Table 12: Budget Approach
' Prifnary ‘Budget._Approach*" _ Secondary Buciget Approach(es)

Stae Incrementat Line-item Program Performance mdgigzdb;BB Inq‘eﬁenial Line-itern Program Performance moél;i:;QBB

Algbama X

Alaska X X

Arizona X

Arkensas X

Caffomia” X X X
" Colorado X X X X

Connectlcut X ! X X

Delawars X X X

Florida X X X X

Georgia o X

Hawvaii X

Idiaho ' X

linois X X

Intiiana - X X

lowa X X

Kansas X X

Kentucky X

Loulsiang” X% X X

Malne X X X X

Marylanc! X X X X

Massachusetts X

Michigan® . X X

Minnezsota X

Misslssippi X X X

Missouri X X X X

Montana X X

Nebraska” X X

Nevada X

New Harnpshira X

New Jsrssy X X X

New Mexdico X X

New York X

Nori Cardling X X

Narth Dakota X

Ohig* X

Oklahoma X X X

Oregon X X X

Pennsylveria X X

Ahede island X X X

Seuth Caralina X X X

South Dakota X X X

Termesses - . X

Texas X X

Utah X

Vermont X X X

Virgirie X X

Washington X X

West Virginia X

Wisconsin X X

Wyoming X

District of Columbiz X X X

Totals 30 3 13 1 14 25 12
* Ses Notes to Table 12 on page 70.
* For states that identified a specific name for their budget appraach, see page 70.
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