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Abstract

This report analyzes the baseline of the 50 US states on
the Sustainable Development Goals (SDGs). The SDGs
were unanimously adopted by the world’'s governments
in September 2015 as the globally agreed framework
to achieve sustainable development, meaning the
combination of social inclusion, environmental
sustainability, and economic development. The SDGs
thereby constitute a set of globally agreed goals for
achieving sustainable development with quantified
targets for the year 2030. This report, building on the
global SDG Index and Dashboards published each

year by the Bertelsmann Stiftung and the Sustainable
Development Solutions Network (SDSN) and on
SDSN's 2017 and 2018 US Cities Index Reports,

draws on 103 indicators at the US State level. While in
some cases the indicators are identical across reports,
in others the indicators vary due to data availability

and varying policy relevance at different levels of
governance. The results show significant geographical
variation across the US, as well as the need for
significant improvements nationwide to achieve No
Poverty (Goal 1), Gender Equality (Goal 5), Reduced
Inequalities (Goal 10), Climate Action (Goal 13) and
Peace, Justice & Strong Institutions (Goal 16).
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Foreword

For governments at all levels (national, state,

and local) around the world, the Sustainable
Development Goals (SDGs) offer a set of integrated
objectives to achieve prosperous, inclusive and
environmentally sustainable societies, in short

to achieve sustainable development. Sustainable
development is the enigmatic challenge of our
time. Our global economy has created great
wealth and technological wonders, but it has also
created societies that are deeply divided between
the haves and the have-nots, and economies

that are destroying the natural environment and
threatening humanity even as they spur economic
growth. The core idea of sustainable development
is that economic growth is not enough for human
wellbeing. It makes no sense to promote economic
growth that hurts the poor while benefitting the
rich, and that threatens the life-support systems
of clean air and water, bountiful oceans, abundant
biodiversity, and a safe climate.

The US is not a top performer in sustainable devel-
opment. Indeed, in this year's global ranking, the US
ranks 35" overall, even though it is one of the richest
countries in the world. The problem, in short, is that the
US economy is heavily focused on profits at all costs,
even at the costs of the poor and the costs of the natural
environment. The US is not a balanced society. Life at
the top is one of great riches and benefits. Life at the
bottom is increasingly tough. And for nature — the air,

water, soils, climate — the profit motive trumps life itself.
The US has turned its back on many global environ-
mental agreements, with greed taking precedence over
prudence and regard for the future.

This report takes the SDGs down to the state level. It

in 2018. The fact is that the US varies widely across
the 50 states regarding sustainable development.

New England exemplifies sustainable development,
with strong rankings across the three pillars of
sustainable development (economic, social, and
environmental). The Pacific region also shows high
performance across the three pillars. Alas, the southern
regions lag far behind on all three dimensions of
sustainable development. These regional differences
should be a wake-up call.

The purpose of this SDG index is not to shame any
state, but to call attention to the enormous gaps
between what we have declared as our targets and
our current stage of achievement. This report is
meant to be a call to action, spurring the states to

get serious in sustainable development planning and
implementation. We hope that the states will use this
report in the manner intended: to promote action, and
to promote an exchange of best practices, especially
between the states and regions currently farthest ahead
and the states and regions currently farthest behind.

Jeffrey D. Sachs
Director
Sustainable Development Solutions Network
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Executive Summary

The 2018 Sustainable Development Report of

the United States presents an SDG index and
dashboards for the 50 states on their attainment
of the UN Sustainable Development Goals (SDGs).
The report also provides a ranking of the states
based on the overall performance across the SDGs.

This is the first of an annual state-level report on SDG
progress in the US, and can be considered a baseline
for tracking progress on the SDGs across the 50 states
to 2030. While national SDG progress is reported by the
SDSN Global Index, this is the first report which tracks
SDG progress at the state level.

This year, Massachusetts, Washington, and Vermont
rank first, second, and third on the attainment of the
SDGs. West Virginia, Mississippi, and Louisiana rank
forty-eighth, forty-ninth and fiftieth, and therefore have
the greatest distance to cover to achieve the SDGs.

All states, in fact, must make significant progress if
they are to achieve the SDGs by 2030.

The 2018 index overall findings include:

1. Progress toward the SDGs is geographically
clustered, with the highest performing states in
the New England census region and the lowest
performing states in the East South Central region.

2.No state is on track to achieve all of the SDGs.

3.Major progress is needed in fighting poverty (SDG 1),
gender inequality (Goal 5), inequality (Goal 10),
human-induced climate change (Goal 13), and
injustice (Goal 16).

4.The index highlights structural inequalities in social,
environmental, and economic outcomes within and
across the states that must be addressed in order to
achieve the SDGs.

5.Ensuring that states do not leave anyone behind
(LNOB) will require improved and inclusive data
collection. There is a particular need for improved data
on Puerto Rico, on cooperation with Tribal Nations,
and on Goals 14 (Oceans) and 17 (Partnerships for
the Goals).

State-level data on SDG implementation is consolidated
in two-page state profiles for all 50 states in Annex 2.
An overall dashboard and ranking can be found on

page 5. Progress toward each Goal can be found in
Annex 1.

