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Building anoreprosperous Georgia with communities that thrive requires a larger, more resilient middle class anc
a smoother path for {meome families to work their way into it. One ebigsed@olicy with a long track
record of success toward that goal is &atatl Income Tax Credit (EITC)
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tools for lowto middléncome families. It cuts federal taxes fordgevworkers like cashiers, méchand

nurses providing a wage enhancement for families striving toward the middéntjaisestates and the
Bggrpgar md Amj sk g_ =~ sgj blevehtersions af theCce&tAState EIfGsa a ¢ g q
piggyback on the federkion by providing a limited credit against state and local taxedu@p to a v

determined by each state. By enacting a refundabl&Ebrglacork Creddtate lawmakers can provide

families in the Peach State the following benefits:

91 Provide &ottomup tax cut to more than a million Georgia famildmout 1.1 million Georgia families,
or 25 percent of all Georgia houselealeisied the federal EITC in28t8e EITCs provide a modest yet
critical boost to those same families. A refuadatg@ Work Credit set at 10 percent of the federal EITC
would cut taxes by a few hundred dollars a year for eligible workers, up to a ceiling of around $630. The
largest value goes to families earning from about $10,000 to $24,000 a year, thoagimtaomlie
about $39,000 to $54,000 (dependingrdrenof children) still benefit. An estid@pedcent of white
families and 3percent of families of coletand to gain from a stieel version of the credit.

1 Help Georgians with jobs affdhé basics and work their way into the middle cl&sate EITCs are
available only to people who work. The credit also grows in size, up to a point, as wages rise. That
combination encouragbtebodiegeople to stay employed and work more hourthaathelly on public
assistance. The extra funds help working families afford basic necessities like food and child care, as well a
larger investments that smooth the path to the midéle class.

1 Give an economic booster shot to local businesses amahgoities A Georgia Work Credit would pump
about $300 million each yet&rlocal communities by giving families more disposable income to spend
locally. Studies indicate the federal EITC delivers an economic multiplier effect, with every $1 of tax credit
claimed by local taxpayers genetgttitgabo$2 of local econoraittivity.

T Nsr Ecmpeg_-q af gj bpcl.Denddesof rabepmtkandpevidence ffomn oter r m q <
states show that children whose families receive more income from the EITQeow likehealthy,
excel in school, graduate high sctitmuid college and earn more as a@ultdieslsoindicatethat
young children, boys and children of color benefit the most.
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The ElTi@elpgamilieAcross&se or gi ads Diverse Communi

The federal EITC is a credit against income taxestdesigptinent the wages of émd moderai@ecome

people. It is available only to people who work, providing a strong incentive for people to enter the workforce an
put in more hours. Established in 1975, the program developed a base of bigastisan legjpjoo

subsequent enhancements under Presidents Reagan, Clinton, W. Bush and Obama. EITC expansions in the m
1990s helped move half a million families from cash welfare to work, according to a |aRdmghikystadfy .

of all taxpayers withildren make use of the EITC at some point in their lives, usually for a year ot two at a time.

Rfc ggxc md rfc apcbgr bcnclbg ml _ d_kgjw-q gl am
largest value goes to families making from Hh000%0 $24,000 a year, though families making up to about
$39,000 to $54,000 (depending on number of children) still benefit. The federal credit is refundable, which mear
rf _r gd _ d_kgjw-q apcbgr c v dlover s refuridcAgletailedl a mk ¢ r _
explanation of how the crediksvsrprovided in the Appendix.

About.1 million Georgia familiesr25 percent of all Georgia houselutdd®dthe federal EITC2016
Thesdamiliesnclude an estimated 2.6 miitidividual Georgians, including 1.2 million chiidrestimated
770,000 working mothe¥$0,000 working fathersd 80,000 military familiese in Georgia households that
received the credit in 2612nd the additional income from the EIT@lxeepa50,000 Georgians above the
federal poverty line each year, according to nationalfesearch.

Ecmpeg_ d_kgjgcgqg ufm aj gk rfc dcbcp_j CGRA pcdjc
estimated 9 percent of white families an@ Bercent of families of coloeceived the benefit in 2016,

amounting to about 664,000 families of color and 439,000 white families who currently benefit. Looking at
Ecmpeg_-q amkksl| gr gcq 6pdrceatofijblatk fanjlie®paregrd of Batinp j w* | C
families, @ percent of Asian families 2Mpercent of otHéfamilies benefiverall aimilies of color account

for about 60 percent of EEERient:n Georgia, with white families comprising a sizableahdtority

percent? Adetailedable of current EITC recipients broken out by race and ethnicity is available in the appendix.

