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Still in the game; Boston ranks second in Metro Area
Competitiveness Report

BOSTON - For the second consecutive year, the Boston metropolitan area ranked in the top
two spots in a measure of interstate economic competitiveness. According to Beacon Hill
Institute’s latest Metro Area Competitiveness Report, Boston is second to Salt Lake City which
moved up eight places from last year.

The Institute defines competitiveness as “the policies and conditions that ensure and sustain
a high level of per capita income and its continued growth.” The Report assigns 39 variables
to eight categories - government and fiscal policy, security, infrastructure, human resources,
technology, business incubation, openness, and environmental policy - and combines these
eight measures into a single “competitiveness index”.

“Looking at its long-term prospects and fundamental strengths, the Boston metropolitan area
continues to perplex the pessimists,.” said David G. Tuerck, BHI Executive Director. “Once
again the facts are clear: on key measures Boston is a key leader.” He added, “Dwelling on
the bad news based on one or two economic indicators such as the high cost of housing or
the loss of population is certainly missing the forest for the trees. Diverse in its economic
makeup, Boston continues to be an attractive place to live and work.”

Boston scores well on the BHI index based on its competitive advantages in technology,
business incubation, human resources (HR) and environmental policy. For the five
indicators comprising the technology sub-index, for example, Boston was in the top ten in
four measures. The depth of these strengths more than offset areas in which the region
traditionally performs poorly - for example, infrastructure (electricity prices and travel-time
to work) and government policy (unemployment benefits and cost of doing business).

Raleigh-Durham, Seattle, Providence, Denver, Austin, Portland OR, Minneapolis and
Hartford rounded out the top 10 this year. Metropolitan areas such as Phoenix (24) and San
Diego (21) showed the greatest improvement year over year moving up 11 and 12 places
respectively. Both regions did so mostly by maintaining their advantages in government and
fiscal policy (Phoenix) and openness (San Diego) while not slipping in other categories.

Los Angeles, Detroit, Chicago, Memphis and New Orleans continue to rank at the bottom of
the index. “The bottom five metropolitan areas would most benefit to emulate the policies
and practices of regions such as Salt Lake City, Boston, Raleigh-Durham where exceptionally
strong performances on key variables can outweigh poorer scores in other indicators.”

BHI published this year’s Competitiveness Report in conjunction with Suffolk University’s
Centennial celebration. The complete report is available at www.beaconhill.org.
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Subindexes, Rank (alphabetical

H ‘= E Overall
* w” index and Govt &

fiscal Infrastru Biz Environ.
rank | policy | Security cture. Incubation Openness policy

" Overall
Albany, NY 5.22 181 3.78 142|607 | 7|465|35|643| 4|52 17| 44537433 |36 | 58| 10
Atlanta, GA 5.18 191607 | 5| 5223|521 27| 42|40 | 45| 37| 575| 946429 5|27
Austin, TX 6.21 71548 20| 5751343438508 |24 5.9 6 4632|672 7|62 4
Boston, MA 7.40 21485129659 2| 2949|1689 2| 86 1] 689 ] 2]543 |12 6| 6
Buffalo, NY 4.59 35/305|50| 52|22| 56|14 |535[19| 52| 19| 437|38|426|40| 56| 18
Charlotte, NC 5.15 20 6.05| 6]393|46|6.19| 5] 456 | 36| 44| 40| 571 |10 ]| 5.07 | 19| 4.6 | 36
Chicago, IL 3.43 48 | 4.66 | 33 | 3.27 | 48 | 416 | 41 | 457 | 34| 48| 25| 3.81 |46 | 544 | 11| 3.9 | 42
Cincinnati, OH 4.43 371453 34| 54|20 626| 3|449 |37 | 5.8 7| 396 |45| 447 | 31| 3.1 |47
Cleveland, OH 4.13 42141139 | 601 | 8548 |18 | 408 |42 | 48| 29| 3.37 |48 | 445 |32 | 4.8 | 32
Columbus, OH 4.02 44 1473|132 | 546 | 18| 56 |13 | 517 | 21| 46| 33| 3.06 | 50| 4.61 | 30 | 3.4 | 46

Dallas-Ft Worth 5.01 25154223498 |26 | 367 |44 | 366 |46 49| 24| 523 |19|702| 4| 51|25

Denver, CO 6.26 6| 508 |27 | 459 | 36 62| 4|583|11]| 58 8| 624 | 4|1415|43| 64| 2
Detroit, Ml 3.48 47 | 4.26 | 38 431411521128 |252|50| 49| 23| 356 |47 | 521 |16 | 4.8 | 31
Grand Rapids,