A e
Sustainable Development Report of the United States 2018 B IX &
“



Glossary, Acronyms and State Codes
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CO.: carbon dioxide

tCO,: metric tons of carbon dioxide

mtCO;: million metric tons of carbon dioxide

EPA: Environmental Protection Agency

FEMA: Federal Emergency Management Agency
GDP: Gross Domestic Product

LNOB: Leave no one behind

MDG: Millennium Development Goal

NDI: Normalized Deficit Index

NEET: Youth not in employment, education or training
PISA: Programme for International Student Assessment
SDG: Sustainable Development Goal

SDSN: Sustainable Development Solutions Network
SDWA: Safe Drinking Water Act

TANF: Temporary Assistance for Needy Families

UN: United Nations

UNSC: United Nations Statistical Commission

WIC: Special Supplemental Nutrition Program for
Women, Infants, and Children
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The Sustainable Development Goals
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GOAL 1: End poverty in all its forms
everywhere

GOAL 2: End hunger, achieve food security
and improved nutrition and promote
sustainable agriculture

GOAL 3: Ensure healthy lives and promote
well-being for all at all ages

GOAL 4: Ensure inclusive and equitable
quality education and promote lifelong
learning opportunities for all

GOAL 5: Achieve gender equality and
empower all women and girls

GOAL 6: Ensure availability and sustainable
management of water and sanitation for all

GOAL 7: Ensure access to affordable,
reliable, sustainable and modern energy
for all

GOAL 8: Promote sustained, inclusive
and sustainable economic growth, full and
productive employment and decent work
for all

GOAL 9: Build resilient infrastructure,
promote inclusive and sustainable
industrialization and foster innovation
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GOAL 10: Reduce inequality within and
among countries

GOAL 11: Make cities and human
settlements inclusive, safe, resilient and
sustainable

GOAL 12: Ensure sustainable consumption
and production patterns

GOAL 13: Take urgent action to combat
climate change and its impacts

GOAL 14: Conserve and sustainably use
the oceans, seas and marine resources for
sustainable development

GOAL 15: Protect, restore and promote
sustainable use of terrestrial ecosystems,
sustainably manage forests, combat
desertification, and halt and reverse land
degradation and halt biodiversity loss

GOAL 16: Promote peaceful and inclusive
societies for sustainable development,
provide access to justice for all and build
effective, accountable and inclusive
institutions at all levels

GOAL 17: Strengthen the means of
implementation and revitalize the global
partnership for sustainable development
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Introduction to the Sustainable
Development Report of the United States

What are the Sustainable Development
Goals (SDGs)?

The SDGs are a set of 17 goals internationally agreed
upon and developed by the 193 member countries of
the United Nations, and are meant to be achieved by
2030. They cover a range of ambitious objectives to
end poverty, protect the planet, and ensure equality and
prosperity for all." The SDGs are interdisciplinary and
cross cutting, with many indicators repeated across
Goals—nhighlighting that progress in any one area
depends on simultaneous development in another. This
fact underlines the importance of collaborative problem
solving, as no one group or action will be sufficient for
achieving these Goals—all groups will be needed to
build sustainable change.

Through extensive inter-country debate and analysis
that included input from citizens, community groups,
non-profits, activists, academics, political leaders, and
more, the global community developed 169 targets

to understand and track progress towards meeting
these Goals for 2030. The SDGs follow up and expand
on a set of UN goals developed in the year 2000,

the Millennium Development Goals (MDGs), which
were set for achievement in 2015.%2 Using the lessons
learned from the MDGs, the SDGs focus more closely
on local, community-driven change, on community
stakeholder leadership, and on putting the welfare

of those with the least, first. With those priorities

in mind, sub-national reporting like this state-level
index allows communities to focus on change closest
to home and provides a tool to support community
members who are advocating for positive change
where they live.

How should this index be used?

To encourage states to focus their policies on
sustainable development: This 2018 report is the first
to assess the attainment of the SDGs in the 50 states.
It may be considered a baseline for measuring progress
to the year 2030. It should help states to identify the
key policy priorities and the areas where most urgent
action is needed.

To hold leaders accountable to action: The index
should be used by citizens, community groups, non-
profits, activists, academics, and others to hold state
governments accountable for achieving the SDGs.
While the US federal government adopted the SDGs
along with all UN Member States in 2015, most of the
US states have yet to engage with the sustainable
development agenda.

To promote interdisciplinary solutions: By compiling
state data from numerous agencies and policy areas
into one report, the index encourages individuals

and groups to break down silos in government
administration, business, and academia to develop more
integrated solutions to achieve the SDGs at the state
and regional level.

To advocate for improved data: This report is merely
a starting point for measurement of the SDGs at the
state level. There are important data gaps, for example
on coastal and marine management, biodiversity,
indigenous rights, economic and social conditions of
marginalized groups, and more. It will be very important
to overcome such data gaps in the coming years to
achieve the SDGs.
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Leave no one behind

In unanimously adopting the Sustainable Development
Goals, the world's governments committed to “leave no
one behind” (LNOB). Our focus should be on prioritizing
the needs of the most marginalized, discriminated
against, impoverished, and vulnerable, ensuring that
public policies support human dignity for all foremost,
and guaranteeing basic human needs are met for all.
Vulnerable groups include: the poor, racial and religious
minorities, children, elderly, disabled, women, LGBTQ,
migrants, indigenous peoples, refugees and other
groups.® In addition to leaving no group or individual
behind, this index also highlights the importance of
leaving no state behind—the US cannot achieve the
SDGs unless they are achieved by all 50 states.

Prioritizing progress of marginalized
groups in indicators

Within the state index, efforts were made to highlight
LNOB by selecting indicators and disaggregating data
to focus specifically on those groups that are farthest
behind. Where possible, the indicators measure the
progress of groups that have been overlooked by the
political agenda. While some SDGs focus on specific
groups, for example those in poverty (Goal 1), women
(Goal 5), or on inequality more broadly (Goal 10), the
Leave No One Behind agenda is a central part of all

of the SDGs. Within each Goal, we attempted to
highlight the status of groups that are the furthest
behind, alongside indicators for the general population.
Examples of the LNOB indicators are shown in Table 1.

