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penditures with mentaq)(ph‘:"enaeitth‘”(elS 0/6-5” nhde odt'hsear
yments and adjustmentasgen{jad(eZBO/ﬂ)tsmde 1f ‘t heSinc
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within their borders halvhei sovcear 2 Owagorekrsc emmuc ho fl it kaex
filers who claim EITC. r eBguwi rHeod nt he3 5c ubs¥)o meGl atca e
(34. 1%) , Roosevelt (30.prmc esnsdi nBg.ai aletneg 2 et’@@t f a
have the highest proporprioodu cotfs ,t asxucfh |aesr st icsl sau arsi
EITC (Map 20) . These ctohuent3 NP rtercaen svfeedr ofvuerrd s$.2 0
per capita in EI'TC funds, which substantially
exceeded the Montana avler aMoen toaf n a,1 4t0h e epre rccaepn tt aag
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remains the same, and aYSies® foX0d pSel § MBSyt H8Vp&olt &
that all of the sector &XaG§Palpl|Gnsalalrye heiqaha | SNAP zu
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2004 data estimates t haex pvcttheodutt ca niyn csroeca sad firnosno
or meassed programs the2005.t g orvesartlyy r$&alt le0 wpoeurl dc
have been about 29 per ceewar, Ir2a4 hpeer ctematn. 1T3h & [paerr
reported by the Census eBwuperdi tiwnmr e2s0 0f4or Tthhee neolsd e |
dramatic decline in povasrstiys treeds ullitwi g oam dS oscwian g
Security, which al one rMelduicceasi d hfeu nedsitn gnawieldl ploevaet
rate for the elderly wihow stome edMod ekr lye pveirlicla nreeec ef |
around 55 percent to netalre szeercouyt sa ntdh e rreudnubceere ranih el
estimated overall povercar e awiel Ibyd eachloiunte 8a npde rncoern
points to around 21 perhkcye nftamiUnye mpd nobyentesn ta ni dn sfurria
reduces the poverty rate by about 1 percentage p
20 percent. Social SecuCGhanygebsi siarbitlhe yOA Sils uarraen clei
Wor ker 6s Compensati on arnedc ovremeerr daendd sv aBreyn eafcrtoss s t |
reduce the poverty rat et hbey aagneo tohfere 12i. ¢bi bpielricteyn ttaog
points to 17.5 percent .| nclrheea skEInTgC tdhreo pasg & hoef peolvie
rate another percent agewaorokieirts ttoo arreonmanidn lién 5t hpee r
The ot heestmednprogr ams AhTaANgd, tDINAMei $SIlj,obs t her e
child tax credit, housionpgp carstsu nsittainecse faonrd wWehu) gn gw ¢
reduce the poverty rat e cabbso.u.t 2T hpuesr,c etnh ea gpeo weori tnyt
around 14.5 percent . Thiencoreengas en.i n gC wtntei mpge r@redit b
attributed to rounding tamed eoltdheerrl yerbreolrosw itnh e hpeosve
esti mat es. el i gi bl et efsotre dnetarnasnsf er s,

OASI , f or -toetshteerd ,mebaemsef i t s
Medi care and Medicaid are not included in these
calcul ations, because ththeewsiamrg amdanTsrfamrs porytnmeetnit osi
directly to medical providers, in which the indi
never receives any cashBuwreenau idf. L adoowe vStrat iisft itch
i ndividuals covered by (tBleS,e 2009)r asnhso wetrheat t he
responsi blceosftoroft tehefiwlumediscall apprexi maereé vy, " h
woul d be substanti al i nicrrcecanseess sipne npdo vee ritayr.g e rl np rf
I nstitute for Resear ch eoxnp eProdvietrurye ss taund yh cswsgigregs ttsl
the value of the Medi cad&le. 2% nveeristuse x3de.edd% o vheer adAl
benefit and the val ue odeclhienevie,dibcuati dutbielnietfiies ,i si
exceeded by Medicare anwlheldAsSIt.he Cloevaesty,2 0% esnpaerni ¢
where individuals woul de xopee mdeiqtuu rreesd, twoerisnuwcsur7 . 4 %
addi ti-ofpacketut cash expepnodarteusrte s2 0% ro fmecdo ncsaumer U |
services covered by Meddxcpae rediatnudr evee da nc ag ads oMoiun ed
have profound i mpacts ofnort hael Ip ocveerstuymeratuveni t sl.f T
rei mbursement rates t o sphreorve dneays baa eh idgehcerre aisne dMo |
would |ikely result in diessweancgeso.vi ders being wil
supply medical services to Medicare and Medicaid
recipients, and subsequently, | ower health statu
or higher expenses for those people who depend o
these progr ams