MI 5.08 23| 525 | 26 | 5.92 91542211495 (25| 46| 36| 327|149 | 509 |17 | 58| 9
Greensboro,

NC 4.88 28 | 583 | 11| 462 | 35| 555| 15| 398 |43 | 47| 31 557 | 13| 428 | 38 51| 28
Hartford, CT 5.69 101|441 |36 | 589 |10|517]|129|6.39| 6| 53| 15| 508 | 22| 4.82|20| 53|23
Houston, TX 4.72 31| 542 | 23 | 453 | 37 44| 37| 367 | 45| 5.6 13| 532 |17 | 729 | 2| 2.8 | 49

Indianapolis, IN 4.12 43 | 574 | 15| 4242|511 |31 |487 | 30| 45| 38| 4.07 |44 | 476 | 23 | 3.8 | 44

Jacksonville,

FL 4.58 36 | 574 |14 | 402 |43 | 488 |32|529|20| 35| 48| 546 |16 | 3.96 | 47| 5.7 | 15
Kansas City,
MO 4.98 27 6| 9|1437 40| 565|10| 512 |23 | 47| 32| 433 |40 | 3.98 |46 | 58 | 12
Las Vegas, NV 4.69 32| 573|116 | 3.91| 47| 7.22 1] 3.76 | 44 3| 50| 491|125|479|21| 56| 17
Los Angeles,
CA 3.88 46 | 345 |46 | 5.67 | 14 | 3.22 | 47 | 474 | 31| 4.7 | 30 511211 686| 6| 24|50

Louisville, KY 4.15 40| 4830|494 |28|487 133|457 35| 39| 45| 491126|472]124] 44140
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oi::g::(" Subindexes, Rank (alphabetical

and rank Go‘so%icf:i;cal Security Infrastructure Toch | incubation Openness E:;:ur:; '
METROAREA*  %*?'Rank | R I R I R I R I R I R | R | R
Memphis, TX 3.17) 49 5.83] 12| 1.52 500 5.51 17| 3.28 48 4.1/42 4.47| 36 4.35 35 4.7| 35
Miami, FL 527 17| 5.5 19 4.85 30 4.13 43| 3.34 47| 3.449 57 11 7.21 3 6.8 1
Milwaukee, WI 4.85 29 4.75 31 5.04 25 5.62 120 4.91 28 5.3 16 4.08 43 4.42 33 54 21
Minneapolis-St. Paul, MN 5.82 9 449 35 5.83 11 582 7 698 1 5121 4.31 41 4.7, 26/ 5.6/ 19
Nashville, TN 5.000 26| 6.25 4] 3.96/44) 5.21| 26] 4.89 29 4.6/ 34] 492 24] 4.71 25 54 22
New Orleans, LA 2.75 50 3.24] 48 2.72| 49 4.3 39 3.14 49 4.3 41 4.84 28 5.26| 14 4.6 38
New York, NY (N. NJ-LI) 414 41| 3.56| 44| 643 4 218 50 5.14] 22| 4.8 26] 4.5 35 596 9 4.5 39
Oklahoma City, OK 462 33 541 25 5.05 24 579 9 4.45 38 4 44 423 42 3.81149 59 8
Orlando, FL 4.83] 30, 5.87] 10| 3.94/ 45 582 8 4.93 27 3.6 46 6 6] 4.26 41 5 29
Philadelphia, PA 419 39 3.87| 41 495 27| 4.26| 40, 4.37] 39 5.2 18 5.61 120 4.15 42 4.8 30
Phoenix, AZ 508 24 6.37| 3 4.66| 33 554 16 5.71| 14/ 4.1 43 453 34| 4.76| 22| 4.6/ 37
Pittsburgh, PA 5.28/ 16| 3.95 40 5.78/12] 5.46) 19 5.36] 18 5.7] 9 4.55 33 4.05 45 6.1 5
Portland-OR 5.88 8 544 22| 648 3 6.1 6 543 17 5 22 5.5 14 4.32 37| 4.7 33
Providence, RI 6.28 5 4.37] 37| 6.09 6| 466 34| 6.23 7 56/ 12 5.97| 7 5.63 10 5.8 11
Raleigh-Durham, NC 6.87] 3 6.01 8 6.21 5 542 20| 5.78 13 6.7 4 6.44 3 42739 5.5 20
Richmond, VA 5120 22 6.76] 1] 490129 5.31] 23] 5.79 12 4.8 28 5.31] 18 4.11| 44| 3.5 45
Rochester, NY 5.68 11 3.6 43 6.72] 1 512 30 649 3 7l 20 437 39 3.76/ 50 5.3 24
Sacramento, CA 421 38 3.5 45 55115 4.14| 420 4.95 26| 4.8/ 27| 4.77| 30 5.22| 15 4.4 41
Salt Lake City, UT 7.80 1 6.05 7/ 549 17| 6.48 2 6.39 5 5.6 14 8.87 1 5.08 18 5.6/ 16
San Antonio, TX 3.97| 45 548 20| 4.7 320 458 36 4.08 41 45 39 5.5 15 4.66 28 3 48
San Diego, CA 514 21 3.21| 49 5.5 16 3.6| 45 5.61| 15 5.7/ 11| 4.75 31 7.44| 1| 4.7 34
San Francisco- San Jose, CA| 5.34] 15 3.45 46| 4.43 38 3.52 46 5.95 9 6.2 5 496 23 6.92 5 5.7 13
Seattle-Tacoma-Bellevue, WA 6.30 4 5 28 4.39/39 563 11 588 10 5.7/10 6.11 5 541 13 6.3 3
St. Louis, MO 568 12 559 18 4.75 31 5.25 25 4.72 320 5120 4.9 27| 6.23 8 5.7 14
Tampa, FL 4.61] 34 5.62 17 5.45 19 53 24 464 33 3.6/47 585 8 4.42 34 3.8 43
Virginia Beach-Norfolk, VA 546| 13 6.58 2| 4.63 34 5.37| 22| 543 16 4.6/ 35 5.15 20| 3.85 48 6 7
Washington, DC 539 14| 58 13 52121 295 48 598 8§ 6.8 3 4.8 29 4.67 27| 51 26