Sustainable Development Report of the United States 2018

Leave no one behind (LNOB) indicators in
each SDG

LNOB Indicator

Affordable housing (per 100 Extremely Low Income
Renter Households)

Elderly food insecurity (%)
Goal 2 Rural infrastructure index (0-100)

Contraceptive deserts (% of persons in need located
in a desert)

LGBT inclusion in hate crime laws (worst 1-4 best)

Low-income energy burden (% of income spent on

Goal 7 energy for people living at 50% of the poverty line)

Goal 8 Employment discrimination (per 100,000 people)

Case for Inclusion Index (0-100 score on services for
adults with intellectual or developmental disabilities)

Pollution burden (percentage point difference of
exposure for people of color)
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How to interpret results

How to interpret results

The SDG index presents an overall picture of the

extent to which states are attaining the Sustainable
Development Goals. For each indicator, states are
rated between 0 and 100. A score of 0 signifies the
worst performance of the 50 states; a score of 100
signifies attainment of the respective SDG indicator.
The absolute score, therefore, between 0 and 100
represents the distance towards attaining the SDGs
from a baseline of the worst performance among

the 50 states. The states are also color-coded on a
dashboard for 15 of the 17 SDGs (see Box 1 on page
13 for more details on SDG 14, marine ecosystems,
and SDG 17, global cooperation). The dashboard colors
vary from red (worst), to orange (significant challenges
remaining), yellow (challenges remaining) and green

(on track for SDG attainment, best performance, or in
some cases, SDG attainment). More information on the
development of the colors and rankings can be found in
the Methodology section.

Sustainable Development Report of the United States 2018
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The 2018 United States

SDG Index Results
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The overall results are shown in the map below

(Figure 1). The dashboard opposite (Figure 2), shows
the states ranked from overall best (Massachusetts) to
overall worst (Louisiana), and their average performance
on each of the 15 included SDGs.

Figure 2 orders the states by overall performance on
the index. Massachusetts ranks first, with the highest

FIGURE 1: Overall state performance on SDG Index

WA
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score, followed by Washington, Vermont, Minnesota, and
Oregon. At the lower end of the rankings, Louisiana has

made the least progress towards achieving the SDGs, with
Mississippi, West Virginia, Alabama and Arkansas also in
the bottom five. These states will require significant efforts
to get on track for 2030. Yet it is important to note that even
the best performers have not achieved any of the Goals,

and all states have some Goals that are still in the red zone.

[ |
T 1T T _—T1 T 1T T 1

0 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90 100
red: major challenges remain

orange: significant challenges remain
yellow: challenges remain
green:  making progress, within range of goal achievement by 2030




FIGURE 2: US State SDG Index and Dashboard

Rank State Score 1 ? 3 1 ) 6 8 9 10 1 12 B B 16
1 Massachusetts 61.0 - --
2 Washington 59.8 -- -
3 Vermont 594 -
4 Minnesota 58.6 - - -
5 Oregon 583 - --- -
6 California 55.6 -- -
7 Maine 554 D [ [ ] [
8 Maryland 55.1 - - - -
9 New Hampshire 549 - -- -

10 Connecticut 54.8 - -

1 New York 54.7 - - -

12 Rhode Island 544 [ ] [ ]

13 Hawaii 2 D [ ] [ [ ] o

14 New Jersey 52.7 - -

15 Colorado 52.2 - --

16 Wisconsin 52.2 - - -

17 lowa 512 [ ] [ ]

18 Idaho s06 (D [ [ [ ]

19 Nebraska 50.1 - ---

20 Ueh BT L | ] |
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29 Arizona - -

30 Pennsylvania - -

31 Nevada - -

32 North Carolina - -

33 Florida w8 D
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35 Missouri - -

36 Ohio 23 | D

37 Tennessee - -

38 Georgia L 42 B
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40 Texas - -

41 Indiana 309 [

2 newmeico S D

43 Alaska - -

44 Kentucky - -

45 Oklahoma - -

46 Arkansas - -
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The 2018 United States SDG Index Results
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The first map in figure 3, (map 3.1) opposite, shows

the regional index Scores. There is clear geographic
clustering in the index scores, with states in the
Northeast and Pacific Northwest near the top of the
index and states in the three southern regions performing
most poorly. The geographic clustering suggests there
will be specific regional challenges and solutions, and
that states both within and across regions can benefit
from collaboration and sharing of best practices.

Maps 3.2 to 3.4 summarize regional performance

across economic, social, and environmental SDG
subgroups. While the SDGs are designed to be

Sustainable Development Report of the United States 2018

interdisciplinary, grouping the Goals thematically

helps distinguish where and how regional progress

is happening. The Goals were grouped as following:
Economic—Goals 3, 4, 8, 9, and 11; Social—Goals 1, 2,
5, 10, and 16; and Environmental—Goals 6, 7, 12, 13,
and 15. The regions that are performing the best overall
are also doing the best across social, environmental,
and economically grouped Goals. Environmentally,

the Pacific and Mid-Atlantic regions outperform

New England, which drops to third place. The South
Atlantic region, which was among the worst three in
the other categories, moves to a middle place in the
environmental subgroup.



