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MONTANA - No state hasa higher percentage of rural schools or small rural districts, and nearly one in PRIORITY
three public school students is enrolled in a rural district. Rural student populations show high mobility rates and a RANKING
large percentage of rural ELL students. Montanas rural schools and districts are the nation’s smallest, transportation
costs are high relative to instructional spending, and teacher salaries are low, consistent with bordering states.
Educational Outcomes are below national averages at grade four and slightly above national averages at grade eight.
In terms of college readiness measures, rural graduation rates are among the nation’s lowest (only three states have a
lower graduation rate among rural minority students), but rural AP participation and ACT/SAT test-taking rates are
slightly above the national medians.

Percent small rural districts

m Notable Important Very Important Crucial
Importance
MT Rank*
Percent rural schools 74.0% 1
Percent small rural school districts 95.3% 1
Percent rural students 32.3% 10
MT us

Number of rural students 46,560 41
Percent state education funds to rural districts 38.3% 7
Percent rural mobility m Fair Serious Critical Urgent
Student and
Family Diversity MT Rank*
Percent rural minority students 21.3% 22
Percent rural ELL students 3.4% 15
Percent rural IEP students 11.7% 42
Percent rural students eligible for free or reduced lunches 43.8% 28
mT us Percent rural mobility 13.1% 6
. Rural salary expenditures
Notable Important | Very Important | Crucial per instructional FTE
: |
Educational $57,798
Policy Context MT Rank* $52,102
Rural instructional expenditures per pupil $7,160 35
Ratio of instructional to transportation expenditures $9.68 18
Median organizational scale (x 100) 54 49
State revenue to schools per local dollar $1.22 26
Rural salary expenditures per instructional FTE $52,102 14 MT us
Rural Grade 4 NAEP m Fair Serious Critical Urgent
performace (math) : T |
Educational
Outcomes MT Rank*
MT 240.83 Rural Grade 4 NAEP performance (math) 240.83 19
Rural Grade 4 NAEP performance (reading) 222.89 21
us 243.24 Rural Grade 8 NAEP performance (math) 288.96 32
Rural Grade 8 NAEP performance (reading) 271.95 36
Rural Grade 8 NAEP performance (science) 163.80 38

) ' " Graduation rate for rural
Fair \ Serious \ Critical \ Urgent minority students

College
Readiness MT Rank*
Overall graduation rate in rural districts 84.7% 15
Graduation rate for rural minority students 51.5% 4
Graduation rate for rural free or reduced lunch eligible students 73.9% 13
Percent rural Juniors and Seniors taking at least one AP course 28.3% 28
MT us

Percent rural Juniors and Seniors who took the ACT or SAT 50.5% 32

* A rank of 1 is most crucial or most urgent
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Rank

Population Density

State / Population

1 1,017.4/sq mi New Jersey / 8,874,374

2 681.8/sq mi Rhode Island / 1,053,252
3 648.0/sq mi Connecticut / 3,592,053

4 630.8/sq mi Massachusetts / 6,657,291
5 474.6/sq mi Maryland / 5,887,776

6 368.5/sq mi Delaware / 917,060

7 359.2/sq mi New York / 19,594,330

8 294.4/sq mi Florida / 19,361,792

9 277.0/sq mi Pennsylvania / 12,758,729
10 257.9/sq mi Ohio / 11,560,380

11 232.5/sq mi California / 38,066,920

12 222.2/sq mi llinois / 12,868,747

13 191.4/sq mi Virginia / 8,185,131

14 181.2/sq mi North Carolina / 9,750,405
15 179.6/sq mi Indiana / 6,542,411

16 166.7/sq mi Georgia / 9,907,756

17 153.1/sq mi Tennessee / 6,451,365

18 147.6/sq mi South Carolina / 4,727,273
19 141.3/sq mi New Hampshire / 1,321,069
20 127.4/sq mi Hawaii / 1,392,704

21 108.5/sg mi Kentucky / 4,383,272

22 102.3/sq mi Michigan / 9,889,024

23 97.1/sq mi Texas / 26,092,033

24 96.8/sq mi Washington / 6,899,123
25 91.9/sq mi Alabama/ 4,817,678

26 87.8/sq mi Louisiana / 4,601,049

27 87.4/sq mi Wisconsin / 5,724,692

28 86.5/sq mi Missouri / 6,028,076

29 76.5/sq mi West Virginia / 1,853,881
30 65.1/sq mi Vermont / 626,358

31 61.9/sq mi Minnesota / 5,383,661

32 61.6/sq mi Mississippi / 2,984,345

33 57.6/sq mi Arizona / 6,561,516

34 55.4/sq mi Arkansas / 2,947,036

35 54.7/sq mi lowa /3,078,116

36 54.6/sq mi Oklahoma / 3,818,851

37 49.9/sq mi Colorado /5,197,580

38 39.6/sq mi Oregon / 3,900,343

39 37.6/sq mi Maine / 1,328,535

40 35.0/sq mi Kansas / 2,882,946

41 33.7/sq mi Utah /2,858,111

42 25.0/sq mi Nevada /2,761,584

43 24.0/sq mi Nebraska / 1,855,617

44 19.1/sq mi Idaho / 1,599,464

45 17.1/sq mi New Mexico / 2,080,085
46 10.8/sq mi South Dakota / 834,708
47 10.0/sq mi North Dakota / 704,925
48 6.8/sq mi Montana / 1,006,370

49 5.9/sq mi Wyoming / 575,251

50 1.1/sq mi Alaska / 728,300
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Percent Rural Schools
The number of public schools located in places classifed as rural by the U.S.
Census Bureau, expressed as a percentage of all public schools in the state.