“Metro area names abbreviated
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;;\” Overall Subindexes, by Ranking

: "@l ’ et e pidty Biz Environ.

rank cy  Security  Infrast. MR Tech Incubation Openness policy
Salt Lake City, UT 7.80 1]605| 7|549|17|648| 2|639| 5|558|14|887| 15081856016
Boston, MA 7.40 2| 485|29|659| 2|290|49|689| 2|860| 1|689| 2|543|12|6.04| 6
Raleigh, NC 6.87 3| 601| 8|621| 5|542|20|578|13|673| 4|644| 3|427|39]|551]20
Seattle, WA 6.30 450028439 |39|563|11|588|10|569|10|6.11| 5|541|13|632| 3
Providence, R 6.28 5| 43737609 6|466|34|623| 7|564|12|597| 7|563]|10]5.79] 11
Denver, CO 6.26 6|508|27|459|36|620| 4|58|11|578| 8|624| 4|4.15|43|6.42| 2
Austin, TX 6.21 7| 548 |20 |575 |13 | 434 | 38 | 5.08 | 24 | 594 | 6|460|32|672| 7|621| 4
Portiand-OR 5.88 8| 54422648 3|6.10| 6|543|17|499| 2255014 | 432 |37 |472]33
St Paul, MN 5.82 9| 44935583 |11 |582| 7|698| 150021431 |41]|470] 2655719
Hartford, CT 560 | 10| 4.41|36|589|10|517 |29 |6.39| 65311550822 |4.82]|20]|5.27 |23
Rochester, NY 568 | 11360|43|672| 1]512|30|649| 3|7.02| 2|437 3937650525 24
St. Louis, MO 568 | 12| 559 |18|4.75|31 525 |25|472|32|514|20|490]|27|623| 857414
e Beach 546 | 13|658| 2|463|34|537|22|543|16|4.60|35)|515|20|3.85|48|595| 7
Washington, DC 539| 1458013 |521|21|295)|48|598| 8|6.81| 3|480]|29]|467|27]|510] 26
San Jose, CA 534| 15| 345|46|4.43|38 352 |46|595| 9|617| 5|496|23|692| 5|574]13
Pittsburgh, PA 528 | 16| 3.95|40|578 |12 |546 |19 |536|18|570 | 945533 |4.05|45|6.00| 5
Miami, FL 527 | 17|550|19|4.85|30|4.13 |43 [3.34 |47 |3.38 49570 11]721| 3|681] 1
Albany, NY 5220| 18| 3.78|42|6.07| 7|465|35|643| 4|523|17 4453743336580 10
Atianta, GA 518 | 19]6.07 | 5|520|23|521 |27 |420|40|452|37|575| 9|464|29]5.03]27
Chariotte, NC 515| 20| 6.05| 6|3.93|46|619| 5|456|36|4.38|40|571 10507 | 19| 46136
San Diego, CA 514 | 21| 3.21|49|550| 1636045561 |15|566|11|475|31|744| 1]471]34
Richmond, VA 512 | 22| 676| 1]4.90|29|531|23|579|12|476|28|531|18|4.11 |44 34545
Grand Rapids, MI 5.08| 23|525|26|592| 9|542|21|4.95|25|455]|36|327]|49|500]|17|583| 9
Phoenix, AZ 508 | 24|637| 3|466|33|554|16|571|14|4.08|43|453|34|476|22]461]37
Dallas-Ft Worth 501| 25| 542|23|4.98|26|367|44|366|46|491|24|523|19|702| 4|515]25
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oo rank [T R Tech  Incubation Openness  policy