FIGURE 3: US census regions ranked by overall progress, and progress on economic,
social and environmental Goals

3.1 Overall progress - regional index scores 3.2 Progress on economic Goals (Goals 3, 4, 8,9, 11)
WEST MIDWEST NORTHEAST WEST MIDWEST NORTHEAST
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North North Atlantic  England North North Atlantic  England

Central Central Central Central
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West East West East
South South South South South South
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SOUTH SOUTH
3.3 Progress on social Goals (Goals 1, 2, 5, 10, 16) 3.4 Progress on environmental Goals (Goals 6, 7, 12, 13, 15)
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Key findings

Significant progress must be made to achieve the
Sustainable Development Goals by 2030

It is clear from these results that the Sustainable
Development Goals have not yet been achieved in
the United States, and there is significant progress

to be made by 2030. Some may be surprised to

find the US, a high-income country,* performing
poorly on a development index. However, economic
development does not imply that development is
sustainable, inclusive, or just. Achieving the SDGs
requires deliberate and collaborative effort by all
nations, including the US. Based on the index results,
the US states overall have the most work to do in
addressing the needs of the poor (Goals 1 and 2), in
tackling inequality (Goal 5 and 10), in addressing climate
change (Goal 13) and developing access to peace and
justice for all (Goal 16).

Sustainable Development Report of the United States 2018

Although poverty and hunger might look different

in the US than they do elsewhere in the world, this
index indicates that significant progress still must be
made on these fronts. In 15 states, more than 15% of
the population is living below the federal poverty line.
Mississippi and Louisiana have the highest poverty
rates, with 20.8% and 20.2% respectively. While
Puerto Rico is not represented in the rankings, its
poverty rate is more than double the worst performing
state, at 43.5% (Goal 1:Living below the poverty line).
Poverty hinders progress toward other development
targets and prevents access to services for those who
need them most. Because hunger is so detrimental to
developing minds and bodies, Americans developed the
Women, Infants and Children (WIC) program to ensure
that low-income families with young children would not
go hungry.® However, states currently protect fewer
than half of their hungry families though this program
(Goal 2: WIC coverage rate).



Key findings

US progress toward the SDGs is not only relevant
domestically but is also crucial for SDG achievement
globally. The US is the biggest historic emitter of CO,
and remains one of the largest annual per capita and
total emitters in the world®—this disproportionate
contribution to global emissions impacts international
efforts to mitigate and adapt to climate change, and
the achievement of SDG 13 (Climate Action). The US
performs poorly on Goal 13, with significant variation
between states. When it comes to CO, emissions
per capita, the worst performer, WWyoming, has
emissions 13 times higher than New York, the best
performer (Figure 4). Less than half of communities
in Arkansas and Indiana have approved Federal
Emergency Management Agency (FEMA) mitigation
plans, while the 5 states at the top of the ranking have
over 99% coverage (lowa, Louisiana, Maine, Kansas,
Virginia, and Hawaii).

The impacts of climate change will undermine global,
US, and state resilience and ability to achieve other
SDGs—from extreme weather that places vulnerable
communities at unequal risk (Goal 10) and damages
food supplies (Goal 2), to rising seas and temperatures
that impact urban development (Goal 11), migration, and
human health (Goal 3).

Who is being left behind in the US?

Rising inequality particularly hinders US progress

in development; addressing structural inequality
across sectors and communities will be essential to
making progress towards the SDGs. Our national Gini
coefficient, a measure of economic inequality, is the
4™ worst out of all OECD countries,” and state-level
measures of the Gini Coefficient show similar trends
(Figure 5). Our growing inequalities—economic, racial
and otherwise—are at direct odds with the SDG
agenda and will need to be addressed if the US or any
individual state hopes to make progress on the Goals.

New York
California
Oregon
Massachusetts
Vermont
Maryland
Connecticut
Rhode Island
Washington
Idaho
New Hampshire
Florida
North Carolina
Nevada
Virginia
New Jersey
Maine
Hawaii
Arizona
Georgia
Delaware
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Tennessee
Minnesota
Michigan
South Dakota
Colorado
lllinois
Wisconsin
Pennsylvania
Ohio
Arkansas
Missouri
Utah
Kansas
Mississippi
Texas
New Mexico
lowa
Alabama
Oklahoma
Nebraska
Indiana
Kentucky
Montana
Louisiana
Alaska
West Virginia
North Dakota
Wyoming

FIGURE 4: States' performance on Goal 13 indicator:
Energy-related CO, emissions (tCO,/capita)

0 20 40 60 80 100 120

2030 Target

Source: US EIA, "State Carbon Dioxide Emissions Data"”, 2018
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The 2018 United States SDG Index Results

FIGURE 5: State performance on Indicator 10.2:
Gini Coefficient
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Systems of inequality that discriminate based on race,
indigenous status, religion, gender, sexual orientation,
disability, poverty, location, and age undermine
progress and hinder achievement of the SDGs. These
systems underscore the poor performance on Goals
such as gender (), inequality (10), and justice (16) and
exacerbate the poor performance on Goals including
poverty (1) and hunger (2). For example, the Goal 5
indicator on WWomen-owned businesses shows that

in states from Kentucky to North Dakota to New
Hampshire, men own more businesses than woman
at a rate of over 2 to 1. When women are left out from
this important mode of economic participation, they
are less able to provide lives of health and security for
themselves and their families.

Inequality also plays out spatially. WWhether it be in

rural or coastal areas, different regions of the country
are being left behind in development progress. For
example, results from the Goal 2 Rural infrastructure
indicator show that conditions in rural areas are often
less developed than in more populated areas, with road
deaths significantly higher on rural roads, and access
to broadband significantly lower than in the state as

a whole. In Goal 13, results of the Resilient building
codes indicator show that many jurisdictions subject to
seismic, hurricane, or flood risks do not have building
codes with disaster resistance provisions. In three
states (Vermont, Wisconsin, and Hawaii) 0% of exposed
jurisdictions have such codes, undermining resilience
to climate change and natural hazards—especially for
vulnerable community members including the elderly,
children, low-income and persons with disabilities.