Families Who Receive EITC Reflect Georgia's Diversity
Estimated number and share of Georgia households who claim federal EITC,
by race and ethnicity, 2016

! ! ! ! 32% of Georgia's household
color benefit, alongside 19% of
White households

White Total, 439,000

Asian Other
32,002,000

Latino Total

People of Colg Black495,000 115,000 664,000

0 100,000 200,000 300,000 400,000 500,000 600,000 700,000

Source: GBPI analysis of 2016 Internal Revenue Servicecdait&;dknmeuinity Survey 206l estimates and 2015 demogra
breakdowns of EITC recipients from the Brookings Institution
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Bl The EITC Delivers Big Bucks to Georgia Communities

In 205, the most recent year available at the counthéefeeler&| TC injected $BiBioninto local Georgia

economies. Inithd Ecmpeg_-q /37 amslrgcqg* _r jc_qgqr O.
claimed the credit that year. The share of recipients exceeds 30 percent in a ma®rig shostmbelow.
The average benefit for EITC familie$ ing20%2721per year, money which recipients often spendlocally.

Share of Filers
Claiming EITC

<10% | 1 county

[ 110-20% | 11 counties
[ 20-30% | 55 counties
B 30-40% | 75 counties
B 40-50% | 17 counties

Source: GBPI analysis of county level Internal Revenue Service data, 2015
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A Georgia Work Credit Can Build oa theFR a | EI TC6s Success

Twentynine states and the District of Columbia enhance the considerable value of the federal credit by providing
their own state match. These state credits provide a modest yet critical boost for taxpayers who already receive
thefed p _ | CGRA, Qr _rc CGRAQg _pc rwnga_jjw aj_gkcb _oc
of 3 percent in Montana to a high of 40 percent in WashirtjttareDs@ne example of what this means in

practice. In a state with a 1@¢@rEITC, a family with a $3,000 federal credit receives a $300 state match.
Hawaii, Montana and neighboring South Carolina each enacted new EITCs in 2017.

In all but six states with an EITC, that extra $300 would help to reduce the full aaddecafl $tades that

lowgl amkc d_kgjgcg n_w, Rf _r-q “"ca_sqc kmqgr qr _rcq
of the credit, even if it exceeds their state income taxes. This is important because lower earning households
spend a gater share of their income paying other taxes, like sales taxes and fees, than do affldent households.

A refundable state EITC helps correct that imbalance and lets working people keep more of what they earn. Tht
extra funds help working families &fésid necessities like food and child care, as well as larger investments

that smooth the path to the middle class. A 2015 survey of tax credit recipients estimated that 87 percent of EIT
dollars went to either paying bills, saving, affording basicmakitg) personal investments such as course

tuition, reliable transportation or more livable Housing.

Majority of States Enhance the Federal EITC

I Refundable state EITC
Non-refundable state EITC

[ ] Nostate EITC

bt v

Source: Center on Budget & Policy Priorities GEORGIA BUDGET & POLICY INSTITUTE
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B A Georgia Work Credit Can Cut Georgi

A state EITC would reduce tax@sdogians who need it theanasirkersn lowwage jobs and their families.

Through its unique design, a Georgia Work Credit can reduce income taxes from the bottom up, rather than the
down. That stands in stark contrast to the more cornuubagarach of reducing income#es a tactic

that disproportionately benefits people atth€dapider three hypothetical cases of Georgia families can

benefit from a Georgia Work Credit. These exaimpgeaf @ aams |l r dmp afetakiecqg k b«
20188 assume lawmaken®ate a refundable state credittsBtpercent of the federal level.