oM

Ot her ConsiderationsCornell, S., and Kalt, J..|
I nstitutional and Cul tur al
This study found that ©plonwdeirany B cso rnha ngohd uyb eceok-Iroefl nag
the percentage of empl oBceadn c@@udBDI, percentage of
adults with a | ow | evel of education (l ess than
school diploma), per cenHamngseo m,f Amodurseewh od dds Shheaavdre di
a single female with «c¢hafl droeBha saenddn Tpaexr clennct eangtei voefs
American I ndians i n t helLoccoautnitoyn a nfdhiEBmplannykmenngt a «
suggests that Gl acier, HRubgl iHo rFi, n3a8B cnedrBis.v,i eBW ai ne
Roosevelt are the counties most at risk for pove
This result is consistetaymest,h @G. r,ecYonun gd,e nid.g raamt
economic risk anal ysi s Agindg ca feMidliobinyd at ahaeB uRsui 1 naeds6sP of
I nstitute (lowa State Un3iowradslidxy) which identifi
Montana counfBieg Hor hj g6l acis&r ,
Rosebud, Wibaux, Roosevkdftl,i nDanG.el& ,MiVlalldre,y ,K. (.
Phillips, andHeSfalnidne r& Miokubneri,esP@&bh}) i fying human
Addi tional effort shoulAmebrei cfao,c uRBuerdalo nP alhiecsye Reosu
Uni versihtty p:Jumwevw. rupri . o
Ref erences HeflinMiller GeogdNoevend olaudne
on July 20, 2011.
Anderson, T.L. & Parker, D. P. (2008) . Sovereig
credible commitments, ahhadt heecro,n oNni c( 20 1o00s)p-mo W .h &.r ocnl
Ameri can | ndidnu rRreasle ro/faft d somlsig e d Data Brief, Pop
Econaoamibcls(-8p6. 641 ( May) .
BeS8hal om, Y., Moffitt, Nanea,Schhol&,Sawhi.l I(,2011.0)¢(.

An assessment of Pploeeetdyfectth ev egersesatofr eacneesisi ono
programs in the United IStsattietsut iDans,c uGesn toenr Poarmp eCh |

1392, I nstitute for ResSepnelimbem:Pdwevrwt. Yo,r oblkn en.gs .

medi a/ 9B3CBF0C343D405894F:
Bricker, J., Bucks, B. ,hxKkedonwmrclkoed d e dA.o n Mauwlhy, 275,
Moore, K. (2011). Surveying the aftermath of th
stor m: Changes i n fami3tyi Ifliwelnlc,e sR.f,r oSm R2I0e0,7 X.0

Finance and Economi cs Dsicshcaucsls i gorna dSuearti eess , a nDd vd rsa po

of Research and Stati stdactsa:anSlc hvefodle t yhbaayri AZh0BCAE ICe h

Feder al Reserve Boar d, BMauwcha tniga nanl, -390t 2&t. it § tMadr st h@ 2 |
pubs2011/2011312. pdf

Bureau of Labor Statistics (2009). Quintiles of
i ncome before taxes: S hTaarsecsi ,0 fM.av8 rZagma mm,nnS.al( 2 0 .
expenditures and sout t etsh/ed fr e cnecsosmeon :TabA enedvb .nat |
www. bl s. gov/ cex/ 2,0 0ddvsniGao eedregduti anrt yi ,| ek epddefr a | Reser
on July 19, 2011 (Sept embtep:)/./ www. cl evel and
commentary1?0d0dh®wWrllOoaded
Bureau of Labor Statistliax,s 201011.1) . Education Pay
http://www.bls.gov/emp/ep_chart 001. htm

