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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 

 

 
On March 16 the White House released an initial $1.1 trillion FY 2018 budget proposal.  It 

proposes “a $54 billion increase in defense spending in 2018 that is offset by targeted 

reductions elsewhere.” 

 

Although the impacts of this budget are difficult to estimate, a good-faith effort has been made 

to identify those impacts in dollar, program, and human terms.  Both positive and negative 

impacts have been considered. 

 

Community Mental Health: $16,818,266 at risk; 56,000 county residents impacted by 

rollback of Healthy Michigan Plan (HMP) 

 

Macomb Community Action: $5,132,423 at risk; 128,008 county residents impacted by 

elimination of Community Development Block Grant, 

HOME Investment Partnerships Program (HOME), and 

Community Services Block Grant; 3 Community Action 

Centers closed and 14 staff laid off providing emergency 

assistance to 1,000+ households, Weatherization services 

eliminated to 80 low-income households; Low Income 

Home Energy Assistance Program (LIHEAP) heating 

assistance services lost to 531 households 

 

Great Lakes Restoration  $3,400,880 at risk (annual average); 6 projects per 

Initiative: year (annual average) carried out by any of 13 Federal, 

State, County, and municipal entities for the protection of 

Lake St. Clair eliminated 

 

Macomb/St. Clair Workforce  $1,938,474 at risk; 479 county residents impacted 

Development Board: through elimination of the Senior Community Services 

Employment Program and 21% reductions in the 

Workforce Innovation and Opportunity Act (WIOA) Adult 

Program, WIOA Youth Programs, and WIOA Dislocated 

Worker Programs 

 

Department of Emergency   $1,550,000 at risk; all county residents and public 

Management &    safety impacted by cuts and eliminations to Federal 

Communications: Emergency Management Agency (FEMA) Homeland 

Security Grant activities and FEMA Emergency 

Management Performance Grant activities 
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Health Department: $470,924 at risk; 2,250 low-income women, infants and 

children impacted by 19.5% reduction in Women, Infants, 

and Children (WIC) Program; all county residents using 

shoreline beaches impacted by elimination of Beaches 

Environmental Assessment and Costal Health (BEACH) Act 

grant funding 276 water quality tests 

 

MSU Extension: $152,052 at risk; all county residents and stakeholders in 

the water economy and the water environment impacted 

by elimination of the Sea Grant funding for a Senior 

Extension Educator and by loss of an AmeriCorps member 

working with the Sea Grant through the elimination of 

AmeriCorps  

      

AmeriCorps: $160,260 at risk; all county residents in Clinton Township 

and Warren impacted by loss of five AmeriCorps members 

working in financial literacy and educational activities in 

those communities 

 

Community First Health  $99,321 at risk; 610 low-income women, infants and 

Centers (formerly Downriver  children impacted by 19.5% reduction in Women, Infants, 

Community Services):   and Children (WIC) Program 

       

Anton Art Center: $1,500 at risk; 17,000 annual visitors impacted by 

elimination of the National Endowment for the Arts and its 

operating support program 

 

Impacts Difficult to Quantify: Department of Defense (DoD) funded entities:  Real 

increase only $18 billion; increases intended to increase 

readiness and increasing end strength (number of 

servicemembers) 

 

 Medicaid-funded entities:  Proposal to block-grant 

Medicaid could cause loss of medical and behavioral 

health services to an unknown number of Macomb 

County’s 133,000 Medicaid recipients. 

 

 Health Department:  Unspecified programs will be cut in 

Centers for Disease Control and Prevention (CDC) and U.S. 

Department of Health & Human Services (HHS), possibly 

including at least 8 key public health service programs, for 

a total reduction nationally of $15 billion 
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 Veterans’ Services:  Some program increases requested for 

homeless and at-risk veterans and veteran educational 

services; no information about specifics or Macomb 

County impact is available. 

 

 Public Works:  Increases requested for water and 

wastewater infrastructure; no response received from 

Public Works Commissioner’s Office regarding any 

knowledge of possible Macomb County impact. 

 

 Community Mental Health:  Increases requested for opiate 

epidemic, suicide prevention, and other mental health 

problems; no information about specifics or Macomb 

County impact is available. 

 

Total of known/estimated reductions:  $12,905,834 without loss of Medicaid expansion;  

         $29,724,100 with loss of Medicaid expansion 

 

Total of known/estimated increases:    Unknown 
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INTRODUCTION 
 

 

On March 16, the White House released a $1.1 trillion Fiscal Year (FY) 2018 “skinny budget” 

proposal called “America First – A Budget Blueprint to Make America Great Again.”  The 

document as released can be found at  

 

https://www.whitehouse.gov/sites/whitehouse.gov/files/omb/budget/fy2018/2018_blueprint.

pdf 

 

In his transmittal letter to the Congress, the President states “There is a $54 billion increase in 

defense spending in 2018 that is offset by targeted reductions elsewhere.”  