Finally, some indicators demonstrate the disparate
outcomes within and across states. The Goal 10
Pollution burden indicator shows just how much
more cancer-causing pollution people of color are



Key findings

FIGURE 6: Percentage of income spent on household energy

exposed to than white people, with exposure risk eight
percentage points higher in New York. The results of
other indicators show that some marginalized groups
are being left behind across the board, as is the case
with the Goal 7 Energy burden indicator, where low-
income households are extremely energy burdened

in all 50 states. Spending 11% of income on energy is
considered high burden;'® in every state except Hawaii,
households below 50% of the poverty line are spending
upwards of 20% of their income on energy—with
Hawaii performing only marginally better at 19% (see
Figure 6). Furthermore, considering access, at best
there are 51 affordable and available rental units per
100 low-income renters (Alabama), indicating that for
low-income families across the US, there is little to no
choice about where to live (Goal 1: Affordable housing).

In other cases, there are stark disparities in outcomes
between the best- and worst-performing states.

For example, results from Goal 6 (Clean Water and
Sanitation) show extreme differences in access to safe
drinking water within the US. In Minnesota, the best
performer on Water violations, 1.3% of communities
were served by a community water system with a Safe
Drinking Water Act (SDWA\) violation. In contrast, over
61% of communities in Delaware had violations. And,

if Puerto Rico were included in the rankings, it would
rank last with water violations for a staggering 99.5% of
communities—and those are only the violations that are
reported. Given challenges of state under-reporting for
this indicator, these numbers are likely higher.

Inequalities play out across all of the SDGs, from energy
to urban Goals. This index highlights that particularly
when looking at the progress of those in marginalized
groups, whether that marginalization is due to age, race,
gender, sexuality, religion, disability, indigenous status,
rural/urban location, immigration status or poverty, the

by those < 50% of poverty level, by state
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US is leaving many of our fellow residents behind. The
American dream is not available to many people here
in the US, and the SDGs can provide a framework to
address and improve exactly that.

In the US states, progress on the Goals is
interconnected

The SDGs are an integrated and interdisciplinary
development agenda, and results of this index
strengthen the claim that no SDG can be achieved
alone—solutions and progress must be pursued in
cross-cutting ways which acknowledge that outcomes
are inherently connected across environmental, social,
and economic development.

Of the SDGs included in this analysis, the index scores
for Goal 16 (Peace, Justice, and Strong Institutions)
and Goal 3 (Good Health and Well-being) are the most
connected to each other. This connection highlights
the need to take an integrated approach to progressing
on the SDGs. In assessing the relationship between
specific indicators, Life Expectancy (Goal 3) and
Incarceration Rate (Goal 16) predict 87% of the variation
in the overall index score. Outside research indicates
that there are huge inequalities in outcomes for both
life expectancy and incarceration in the US by race and
poverty. The disparities in incarceration rates between
white and black and Native American and rich and poor
communities in the US have been well documented.”?
Similarly, 60% of variation in life expectancy can

be attributed to racial and socioeconomic factors.™
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This underscores how essential dealing with the
inequality underlying these indicators will be to finding
success both on individual indicators and Goals, and on
the SDGs overall.

State performance on SDGs 7 (Affordable and

Clean Energy), 12 (Sustainable Consumption and
Production, and 13 (Climate Action) also highlight

the interconnections across multiple aspects of
sustainability. New York ranks best on both Energy-
related CO, emissions in Goal 13 and Energy Efficiency
in Goal 7. Vermont ranks among the top five best
states in Energy-related CO, emissions (Goal 13),
Chemical pollution (Goal 12), CO, intensity of electricity
(Goal 7), and Renewable energy production (Goal 7).
When it comes to Goal 12, the Northeastern states

and California are also making the most progress.

Four states (Connecticut, California, Rhode Island

and Vermont) received full points on the Recycling
index indicator which tracks state policies that aim

to reduce and manage waste from electronics to

food scraps. Socioeconomic systems are linked to
ecological systems, and improvement in climate-related
indicators can have additional benefits for development.
Renewable energy impacts public health, for example,
by reducing the negative neurological, respiratory, and
cardiac health impacts of high-carbon energy sources.™
Just as poor outcomes in one SDG can hinder the
achievement of others, progress on one Goal can
create benefits and opportunities in other aspects

of development.



Key findings

Box 1. Sustainable Development Goals 14 and 17

In this first edition of the state index, SDG 14 (Life Below Water) and 17 (Partnerships for the Goals) were not
included. This should not be interpreted to mean that these Goals are not relevant to the US, but rather that data
limitations and challenges of comparability prevented a representative indicator selection. It is our hope that these
SDGs will be able to be included in future editions, as data improves and as stakeholders connect and collaborate
on how best to measure these topics at a state level in the US.

14 E{L[nw WATER

Goal 14: Life Below Water

Ocean sustainability is central to global food systems, livelihoods, and environmental health—yet monitoring
oceans at the sub-national level in the US presents difficulties. All states impact and are impacted by ocean
health; while coastal states may be more directly involved in industries which lead to overfishing, inland state
demand for marine products drives unsustainable use of the oceans as well. Fertilizer runoff from agricultural
states along the Mississippi River ends up as far as the Gulf of Mexico,”® and CO, emissions from all states and
nations contribute to ocean acidification.'® The combination of these interactions between the states and ocean
systems makes measurement of Goal 14 at the state-level complex. It is partly due to this complexity that
oceans are predominately managed at the interstate, national, and international scales. However, efforts could
and should be made to better understand state-level impacts on the oceans in order to include Goal 14 in future
editions of the index.