Se Percent Rural Schools
oy oo
NV e 37.5%
SC I 39.5% Source: U.S. Department of Education,
1D I 39-8% National Center for Education Statistics,
Y|, 407 %o Common Core of Data, Public School Universe, 2013-2014

WY R 50.4%
g5/
OK | 50.5%
V| 51.1%
N E: | 51.5%
A | 59.29%
VI | 65 1%
IN | 65.5%

0,
/| 7 2.0% 1stof 49
IV /4.0% 7.5 in 10

0.00 0.05 0.10 0.15 0.20 0.25 0.30 0.35 0.40 0.45 0.50 0.55 0.60 0.65 0.70 0.75 0.80
Percent Rural Schools
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AL
DE
FL
LA
MD
NC
wv
VA
SC
IN
GA
TN
KY
PA
MS
OH

AR [ 18.4%
UT [ 21.4%
NY e 30.1%

Percent Small Rural Districts

The number of rural public school districts with an enrollment size below the national median for rural districts,
expressed as a percentage of the total number of public school districts in the state.

0.0%
0.0%

0.0%
0.0%
0.0%
0.0%
0.0%

1.5%
2.6%

3.4%

4.3%
4.6%
4.8%

5.3%
6.0%
6.6%

< Percent Small Rural Districts

Bl
oy oo [ oo

Source: U.S. Department of Education,
National Center for Education Statistics,
Common Core of Data, Public School Universe,
2013-2014

ND — 90.6%

| O 5%
I T 1 95.3% 9.5 in 10

0.00 0.05 0.10 0.15 0.20 0.25 0.30 0.35 0.40 0.45 0.50 0.55 0.60 0.65

Percent Small Rural Districts
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1st of 50
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Percent Rural Students
The number of students attending public schools located in places classified as rural by the U.S. Census Bureau,
expressed as a percentage of all public school students in the state.

NV 1.7%
CA 3.1%

MA 3.3% Percent Rural Students

e so o170 [ © 7
FL 4.3%

uT 4.7%
AZ 5.3%

Cco 6.2%
NJ 6.6%
WA 71%
MD 7.2%

KS I 21.5%0 Source: U.S. Department of Education,

(1;-:} = Sﬁgoﬁj National Center for Education Statistics,
OH I 22.5% Common Core of Data, Public School Universe,
NE I 22.7% 2013-2014

I | 5 1.4%
/T | 547 %

0.00 0.05 0.10 0.15 0.20 0.25 0.30 0.35 0.40 0.45 0.50 0.55
Percent Rural Students

0.60
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Number of Rural Students
The number of students attending public schools located in a district classified as rural by the U.S. Census Bureau.

State

RI | 4,496

NV [ 7,619
VI\JI\E( 1276?5517 Source: U.S. Department of Education,
MA 25,930 National Center for Education Statistics,
uT 26,579 Common Core of Data, Public School Universe, 2013-2014
AK 32,889

ND 38,891

MT 46,560

VT 48,275
OR 49,351

AZ 49,859

ID 50,239

SD 52,769
co 53,721

cT 55,939
NM 60,012

NH 62,151
MD 62,314

NE 69,863

WA [0 74,803
LA [0 83,672
NJ [ 87,691
WV [ 91,879
ME [0 94,096
US [0 94,096
KS [ 104,521
FL By 115,776
SC I 115,889
AR [ 135,939
VIN [ 138,337
A 157,778
VI 163,742

KY e 202,463 .9 Number of Rural Students

MS I 215,234 .4 So S ERRED

TN | 221,221 i ’

V1| 236,264 D
TN 247,608

AL I 264,760

/A | 267,010

PA I 281,661

NY I 290,954

568,161

608,390

0K 50K 100K 150K 200K 250K 300K 350K 400K 450K 500K 550K 600K 650K
Number of Rural Students
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Percent of State Education Funds to Rural Districts
State education funding to local school districts located in rural settings,
expressed as a percentage of all state education funding to local school districts.