 

This brief report attempts, using the “budget blueprint” itself, the National Association of 

Counties (NACo) review of the budget at  

 

http://www.naco.org/sites/default/files/attachments/President%20Trump%20FY%202018%20

Budget%20Analysis.pdf 

 

and other sources, to estimate the impact of the budget on Macomb County.  This can only be 

an estimate because the “skinny budget” contains insufficient information to do any more than 

that.  Where specific programs are slated for complete elimination we can of course document 

the total loss of the associated dollars and benefits.  Where percent reductions in a program 

are given, we can make the assumption, rightly or wrongly, that those reductions will be spread 

across all categories of spending.   

 

But in many cases such estimates cannot be made.  Generally speaking, the budget is much 

more specific about what it proposes to cut than about what it proposes to enhance.  For 

example, no information is given about how the above-mentioned $54 billion will be allocated 

among the various military service branches or the thousands of specific defense-related 

programs.  No estimate of the impact on Macomb County can be made from statements such 

as “The President’s 2018 budget strengthens the U.S. Army by rebuilding readiness, reversing 

end strength reductions, and preparing for future challenges,” or that it “Provides the resources 

needed to accelerate the defeat of ISIS.”  No document or other source consulted was willing or 

able to estimate the amount of any increase in funds coming to Macomb County, either via 

Department of Defense (DoD) or from any other Federal department. 

 

Nevertheless, it is possible to discern some specific consequences from the proposed budget, 

and those consequences - both dollars and their impacts - are set forth below.  We have 

included information about both Macomb County government agencies and other agencies, 

where those other agencies spent their Federal funds in and for the benefit of Macomb County 

https://www.whitehouse.gov/sites/whitehouse.gov/files/omb/budget/fy2018/2018_blueprint.pdf
https://www.whitehouse.gov/sites/whitehouse.gov/files/omb/budget/fy2018/2018_blueprint.pdf
http://www.naco.org/sites/default/files/attachments/President%20Trump%20FY%202018%20Budget%20Analysis.pdf
http://www.naco.org/sites/default/files/attachments/President%20Trump%20FY%202018%20Budget%20Analysis.pdf
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residents.  The report is organized according to the department or agency which receives or has 

received funds mentioned in the budget, in descending order of the amount of money at risk.  

Where funding to multiple entities cannot easily be disaggregated, they are displayed as a 

single spending unit.  “Dollars at Risk” and “Funding” both refer to dollars lost through the total 

elimination or known/estimated reduction of programs.  In most cases the dollar figures 

represent the current year’s funding for the program in question; in a few cases the figure 

represents an average of several years.  Averaging is acknowledged where it occurs. 
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COMMUNITY MENTAL HEALTH 

 
ANNUAL DOLLARS AT RISK $16,818,266 

 
Program: Medicaid Healthy Michigan Plan (HMP; Medicaid Expansion) 

 

Funding: $16,818,2661 

 

Description: The Healthy Michigan Plan (HMP) funds expansive mental health and substance 

use disorder services for persons previously not covered.  

 

Impact: With the rollback or elimination of Medicaid expansion, mental health and 

substance use disorder services for 56,000 county residents would no longer be 

provided. The impact would be manifested as problems and behaviors to be 

handled by law enforcement and the courts as well as by multiple already-

underfunded community agencies. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
Footnote 1:  The rollback of the Medicaid expansion in states which agreed to the expansion, including Michigan, is not 

technically part of the Administration’s budget proposal, but was part of the plan to repeal and replace the 

Affordable Care Act (A.C.A.). The “American Health Care Act” was not passed by Congress, and no 

alternative program has yet been offered. However, the Administration’s budget proposal is based in part 

on cost reductions resulting from the repeal of the A.C.A.  For that reason, and because the majority party 

in Congress has reiterated its intention of repealing the A.C.A, and because the dollar impact can be 

quantified and the human impact would be very large, we include the rollback of the HMP here.  See also 

“Impacts Difficult to Quantify” below. 
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MACOMB COMMUNITY ACTION 
 

ANNUAL DOLLARS AT RISK $5,132,423 

 

Program: Community Development Block Grant (CDBG) 

 

Funding: $1,700,000 

 

Description: The Community Development Block Grant (CDBG) supports a broad range of 

improved public facilities and infrastructure, public service activities, repairs to 

senior housing, both limited and comprehensive home rehabilitation, and minor 

home repair in communities throughout Macomb County. 