Single Mom, One Child

Imagine aingle mother of one in Macon who works full

time as a cashier, makd8gan houiShe earrsbout
$16,000annually before taxesirsd01%he would owe

an estimatefll28a year in Georgia state income taxes. A
refundable Georgia Work Credit at 10 percent of the federal
credit comes out t84Rforher, delivering han

estimated state refund 2f% Thabffsets the working

k mr fstate mapmigilland also deliveasneaningful

boost to her annual budget for basic needs such as child
care, transportation and school supplies

Married Couple, Two Children

Takea young Atlanta couple with two childreno8tse

part time as a home health aide; he tends bar at a local
restaurant. Their combined incon35,308. They owe

an estimated$6a year in Georgia state income taxes. A
10 percent Georgia Work Credit comes out to an estimated
$329for themguttingtheir state income tax bill roughly in
half They usadditional dollars to save and plan for
investmenthat can help families mtuvehe middle

class such as a downpayment on a firstffome

Married Couple, Three Children

Or imagine a married coupkthens with three kifst

on thecuspof securintheir grippn the middle clagse

works construction almost full time, while she puts in a few

hours as a substitute teacher. With an incor8@®@d $4

they owe Georgibout' / * 05 4 , @ca_sqgc rfcw
rfc kgbbjc &iTheapgitisintHegrgcesd _k g | w
of gradually phasing out. But a 10 percent Georgia Work
Credistillreduce their state income tax bill b6
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Enacting a botteup tax cut

rather than agadown approach Regressive Taxes Call for Bottym Approach
such as cutting the top rate Georgia state and local taxes as a share of family income,
responds to two key drawback 2018, norelderly taxpayers
Ecmpeg_-q r _vV

9.7% 8,604
First, as in most statesy and ; ]
middleincome Georgians pay &
greater share of their income i
state and local taxes than do ti ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘
wealthy. This is known as a Bottom Second Middle Fourth Next15% Next 4% Top 1%
regressive tax structurbe 20% 20% 20% 20%
poorest fifth of Georgia taxpay $89.5K - $205K - $481K+

Less than $20K - $31K- $51.5K- $205K $481K

ay an average 1Percent of
P ge 10 $20K  $31K  $51.5K $89.5K

their annual income iatstand

local ta@s and the middle fifth pay® ms pac8 Gl gqrgrsrc ml R_v_rgml _lb C
9.8percent, while the wealthiest IR_v Qwqrckg gl ?jj 3. Qr_rcqg*® 0./6

percent pays onlypercent on

averagé’

Qcamlb* Ecmpeg_-q glamkc r_v amlr _glqg _ bcqggel dj
paychecksthando gtheqr _r c g - qwqr clkagkets dmostlp unchangeq frognlthe H980s, r v
when $10,000 a year was considereda highc q _j _pw, ?79g _ pcgsjr* rfc qgr .

families at unusually low levels of inéo@eorgia famdi/three wittwo childrefiving in povertgiced the
third highestincome tax in the country in 2016

Georgia’s Income Tax Hurts Low-Wage Workers More than Most States
Annual income tax bill for a family of three with two children at the federal poverty line (about $20K), 2016

M Vorethan$200 == $110$100
$100 to $200 | | 90 or household receives refund

958 2 mla
N

4

o s ot

Source: National Center for Children in Poverty GEORGIA BUDGET & POLICY INSTITUTE
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A Georgia Work Credit Can Boost Main Street Businesses and Communities

The EITC also helps communities thrive by putting more mpoekeits thiethose who earn low wages and
are most likely to spend additional money in local businesses, creating a ripple effect throughdut the economy.

A refundable Georgia Work Credit set at 10 percent of the federal credit abold H8DGdHonto

Georgia consumers. Those additional funds can further enhance the economic value of the federal credit, provi
a needed boost for local businesses and comfAtihitieable below shows the potential value of a Georgia

Work Creditin some ofg¢he _r ¢ = g k mq r Estinmates gf how manyadoilars a wpik gredit could

send toall Georgia countiesre available in the appendix.

Potential Georgia Work Credit Value in Select Georgia Counties
Number of EITC Returns
Tax Filers as a Share of | Federal EITC Dollars Projected Value of 10%
Claiming EITC, | All Returns, Received, (Projected Refundable Gredit to
2015 2015 2019, in millions) County (2019, in millions)
METRO ATLANTA
Clayton 52,120 41.3% $165,617,00 $14,906,00(
Cobb 63,150 18.0% $171,471,00( $15,432,00(
DeKalb 91,480 26.2% $268,739,00( $24,187,00(
Gwinnett 96,660 23.7% $274,078,00 $24,667,00(
Fulton 98,830 21.3% $290,989,00 $26,189,00(
OTHER POPULATION CENTERS
Lowndes (Valdosta) 14,000 31.0% $41,308,00( $3,718,000
Dougherty (Albany) 15,500 41.2% $50,486,00( $4,544,000
Hall (Gainesville) 18,920 22.2% $54,200,00( $4,878,00(
Bibb (Macon) 22,590 34.4% $72,578,00( $6,532,00(
Muscogee (Columbus) 28,290 32.6% $86,147,00( $7,753,00(
Richmond (Augusta) 29,390 33.8% $89,158,00( $8,024,00(0
Chatham (Savannah) 32,910 25.8% $92,108,00( $8,290,00(0
Source: GBPI analysis of 2015 IRS data on EITC receipt by Georgia county and Joint Committee on TaxatidrCestir|
nationwide cost