State
RI 2.4%
CA 3.0%
MA 3.3%
NV 4.0%
FL 5.1%
uT 6.2%
NJ 6.5%
MD 7.1%
AZ 7.2%
[o0) 8.7%
WA 9.1%
IL 9.5%
CT 9.6%
ORI 10.3%
LA [ 13.8%
TX e 14.2%
IV 16.0%
DE [ 16.9%
IVIN 5 17.2%
SC e 17.5%
NE [ 19.0%
W1 e 19.0%
NIV 19.8%
PA e 21.3%
ID e 21.4%
INY | 22.0%

Avg. Percent State Ed Funds to Rural

00240 [ © 5479

GA | 24.6% Source: U.S. Department of Education,

MO | 25.5% National Center for Education Statistics,

AR I 29.9% Common Core of Data, Public School Universe, 2011-2012
1A 30.6%

OK | 31.3%

TN I 32.4%

WY R 33.9%

Ky I 346%

AK I 36.3%

NH | 36.7%

AL I 37 3%

T R 38.3% 3.8 in 10

ND R 39.0%

INC | 2.4 %

S | 4 5.0%

1S | 52
VI 524 %

/T | 54 3%

0.00 0.05 0.10 0.15 0.20 0.25 0.30 0.35 0.40 0.45 0.50 0.55
Avg. Percent State Ed Funds to Rural
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Percent Rural Minority Students
The number of students enrolled in rural districts who are classified in a racial minority group,
expressed as a percentage of all students enrolled in rural districts

RI 3.7%
ME 5.1%

vT 5.3% . .
NH 5.5% Source: U.S. Department of Education,

wv 6.3% National Center for Education Statistics,
OH 7.0% Common Core of Data, Public School Universe, 2013-2014
MO 7.4%
KY 8.1%
1A 8.4%
IN 8.4%
PA 9.0%
IL 10.0%
wi 10.2%
NY 11.2%
MI 11.4%
MA 11.5%
TN 11.6%
CT 12.4%
NE 12.5%
MN D 141%
KS [ 14.8%
UT i 11.7%
AR [ 18.5%
WY I 19.3%
ND e 20.2%
ORI 21.2%
ID P 21.3%
MT i 21.3%  2.1in 10
SD I 22.4%
NJ I 24.1%
US [ 25.2%
VA [ 26.7%
CO I 28.2%

AL I 28.3% Q& Percent Rural Minority Students

MD e 29.6% °>  0.0370 _ 0.8560
NV I 32.3% ®

WA I 33.5%

A 36.1%
L 37-8%

SC I 49.5%

CA | 57.5%

Az I 58.5%

A | 63.9%

N V1 55.6%

0.00 0.05 0.10 0.15 0.20 0.25 0.30 0.35 0.40 0.45 0.50 0.55 0.60 0.65 0.70 0.75 0.80 0.85 0.90
Percent Rural Minority Students
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Percent Rural English Language Learner (ELL) Students
The total number of students enrolled in rural districts who are English Language Learners,
expressed as a percentage of all students enrolled in rural districts.

VT  0.0%
RI | 0.2%
NH 0.4% .
wv 0.5% g
LA 0.6%
NJ 0.6%
PA 0.6%
ME 0.7% %
NY 0.7%
OH 0.7%
CT 0.8% %
IL 0.9% =%
MS 0.9%
MA 1.0%
TN 1.0%
MO 1.1%
NE 1.2%
1A 1.3%
Mi 1.3%
KY 1.4%
MD 1.5%
MN 1.5%
wi 1.5%
AL 1.9%
ND 1.9%
sSD 21%
IN 2.3%
OK 2.3%
VA 2.3%
OR 2.8%
wy 2.9%
FL 3.1%
AR 3.2%
KS 3.4%
MT 34% .3in10
us 3.5%
GA 3.8%
SC 4.0%
uT 4.6%

'LI\S 45'?5& Source: U.S. Department of Education,

NC I 5.7% National Center for Education Statistics,
NV 5.9% Common Core of Data, Public School Universe, 2013-2014
DE [ 6.2%

CO I 6.4%

TX e 8.2%

WA I 9-8%

CA I — 20-9%>

AK I, 22T %o

NV I 244 %

0.00 0.02 0.04 0.06 0.08 0.10 0.12 0.14 0.16 0.18 0.20 0.22 0.24 0.26
Percent Rural ELL Students

<

S Percent Rural ELL Students
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Percent Rural Special Education (IEP) Students
The total number of students enrolled in rural districts who receive special education services,
expressed as a percentage of all students enrolled in rural districts.

State
CA 8.8%
X 8.9%
ID 10.0%

VI i 101 %

AL s 10.9% source: U.S. Department of Education,

LA | 11.7% 1.1in 19 National Center for Education Statistics,
VT 1.T% Common Core of Data, Public School Universe,
G A 11.9% 2013-2014

AR I 12.0%
AN 12.3%
ND T 12.4%
VA . 12.4%
M T 12.5%
C T | 13.1%
N VT 13-1%
AK I 13.3%
US I 13.4%
e _____________________ NEA
NC I 13.5%
OR I 13.5%
WA [ 13.5%
AZ I mmmmmmmmmmmn 13.7%
V11 13.7%

MS I 13.8%
TN I 13.9%
OH I 14.1%
SD IS 14.1%
UT I 14.4%
wY I 14.5%
sc I 14.8%
DE N 14.9%
FL I 14.9%
NE I 14.9%
Ks I 15.1%
NH I 15.2%
MN I 15.3%
NY D 15.3%
IL 15.4%
Ky I 15.5%
VT 15.5%
NV I SO Percent Rural IEP Students 15.8%
wv I ‘ 0.08800 _ 0.17800 15.9%
IN I 16.3%
ME I . D 16.3%
NJ I 16.3%
RI 16.8%
OK 17.3%
PA 17.5%
MA 17.8%

0.00 0.01 0.02 0.03 0.04 0.05 0.06 0.07 0.08 0.09 0.10 0.11 0.12 0.13 0.14 0.15 0.16 0.17 0.18
Percent Rural IEP Students

0.19
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Percent of Rural Students Eligible for Free or Reduced Meals
Students attending public schools in rural districts who qualify for free or reduced-price meal programs,
expressed as a percentage of all students attending public schools in rural districts.