 

Impact: With the proposed elimination of this program, public facility and infrastructure 

improvements benefitting an estimated 66,890 residents (e.g., minor housing 

unit repairs in over 150 units, including improvements in senior housing facilities; 

road, sidewalk, fire hydrant, improvements, etc., all in multiple municipalities) 

will not be made.  Public service activities benefitting an estimated 61,118 

residents (e.g., support for up to 15% of the annual budgets of Macomb County 

Rotating Emergency Shelter Team, Care House, Samaritan House, etc.) will not 

be carried out. 

 

With the possible elimination of the CDBG/HOME Investment Partnerships 

Program (HOME), support for 4 staff persons who deliver and manage this 

program would be lost.  Loss of this staff would make it impractical or impossible 

for the County to manage the ongoing, multi-year activities and obligations 

associated with CDBG/HOME and would result in financial and legal chaos for 

many properties and households in Macomb County. 

 

 

Program: Community Development – HOME Investment Partnerships Program (HOME) 

 

 Funding: $1,200,000 

 

Description: HOME provides comprehensive home rehabilitation, new construction, and 

acquisition/rehab/resale. 

    

Impact: With the proposed elimination of this program, HOME benefits for low-income 

residents and households, including major housing rehabilitation, new single 

family construction, and new acquisition/rehab/resale totaling 10-20 homes will 

not be available. 
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With the possible elimination of the CDBG/HOME program, support for 4 staff persons 

who deliver and manage this program would be lost.  Loss of this staff would make it 

impractical or impossible for the County to manage the ongoing, multi-year activities 

and obligations associated with CDBG/HOME and would result in financial and legal 

chaos for many properties and households in Macomb County. 

 

 

Program: Community Services Block Grant (CSBG) 

 

Funding: $1,018,018 

 

Description: The Community Services Block Grant (CSBG) supports staff and administration 

for three Community Action Centers in the North, Central, and South parts of the 

county, and direct assistance to households.   

 

Impact: With the proposed elimination of this program, 14 persons staffing the Action 

Centers would be laid off, and the services they provide would not be offered.  

These services include the provision of emergency utility payment assistance to 

281 households and emergency rent assistance to 143 households per year, as 

well as Water Resources Assistance Program (WRAP) Enrollment, Temporary 

Emergency Food Assistance (TEFAP)/Commodity Food Registration, 

Weatherization Applications, and Tax Preparation assistance. 

 

 

Program: Weatherization 

 

Funding: $653,345 

 

Description: The Weatherization Program performs home energy audits and provides or 

installs energy conservation measures in the homes of low-income residents, 

reducing heat/utility bills by an average of 30%.  These measures include wall 

insulation, attic insulation and ventilation, floor/foundation insulation, air 

leakage reduction, furnace repair or replacement, and other measures. 

 

Impact: With the proposed elimination of this program, the above-mentioned services 

would not be provided to 80 low-income households per year. 

 

 

Program: Low-Income Home Energy Assistance Program (LIHEAP) 

 

Funding: $561,060 
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Description: Low-Income Home Energy Assistance Program (LIHEAP) helps families through 

initiatives that assist them with energy costs, including home energy bills and 

energy emergencies, including weatherization and energy-related minor home 

repairs.  LIHEAP reduces the risk of health and safety problems arising from 

unsafe heating and cooling practices. 

 

Impact: With the proposed elimination of this program, energy assistance and energy-

related risk reduction would not be provided to 531 households per year. 
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GREAT LAKES RESTORATION INITIATIVE 
 

ANNUAL DOLLARS AT RISK $3,400,880 

 

Program: Great Lakes Restoration Initiative (GLRI) 

 

Funding: In the seven years of its existence, the Great Lakes Restoration Initiative (GLRI) 

has generated total spending of $23,806,162 in Macomb County – an average of 

$3,400,880 per year, range $369,300 (2013) to $9,657,000 (2016). 

 

Description: The GLRI was launched in 2010 to accelerate efforts to protect and restore the 

largest system of fresh surface water in the world — the Great Lakes.  Federal, 

State, and local agencies use GLRI resources to strategically target the biggest 

threats to the Great Lakes ecosystem and to accelerate progress toward long 

term goals for the ecosystem.  Major focuses include 

 

 • Cleaning up Great Lakes Areas of Concern 

 • Preventing and controlling invasive species 

 • Reducing nutrient runoff contributing to harmful/nuisance algal blooms 

 • Restoring habitat to protect native species 

 

Impact: With the proposed elimination of this program, all GLRI resources will disappear 

and major environmental protection and restoration efforts throughout both 

inland and shoreline Macomb County will not be carried out.  Since 2010, 

Macomb County has seen 42 projects implemented by 13 different entities:  two 

Federal agencies (Army Corps of Engineers, Environmental Protection Agency), a 

State of Michigan agency (Department of Environmental Quality), a major 

university (Michigan State University), three Macomb County departments 

(Public Works, Planning, Health), two cities (Sterling Heights, St. Clair Shores), 

two quasi-governmental entities (SEMCOG, Huron-Clinton Metroparks), and two 

non-profit organizations (Clinton River Watershed Council, Ducks Unlimited).  