1 PARTNERSHIPS
FOR THE GOALS

&

Goal 17: Partnerships for the Goals

Measuring Goal 17 within the states also introduces challenges of data limitations, as international funding and
cooperation often are measured at the federal level. Progress on Goal 17 involves contributing to development
assistance, participation in international law and agreements, and building national statistical capacity. States
have policies, technology, knowledge and relationships that are relevant at the international scale, and that can
contribute to the global SDG agenda. However, assessing Goal 17 at the state level may require interpreting the
SDG targets and UNSC indicators in ways that are more relevant to the subnational context, or disaggregating
existing financial and development data so that state impacts can be more directly assessed.

Sustainable Development Report of the United States 2018
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Gaps and limitations

As is the case with all SDG monitoring, data availability
is an issue at the US state level. This is due to a variety
of issues including: insufficient data collection at the
state level (e.g. Programme for International Student
Assessment—PISA—scores), the lack of disaggregation
at the state level (e.g. life expectancy by race), sample
sizes that are too small to compare across both state and
identity (e.g. infant mortality), and topic areas that don't
fit neatly into state and tribal jurisdiction boundaries (e.g.
trafficking). The largest data gaps in this report are for
indicators and Goals related to Indigenous Rights, Goal
14 (Oceans), and Goal 17 (Partnerships for the Goals). For
more detailed information about these gaps see Boxes 1
and 2. Other gaps are summarized in Table 2 (page 16).

For the reported data, there were several limitations—
some due to the nature of this report, others due to the
collection and reporting of the data itself.

Age

For the SDGs, which are time bound to 2030, datasets
that are updated regularly are essential for states and
communities to give feedback on progress, and for
communities to hold themselves and their leadership
accountable to change. However, some of the most
recent data available for many essential indicators has
not been updated recently; for others, it is not clear

if the data will be updated going forward. One of the
most striking examples is for adult literacy rates, the
data for which was last updated in 2003 by National
Assessment of Adult Literacy run by the National
Center for Education Statistics.

Under-reporting

While effort was made to select indicators that are

as reflective of state progress as possible, issues of
under-reporting impact the accuracy of some datasets.
For example, data on Safe Drinking Water Act (SDWA)
violations are often reported by states or facilities to
the EPA. However, EPA data audits have found states
significantly under-report both health-based and
monitoring and reporting violations.' In these cases,
states may appear to perform well on an indicator when
in fact their ranking is impacted by failure to report to
the EPA database. When indicator options presented
challenges with under-reporting, proxy data was used
if available—for example, data on reported hate crimes
was replaced by data on the concentration of hate
groups by state. When proxy data was unavailable,
some potential indicator options were excluded from
the index, for example on child victims of abuse and
human trafficking. Others, like the SDWA violation
indicator, were included despite under-reporting when
exclusion of the indicator would result in a significant
topic gap in the index.

Geography

This index attempts to measure the 50 states based
on comparable indicators, but diversity in state size,
geography, and climate, limited indicator selection
options. This is especially relevant for environmentally-
related Goals and indicators including 14 (Oceans)

and 15 (Ecosystems). Goal 14 was not included in this
edition of the index for reasons that include geographic
challenges. Goal 15 is included in the index, yet many
of the Goal 15 targets are not covered here, including
targets on desertification, mountain ecosystems,

and biodiversity.
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Gaps and limitations

Box 2. Indigenous rights and the SDG State Index

The territory currently known as the United States of America comprises land held by Federally Recognized
Tribal Nations, Non-Federally Recognized Tribal Nations, and State Recognized Tribal Nations. These represent
sovereign nations with their own internationally recognized treaties, as well as territories and reservations that
have a variety of jurisdictions. There are 573 Tribal Nations within and bordering 35 of the 50 states of the US."”
This sovereignty has important implications for this index. Including data on Tribal Nations is an international
exercise, and this index is meant to be sub-national. However, states do have significant interactions with
Tribal Nations and these relationships could be measured through indicators related to international affairs.

The SDGs are clear that international cooperation and respect are essential for achieving the Goals, but we
were unable to develop indicators of cooperation between the US states and Tribal Nations that would be
comparable across states for this report.

Furthermore, Indigenous Peoples live in a variety of communities across the US, not solely in Tribal Nations,
and often face exclusion, marginalization, and erasure in these communities. These structural inequalities
undoubtedly contribute to inequalities of outcome across states and across Goals, and there is substantial
outside evidence to suggest that states have significant work to do to improve on these areas.'® The SDGs
developed indicators specifically to document this marginalization, but replicating those indicators for this index
presented challenges of data availability, lack of disaggregation, and small sample sizes at the state-level. We
hope to develop ways to include these issues in the index, and welcome feedback and suggestions about how
this might be accomplished in future editions.

Sustainable Development Report of the United States 2018
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Indicators on international cooperation

Many of the SDGs include targets and indicators to
track country support, cooperation and assistance for
developing countries to achieve the SDGs. These types
of indicators were not included in the index, for similar
reasons to why Goal 17 on global partnerships was not
included: data on international cooperation and funding
is often unavailable at the state level. These targets and
indicators are relevant to the US but pose challenges to
inclusion and comparability for the states. Topics related
to international assistance that were not included can
be found in Table 2 on Data Gaps by Goal.

