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Eviction in the U.P. Deserves a Closer Look
By Mia Brodeur

Mia Brodeur is a Research Assistant at the University of Michigan’s Center for Local, State, and Urban Policy
(CLOSUP), where she works on the Center’s “Close Up on the U.P.” project. She completed her undergraduate
degree at U-M's College of Literature, Science, and the Arts (class of 2024) and was part of the U.P. Scholars
Program, studying German, Linguistics, and Translation. She is from the Upper Peninsula and is interested in the
attitudes and policies of U.P. communities.

As of March 2023, The Eviction Lab reports that Michigan’s eviction filing rate jumped from
historic pandemic-era lows to become the 5th worst in the nation at 16.7%. This means that
more than 16 evictions were filed by landlords for every 100 renter households across the state.
Not all eviction filings lead to a forced move; in 2023 the Michigan Justice for All Commission
reported that only 17% of filed eviction cases in Michigan resulted in a court-ordered physical
eviction. Regardless, case filings alone burden tenants with associated costs and fees, and
create records that may discourage landlords from renting to the affected tenants. Furthermore,
with nearly half of Michigan renters (48.8%) paying over 30% of their income on rent, and an
average wait time of over two years for the housing voucher assistance program, Michigan
renters face significant barriers to affording their homes and avoiding eviction.



https://evictionlab.org/
https://poverty.umich.edu/files/2020/05/Michigan-Eviction-Project-policy-brief.pdf
https://poverty.umich.edu/files/2020/05/Michigan-Eviction-Project-policy-brief.pdf
https://endpovertyusa.org/state-facts/
https://endpovertyusa.org/state-facts/

Student homelessness: 2.3 % 2.7 %
Eviction filing rate: 16.7 % 7.8 %

Avg. housing voucher

wait list time: 28 mos.

Renters paying 49.8 %
30%+ income on rent: ;

Statistics on housing in Michigan from The Eviction Lab.

Research on eviction in Michigan is becoming more widespread, such as this report from the
University of Michigan on reducing eviction or the document on improving eviction proceedings
published by the Michigan Supreme Court. However, in all 74 pages of the latter publication,
information on how eviction functions in the Upper Peninsula remains rare and undiscussed.
Although the report documents how evictions uniquely affect different races, population
densities, and landlord types (e.g. individual or corporate), there is little discussion of how these
factors differ between the Upper and Lower Peninsulas.

Although overall eviction rates in the Upper Peninsula are lower than the rates in the Lower
Peninsula, U.P. renters should not be left out of the conversation. While it is appropriate to
direct resources to tenants in the areas with the highest threat of eviction, leaving areas of the
state like the U.P. understudied risks missing out on vulnerable populations that would benefit
from targeted eviction prevention measures.

Eviction in specific U.P. Counties


https://sites.fordschool.umich.edu/poverty2021/files/2021/05/Poverty-Solutions_Reducing-Michigan-Evictions_June2021.pdf
https://sites.fordschool.umich.edu/poverty2021/files/2021/05/Poverty-Solutions_Reducing-Michigan-Evictions_June2021.pdf
https://www.courts.michigan.gov/49f7cb/siteassets/reports/special-initiatives/justice-for-all/improving-evictions-in-michigan-report-and-recs.pdf
https://evictionlab.org/more-than-200000-rural-families-face-an-eviction-every-year/

Using eviction filings data from 2018 gathered by the Princeton University-run Eviction Lab, |
selected six U.P. counties with a range of filings rates: Delta, Iron, Dickinson, Gogebic,
Houghton, and Chippewa. (Note: As of 2018, Marquette County had an eviction filing rate of
3.4%. | did not include it in this analysis, since that number did not fit into the high, moderate, or
low rate categories. For an article focused on housing in Marquette, see Rethinking ‘Affordable’:
The Case for ‘Attainable’ Housing in Marquette.)

Looking at Figure 1 below, we see that Iron and Delta County have the highest 2018 eviction
filings rates in the U.P. at 6.5% and 6.4% respectively. Then comes Dickinson (4.1%) and
Gogebic (4.0%) with moderate rates, along with the lower rates of Chippewa (2.3%) and
Houghton (2.1%).

Figure 1
2018 Eviction filing rate by county

6.5% 6.4%
4.1% 4.0%
2.3%

Iron Delta Dickinson Gogebic Chippewa Houghton

Eviction Filing rate (per 100 renter households)

Iron County’s 6.5% filing rate may appear low compared to Michigan’s overall 2018 eviction
filing rate of 16.1%. Compared to the chart below, though, we see that the eviction filing rates in
these U.P. counties are similar to the statewide eviction filing rates in other Great Lakes States.
This comparison highlights that the frequency of eviction filings in U.P. counties is at the level to
match or exceed eviction filing rates in nearby states.


https://ruralinsights.org/content/rethinking-affordable-the-case-for-attainable-housing-in-marquette/
https://ruralinsights.org/content/rethinking-affordable-the-case-for-attainable-housing-in-marquette/

Michigan’s Eviction Case Filing Rate is Markedly
Higher than Other Great Lake States

State

1. Michigan 16.1%
2. Indiana 8.9%
3. Ohio 6.2%
4. Wisconsin 3.6%
5. lllinois 2.9%

Source: Michigan State Court Administrative Office Judicial Data
Warehouse, 2018 (Michigan) and Eviction Lab Data, 2018 (other
states).

