,587 44,978 1.7% 3.2% 87.5% 87.5% 87.1%

Montana 43,629 44,045 45,385 1.0% 3.0% 89.1% 88.4% 87.9%

Nebraska 50,410 49,660 50,809 -1.5% 2.3% 103.0% 99.7% 98.4%

Nevada 44,026 44,486 46,159 1.0% 3.8% 90.0% 89.3% 89.4%

New Hampshire 55,205 57,114 59,668 3.5% 4.5% 112.8% 114.6% 115.5%

New Jersey 60,536 61,905 64,537 2.3% 4.3% 123.7% 124.2% 125.0%

New Mexico 38,397 38,929 39,811 1.4% 2.3% 78.5% 78.1% 77.1%

New York 59,170 60,916 64,540 3.0% 5.9% 120.9% 122.2% 125.0%

North Carolina 41,814 42,707 44,222 2.1% 3.5% 85.4% 85.7% 85.6%

North Dakota 53,559 52,632 52,269 -1.7% -0.7% 109.4% 105.6% 101.2%

Ohio 44,451 45,176 46,732 1.6% 3.4% 90.8% 90.7% 90.5%

Oklahoma 44,216 42,106 44,376 -4.8% 5.4% 90.3% 84.5% 85.9%

Oregon 45,069 46,413 48,137 3.0% 3.7% 92.1% 93.1% 93.2%

Pennsylvania 50,240 51,393 53,300 2.3% 3.7% 102.7% 103.1% 103.2%

Rhode Island 50,199 50,806 52,786 1.2% 3.9% 102.6% 102.0% 102.2%

South Carolina 39,424 40,312 41,633 2.3% 3.3% 80.6% 80.9% 80.6%

South Dakota 48,652 48,504 48,818 -0.3% 0.6% 99.4% 97.3% 94.5%

Tennessee 42,810 43,932 45,517 2.6% 3.6% 87.5% 88.2% 88.1%

Texas 46,709 46,146 47,362 -1.2% 2.6% 95.4% 92.6% 91.7%

Utah 40,831 42,179 43,459 3.3% 3.0% 83.4% 84.6% 84.2%

Vermont 49,428 50,648 52,225 2.5% 3.1% 101.0% 101.6% 101.1%

Virginia 52,687 53,323 55,105 1.2% 3.3% 107.7% 107.0% 106.7%

Washington 53,776 55,519 57,896 3.2% 4.3% 109.9% 111.4% 112.1%

West Virginia 36,818 36,958 38,479 0.4% 4.1% 75.2% 74.2% 74.5%

Wisconsin 46,571 47,426 48,941 1.8% 3.2% 95.2% 95.2% 94.8%

Wyoming 57,182 55,452 57,346 -3.0% 3.4% 116.8% 111.3% 111.0%

Region

New England 60,631 62,033 64,303 2.3% 3.7% 123.9% 124.5% 124.5%

Mideast 56,823 58,342 61,099 2.7% 4.7% 116.1% 117.1% 118.3%

Great Lakes 46,182 47,140 48,707 2.1% 3.3% 94.4% 94.6% 94.3%

Plains 47,610 47,990 49,174 0.8% 2.5% 97.3% 96.3% 95.2%

Southeast 42,950 43,723 45,198 1.8% 3.4% 87.8% 87.7% 87.5%

Southwest 44,871 44,463 45,834 -0.9% 3.1% 91.7% 89.2% 88.8%

Rocky Mountains 47,053 47,505 49,265 1.0% 3.7% 96.1% 95.3% 95.4%

Far West 53,911 55,550 57,748 3.0% 4.0% 110.2% 111.5% 111.8%

U.S. Average $48,940 $49,831 $51,640 1.8% 3.6% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%

Source: Bureau of Economic Analysis
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