METRO AREA*  Overallg i R‘ | R‘ I R 1| R | R‘
Nashville, TN 5.000 26| 6.25 4 3.96/44] 5.21/26 4.89 29 4.63 34 4.92 24| 4.71/25 541 22
Kansas City, MO 4.98 27| 6.000 9 4.37/40 5.6510 5.12 23 4.72/32| 4.33 40| 3.98 46 5.77 12
Greensboro, NC 4.88] 28 5.83 11 4.62/35/ 5.55 15 3.98 43 4.73/ 31| 5.57| 13 4.28 38 5.01| 28
Milwaukee, Wi 4.85| 29 4.75 31 5.04/25 5.62 12 4.91 28 5.25 16| 4.08| 43 4.42/33 5.42 21
Oriando, FL 4.83 30 5.87] 10, 3.94/45 5.82 8 4.93 27| 3.62 46| 6.000 6 4.26/41 4.98 29
Houston, TX 4.72| 31 5.42 23 45337 4.4037] 3.67 45 5.6113 532 17| 7.29 2 2.79 49
Las Vegas, NV 4.69 32 573 16 3.9147 7.22 1| 3.76| 44] 3.0250 4.91| 25 4.79 21 5.60 17
Oklahoma City, OK 462 33 541 25 50524 579 9 4.45 38 4.02 44 4.23 42 3.8149 593 8
Tampa, FL 4.61 34 562 17| 54519 5.3024 4.64 33 3.5647 5.85 8 4.4234] 3.85 43
Buffalo, NY 459 35 3.05 50, 5.20022 5.60,14 5.35 19 5.17/19 4.37| 38 4.26/40 5.59 18
acksonville, FL 4.58| 36 5.74] 14 4.02143 4.88 32 5.29 20| 3.50 48| 5.46| 16 3.96 47 5.71| 15
Cincinnati, OH 4.43 37| 4.53 34 5.40/20 6.26) 3 4.49 37| 5.84 7| 3.96 45 4.47/31 3.10 47
Sacramento, CA 421 38 3.50 45 5.51| 15 4.14/42] 4.95/ 26 4.8027] 4.77] 30, 5.22 15 4.41] 41
Philadelphia, PA 419 39 3.87] 41 4.95/27] 4.26/40 4.37] 39 5.19 18] 5.61 12 4.1542 4.85 30
Louisville, KY 415 40, 4.80 30, 4.94/28 4.87/33 4.57| 35 3.90 45 4.91| 26| 4.72/24 4.42 40
New York, NY (N. NJ-LI)|  4.14] 41| 3.56 44| 6.43 4 2.18 50 5.14 22| 4.83 26 4.50 35/ 5.96/ 9 4.49 39
Cleveland, OH 4.13] 42 4.11 39 6.01 8 5.48 18 4.08 42 4.7529 3.37| 48 4.4532 4.79 32
Indianapolis, IN 412 43 574 15 42042 51131 4.87] 30 4.52/ 38| 4.07] 44| 4.76/23 3.75 44
Columbus, OH 4.02) 44 4.73 32 5.46/18 5.60,13 5.17] 21| 4.6433 3.06| 50 4.61/30 3.39 46
San Antonio, TX 3.97| 45 5.48 20 4.70 32 4.58 36 4.08 41 4.50 39 5.50| 15| 4.66/28 2.97 48
Los Angeles, CA 3.88 46| 3.45 46| 5.67| 14| 3.22147 4.74| 31 4.7330 5.10 21 6.86 6 2.42 50
Detroit, Mi 3.48 47| 4.26) 38 4.30/41| 5.21/28 2.52| 50, 4.93 23 3.56 47| 5.21/ 16, 4.84) 31
Chicago, IL 3.43 48 4.66 33 3.27/48| 4.16 41 4.57| 34 4.85 25 3.81 46/ 5.44/ 11 3.90 42
Memphis, TX 3.17 49 5.83 12| 1.52/50| 5.51/17| 3.28| 48 4.1142 4.47| 36 4.35 35 4.71] 35
New Orleans, LA 2.75 50 3.24 48 2.72149 4.30/39 3.14| 49 4.27/41 4.84 28 5.26/ 14 4.57 38

“Metro area names abbreviated