Studies indicate that théeral EITC delivers a multiplier effect, with every $1 of tax credit claimed by local
taxpayers generating between about $1 and $2 of local economic activity. For example, the city of San Antonio
estimates each additional EITC dollar generates ab8timelo$al economic activity, and each $37,000 of

activity results in one addition&f fdlsimilar analysis in Michigan finds an estimated $1.67 worth of economic
benefit for each EITC d&liand a rigorous study in California suggests that ionsomeities the credit can

create economic impacts equivalent to at least twice the amount of EITC déflars received.
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B A Georgia Work Credit Can Help Put Children on a Path to Success

The potential value of enacting a new Georgia Work Creléyaxtdriie workers who directly receive the

credit. Decades of expert research and evidence from other states shows that children living in EITC household
receive outsized benefits from the extra money provided by the policy. By providing addagetexs boost

straddling the line between poverty arstifigiency, the credit helps stabilize family finances and provide

better opportunities for children to thrive in adolescence and escape poverty as adults. Studies link the EITC to
severalkeybehgr q rf _r qrpcl erfcl afgjbpcl ~-qg dmsl b_r gml

Healthier from the starResearchers cite links between larger EITCs and improvements

in infant health indicators such as birth weight and prenmatfurefointdable credit

set at 10 percent of the federal credit could result in 1,047-fgeightdwrths in

Georgia each year, according to an Emory UniveBiExgierdstudies also suggest

receiving an expanded tax credit may improve mathnaidieding positive

outcomes such as lower mental stress, lower likelihood to smoke during pregnancy and
higher likelihood to seek out prenataMmedetails on potential health benefits of a
Ecmpeg_ Umpi Apcbgr 6p o mjteStasEarnepblacaigel- E @N
Tax CredifsA Proven Tool to Improve Hé&alth

Better school performancBationwide the EITlihked to higher test scores,

especially in math, fordiomome students in elementary and raaddiel. A credit

umprf _pmslb "1*. .. bspgle _ afgjb-q c_p
equivalent of two extra months of s€hool.

Graduate Ilgih school and attend collegRates of high school graduation and college
attendance are also higher for students in EITC families, compared to young people in
poor families not getting the credit. One study estimated a $1,000 boost for an EITC
eligible fanily with a high school senior raised the likelihood of college attendance the
next fall by 10 percéhEor working families, even a small amount can mean the
difference between affording the cost of classes or not.

Succeed in the workforc€hildren IBITC families are likelier to work more hours and
earn more when they enter the workforce as adults. One study says for each $3,000 a
year in added income a child in a poor family receives from the EITC before age six,
earnings as an adult rise by 12p€&tc
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A Georgia Work Credit is an Ambitious yet Affordable Investment

Enacting a Georgia Work Credit is an ambitious investment in more thardWankirapfamilies. As such, it

carries an attendant cost in lost state redemefiendable Gegia Work Credit set at 10 percent of the

federal EITC costbout $300nillion a yearwhile one set at a 5 petatate match costs half tisdate

lawmakers can exercise complete discretion over the size of a Georgia EITC and can coreditthe budget im
gcjcargle rfc qr_rc k_raf wugrf wufgaf rfcw-pc kmgr
other states started small and then built on the program over time. Lawmakers can also consider phasing in a
pcdsl b_ " jc afewyeas, asi cdnmmnsvith otimdr stgbe tax credits.