The benefits produced by these agencies with GLRI resources will be the entire 

story if the program is eliminated, not just the first seven years in a continuing 

story of environmental successes. 
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MACOMB/ST. CLAIR WORKFORCE DEVELOPMENT BOARD 
 

ANNUAL DOLLARS AT RISK  $1,938,474 

 

Program: Senior Community Services Employment Program (SCSEP) 

 

Funding: $626,6342 

 

Description: The Senior Community Service Employment Program (SCSEP) is a community 

service and work-based job training program for older Americans. Authorized by 

the Older Americans Act, the program provides training for low-income, 

unemployed seniors. Participants also have access to employment assistance 

through American Job Centers. SCSEP participants gain work experience in a 

variety of community service activities at non-profit and public facilities, 

including schools, hospitals, day-care centers, and senior centers. Participants 

work an average of 20 hours a week, and are paid the highest of federal, state or 

local minimum wage. This training serves as a bridge to unsubsidized 

employment opportunities for participants. Participants must be at least 55, 

unemployed, and have a family income of no more than 125% of the federal 

poverty level. Enrollment priority is given to veterans and qualified spouses, then 

to individuals who are over 65, have a disability, have low literacy skills or limited 

English proficiency, reside in a rural area, are homeless or at risk of 

homelessness, have low employment prospects, or have failed to find 

employment after using services through the American Job Center system. 

 

Impact: With the proposed elimination of this program, the jobs of 701 senior citizens will 

be eliminated. 

 

 

Program: Workforce Innovation and Opportunity Act (WIOA) Adult Program 

 

Funding: $494,4002 

 

Description: The Workforce Innovation and Opportunity Act (WIOA) Adult Program provides 

job training services and job placement assistance, with priority given to 

recipients of public assistance, other low-income individuals, veterans, and 

individuals who are basic skills-deficient.  

 

Impact: With the proposed 21% reduction in this program, 1462 fewer adults will receive 

job training and placement services. 
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Program: Workforce Innovation and Opportunity Act (WIOA) Youth Programs 

 

Funding: $448,2402 

 

Description: The Workforce Innovation and Opportunity Act (WIOA) provides services for 

youth and young adults beginning with career exploration and guidance, 

continued support for educational attainment, opportunities for skills training in 

in-demand industries and occupations, with the intended culmination being a 

good job along a career pathway or enrollment in post-secondary education. 75 

percent of funds are to be used for out-of-school youth.  Out-of-school youth 

must be aged 16-24, not attending any school, and meet one or more additional 

conditions, which could include school dropout; holds a secondary school 

diploma or recognized equivalent and is low-income and is basic skills deficient 

or an English language learner; subject to the juvenile or adult justice system; 

homeless, runaway, in foster care or aged out of the foster care system, eligible 

for assistance under Section 477, Social Security, or in out-of-home placement; 

pregnant or parenting; an individual with a disability; low income person who 

requires additional assistance to enter or complete an educational program or to 

secure and hold employment.  In-school youth must be aged 14-21, attending 

school, low income, and meet one or more additional conditions, which could 

include:  Basic skills deficient; English language learner; an offender; homeless, 

runaway, in  foster care or aged out of the foster care system; pregnant or 

parenting; an individual with a disability; person who requires additional 

assistance to enter or complete an educational program or to secure and hold 

employment. 

 

Youth programs include financial literacy; entrepreneurial skills training; services 

that provide labor market and employment information in the local area; 

activities that help youth transition to postsecondary education and training; and 

education offered concurrently with and in the same context as workforce 

preparation activities and training for a specific occupation or occupational 

cluster.   

 

Impact: With the proposed 21% reduction in this program, 1542 fewer youth will receive 

job training and placement services. 

 

 

Program: Workforce Innovation and Opportunity Act (WIOA) Dislocated Worker 

Programs 

 

Funding: $369,2002 
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Description: The Workforce Innovation and Opportunity Act (WIOA) provides services to 

dislocated workers who lost jobs due to plant closures, company downsizing, or 

some other significant change in market conditions. “Dislocated worker” also 

include the spouse of an active military member who lost employment as a 

result of a permanent change in duty location or is unemployed or 

underemployed and experiencing difficulty in obtaining or upgrading 

employment. In most cases, eligible workers are unlikely to return to their 

occupations, and they must be eligible for (or have exhausted) unemployment 

compensation.  The goal is to provide dislocated workers with the tools and 

support needed to obtain credentials and occupational skills leading to jobs in 

high growth industries and high demand occupations. 