Beyond these limitations, there are limitations of

a project of this type. Caution should be exercised
when directly comparing any two states in this

index as the difference between values on any one
indicator may not be statistically significant from

each other. We encourage full exploration of the data
(available for download on our website) and the source
information (in the annexes) before drawing any strict
interpretations of these rankings. Unlike the official
SDG monitoring, which collects data for each indicator
and disaggregation possible, this index is an illustrative
exercise. There are many more nuances in the full

232 indicators suggested by the SDGs, and in the
disaggregation by all sorts of factors that they allow.
\We hope this index will encourage communities and
states to develop and elaborate on this index for their
own monitoring.
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TABLE 2:  Data gaps by Goal
1 Deep poverty
Living wage

Disability poverty gap
Mobilization of poverty reduction resources for developing
countries

2 Sustainable/resilient agricultural practices
Land access for Indigenous Peoples
Small-scale food producers
Biodiversity/Seed diversity
Agricultural export subsidies
Food commodity markets

3 Prenatal care
Universal health care tracer index
Family planning needs met
Mental health care
Air pollution/environmental health
Health finance for developing countries

4 Incarcerated youth
Adult literacy
Psychosocial wellbeing for youth
Gender disparities in education
Education for sustainable development
Safe and inclusive learning environments
Scholarships/teacher training for developing countries

5 Domestic workers/temporary workers
Trafficking
Migrant workers
Family planning needs met
Full access to reproductive healthcare information

6 Water affordability
Untreated wastewater
Water pollution
Transboundary water cooperation
Water-related ecosystems
Water and sanitation support for developing countries
Community participation in water management




Gaps and limitations

Table 2 continued

7

Energy access
Research/investment in energy technology
Energy support for developing countries

Sustainable tourism

Native American businesses

Migration workers

Forced labor and human trafficking

Decoupling economic growth from environmental
degradation

Aid for Trade support to developing countries

Sustainable/clean infrastructure
Access of small businesses to affordable credit
Infrastructure support for developing countries

Migration policies

Discrimination and harassment

Disaggregated data on community, political and financial
leadership

Religious discrimination

Regulation of global financial markets

Representation for developing countries in decision-making

Resource flows for development

Affordable/accessible transportation
Cultural and natural heritage

Safe inclusive spaces

Disability access

Urban displacement

Rural/urban connectors
Homelessness

Corporate sustainability

Sustainable public procurement

Sustainable tourism

Support for developing country sustainable consumption
and production

Fossil fuel subsidies

13

14

15

16

17

Climate finance
Climate change education
Climate planning support for developing countries

Oceans

Freshwater ecosystems

Mountains

Desertification/degraded land
Biodiversity/threatened species

Genetic resources

Wildlife poaching/trafficking

Conservation funding

Conservation support to developing countries
Ecosystems for poverty reduction

Violence against children
lllicit financial and arms flows
Capacity building to prevent violence in developing countries

Partnerships for the Goals
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Conclusion

Y,

The Sustainable Development Report of the United
States demonstrates that development goals have

a place in our communities and state governments.
Due to our federal system, states have opportunities
and control to provide world-class conditions to their
residents. The SDGs offer a framework and roadmap

to move towards environmental, social, and economic
achievement. They also offer an opportunity to find
support, best practices and resources in a global
community that is looking for solutions to similar
problems. Using the SDG framework also allows the
states to be a resource to each other, collaborate on
shared goals, and find solutions that work at scale. The
issues that any individual state faces in achieving any
individual Goal, or the SDGs overall, are shared. In many
cases, some states or nations that have found success
in one area, can benefit from the learnings that other
nations or states have had in finding success in another.
With this shared focus, achieving these Goals need not
seem impossible or overwhelming. There are changes
that communities at every level can make right now

to improve, indeed there are communities around the
globe that already have. Their successes can and should
be an inspiration.

While there is much work to do in each state, it is not
all bleak—there is no state that has ‘red’ across all

Sustainable Development Report of the United States 2018

SDGs - states have made progress towards building
lives of dignity for their residents. This index will
hopefully provide a guide for how to build on that
progress and help other communities learn from the
success that states have already achieved. In particular,
US states have made relatively more progress on

Goals 6 (Water), 12 (Responsible Consumption and
Production), and 15 (Life on Land) than the other Goals,
although there is still progress to be made. Moreover,
the US is doing better on some indicators than their
international peers. The average of the top five states
on the percent of youth that are out of school and out
of work, Youth not in employment, education or training
(NEET) is lower than the average of the top 5 nations
internationally, with only 7.7% of youth out of school in
work in the top b states, compared with 8.1% in the top
5 nations internationally.

The UN has set the deadline for achievement of

the SDGs for 2030. With coordinated efforts and
community leadership, states have an opportunity to
use the next 12 years to make these Goals a reality
for the people who make that state their home. States
need not do it alone--a global community is ready and
waiting to share both success and learn from state’s
achievement. This index can provide a template for
how to get started.



Methodology

The Sustainable Development Report of the United
States measures progress towards the internationally
agreed Sustainable Development Goals. Using

publicly available, recent data from reputable

sources, this index presents an aggregate snapshot

of development progress in US states. Progress is
benchmarked on current achievement, and therefore
measures distance to go towards achieving the SDGs
relative to progress achieved by other US States.

The methodology below builds on the methodology
built by SDSN and Bertelsmann Stiftung for the

SDG Index and Dashboards Report.?° This section
includes: 1) information on indicator and data selection,
2) rescaling and normalizing the data and 3) aggregating
composite index and adding colors.

Indicator selection criteria

To determine quality, technically-sound, indicators for
selection we used the following criteria:

1.SDG and US state relevance: Data is matched to the
SDG targets, then matched to suggested indicators
as closely as possible. From this list, indicators are
selected that are most relevant to state contexts, for
example: the index excludes international cooperation
indicators. Finally, when possible, indicators should
be relevant to a policy context and/or support
communities and leaders in policy-making decisions.
Alignment of each indicator to the SDG target or
indicator is noted on the sources pages.