? I mlpcdslb_"jc¢c mnrgml _jgm a_ppgcqg jmucp amqgr q,
success. Workers with very low wages pay little in state income taxeg)ifiespiteositributions through

sales taxes and various fees. Taking away the option for a refund significantly limits whether a state EITC can
reach those hardworking families who need a hand the most. A better option for lawmakers concerned about
potenil costs is to select a lopancentage mp Ec mpeg_ -qgq qr _rrefundabilityaf * p _r f c

Severabptions exist for offsetting this investment, segleasng unproven business tax Breaistending
Ecmpeg_-qgq msrb_rcb g_j c tmcludindomerranovatiomtoccappliagpaik ¢ n c p g ml
Below aradditional details on two of the most sensible possibilities.

Two Options to Offset Cost of New Georgia Work Credit

Leveragaew revenue from online sales takebhe U.S. Supreme Canentlygelivered a decisitiat

offersGeorgia lawmakers a chancetohatterf ¢ | ccbq md r fc qrfIntheecase nc mnj c
known aS$outh Dakota vs. Wayfag Courtrepg ¢cb gmkc m gmjcrc psjcqg rf _r
local governments from collecting sales taxes already owed on many purchases made dNewttieinternet.
Qsnpckc Amspr-q bcagqgml k i cqg @grtheyrninstiqute gpegific d mp Ec
administrative procedures and safeguards for small sellers.

Although the scope of the revenue gain is uncertain, exgeeishestihange could net the state treasury as
much as $125 million in 2019umtbabou400 milkinby 20234

Close the doubldeduction loopholg Georgia isne of four statethat allow taxpayers to claim a particularly
unusual tax break which is only available to households that itemize their deductions. Oddly enough, Georgia
taxpayers who choose to itemize can now write off their state income tax payments whem iwaichlating ho
state income tax they owe. Georgia lawmakers inhexgteidehisduirk in the code because the state offers

the same package of itemized deductions made available at the federai‘estaitesadigallow this

practice, including Oklahamhere Republican Gov. Mary Fallin successfully pushed for its refjeal in 2016.

The deduction used to cost Georgia several hundred million dollars a year in lost revenue, though its scope is n
smaller due to changes stemming from the large fedsiialdas signed by President Trump in December

2017. Butreding the policy, as state legislators nearly did in 20%#llceu@eorgia an estim&&ds

milliona year®
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l Conclusion

State legislators can seize the opportunity to invesfjin Geqrg d sr spc npmgncpgrw ~ wW C
Income Tax Credit, or Georgia Work Credit. It is a targeted, ambitious and affordable way to cut taxes from the
bottormup, keep people working towargs#itiency and help local communities thriegp&hence from

other states is clear that EITCs can help build the middle class, strengthen local economies and keep young pe
on the path to the workforce. It is a smart way for Geluaigfia toetter course forward.

PeoplePowered Prosperity
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initiative, a comprehensive vision for how PEOPLE_

Georgia lawmakers can baisigport for ¢
education, health, child care and other POWERED ’g’ﬂt =
investments that halpGeorgians thrive. PROSPE RITY ‘

Lean more aghbpi.org/peoplefirst.

A People-First Economic Vision for Georgia
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B Appendix: How the EITC Keeps People Working and Helps Families with Kids

The federal EITC boosts the wages aftbmoderatecome workeand their families. It helps keep them on
rfc hm * mdd ucjd_pc _|I'b kmtgle rmu_pb rfc kgbbjec
annual income, marriage status and number of dependent children.

Rf ¢ CGRA-qg t _rtaistbreskofu rasey orsintome and family size, at which point it plateaus and
then begins to phase down. The largest credit goes to families with children making about $10,000 to $24,000 ¢
year. It gradually phases out as workers begin to earn gasigdeceero at about double the poverty level of
income. The credit fully phases out between $39,000 and $54,000, depending on marriage status and number
children. This unique structure is designed to help families the most as they escagi#! poveidy Isoime

value as they gain a firmer economic footing.

The credit is refundable, which means a family gets the full value of the credit even if it exceeds their income ta;
liability. Technically referred to as refundability, this is argnabtycttizal component of the policy because

it allows the credit to still reward work even if workers have small state income tax bills. Without this component
the EITC does far less to reduce poverty and encourage work, particularly amoimgwoekeassearn

EITC's Unique Structure Rewards and Encourages Work
Federal EITC value by income, marriage status and number of children, 2017

Single Matrried filing Jointly
$7,000 -

3+ Children

Household Income

Source: 20lEarned Income Credit (EIC) Table. Interned Remgoe
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B AppendiPotentialGeorgia Work CreRlécipients, by Race and Ethnicity