 

Impact: With the proposed 21% reduction in this program, 1092 fewer dislocated 

workers will receive job training and placement services. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
Footnote 2:   Funding for Macomb/St. Clair Workforce Development Board programs is received without prior earmarking for 

one county or the other.  Historically, 80% of funds benefit Macomb County residents; funding and impact figures 

shown represent 80% of totals for each program. 
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MACOMB COUNTY DEPARTMENT OF EMERGENCY MANAGEMENT & 

COMMUNICATIONS 
 

ANNUAL DOLLARS AT RISK $1,550,000 

 

Program: Federal Emergency Management Agency Homeland Security Grant Program 

(FEMA-HSGP) 

 

Funding: $1,500,000 (estimated average annual funding) 

 

Description: The Federal Emergency Management Agency Homeland Security Grant Program 

(FEMA-HSGP) plays an important role in the implementation of the National 

Preparedness System by supporting the building, sustainment, and delivery of 

core capabilities essential to achieving the National Preparedness Goal of a 

secure and resilient Nation.  The HSGP supports efforts to build and sustain core 

capabilities across the five mission areas of Prevention, Protection, Mitigation, 

Response, and Recovery. 

 

Impact: FEMA is identified for program cuts and eliminations in the proposed Budget, 

and HSGP is named as an example of a program “that must provide more 

measurable results to ensure the Federal Government is not supplanting other 

stakeholders’ responsibilities.”  With the elimination of HSGP Macomb County 

would suffer a loss of personnel and consultants detrimental to public safety 

both within and beyond the Emergency Management & Communications Office.  

Specialized capabilities will be diminished including Hazmat, Technical Rescue, 

SWAT, Dive Team, Mobile Field Force and Marine Divisions. Preparedness 

programs will be hindered/eliminated, and there will be a loss of planning 

capabilities for county facility threat & vulnerability assessments, emergency 

plans, exercises, and training.  Future COMTEC expansion/growth will be limited.  

Border security will be limited/diminished in capacity. 

 

 

Program: Federal Emergency Management Agency Emergency Management 

Performance Grant (FEMA-EMPG) Program 

 

Funding: $50,000 (estimated annual average funding) 

 

Description: Federal Emergency Management Agency Emergency Management Performance 

Grant (FEMA-EMPG) Program provides Federal grants to states to assist state 

and local governments in preparing for all hazards. FEMA is authorized to make 

grants for the purpose of providing a system of emergency preparedness for the 
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protection of life and property in the United States from hazards and to vest 

responsibility for emergency preparedness jointly in the Federal government and 

the states and their political subdivisions.  The Federal government, through the 

EMPG Program, provides necessary direction, coordination, and guidance, and 

provides necessary assistance to support a comprehensive all hazards 

emergency preparedness system. 

 

Impact: These funds support the general emergency preparedness functions of the 

Emergency Management & Communications Office, and are used as an offset to 

the general fund budget. 
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MACOMB COUNTY HEALTH DEPARTMENT 
 

ANNUAL DOLLARS AT RISK $470,924 

 

Program: Special Supplemental Nutrition Program for Women, Infants, and Children 

(WIC) Program3 

 

Funding: $465,9243 

 

Description: The Women, Infants, and Children (WIC) Program provides nutritious foods and 

nutrition education to low-income pregnant and breastfeeding women, infants, 

and children up to age 5 who have nutritional or medical risk factors. 

 

Impact: With the proposed 19.5% reduction of this program, 2,2503 fewer low-income 

women, infants, and children will be served annually. 

 

 

Program: Beaches Environmental Assessment and Coastal Health (BEACH) Act  

 

Funding: $5,000 

 

Description: The Beaches Environmental Assessment and Coastal Health (BEACH) Act 

amendment to the Clean Water Act, funds testing, monitoring, and notifying 

public users of possible water quality problems at bathing beaches and in other 

recreational waters. With these funds, the Health Department conducts non-

mandatory water quality testing from mid-April through September each year at 

the three bathing beaches on Lake St. Clair. Water samples are tested for 

Escherichia coli (E. coli) bacteria.  The Health Department closes a beach if the 

water sample bacteria level exceeds applicable standards, and the beach is re-

opened once the bacteria level falls to acceptable levels.   

 

Impact: With the possible elimination of BEACH Act funding, support for approximately 

276 tests would be lost – the equivalent of approximately 12 days’ testing at the 

three beaches.  Untested beach waters pose potential health risks to persons 

exposed to those waters, particularly to young children, older persons, and 

immune-compromised individuals. 