CT 14.9%
RI 21.0%
NH 22.9%0 Percent Rural Free or Reduced Meals
N 2.7% 0.1450 [T 0-:+70
0

VT e 43.8% 4.3 in 10
VI 44.7%
KS | 45.3%

1D [ —— 5512%"0/; Source: U.S. Department of Education,
AK ) National Center for Education Statistics,

VIO 5/ 5% Common Core of Data, Public School Universe,
F L 550% 2013-2014

G/ | 65.0%

AZ. | 67 1%

SC | 65.5%

L | 70.7 %
1S 70.9%

IN V1| 5.7 %

0.00 0.05 0.10 0.15 0.20 0.25 0.30 0.35 0.40 0.45 0.50 0.55 0.60 0.65 0.70 0.75 0.80 0.85 0.90

Percent Rural Free or Reduced Meals
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Percent Rural Student Mobility
The percentage of rural households with school-age children who changed
residences within the previous 12 months, per U.S. Census figures.

b;]l 55.6;/8/ Percent Rural Mobility
mA 6% 0.0560 [ 01730

CTI o 68%
PA I 8%

S| 11.4% Source: U.S. Census Bureau,
AL | 11.5% American Community Survey,
GA I 1 1.6% 2104 (5-year estimates)

VA | | 1.7%

oK I 12.0%
Ky 12.1%

X | 12.4%

CA | 12.5%
VIO | 12.5%

ID I 12.6%

AR | 12.9%

F L 12.9%

A | 13.1%

VI e 13.1% 1.3 in 10
AZ I 13.2%
VY| 3.7 %
CO | 13.5%

0.00 0.01 0.02 0.03 0.04 0.05 0.06 0.07 0.08 0.09 0.10 0.11 0.12 0.13 0.14 0.15 0.16 0.17 0.18
Percent Rural Mobility
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Rural Instructional Expenditures per Pupil
Total current expenditures for instruction in rural school districts,
divided by the total number of students enrolled in those school districts.

AK $12,453
NY $11,585

VN I $6.440 Source: U.S. Census Bureau, Public Elementary
Wi gg,ggg and Secondary Education Finance Data for 2011-12
NV (National Center for Education Statistics F-33 Database)

Q& Rural Instructional Exp. per Pupil

OK I 54,392
ID I 54,336

0K 1K 2K 3K 4K 5K 6K 7K 8K 9K 10K 11K 12K 13K
Rural Instructional Expenditures per Pupil
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Ratio of Instructional Dollars to Transportation Dollars in Rural Districts
Ratio of total current expenditures for regular education instruction to total
current expenditures for pupil transportation.

AK $25.81

VS I $10.36 Source: U.S. Department of Education,
National Center for Education Statistics,

.- - - $10_30 Common Core of Data, Public School Universe, 2011-2012

DE I $10.08
WY $9.99

Q& <o Instructional $ per Transportation $

0 2 4 6 8 10 12 14 16 18 20 22 24 26 28
Ratio of Instructional to Transportation Expenditures
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Median Organizational Scale for Rural Districts
The state median for the organizational scale indicator obtained by multiplying school enrollments
by district enrollments. (Note: For simplification, the indicators were divided by 100.)

MT /54 49th of 49
214

SD

ND 1219 .

VT 1340 P

NE | 373

OK | 769

KS | 828

AK | 1948

CO | 1,065

wy | 1,101

MO @ 1,323 J

IA 1,333

IL 1,336
WA 1,479

MN 1,626

NM 1,691 )

CA 1,745

AZ 1,764 Median Organizational Scale
W T o - 11127

D 1,911

ME 2,372

TX 2,517

AR 2,658

OR 2,834

MI 3,497

NY 3,680

NJ 4,155

MA 4,384

cT 4,534

NV 5,058

OH 5,206

RI 6,952

PA 7,724

IN 7,865

uT 8,862
wv 11,641

KY 12,053
MS 12,747

™ 21,531

VA I— 2‘;{?3‘39 Source: U.S. Department of Education,
f‘k 2, 32 011 National Center for Education Statistics,
sc _— 35,774 Common Core of Data, Public School Universe,
DE. ] 37,997 2013-2014

G/ | 41,400

NG I 48,469

VD I 93,946
L. 1 11,27 1

0K 10K 20K 30K 40K 50K 60K 70K 80K 90K 100K 110K 120K
Median Organizational Scale (Div. by 100)
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State Funding per Local Dollar to Rural Districts
The number of dollars received by rural districts from state funds
for each dollar generated by local funds.