EITC Helps Many Georgians, Especially People of C

Estimated number and sha@eofgia households who claim the federal EITC, by race and ethnicity

Share of Households|

Total Tax Filers EITC Households who Benefit
All Georgians 4384000 1,103,000 25%
White 2,332,00( 439,000 19%
People of Color 2,052,000 664,000 3%
Black 1,363,000 495,000 36%
Latino 409,000 115,000 28%
Asian 169,000 32,000 1%
Other 111,000 22,000 20%

Source: GBPI analysis of 2016 Internal Revenue Service data, American CommunityeSupain?iés and 2015
demographic breakdowns of ieEfj@ents from the Brookings Institution.
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B Appendix: Georgia Work Credit Value by County

Federal EITC Receipt and Potential Georgia Work Credit Value, by Co
Number of | EITC Returng Total Amount of]
Tax Filers | as a Share off Average Federal EITC | Projected Value of 10% Ref. C
Georgia Claiming All Returns, Federal Received Work Credit to County
COUNTY EITC, 2015 2015 EITC (Projected 2019

Appling 2,220 31.1% $2,825 6,691,000 $602,000
Atkinson 1,310 41.7% $2,768 3,869,000 $348,000
Bacon 1,380 32.5% $2,928 4,311,009 $388,000
Baker 440 35.8% $2,800 1,314,000 $118,000
Baldwin 5,410 32.2% $2,943 16,987,000 $1,529,000
Banks 1,830 25.7% $2,580 5,037,000 $453,000
Barrow 7,990 24.3% $2,550 21,736,000 $1,956,00C
Bartow 11,220 25.6% $2,589 30,992,000 $2,789,000
Ben Hill 2,590 38.5% $2,875 7,944,000 $715,000
Berrien 2,250 33.8% $2,756 6,617,000 $596,000
Bibb 22,590 34.4% $3,011 72,578,000 $6,532,00¢
Bleckley 1,400 29.7% $2,902 4,335,000 $390,000
Brantley 2,030 31.8% $2,794 6,052,000 $545,000
Brooks 2,250 35.4% $2,714 6,515,000 $586,000
Bryan 3,150 19.4% $2,507 8,427,000 $758,000
Bulloch 7,310 27.4% $2,678 20,890,000 $1,880,00C
Burke 3,480 36.9% $2,982 11,071,000 $996,000
Butts 2,730 29.6% $2,759 8,036,000 $723,000
Calhoun 780 39.8% $3,009 2,504,000 $225,000
Camden 5,290 24.1% $2,543 14,352,000 $1,292,00¢
Candler 1,410 33.7% $2,952 4,441,009 $400,000
Carroll 12,380 26.0% $2,702 35,692,000 $3,212,00¢
Catoosa 5,940 22.4% $2,471 15,662,000 $1,410,000
Charlton 1,170 33.8% $2,788 3,480,000 $313,000
Chatham 32,910 25.8% $2,623 92,108,000 $8,290,00(¢
Chattahoocheg 850 32.0% $3,096 2,808,000 $253,000
Chattooga 2,990 32.1% $2,611 8,331,000 $750,000
Cherokee 15,240 14.1% $2,333 37,936,000 $3,414,000
Clarke 11,970 25.4% $2,592 33,103,000 $2,979,000
Clay 530 46.1% $2,964 1,676,000 $151,000
Clayton 52,120 41.3% $2,978 165,617,00( $14,906,00(
Clinch 1,030 41.9% $2,907 3,194,000 $287,000
Cobb 63,150 18.0% $2,545 171,471,00( $15,432,00(
Coffee 6,170 39.2% $2,936 19,329,000 $1,740,00(
Colquitt 6,370 36.8% $2,936 19,953,000 $1,796,00¢
Columbia 10,060 16.1% $2,368 25,413,000 $2,287,00C
Cook 2,300 35.7% $2,848 6,990,000 $629,000
Coweta 11,740 19.1% $2,696 33,764,000 $3,039,00¢
Crawford 1,440 28.7% $2,548 3,915,000 $352,000
Crisp 3,550 41.7% $3,021 11,441,000 $1,030,000