 

 

 

 
Footnote 3: Note below in this report that there is a second WIC agency in Macomb County which serves our residents and 

which is also threatened by cuts to funding and services. 
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MICHIGAN STATE UNIVERSITY (MSU) EXTENSION 
 

ANNUAL DOLLARS AT RISK $152,052 

 

Program: Sea Grant 

 

Funding: $120,000 

 

Description: The Sea Grant's mission is to enhance the practical use and conservation of 

coastal, marine and Great Lakes resources in order to create a sustainable 

economy and environment.  Environmental stewardship, long-term economic 

development and responsible use of America’s coastal, ocean and Great Lakes 

resources are at the heart of Sea Grant’s mission.  Sea Grant programs carry out 

this mission through research, extension and education activities. 

 

Impact: With the proposed elimination of this long-running program, Macomb County 

would lose its Senior Sea Grant Extension Educator.  This Educator links the 

county’s water resources stakeholders with the knowledge assets of the 

University of Michigan and Michigan State University, enabling them to make 

better decisions regarding the use and protection of Lake St. Clair and other 

Great Lakes resources. 

 

 

Program: AmeriCorps4 

 

Funding: $32,0524 (net of volunteer service value and host agency cost share) 

 

Description: Often described as “the domestic Peace Corps,” AmeriCorps members provide 

environmental, educational, and social services of many sorts.  MSU Extension’s 

AmeriCorps member extends the education and communication capacities of the 

Senior Sea Grant Educator. 

 

Impact: With the proposed elimination of AmeriCorps, Macomb County would  

 lose approximately 1,700 working hours provided by the MSU Extension  

 AmeriCorps member. 

 

 

 

 

 
Footnote 4: Note below in this report that several additional agencies in Macomb County host AmeriCorps members serving our 

residents and are also threatened by funding and service elimination. 
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AMERICORPS 
 

ANNUAL DOLLARS AT RISK $160,260 

 

Program: AmeriCorps5 

 

Funding: $160,2605 (net of volunteer service value and host agency cost share) 

 

Description: Often described as “the domestic Peace Corps,” AmeriCorps members provide 

environmental, educational, and social services of many sorts.   

 

Impact: With the proposed elimination of AmeriCorps, all of the following would lose 

their AmeriCorps members: 

 

 • Michigan Financial Opportunity Corps (Clinton Twp.) – 1 member, 1,700 

                              service hours 

 • Teach for America (Warren) – 2 members, 3,400 service hours 

• Advise MI / MSU College Advising Corps (Warren) – 2 members, 3,400    

   service hours 

  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
Footnote 5: Note above in this report that MSU Extension in Macomb County hosts an AmeriCorps member serving our residents 

and is also threatened by funding and service elimination. 
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COMMUNITY FIRST HEALTH CENTERS6 

 

ANNUAL DOLLARS AT RISK $99,321 

 

Program: Special Supplemental Nutrition Program for Women, Infants, and Children 

(WIC) Program7 

 

Funding: $99,3217 

 

Description: The Women, Infants, and Children (WIC) Program provides nutritious foods and 

nutrition education to low-income pregnant and breastfeeding women, infants, 

and children up to age 5 who have nutritional or medical risk factors. 

 

Impact: With the proposed 19.5% reduction of this program, 6107 fewer low-income 

women, infants, and children will be served annually. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
Footnote 6: Formerly known as Downriver Community Services (New Haven) 

 

Footnote 7: Note above in this report that Macomb County Health Department’s significantly larger WIC agency is also 

threatened by cuts to funding and services. 
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ANTON ART CENTER 

 

ANNUAL DOLLARS AT RISK $1,500 

 

Program: National Endowment for the Arts General Operating Support 

 

Funding: $1,500 

 

Description: The Anton Art Center has been housed in a former Carnegie Library building 

since 1969. The library interior has been converted to three galleries, a gift shop 

and offices on the main floor, with an art studio/meeting area and a pottery 

studio & kiln room in the lower level. Children and adults at all levels of interest 

see, learn about, experience and create art firsthand. The Center presents full 

exhibition seasons annually and introduces many youngsters to what it means to 

make something—the joys and frustrations, responsibilities and rewards of 

creating and craftsmanship. In the Art in Public Places program, five significant 

sculptures that have been installed in downtown Mount Clemens are already a 

local “tradition”, because they carry with them a sense of place and pride in 

“ownership.”    

 

  The Anton Art Center brings to the people of Macomb County arts experiences 

and opportunities, which would otherwise be unavailable to them. The Center’s 

work has been recognized by support from The Michigan Council for Arts and 

Cultural Affairs, The Community Foundation of Southeastern Michigan, The 

Kresge Foundation and other benefactors, in both the community and private 

sectors, whose support is universally recognized as a seal of quality. 