VT
NV R $4.44
AK I $3.83
KY I $3.05
NC I $3.00
ID I $2.95
wA I $2.85
MN I $2.73
DE I $2.35
TN I, $2.11
IN I $2.05
AL I 52.03
M I $1.77
AR I $1.75
KS I $1.69
MS I $1.63
OK I 5 1.57
OR I $1.53
UT I $1.49
wy I $1.47
CA I 5143
WY I 5141
LA I $1.28
US I $1.24
MT D $1.22 26th of 49
MD I $1.20
GA I $1.19
ND I $1.19
sc I $1.19
NY I $1.17
VA I $1.10
OH I $1.06
FL I $0.99
Az I $0.91
PA I $0.89
CO I $0.88
NV I $0.86
TX I $0.83
MO I $0.81
1A I $0.77
L I $0.77
ME I $0.77
wi I $0.77
SD I $0.62
NH [ $0.58
MA I $0.57
NJ I $0.55
CT N $0.47
NE [ $0.30
RI [ $0.29

0 1 2 3 4

State Dollars Per Local Dollars

$12.47

Source: U.S. Department of Education,
National Center for Education Statistics,
Common Core of Data, Public School Universe, 2011-2012

,Q -
Q

o
<> State Dollars Per Local Dollars
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Rural Salary Expenditures per Instructional FTE
Total current expenditures for instructional salaries, divided by the total number of instructional staff members.

AK $87,805
NY $86,643

cT $82,103
NJ $79,734
MD mmm $76,022
MA ; $75,495
DE $75,321
CA Imm $74,573
NV $72,425
WA I $69,715

NH $69,466

Rl $68,920

PA N $65,941
WY . $65,328

VT I $63,937

LA I $63,384

MN $63,301

MI $62,329

OH I $60,920

OR NN PN $59,657

KY I So Salary per Instructional FTE $59,171

ME I 40,897 Y | 87,805 $58,336

GANENE -~ D $58,073

wi $57,990

us $57,798

IA I 557,320
$56,593
$55,519
SC | $55,118
$54,345
$54,336
WY I 554,142
$54,071
NC $54,052

UT I 553,445

X $53,160
MT I $52,102  14th of 49
VS I $50,308

-

AL I 549,420
TN N 545,068

K —_gfgggg Source: U.S. Census Bureau, Public Elementary
I
2'3 I 544,741 and Secondary Education Finance Data for 2011-12
i T . .
AR [, 544,621 (National Center for Education Statistics F-33 Database)
MO |, 544,117
KS I, 540,897

0K 5K 10K 15K 20K 25K 30K 35K 40K 45K 50K 55K 60K 65K 70K 75K 80K 85K 90K 95K
Salary Expenditures per Instructional FTE
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The mean score on the 2013 National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP) math test administered to students in grade 4, as

G6 | 9T0T-STOT sTone [einy Aym

Rural Grade 4 NAEP Math Scores

reported by the U.S. Department of Education for the sample of rural schools in each state.

MA 258.36
NJ 257.93
cT 256.46
RI 255.35
MN 254.38
NH s 253.00
OH 252.16
co 251.73
MD s 250.65
IN 250.35
NE s 248.30
PA I 247.84
KS 247.67
WA s 247.57
w 247.55
UT 247.13
1A I 246.98
X 246.51
WY I 245.63
ND I 245.26
FL 245.10
VA I e Rural Grade 4 NAEP Math 244.91
DE I ’ 230.90 || 258.36 oA
KY I .
NC I ’ 243.35
MO I 243.30
us 243.24
MI 242.61
NY 242.52
MT 240.83
OK 240.70
SD 240.58
NV 240.35
AR 240.29
™ 239.95
IL 239.81
GA 239.79
Hi 239.67
ID 239.58
AZ 238.64
OR Il Source: U.S. Department of Education, 22280'57
vgg = National Center for Education Statistics, 235 16
MS National Assessment of Educational Progress 234.99
LA 234.29
NV I 232.98
vy |y
/AL, 23090
100 120 140 160 180 200 220 240 260

0 20 40 60 80
Rural Grade 4 NAEP Math Scores
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Rural Grade 4 NAEP Reading Scores
The mean score on the 2013 National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP) reading test administered to students in grade 4, as
reported by the U.S. Department of Education for the sample of rural schools in each state.

MD 241.22
RI 237.85
cT 236.20
NJ 234.90
VA 234.49
FL 233.44
NH s 232.57
VA 3 231.80
CO 230.98
OH I 230.94
PA I 229.72
IN E— 229.04
UT 229.04
DE . 227.57
VN - 227.50
KY 227.47
1A - 22712
KS 226.57
WA 226.46
NE I 226.17
WY S 225.33
MO I 224.83
GA I e Rural Grade 4 NAEP Reading 224.62
ME ’ 205.95 || 24122 552;1
wi :
o o— 3 57
US - 223.04
NY 222.90
MT 222.89
NV 222.44
ND 221.94
NC 221.04
X 221.01
™ 220.91
OK 219.86
AR 219.09
AL 218.90
IL 218.40
D 217.99
OR 217.28
sb 215.45
VIYX e Source: U.S. Department of Education, ;12'22
sc = National Center for Education Statistics, 21295
CA BN National Assessment of Educational Progress 212.91
212.67

MS
Az | 212.31
H 1| 211.67
N IV 205.95
0 20 40 60 80 100 120 140 160 180 200 220 240 260
Rural Grade 4 NAEP Performance Reading
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Rural Grade 8 NAEP Math Scores
The mean score on the 2013 National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP) math test administered to students in grade 8, as
reported by the U.S. Department of Education for the sample of rural schools in each state.