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Dade 1,450 23.8% $2,318 3,586,000 $323,000
Dawson 1,860 18.4% $2,289 4,543,000 $409,000
Decatur 4,150 37.3% $2,987 13,226,000 $1,190,00¢
DeKalb 91,480 26.2% $2,753 268,739,00( $24,187,00(
Dodge 2,610 36.0% $2,899 8,074,000 $727,000
Dooly 1,520 38.7% $2,957 4,795,000 $432,000
Dougherty 15,500 41.2% $3,053 50,486,000 $4,544,00¢
Douglas 17,000 27.3% $2,730 49,520,000 $4,457,00(
Early 1,680 40.4% $3,117 5,586,000 $503,000
Echols 430 32.6% $2,674 1,227,000 $110,000
Effingham 5,050 20.5% $2,545 13,710,000 $1,234,000
Elbert 2,600 32.3% $2,762 7,662,000 $690,000
Emanuel 3,570 40.3% $3,022 11,511,000 $1,036,000
Evans 1,480 35.0% $2,859 4,514,000 $406,000
Fannin 2,540 25.0% $2,467 6,686,000 $602,000
Fayette 6,520 12.3% $2,378 16,540,000 $1,489,00¢
Floyd 10,770 26.7% $2,792 32,082,000 $2,887,00(
Forsyth 9,000 9.7% $2,277 21,860,000 $1,967,00(
Franklin 2,470 27.6% $2,545 6,707,000 $604,000
Fulton 98,830 21.3% $2,760 290,989,00( $26,189,00(
Gilmer 2,930 24.3% $2,729 8,531,000 $768,000
Glascock 290 27.4% $2,786 862,000 $78,000
Glynn 9,300 24.9% $2,697 26,758,000 $2,408,00¢
Gordon 6,120 27.0% $2,637 17,219,000 $1,550,00¢
Grady 3,130 31.4% $2,779 9,280,000 $835,000
Greene 2,040 27.3% $2,804 6,103,000 $549,000
Gwinnett 96,660 23.7% $2,658 274,078,00( $24,667,00(
Habersham 4,120 23.4% $2,505 11,010,00¢ $991,000
Hall 18,920 22.2% $2,685 54,200,000 $4,878,00C
Hancock 1,340 43.1% $2,965 4,239,000 $382,000
Haralson 3,070 27.4% $2,600 8,516,000 $766,000
Harris 2,500 17.8% $2,452 6,541,000 $589,000
Hart 2,670 26.2% $2,563 7,302,000 $657,000
Heard 1,300 30.7% $2,831 3,926,000 $353,000
Henry 24,340 24.7% $2,718 70,582,000 $6,352,000
Houston 16,320 23.8% $2,778 48,367,000 $4,353,000
Irwin 1,210 33.9% $2,804 3,620,000 $326,000
Jackson 5,860 21.3% $2,552 15,957,000 $1,436,00¢
Jasper 1,570 28.2% $2,861 4,792,000 $431,000
Jeff Davis 1,950 35.7% $2,908 6,050,000 $545,000
Jefferson 2,740 39.8% $2,935 8,579,000 $772,000
Jenkins 1,160 38.5% $2,914 3,606,000 $325,000
Johnson 1,040 36.0% $2,954 3,278,000 $295,000
Jones 3,020 25.0% $2,658 8,564,000 $771,000
Lamar 2,190 31.0% $2,691 6,289,000 $566,000
Lanier 1,370 40.2% $2,859 4,179,000 $376,000
Laurens 6,920 34.7% $2,835 20,930,000 $1,884,00¢
Lee 3,020 22.6% $2,732 8,802,000 $792,000
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Liberty 9,170 34.3% $2,824 27,627,000 $2,486,00¢
Lincoln 920 28.5% $2,667 2,618,000 $236,000
Long 1,960 36.8% $2,855 5,970,000 $537,000
Lowndes 14,000 31.0% $2,765 41,308,000 $3,718,00¢
Lumpkin 2,560 21.6% $2,319 6,333,000 $570,000
Macon 1,920 41.7% $2,879 5,898,000 $531,000
Madison 3,080 25.8% $2,634 8,657,000 $779,000
Marion 960 34.7% $2,834 2,903,000 $261,000
McDuffie 3,190 34.7% $2,920 9,939,000 $895,000
Mclintosh 1,510 30.5% $2,615 4,213,000 $379,000
Meriwether 3,040 34.0% $2,905 9,421,000 $848,000
Miller 740 32.3% $2,803 2,213,000 $199,000