 

Impact: Although the Anton Art Center has received several $10,000 National 

Endowment for the Arts grants in recent years, only the most recent grant of 

$1,500 is used for the purpose of estimating the impact of the proposed 

elimination of the National Endowment for the Arts.  This 1% loss of funding and 

programming would affect 17,000 annual Anton Art Center visitors. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



23 
 

IMPACTS DIFFICULT TO QUANTIFY 

 

ANNUAL DOLLARS UNKNOWN 

 

Agency: Multiple potential recipients of Department of Defense (DoD) funds. 

 

Comments: Vicky Rad, deputy director for Planning & Economic Development received the 

following in response to questions directed to federal staffers:  

 

“The President’s proposed FY18 budget does include a $54 billion increase (over 

last year) to defense. But the last Future Year Defense Program document 

signaled a $36 billion increase for FY18, so for people tracking this closely the 

increase can “feel” more like $18 billion over what was expected to occur 

anyway.  

 

We still don’t have too many specifics for FY18. But from what we’ve seen, I’m 

expecting much of the plus ups to be for “readiness” activities (spending related 

to training and equipping servicemembers, replenishing munitions ) and 

increasing end strength (number of servicemembers) – not acquisition. But that 

is for the budget request, Congress could add acquisitions during the NDAA 

[National Defense Authorization Act] and appropriations processes.  

 

I know this isn’t a lot of clarity. The key takeaways are that the trendline for 

defense is an increase in spending relative to other areas that are bracing for 

decreases and that within defense spending the services are somewhat 

prioritizing readiness over research and development or acquisition.” 

 

 

Agency: Multiple potential providers accepting Medicaid funds 
 

Comments:    Hundreds of physical and behavioral health care providers in Macomb County 
accept Medicaid.  Even without including the 56,000 persons enrolled in 
Medicaid through the Healthy Michigan Plan (Medicaid expansion), Macomb 
County has 133,000 Medicaid enrollees.  Although not technically part of the 
Administration’s budget proposal, converting Medicaid to a block grant to the 
states, at a funding level lower than the current total, has been seriously 
discussed as one of the funding strategies used to shift funding to the 
Department of Defense from other parts of the budget.  No figure has been 
promulgated for the reduction associated with the block grant, so it is not 
possible to quantify the impact in terms of either dollars or persons.  However, 
Community Mental Health Director John Kinch has noted that “certainly there 
would be an insurmountable toll on our jails, ER’s, and community agencies of all 
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kinds.  [In a block grant situation] it is likely that community-based services – the 
glue that holds families together – will be a target of reduction.” 

 

 

Agency: Macomb County Health Department 

 

Comments: Health Officer Bill Ridella writes as follows: 

 

“It's been difficult obtaining proposed program reductions for Centers for 

Disease Control and Prevention (CDC) & U.S. Department of Health & Human 

Services (HHS) which are expected to be impacted. These are the federal funds 

we receive through the state for:  Immunizations, Maternal & Child Health Title V 

Block Grant programming, Family Planning, Children’s Special Health Care 

Services, HIV/AIDS testing, STD testing and services, TB testing and services, and 

Safe Sleep Education. At this time I'm unable to attach a funding reduction to 

these grants.” 

 

The National Association of Counties analysis states that  

 

“The budget proposes major changes to HHS Centers for Disease  

Control and Prevention (CDC). These changes would include a $500 million block 

grant “to increase state flexibility and focus on leading public health challenges 

to each state.” 

 

However, it must be noted that the budget was released before the failure of the 

administration to pass their proposed replacement for the Affordable Care Act, 

and may have been predicted in some measure on the assumption that many 

aspects of the A.C.A., particularly in regard to its funding, would be repealed and 

replaced by something else.  This seems less certain now. 

 

 

Agency: Macomb County Department of Veterans’ Services 

 

Comments: Among other items, many related to the provision of medical services, the  

  budget document states that  

 

“The President’s 2018 Budget “Supports VA programs that provide services to 

homeless and at-risk veterans and their families to help keep them safe and 

sheltered.”  It also states that the budget “Provides access to education benefits, 

enhanced services, and other programs to assist veterans’ transition to civilian 

life.”   
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Laura Rios has no information at this time about any specific impacts, positive or 

negative, resulting from the proposed budget.   

 

 

Agency: Macomb County Public Works Commissioner’s Office 

 

Comments: The National Association of Counties analysis states that  

 

“The president’s budget request increases water and wastewater infrastructure 

funding. The budget would provide funding the EPA’s Clean  

Water (CW) and Drinking Water (DW) State Revolving Fund (SRF) programs to a 

tune of $2.3 billion, a $4 million increase over FY 2017 annualized CR levels. 