Using data from the Spring 2023 edition of the University of Michigan’s ongoing Michigan Public
Policy Survey (MPPS), | analyzed the responses of the selected districts’ government officials to
questions about local housing. These survey data allow us to look into whether patterns exist
between local government officials’ responses to questions about their knowledge of State of
Michigan housing programs (Q17), or their judgements on local housing stock and recent
housing issue discussions (Q15), compared to local eviction filing rates.



https://closup.umich.edu/sites/closup/files/2023-08/MPPS%20Spring%202023%20Questionnaire%20FINAL.pdf

In the end, this inter-country analysis did not reveal neat patterns between individual U.P.
county eviction filing rates and their local leaders’ judgments on housing issues. For example,
when asked about their familiarity with Michigan’s Statewide Housing Plan — a document
introduced by the state government in 2022, that lists eviction as a priority area — government
officials from Chippewa County indicated similar levels of unfamiliarity with the program as
officials from Iron County (42% completely unfamiliar), despite being on opposite ends of the
filing rate spectrum. Varied responses are also found to questions about the existence of
sufficient affordable housing and whether their local government has discussed housing issues
in the last 12 months.

Unfortunately, these sorts of county-level comparisons with eviction filing rates is hampered by
the lack of current data on eviction in the U.P. The most recent data for the region comes from
2018, yet filing rates have naturally fluctuated since then, particularly due to eviction-prevention
measures instated in response to the COVID-19 pandemic. Additionally, outdated data coupled
with a small respondent sample size from the MPPS survey do not allow for statistically
significant results. Therefore, analyses like these are best used as tools to identify possible
topics for more robust future research.

Eviction in the U.P.

To better understand the implications of eviction patterns across all U.P. counties, | analyzed all
U.P. local government officials’ responses to the Spring 2023 MPPS. Using Q17 once again,
these data show patterns between all U.P. local government officials’ responses to questions
about their knowledge of State of Michigan housing programs, available to support both
homeowners and renters, and local eviction filing rates.

As shown in Figure 2 below, there is a general lack of familiarity among U.P. local government
leaders with some of the key housing programs offered by the State of Michigan. For example,
nearly half (47%) say they are completely unfamiliar with the 2022 Michigan Statewide Housing
Plan. These results suggest that one avenue of eviction prevention measures in the U.P. could
focus on education about statewide housing programs and insuring their efficacy in smaller
districts.

Figure 2
2023 U.P. local government officials’ familiarity with State of Michigan housing programs



3% 1% 3% 2% 2%

11% 11% Very familiar
24% 25% 20%
26%
28% Somewhat familiar
25% 29% 27%
Mostly unfamiliar
" 5% 47%
32% 36%
Completely
m m m m m e
Michigan Housing Michigan Homeowner Michigan Housing and Missing Middle Program Michigan’s m Don't know
Opportunities Promoting Assistance Fund (MIHAF) Community Development (building housing units Statewide
Energy Efficiency (MI-HOPE) Fund (HCDF) targeted to 60% to 120% of Housing Plan

Area Median Income)

Source: Spring 2023 Michigan Public Policy Survey (MPPS) from U-M’s Center for Local, State,
and Urban Policy

Future research

This lack of conclusive results highlights some of the difficulties in conducting eviction research
about the Upper Peninsula. Outdated statistics, the lack of a statewide data collection, and
uncertainty among local leaders about renter assistance programs in their communities add up
to complicate eviction research. For future analyses about eviction in the Upper Peninsula, an
overhaul of Michigan's eviction tracking data infrastructure is critical. The Michigan state
government could join other states by collecting and distributing eviction data itself, rather than
housing it within difficult-to-access county court systems. This change would allow researchers
to utilize current, accurate data on evictions, and it would ensure that information on the Upper
Peninsula is just as accessible as the Lower Peninsula.

The Upper Peninsula is a unique part of Michigan that deserves to be treated as such in future
eviction research. We have been seeing a surge of interest in the problem of eviction in
Michigan, producing instructive reports and informing Michigan eviction prevention programs.
This shows that it is not enough to simply collect statistics about the eviction U.P., we need
interested groups to follow in the footsteps of previous researchers and, using U.P. specific
data, conduct analyses to uncover the best ways to support U.P. tenants. | hope this article will
spark interest in the topic and encourage ongoing learning and discussion — the closer look the
U.P. deserves.

Additional Sources



Eviction is a complex process with more nuances than this brief can cover. For those interested
in learning more on the topic, please visit the sources below.

https://taubmancollege.umich.edu/project/michigan-eviction-project/

https://poverty.umich.edu/publications/michigans-eviction-crisis/

https://poverty.umich.edu/research -funding-opportunities/data -tools/michigan-evictions/



https://taubmancollege.umich.edu/project/michigan-eviction-project/
https://poverty.umich.edu/publications/michigans-eviction-crisis/
https://poverty.umich.edu/research-funding-opportunities/data-tools/michigan-evictions/
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