State
308.37

MA
N 301.37
N 0y 300.17
T ] 299,01
1S 295.37
295.10

CO I
MD 294.52
MN ' 293.81
OH Il 293.79
IN 293.71
Rl 293.44
TX — 291.76
IL 291.20
PA I 290.64
ND I 289.91
NE 289.30
MT 288.96
A I 288.95
Wi 288.75
wA I 288.12
SD I 287.57
MO I 287.48
DE [N e Rural Grade 8 NAEP Math 287.01
WY — 27160 I 037 266,39
UT ’ 286.18

ID - 285.91
VA 285.83
NC 285.42
NY 283.97

NV 283.81

FL 283.65

CA 283.15

MI 282.21

sC 281.74

us 281.74

KY 280.33

OR 279.92

AZ 279.73

™ 279.29

GA 278.79

A:: = Source: U.S. Department qf Educa_tiqn, 227778 f;

oK I Ngtional Center for Educatlop Statistics, 275.94

MS BN National Assessment of Educational Progress 2277;,2263

WV

LA 27307
N IV | 272,44
/AL | 27 160

0 20 40 60 80 100 120 140 160 180 200 220 240 260 280 300 320
Rural Grade 8 NAEP Performance Math
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Rural Grade 8 NAEP Reading Scores
The mean score on the 2013 National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP) reading test administered to students in grade 8, as
reported by the U.S. Department of Education for the sample of rural schools in each state.

State
cT 282.94
MA 282.36
NJ 280.27
CO e 2t 9
RID e 2t 9r
MD 277.74
NH ms 277.68
IL 275.73
N 275.18
OH I 273.73
KS mmmm 272.48
NY s 27217
MT 271.95
MN 271.88
TX I 271.50
MO 270.78
IN 270.57
1A I 270.40
NE D 270.14
WA I 270.12
KY I 269.92
UT - 269.83
ID I Se Rural Grade 8 NAEP Reading 269.23
o — T 2520 I 2525 26922
OR NN 269.01
W . - ’ 268.89
ME I 268.14
WY 268.02
US 267.95
SD 267.69
ND 267.16
VA 266.85
FL 266.58
TN 266.53
CA 266.47
NV 265.93
MI 265.73
NC 264.16
oK 263.35
GA 262.25
AZ 261.30
ig . Source: U.S. Department of Education, 22(1) 'gg
LA = National Center for Education Statistics, 259_;1,7
AL BN National Assessment of Educational Progress 258.75
256.90

MS
| 25662
1 256.49
N V1 25282
260 280 300

0 20 40 60 80 100 120 140 160 180 200 220 240
Rural Grade 8 NAEP Performance Reading
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Rural Grade 8 NAEP Science Scores
The mean score on the 2011 National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP) science test administered to students in grade 8, as
reported by the U.S. Department of Education for the sample of rural schools in each state.

State

CT 167.88
MA 167.31
uT 167.08
co 166.86
NH 166.29
I 164.71
MN 164.59
PA 164.10
WI [ 164.09
OH [ 163.94
MT | 163.80
NE 163.15
KS mmmm 162.92
ND 162.57

1A I 161.86

SD 161.59
MD 161.13

DE mwm 160.79

Rl 160.72

NY s 160.21

ME s 159.99
MO I 199.15

IL — e Rural Grade 8 NAEP Science 159.14
 — T 10021 I 6765 15909

VA ’ 159.06

IN 158.91
WA I 158.59

OR 158.30

KY 157.71

NJ 157.60

ID 156.40

us 155.84

> 155.19

™ 154.85

GA 154.22

FL 153.83

OK 150.64

sC 150.62

AR 150.22
WV 148.78

LA 148.32

NC I Source: U.S. Department of Education, 1 4164;329

gx = National Center for Education Statistics, 145.79

i National Assessment of Educational Progress 143.13

AZ 143.12

/AL 142,91
IN V1| 1 40.23
1S | 1 39.21

0 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90 100 110 120 130 140 150 160 170 180
Rural Grade 8 NAEP Performance Science
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Graduation Rates of Rural Districts
The number of graduating seniors in rural school districts divided by the total number of students
who started with the cohort four years earlier, adjusted for transfer students.*

CT I YA
AT 82

TX D B
MO 922
wi 92.0%
IN \ 91.9%
RI 91.9%
OH 91.5%
TN 91.5%
KY [ 91.2%
MD 91.1%
NH 90.8%
NJ 90.8%
NE 90.6%
PA 90.6%
AR 90.1%
MA [ 89.0%
NY 88.8%
DE 88.6%
88.4%

IL
0 <9 Graduation Rate 88.2%

VT
S _ o000 ] 0543 67 7%
87.7%

ME B~
ND .