Buss, Terry F. (2001) Economic Growth and Firm
Location Decisions: An Overview of the Literatur
I

i [
Economic Devel dbEmeld® .Quarterly

<


http://www.bls.gov/cex/2009/share/quintile.pdf
http://www.bls.gov/cex/2009/share/quintile.pdf
http://www.bls.gov/emp/ep_chart_001.htm
http://www.rupri.org/Forms/HeflinMiller_GeogNeed_June2011.pdf
http://www.rupri.org/Forms/HeflinMiller_GeogNeed_June2011.pdf
http://www.brookings.edu/papers/2009/~/media/9B3CBF0C343D405894F3CBF2A9A3709C.ashx
http://www.brookings.edu/papers/2009/~/media/9B3CBF0C343D405894F3CBF2A9A3709C.ashx
http://www.brookings.edu/papers/2009/~/media/9B3CBF0C343D405894F3CBF2A9A3709C.ashx
http://nces.ed.gov/pubs2011/2011312.pdf
http://nces.ed.gov/pubs2011/2011312.pdf
http://www.clevelandfed.org/research/commentary/2010/2010-11.cfm
http://www.clevelandfed.org/research/commentary/2010/2010-11.cfm

OH

Met hods The SAIPE data are intend:
the issue of time | ags. |
Poverty Estimates program is to provide upd:
poverty statistics for thi
This Montana Poverty Repproogr aGmsr da ndde ptehned sa |0lNo cSaetVie
sources of secondary dajtuar.i s dlihcitsi osnesc.t i Psnt idmaStCeUss S
of the indicators used Delc etnfibiesr s2touldgy. amhde sied eensttiif)
source of the data administrative records, i
esti mat es, and the decenn
There are two principalesstojuniacteess Offr odnd ttah e0 NA nPeorVi ecr
rates at the county | evperloviindeMocnotmasnias t ¢dt€r a sc tt rihed|
American Community Sur viehye s(eA-bniosdeedlyRthn Y fe& t 0 tmaa re si
t he Small Area | ncome arnedf |Peocvteirvtey offs tciumagteeasst s an
( SAI PE) Both series sugsfteirmétreosm &t he same probl e
small samples at the county | evel. Both data ser
esti madtetser than tr-ue ppDPiel SAI PR &8l UBStes are p.
produced by the US Bur enaoud eolf pGeendsiucst ianngd tbhoet hn urnebl
|l east in part on the mopnatshed dy oAnmed e tcaainl eCdo mpmpuonol t Qe |
Surv@yhese monthly data darte,c amhdi saup ptiement al Nu:
produce annual esti mat e(sSNamR)e dd sotha ,1 2t,h e3 6] aotrt e6r0 t
mont hs of survey dcatmp.l @ hBee ceasutsiemaotfe sl .i miyyntielde t he
Ssizes in the monthly dactwr,r eln2t monndt hu sees ta dmaitteiSo naar|
considered to be reliabtlhee oM3dy efsotri npa taecse,s twhietyh r
popul ations of 65, 000 oas smocrieat eadn dMatrhgei ness to fmag rers
based on 36 months of draetlaa taireen schoinpssi dbee'tevde erne | pi cavb
popul ations of 20, 000 orretmorrne.an dBaspnNAP odna ttah eosne t |
standar ds, the 36 mont hgsi fdfaetrae natr € nn ortyu rraell i Mobn tea nf
Mont anads 56 counti es. plahret s6 0o fmotnhteh ceosutnitnyat ewsh iacr|
viewed as reliabl e for epsltaicngast eosf fad rmonsotn taannya .p ORI U
size, but hey remain essttudyatiess troatehxearmitnhea NSN AR €
