
 

 

 

 

  

Macomb County 
Migration, 2009-2010 
 
 
One of the major components of population change is migration – people moving 
in and out of the county.  Newly released data from the Internal Revenue Service 
(IRS) allow us to look at the county flows of both the new residents and those who 
have chosen to leave. 
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Macomb County’s population added more population over the past decade than any other county in the 

state.  However, the rapid increase of the first half of the decade – 5.2 percent, was followed by a more 

leisurely gain of 1.5 percent during the second half.  The factors that lead to this result were the 

following: 

1.  Decreasing number of births over the decade, especially post-2003 

2. Gradual Increase in number of deaths over the decade 

3. Decreasing number of immigrants over the decade 

4. Reversal of domestic in-migration to out-migration beginning in 2005-06  

In-migration, particularly from other parts of Michigan and the rest of the U.S., was quite strong up 

through 2003-04.  In fact, Macomb County was the only core urban counties that had net domestic in-

migration.1 Net domestic outmigration became the trend beginning with the 2005-06 year and has 

continued, with slight increases, through the last half of the decade.  Now, newly released data from the 

Internal Revenue Service allow us to better understand which counties contributed to Macomb County’s 

growth, between 2009 and 2010, and which proved to be magnets for those residents looking for 

change. 2  

Let us first understand that 327,024 households, comprising 691,430 individuals, remained in the county 

between 2009 and 2010.  We can assume that not all stayed in the same residence over the period, but 

we know that any who moved did so within county boundaries.  Moves within the State of Michigan 

were favorable to the county as 1,168 more households moved in from other counties in the state than 

moved out.  These moves represented a gain of 3,037 residents for Macomb County.  The rest of the 

nation was not as kind however.  A total of 2,311 more Macomb County households found “greener 

pastures” in other parts of the country (outside Michigan) than the county was able to attract.  This 

equated to a loss of 4,471 residents.  The combination of these streams resulted in a net loss of 1,143 

households and 1,434 individuals. 

We first look at the counties that contributed to Macomb County’s growth.  As one would expect, 

Wayne County, the county that lost more residents over the decade than any other county in the nation, 

was the largest contributor (one must understand, however, that 7,121 Macomb County residents still 

moved to Wayne).  The vast majority of these migrants came from the City of Detroit.  The surprising 

fact is that no other county contributed more than 27 residents, and that county is located in North 

Carolina – Onslow County, which lies on the southeast coast of the state in the Jacksonville, NC 

metropolitan area. Of the remaining eight contributors, and I use that term loosely, four come from 

Michigan, with the rest representing Iowa, Texas, North Carolina and New York. 

 

 

                                                           
1
 Other counties that were net gainers tended to be fringe counties of metropolitan areas, such as Livingston 

County in the Detroit metro and Ottawa County in the Grand Rapids metro. 
2
 IRS data are not able to adequately measure foreign migration on a consistent basis so such flows are not 

included in this analysis.  According to the numbers provided in this file, in- and out-migration were fairly even. 



 
 

 

County Name State Residents Added 

Wayne County MI 5,432 

Onslow County NC 27 

Scott County IA 13 

Eaton County MI 8 

Bell County TX 7 

Cumberland County NC 6 

Calhoun County MI 5 

Kings County NY 5 

Marquette County MI 4 

Berrien County MI 3 

 

Now let us see where Macomb County residents are choosing to go.  I don’t think the answers are a 

surprise – they just support the assumptions that we had.  After being a net in-migrant county for 

Oakland County residents for most of the decade, Macomb County sent 1,146 more residents to 

Oakland than it received between 2009 and 2010.  Again, let us realize that this is not a one-way street.  

7,762 Oakland County residents did relocate to Macomb during the year. Edge counties of the 

metropolitan area – St. Clair and Lapeer – represented the next two on the list of leading destinations. 

Among the next seven destination counties were three in Michigan – Kent, Livingston and Washtenaw – 

and four of the top destinations for many metro Detroiters and Michiganders in general.  Leading the 

pack is Maricopa County, Arizona, home to Phoenix.  While retirement might drive some of this, we are 

looking at one of many strong economic regions in the southwest that is providing jobs and even an 

element of “cool.” Dallas (Harris County), one of the biggest job generators over the last decade, follows 

Phoenix.  Ranking 6th is Cook County, Illinois, home to Chicago – the true magnet for young, college 

educated residents to head.  Why do you think so many Chicago bars sport the UM and MSU colors?  

We finish up the list with Clark County, Nevada, home of Las Vegas.  While Vegas has taken a hit in 

tourism with the economic decline, it is showing signs of a rebound and the record number of 

homeowners that are underwater or who have walked away have resulted in many underpriced housing 

opportunities.   

 

 

County Name State Residents Lost

Oakland County MI -1,146

Lapeer County MI -173

St Clair County MI -156

Maricopa County AZ -149

Harris County TX -125

Cook County IL -107

Kent County MI -91

Livingston County MI -75

Washtenaw County MI -61

Clark County NV -54



 
 

 

In addition to understanding numerical flows, the data allow us to get a feel for how incomes compare, 

at a county level, for those households coming from a particular county to Macomb as opposed to those 

leaving Macomb for those counties.  I have chosen to limit this analysis to county flows of at least 100 

households in each direction so as to control for outliers that would skew the results.  The final table is 

arranged by contributing counties at the top and depopulating counties on the bottom.  Recognizing 

that Wayne was the only contributing County, I have selected a few other counties that run relatively 

even on net migration. 

A review of the income table below leads to some general statements that can be made regarding 

migrating households. 

1. Households traveling to and from the one contributing county – Wayne – tended to be very 

similar in income, with a slight advantage to those coming in. 

2. Households leaving Macomb County for depopulating counties tend to have higher incomes 

(with the exception of Washtenaw) than those coming in. 

3. The mean household income for in-migrant households of contributing counties tend to be 

lower than those of depopulating counties. 

4. The mean household income for out-migrant households of contributing counties also tend to 

be lower than those of depopulating counties. 

 

County Name State 
In-Migrant 

Income 
Out-Migrant 

Income 
Win +/Lose 

- 

          

Contributors* 

Wayne County MI $29,173 $28,660 $513 

San Diego CA $37,836 $29,973 $7,863 

Kalamazoo County MI $27,366 $42,260 -$14,894 

St Clair County MI $23,833 $28,414 -$4,581 

Depopulators 

Oakland County MI $36,930 $41,678 -$4,748 

St Clair County MI $32,187 $35,108 -$2,921 

Lapeer County MI $32,170 $41,251 -$9,081 

Maricopa County AZ $26,817 $36,361 -$9,544 

Washtenaw County MI $35,761 $32,531 $3,230 

Cook County IL $24,722 $33,899 -$9,177 

Livingston County MI $45,030 $61,515 -$16,485 

Kent County MI $33,957 $42,895 -$8,938 

Clark County NV $30,165 $43,026 -$12,861 

* Only Wayne was a contributor.  The three others each gained 13 or fewer residents. 

 

 



 
 

 

In order to understand the economic dynamics of a county, it is critical to understand its population 

structure as well.  The 2010 Census showed that Macomb County is aging and, with few exceptions, the 

only categories of growth are those 50 years and over.  The economic tsunami of the past decade 

resulted in home foreclosures, drastic drops in housing value, job losses, unemployment gains and a 

median household income that dropped by 27.9 percent between 1999 and 2010. 

An increase in births is not a trend that we expect to see.  An aging population will mean more deaths in 

the future.  Growth will only come through migration. Understanding the current market and recent 

migration flows will help us better direct our attraction efforts for the future.   


