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 The median age in noncore 

counties is over 40.

 In noncore counties, 18% of 

the population is over 65, 

compared to 13% in 

metropolitan counties.

Data: U.S. Census Bureau, American 

Community Survey, 2012 Annual Estimates 
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 In noncore counties, nearly 

18% of the population has a 

disability, compared to only 

11% of the metro population.

 A higher percentage of the 

noncore population lacks 

health insurance.

Data: U.S. Census Bureau, American 

Community Survey, 2012 Annual Estimates 
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Data: U.S. Census Bureau, American 

Community Survey, 2012 Annual Estimates 
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Number of Years County Measures as High Poverty, 1969-2009

Of 347 “persistent 

poverty” counties, 

299 or 86% are 

nonmetropolitan.



Examining County Poverty Trends, 1969-2009

 Persistent Poverty (high poverty in all 5 decades)

 Intermittent, High Poverty in 2009

 New Entrants (only high poverty in 2009)

 Intermittent, Not High Poverty in 2009

 Never High Poverty





 Defined as those with incomes less than 50 percent of 

the federal poverty level

 Deep poverty rates are highest among rural children

 The gap in deep poverty rates between urban and rural 

children has widened in the most recent year





 The Kresge Foundation approached RUPRI to help 

them broaden their understanding of rural poverty and 

human services needs.

 RUPRI completed The Geography of Need in response 

to this request from the Foundation.



Demographic and Economic Indicators 

 Percent of population age 65 and over 

 Percent of population that are racial or 

ethnic minorities 

 Percent of the population living in 

subfamilies 

 Ratio of the working age population to 

the non working age population 

 High fertility areas 

 Veterans as a percent of total population 

 Areas with low educational attainment 

 Percent of population that is foreign 

born 

 Percent of population in poverty 

 Percent of households without a vehicle 

 Percent of households receiving SNAP 

benefits 

 Percent of county income from transfer 

payments 

 

 An examination of human services 

needs across the country (8 

demographic and 4 economic needs 

indicators)

 Nearly one-third of noncore counties 

experience three or more risk factors, 

compared to only 9% of metro 

counties

 10% of noncore counties experience 

five or more risk factors, compared to 

only 2% of metro counties.



Map 4. Counties with Three or More Risk Factors
(Combined Index), by CBSA Status
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Sources: U.S. Census Bureau 2009 Population Estimates, 2005-2009 American Community 
Survey, and 2009 SAIPE Estimates;  Department of Veterans Affairs; Bureau of Economic 
Analysis Regional Economic Information System; Analysis and Mapping by RUPRI; AK and HI are 
not to scale
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Metropolitan:

1,167 counties 

in 381 areas

Micropolitan:

641 counties in 

536 areas

Noncore:

1,335 counties



 The continuing rural economic lag in exiting this 

recession, and reductions in federal investments

◦ State and local public budget crisis

◦ The necessity of new governance approaches, to create wiser 

public investment strategies

 Entrepreneurial agriculture innovation

 Health, high education, and broadband technology 

linkages



 The continuing move from rural-urban dissonance to rural-

urban interdependence

◦ Renewable energy systems

◦ Community and regional food systems

◦ “Sense of Place” cultural, ecosystem, and amenity tourism

◦ Climate change mitigation and adaptation / natural resources

 The extent to which rural areas address social inclusion and 

social equity considerations in their innovation approaches

 The attention paid to human and social capital development 

(education, workforce training, poverty and hunger 

alleviation approaches).
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