us ° % 87.3%
ID 87.2%
KS  ~~" 87.2%
87.1%
86.7%
86.6%
86.3%

AL
Mi
OK
MN
CA 86.1%
VA 85.9%
wv 85.3%
NC 85.0%
mMT 84.7% 15th of 49
SD 84.0%
uT 84.0%
LA 81.6%
SC I . 80.6%
WY I *Caution should be used when interpreting these estimates. e 80.3%
WA [ The large standard errors make it difficult to calculate precise GGG 79.8%
cO I figures, especially in states where the rural minority popula- I 79.3%
MS I tion is small. Refer to the narrative for a complete description Il 78.0%
Az I of the methodology used to produce these estimates. e 77.5%
GA HEE ———————— 77 1%  Source: EDFacts/ Consolidated
NV I 75.1% State Performance Report,
OR | 74.7% School years 2010-11, 2011-12,
FL I, 74.3% and 2012-13
AK I, 609 %
0.00 0.05 0.10 0.15 0.20 0.25 0.30 0.35 0.40 0.45 0.50 0.55 0.60 0.65 0.70 0.75 0.80 0.85 0.90 0.95 1.00
Rural 4-yr Adjusted Cohort Graduation Rate 2013-14 (District)
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Graduation Rates among Rural Minority Students
The number of graduating seniors in rural school districts who were of a race other than White
divided by the total number who started with the cohort four years earlier, adjusted for transfer students.*

cT 97.7%
1A 93.7%

wv 93.0%
RED 92
KY [ 91.9%

MD . 90.4%

DE 90.3%

MO 89.7%

™ 89.2%

wi [ 88.6%

TN 88.5%

NH 87.2%

PA 86.8%

NE 86.7%

NJ 86.5%

IN 85.9%
IL 85.7%

OH 85.4%

NY 85.0%

Ks mm 84.7%

AR Im a Rural Minority Grad Rate (District) 84.4%

. S 0300 I 05770 c2 6%
oo

VA Il . 82.6%
ME 81.3%
NC s D 80.8%
AL I -~~~ 78.8%

VT 78.3%

Mi 78.2%

us 77.4%
MA 76.4%
SC
ID
GA
NV
OR
MN
LA

72.2%
71.9%
71.4%

69.0%
68.9%
68.1% Source: EDFacts/ Consolidated
67.6% State Performance Report,
co 66.1% School years 2010-11, 2011-12,
FL 64.2% and 2012-13
VY| 61.9%

CA | 60.6%

Ms I 60.5%

UT | 60.3% *Caution should be used when interpreting these estimates.

WA —° 58.0% The |arge standard errors make it difficult to calculate precise
AZ —51 55_)::;-2 % figures’ especia"y in states where the rural minority popu|a-

N D 51.3%
SD I, 5.6 %0
AK I 38.0%
0.0 0.1 0.2 0.3 0.4 0.5 0.6 0.7 0.8 0.9 1.0
Rural Minority Grad Rate (District)

of the methodology used to produce these estimates.
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Graduation Rates among Rural Students of Poverty
The number of graduating seniors in rural school districts who were eligible for free or reduced lunches
divided by the total number who started with the cohort four years earlier, adjusted for transfer students.*

IN 89.1%
KY 89.0%
TN 88.8%
> 88.5%
MO [ 86.7%
AR 86.6%

IA 86.5%

OH 86.0%
PA I 84.8%
DE [ 84.6%
OK 84.2%
NH 83.8%
Wi 83.8%
AL 83.4%
CT 83.4%
CA 83.3%

ID 82.4%

MD 82.3%
wv 81.8%
us 80.9%
NY Rural FRL Grad Rate (District) 80.8%

H—a 0.5210 | 08910 e0.7%

1
NC mmm ° O 80.3%

VT 80.2%
D 80.1%
79.4%

IL
NJ s -
RI 79.2%
KS 79.0%
MA 78.8%
AZ 78.4%
VA 78.2%
MI 78.1%
MN 77.7%
LA 76.2%
uT 76.2%
SC 75.5%
MT 73.9% 13th of 49
MS 71.7%
NE 71.7%
WA 71.6%
OR [ *Caution should be used when interpreting these estimates. T 71.2%
GA Il The large standard errors make it difficult to calculate precise I 70.6%
CO [ figures, especially in states where the rural minority popula- I 68.7 % )
FL M tion is small. Refer to the narrative for a complete description N 68.7% Source: EDFacts/ Consolidated
WY [ of the methodology used to produce these estimates. I 67.4% State Performance Report,
NV I I 67.0% School years 2010-11, 2011-12,
S D | 58.2% and 2012-13
N > | S7-4%
AK I 52.1%

0.00 0.05 0.10 0.15 0.20 0.25 0.30 0.35 0.40 0.45 0.50 0.55 0.60 0.65 0.70 0.75 0.80 0.85 0.90 0.95
Graduation Rate among Rural Students of Poverty
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Percent of Rural Juniors and Seniors Taking AP Coursework
The number of juniors and seniors in rural districts who took at least one AP course,
expressed as a percentage of all juniors and seniors enrolled in rural districts.

OH 56.0%

VA I 30.3%

VA e 30.1%

GA I 29.3%

AZ I 28.5% Source: U.S. Department of Education,

Office for Civil Rights,
Civil Rights Data Collection, 2011-2012

O K | —— 28.5%
MT . 28.3%  28th of 49

(SO Pct of Rural Juniors and Seniors Taki..