Mitchell 3,430 40.8% $2,978 10,897,000 $981,000
Monroe 2,610 22.9% $2,593 7,220,000 $650,000
Montgomery 1,030 32.8% $2,744 3,015,000 $271,000
Morgan 2,010 24.2% $2,669 5,724,000 $515,000
Murray 4,690 31.1% $2,607 13,047,000 $1,174,00¢
Muscogee 28,290 32.6% $2,854 86,147,000 $7,753,000
Newton 14,200 30.9% $2,860 43,338,000 $3,900,00¢
Oconee 1,940 11.9% $2,263 4,685,000 $422,000
Oglethorpe 1,450 24.7% $2,608 4,034,000 $363,000
Paulding 13,570 20.9% $2,550 36,926,000 $3,323,00¢
Peach 3,290 28.9% $2,705 9,497,000 $855,000
Pickens 2,790 19.8% $2,482 7,390,000 $665,000
Pierce 2,130 28.1% $2,709 6,156,000 $554,000
Pike 1,570 20.8% $2,528 4,235,000 $381,000
Polk 5,050 30.6% $2,768 14,916,000 $1,342,00¢
Pulaski 1,140 31.8% $2,827 3,439,000 $310,000
Putnam 2,570 27.8% $2,772 7,600,000 $684,000
Quitman 350 41.2% $2,763 1,032,000 $93,000
Rabun 1,690 23.3% $2,399 4,325,000 $389,000
Randolph 1,160 44.8% $2,924 3,619,000 $326,000
Richmond 29,390 33.8% $2,843 89,158,000 $8,024,00¢
Rockdale 11,180 28.4% $2,776 33,111,000 $2,980,00¢
Schley 570 32.4% $2,723 1,656,000 $149,000
Screven 1,980 35.3% $2,755 5,820,000 $524,000
Seminole 1,280 37.6% $2,948 4,026,000 $362,000
Spalding 9,330 34.7% $2,941 29,275,000 $2,635,00¢
Stephens 2,970 28.4% $2,664 8,441,000 $760,000
Stewart 660 42.0% $3,121 2,198,000 $198,000
Sumter 4,480 37.3% $2,978 14,233,000 $1,281,00¢
Talbot 900 34.7% $2,749 2,640,000 $238,000
Taliaferro 230 37.1% $2,874 705,000 $63,000
Tattnall 2,710 33.5% $2,944 8,512,000 $766,000
Taylor 1,150 35.8% $2,924 3,588,000 $323,000
Telfair 1,500 39.0% $2,948 4,718,000 $425,000
Terrell 1,650 42.5% $3,136 5,521,000 $497,000
Thomas 5,960 31.7% $2,821 17,936,000 $1,614,00¢
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Tift 5,930 34.7% $2,917 18,457,000 $1,661,00¢
Toombs 3,880 35.3% $3,007 12,449,000 $1,120,00¢
Towns 970 18.9% $2,239 2,317,000 $209,000
Treutlen 930 38.4% $2,886 2,864,000 $258,000
Troup 9,990 33.6% $3,050 32,504,000 $2,925,00¢
Turner 1,500 42.6% $3,053 4,886,000 $440,000
Twiggs 1,220 34.1% $2,793 3,635,000 $327,000
Union 1,930 20.0% $2,378 4,897,000 $441,000
Upson 3,380 31.7% $2,797 10,086,000 $908,000
Walker 7,060 27.4% $2,486 18,727,000 $1,685,00¢
Walton 8,960 23.6% $2,680 25,617,000 $2,306,00¢
Ware 4,640 33.7% $2,833 14,027,000 $1,262,00¢
Warren 920 39.7% $2,826 2,774,000 $250,000
Washington 2,950 37.0% $2,897 9,117,000 $821,000
Wayne 3,440 31.8% $2,818 10,343,000 $931,000
Webster 340 36.2% $2,794 1,014,000 $91,000
Wheeler 720 38.5% $2,942 2,260,000 $203,000
White 2,720 24.2% $2,411 6,998,000 $630,000
Whitfield 12,540 29.4% $2,692 36,021,000 $3,242,00¢
Wilcox 970 35.1% $3,032 3,138,000 $282,000
Wilkes 1,320 32.9% $2,813 3,962,000 $357,000
Wilkinson 1,270 32.6% $2,885 3,909,000 $352,000
Worth 2,770 32.4% $2,821 8,338,000 $750,000
Georgia, Total 1,132,880 25.5% $2,734 3,305,000,00 $297,452,00(
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