popul ation values and tphouse ratrye, saunbd esCitn cteo SSNAT | di
error. The ACS data usedAlimE tpho vse rptayp enie adsr uer eb,a stend
the 60 month estimates.correlation.
One difficulty with theTabbll eno7n tcho pCaS edsa ttah e SA QS a
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County 2. 81,4.0lr +f/rom 11. 3
Table 7 has several impli
555555555 di fferences between the A
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Tabl AC%: and 2008 SAIPE Poverty
ACS 2009 5 SAI PE 200p Di fferenc
SAI RES
County PercelntMoE - + Per centMoE - + PercepntMoE -+
Beaver head 14.1 2.8 16. 2 4.0 2.1 1.2
Bi g Horn 23.1 4.3 24.0 5.8 0.9 1.5
Bl ai ne 27.6 3.5 27.6 5.3 (0. 1.8
Broadwater 13. 4 4.9 12.1 3.1 (1. (1.8
Carbon 9. 1.9 12.1 2.9 2.4 1.0
Carter 11. 3 3.3 20. 1 4.9 8.8 1.6
Cascad 13.6 1.4 15.1 2.3 1.5 0.9
Chouteau 18.0 3.1 18.1 4.2 0.1 1.1
Custer 15. 8 3.9 14. 2 3.5 (1. (0. 4
Daniels 15.7 6.3 13.5 3.3 (2. (3.0
Dawson 10. 1 3.2 12.6 2.9 2.5 (0.3
Deer Lodge 21.1 5.3 17.0 3.9 (4.1 (1.4
Fall on 6. 4.8 9.1 2.3 2.4 (2.5
Fergus 17.0 4.7 16. 3 3.2 (0.7 (1.5
Fl at head 11.6 1.6 13.5 2.5 1.9 0.9
Gallatin 14. 1 1.3 13. 4 1.7 (0.7 0. 4
Garfield 11.3 4. 4 17. 4 4.3 6.1 (0.1
Gl acier 24.0 4.5 30.5 6.3 6.5 1.8
Gol den Vallleyl2.7 5. 4 21.7 5.7 9.0 0.3
Granite 14.9 3.3 17. 4 4.0 2.5 0.7
Hi |1l 16. 3 2.6 19. 1 4. 2 2.8 1.6
Jefferson 9. 3.4 8.3 2.2 (1.5 (1.2
Judith Basiln 10. 3 3.2 16.1 4.0 5.8 0.8
Lake 21. 3 3.3 20. 9 4. 4 (0. 1.
Lewis and (¢l at@. 4 1.8 10. 1 2.3 (0. 0.5
Liberty 22.8 7.5 18. 3 4.1 (4. (3.4
Lincoln 16. 7 3.2 20. 4 4. 2 1.0
Mc Cone 9. 3.3 17. 2 4. 4 .4 1
Madi son 13.1 3.4 11.6 2.9 (1.5 (0.5
Meagher 16. 9 4.9 19.0 4.5 2.1 (0. 4
Mi ner al 17.0 3.7 16. 9 4.2 (0. 0.
Mi ssoul a 18. 2 1.4 16. 9 2.6 (1. 1.
Mussel shell 17.8 3.9 20. 5 4. 4 2.7 0.
Par k 13.0 2.9 13. 3 2.8 0.3 (0.1
Petrol eum 14.6 8.5 20. 3 5.3 5.7 (3.2
Philli S 15. 8 4.3 17.0 4. 2 1.2 (0.1
Ponder 23.6 4. 2 19. 1 4.5 (4.5 0.3
Powder Rivgr 10.0 3.8 13.0 3.3 3.0 (0.5
Powel | 12.8 3.6 20. 3 4.9 7.5 1.3
Prairie 14.9 6.1 15. 3 3.8 0. 4 (2.3
Raval li 14.6 2.5 15. 6 3.1 1.0 0.6
Richl and 16. 2 3.8 10. 3 2.3 (5.9 (1.5
Roosevel't 24.9 3.6 30.7 6.1 5.8 2
Rosebud 23.1 3.6 17.2 4.5 (5.9 0.
Sander s 22.5 2.9 21. 8 4.0 (0.7 1.1
Sheridan 14. 2 6. 2 11. 6 2.7 (2.6 (3.5
Silver Bow 15. 8 2.2 14.6 3.2 (1.2 1.0
Stillwater 8. 1.9 9.3 2.3 0.4 0
Sweet Grasg 14.5 3.7 11.5 2.9 (3.0 (0.8
Teton 13.0 3.5 15. 3 3.4 2.3 (0.1
Tool e 15.1 5.2 16. 5 4.0 1.4 (1.2
Treasure 8. 3.9 12. 2 3.1 4. 2 (0.8
Val l ey 13.1 3.0 14.3 3.6 1.2 0.6
Wheat!l and 18.1 7.6 19.5 4.9 1.4 (2.7
Wi baux 19. 3 7.5 12.9 3.3 (6.4 (4.2
Yel | owst ond 11.3 0.9 11.7 1.8 0. 4 0.9
Mont ana Al 14.7 0.5 15.0 0.6 0.1
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