%D 0.0530 || 0.5600

UT R 1 3.0%
AL I 1 2%

TN [ 10.5%

NV I 7%

LA I 5.3%

0.00 0.05 0.10 0.15 0.20 0.25 0.30 0.35 0.40 0.45 0.50 0.55 0.60
Pct of Rural Juniors and Seniors Taking at least one AP course
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Percent of Rural Juniors and Seniors Taking the ACT or SAT
The number of juniors and seniors in rural districts who took the ACT or the SAT,
expressed as a percentage of all juniors and seniors enrolled in rural districts.

KY 79.3%
D B
D, 62.3%
NC I 60.7%
MS Y 58.4%
CO I 58.3%
ME I 58.1%
VY 57.3%
CcT —5566i5°/% Source: U.S. Department of Education,
LTJ# —54 > o Office for Civil Rights,
ND T 53.6%
NE [ 53.4%
NJ T 52.0%
I . 50.9%
Rl I 50.6%
MT e 50-5%  32nd of 49

9102Z-S10T SR [eIny AUM | POL

VA R 46.2% Pct of Rural Jrs and Srs who took ACT or SAT
US | 45.6% 02250 | 07530
MO | 5. 1%
KS I 43.8%
LA [ 4 3.8 %
SD I 43.6%

VA I 32.6%
AK I 31 5%
AZ I 29.0%

NV N 26 8%

wA I 25.2%

OR I 24 5% -
cA I 22.5%

0.00 0.05 0.10 0.15 0.20 0.25 0.30 0.35 0.40 0.45 0.50 0.55 0.60 0.65 0.70 0.75 0.80 0.85
Pct of Rural Jrs and Srs who took ACT or SAT

e


dparm
Highlight

dparm
Highlight

dparm
Highlight

dparm
Highlight

dparm
Highlight


Rank [Population Density |County / Population

1 57.4/sq mi Yellowstone, MT / 151,965
2 47.9/sq mi Silver Bow, MT / 34,462
3 42.4/sq mi Missoula, MT / 111,011
4 35.4/sq mi Gallatin, MT / 93,108

5 30.2/sq mi Cascade, MT / 81,953

6 18.5/sq mi Lewis And Clark, MT / 64,772
7 17.6/sq mi Flathead, MT /92,373

8 17.5/sq mi Lake, MT / 28,987

9 16.9/sq mi Ravalli, MT / 40,640

10 12.5/sq mi Deer Lodge, MT /9,243
11 6.9/sq mi Jefferson, MT / 11,465 MT Avg
12 5.6/sq mi Hill, MT / 16,434

13 5.6/sq mi Park, MT / 15,642

14 5.3/sq mi Lincoln, MT / 19,455

15 5.1/sq mi Stillwater, MT /9,214
16 5.1/sq mi Richland, MT / 10,686
17 4.9/sq mi Carbon, MT /10,189

18 4.6/sq mi Broadwater, MT / 5,697
19 4.6/sq mi Roosevelt, MT / 10,861
20 4.5/sq mi Glacier, MT / 13,641

21 4.1/sq mi Sanders, MT / 11,373
22 3.9/sq mi Dawson, MT /9,219

23 3.8/sq mi Pondera, MT /6,211

24 3.5/sq mi Mineral, MT / 4,230

25 3.1/sq mi Custer, MT / 11,869

26 3.0/sq mi Powell, MT / 7,010

27 2.7/sq mi Toole, MT / 5,208

28 2.6/sq mi Teton, MT / 6,075

29 2.6/sq mi Fergus, MT / 11,496

30 2.6/sq mi Big Horn, MT / 13,079
31 2.5/sq mi Musselshell, MT / 4,760
32 2.1/sq mi Madison, MT /7,723

33 2.1/sq mi Sheridan, MT /3,510
34 |1.9/sq mi Sweet Grass, MT / 3,622
35 1.9/sq mi Fallon, MT / 3,028

36 1.9/sq mi Rosebud, MT /9,335

37 1.8/sq mi Granite, MT / 3,133

38 1.7/sq mi Beaverhead, MT / 9,294
39 1.6/sq mi Blaine, MT / 6,576

40 1.5/sq mi Liberty, MT / 2,235

41 1.5/sq mi Wheatland, MT / 2,126
42 1.5/sq mi Valley, MT /7,518

43 1.5/sq mi Chouteau, MT / 5,859
44 1.3/sq mi Daniels, MT / 1,813

45 1.1/sq mi Wibaux, MT / 987

46 1.1/sq mi Judith Basin, MT / 2,023
47 0.8/sq mi Meagher, MT / 2,026
48 0.8/sq mi Phillips, MT / 4,194

49 0.8/sq mi Treasure, MT / 761

50 0.7/sq mi Prairie, MT / 1,282

51  |0.7/sq mi Mccone, MT / 1,758

52 0.6/sq mi Golden Valley, MT / 738
53 0.5/sq mi Powder River, MT / 1,710
54 0.4/sq mi Carter, MT / 1,205

55 ]0.3/sq mi Petroleum, MT / 489

56 0.2/sq mi Garfield, MT / 1,097
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