Additionally, $20 million is provided for the Water Infrastructure Finance and 

Innovation Act (WIFIA) program, which is level with FY 2017 funding. WIFIA is a 

financing program that allows EPA to provide direct loans and loan guarantees 

for the construction of large water infrastructure projects.…The CWSRF program 

finances municipal wastewater infrastructure construction or upgrade projects 

and the DWSRF program supports drinking water infrastructure projects.” 

 

No response was received from the Public Works Commissioner’s Office 

regarding the impact of the proposed Federal budget. 

 

 

Agency: Macomb County Community Mental Health 

 

Comments: The National Association of Counties analysis states that  

 

“The president’s budget proposes a $500 million increase to expand opioid 

misuse treatment and recovery services. The budget indicates that the extra 

funding is intended to help implement the “21st Century Cures Act,” which 

authorized but did not appropriate $1 billion in funding to help states and 

localities combat the opioid epidemic. Congress already appropriated $500 

million of this funding in the FY 2017 CR that passed in December 2016.” 

 

The National Association of Counties analysis also states that 

  

“While not providing detail, the budget signals intent to invest in certain mental 

health activities. Specific priorities explicitly identified in the report include 

suicide prevention, serious mental illness and children’s mental health. Programs 

to target these issues are administered by the Substance Abuse and Mental 

Health Services Administration (SAMHSA) under HHS, which also provides 

Community Mental Health Services Block Grants….” 
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John Kinch has no information at this time about any specific impacts, positive or 

negative, resulting from the proposed budget.   
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CONCLUSIONS 
 

 

It is difficult, verging on the impossible, to know all the agencies receiving Federal funds in 

Macomb County and what threats and opportunities the proposed Federal budget poses in 

every case.  While a good-faith effort was made, there are “blank spots on the map” which may 

be substantial – education being one example, anything and everything related to health care 

being another. 

 

This report assembles known and estimated figures totaling $12,905,834 in funds which are 

spent in Macomb County to the benefit of its residents, and which would be lost or which one 

could reasonably expect to be lost if the “Budget Blueprint to Make America Great Again” were 

actually passed by the Congress in the various appropriations bills.  That figure more than 

doubles, rising to $29,724,100, if we include the consequences of rolling back the Healthy 

Michigan Plan. 

 

Of course this initial “skinny budget” will not be the final budget, and organized opposition to 

particular aspects of the proposed budget has already begun to emerge.  For example, there is 

significant bipartisan opposition to the proposed elimination of the Great Lakes Restoration 

Initiative – see http://www.healthylakes.org/wp-content/uploads/2017/03/FINAL-GLRI-FY18-

03.28.17.pdf .  And there will be opponents and proponents of many other pieces and parts of 

the proposed budget as well. 

 

It’s clear that regardless of what quid-pro-quos may occur to preserve particular favored 

programs, the President intends to pay for them not out of new revenues but by the many 

reductions and eliminations called for in the budget.  As quoted earlier, he promises that his 

increases in defense spending will be “offset by targeted reductions elsewhere”; even more 

explicitly, his transmittal letter states that “The defense and public safety spending increases in 

this Budget Blueprint are offset and paid for by finding greater savings and efficiencies across 

the Federal Government. Our Budget Blueprint insists on $54 billion in reductions to non-

Defense programs.”  The “skinny budget” is clear and specific about the programs it proposes 

to reduce or eliminate; it is less clear about exactly what it proposes to increase.  But overall, 

the budget is intended to be a “zero-sum game”. 

 

It is however zero-sum only in the sense that the dollar figures are equal - certainly not in the 

sense that the positive impacts will be enjoyed by the same groups that must suffer the cuts.  

The $54 billion in increases will go, for the most part, to private sector defense spending, while 

in Macomb County some 90% of the cuts are to social service programs benefitting low-income 

and other vulnerable individuals, and to environmental programs benefitting all.   

 

http://www.healthylakes.org/wp-content/uploads/2017/03/FINAL-GLRI-FY18-03.28.17.pdf
http://www.healthylakes.org/wp-content/uploads/2017/03/FINAL-GLRI-FY18-03.28.17.pdf
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Even the benefits to our already thriving high-tech defense manufacturing sector may be less 

than expected, given the warning from Sen. Peters’ office that the Department of Defense 

increases will be for “readiness” and “increasing the number of servicemembers,” not for 

“acquisition”.  Who will actually enjoy those benefits remains to be seen.  But there is no such 

uncertainly about the decreases that will pay for those benefits.  They are explicit.  They are 

described, using a military term, as “targeted,” and the target is clearly health programs, social 

service programs, and the environment.  The proposed budget may or may not impact the rich 

sectors of the economy by making them richer.  But through “targeted” program reductions, it 

will impact the poor sectors by making them poorer, and will impact our county’s 

environmental riches by leaving them unrestored and unprotected. 

 

 

 