2.Statistical quality: Data must be from a reputable
source that produces data in a replicable and reliable
way. Preference is given to datasets that are updated
routinely, so progress can be tracked to 2030, and to
datasets that have disaggregated data available, to
track progress for all groups.

3.Timeliness: Data must be published recently, with
preference given to data covering years 2015 or later.

In 10 instances, data from earlier years was used
because it was the most reliable source to cover
an essential issue (see the source annex for
more information on specific data sources and
years covered).

4.Coverage: Datasets must provide data for at least
80% of states.

While all variables have more than 80% coverage,
there are five variables that have missing values:
Water stress index (two missing states — Hawaii and
Alaska), Incarceration rate and Jail admission rate (six
missing states each — Delaware, Alaska, Vermont,
Rhode Island, Hawaii, Connecticut), Students with
debt (one missing — North Dakota) and Non-carbon
ecological footprint (one missing — Hawaii).

5.Comparability: Data was chosen that has a
reasonable or scientifically determined threshold.

There are several indicators that the UN has
recommended for monitoring purposes, that aren’t
well suited for comparison in an index because there
is no consensus on ‘best’ level of achievement, and
indeed ‘best’ levels may vary by location. This is

the case, for example, with passenger and freight
volumes (Indicator 9.1.2) or percent of employment
in the manufacturing sector (Indicator 9.2.2) from
Goal 9, neither of which have an optimal level of
achievement at the state level.
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Methodology

6.Repeated indicators: Data should not repeat
across Goals.

Within the SDGs official indicators, there are indicators
that are repeated across multiple Goals. This promotes
the idea that the SDGs are interconnected and
interdisciplinary. However, in order to prevent double
counting of indicators within the index calculations,
indicators were not repeated across Goals. In cases
where an indicator could reasonably fit within multiple
SDGs, it was placed within the Goal with the target
that was determined to most closely/directly match
the language/intent of the indicator.

7. Outcome indicators: \Whenever possible, data
should measure outcomes.

In cases where outcome data was unavailable,
process or output indicators were used to track
policies or actions that have research-supported
impact on outcomes. For example, state recycling
legislation (disposal bans and mandatory recycling
laws) was used as an indicator for recycling, as %
of waste recycled is not consistently available at
the state level.

Goals 14 and 17 are not included in this index due to
issues of data availability and to lack of state-level
comparability. We hope to include these Goals in future
versions of this report. See Box 1 in the results section
(Page 14) for more detailed information on measuring
these SDGs.

Y,
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Rescaling and normalizing the data

To rescale and normalize the data, the index

followed the methodology developed by SDSN

and Bertelsmann Stiftung, which is detailed below.
Indicators were rescaled so they could be compared
with one another. The choice of upper and lower
bounds with which to rescale the data is a sensitive
one and can introduce unintended effects into
datasets if extreme values and outliers are not taken
into account. (Note: in this section the term “upper
bound” is used to refer to the target value, even if the
indicator data is descending and the most progress is
represented by a smaller number.) Lower bounds are
particularly sensitive to outliers as they can impact
the rankings of the data.?’ Detailed information about
each indicator, it's bounds, and the rationale for those
bounds can be found in Annex 3. To account for
these considerations, this index used the following
methodology for determining upper and lower bounds:

The upper bound for each indicator was
determined using a five-step decision tree
developed by SDSN and Bertelsmann Stiftung: 22

1.Use the absolute quantitative thresholds
outlined in the SDGs and targets: e.g. zero
poverty, universal school completion, universal
access to water and sanitation, full gender equality.
Some SDG targets also propose relative changes
(e.g. halve poverty).



Rescaling and normalizing the data

2.Where no explicit SDG target is available,
set upper bound to universal access or zero
deprivation for the following types of indicators:

a. Measures of poverty (e.g. working poor), consistent
with the SDG ambition to “end poverty in all its
forms everywhere” (Goal 1).

b.Public service coverage (e.g. preschool access).

c.Access to basic infrastructure (e.g. broadband
access, road conditions, etc.).

d.Leave No One Behind (e.g. workplace discrimination),
consistent with the SDG ambition to eliminate
disparate treatment for all vulnerable groups
including those identified by race, indigenous status,
religion, gender, sexual orientation, disability, poverty,
location, and age.

3.Where science-based targets exist that must be
achieved by 2030 or later, use these to set 100%
upper bound: target value of 1.7 tons of CO,/capita
by 2050 as outlined in the Deep Decarbonization
Pathways report for the United States (e.g. Goal 13:
Energy-related CO, emissions).

4.Where even the best performing states
lag significantly behind the international
community, and the indicator matches one used
in international contexts, use the average of
the top 5 OECD performers or the top 5 Global
Index performers.

5.For all other indicators use the average of the
top 5 performers.

The lower bound for each indicator was
determined using a two-step decision tree:

1. Use science-based thresholds for lowest acceptable
or safe performance.

2.Use the 2.5 percentile score of the available data to
account for outliers.

For both the upper and lower bounds:

Each indicator distribution was censored, so that

all values exceeding the target value scored 100,

and values below the lower bound scored 0. In cases
where the bounds were scientifically determined,

the normalized score can be interpreted as percent

of progress made towards achieving the SDGs, with
100% meaning achieving that indicator. In many cases,
however, a score of zero is simply the lower benchmark
of current progress of US states. In cases where the
average of the top 5 is used to determine the score

of 100", a "100" indicates only that this threshold level
of achievement can be reasonably expected in the

US context.

Calculating the index and assigning colors

Goal scores were created by taking the arithmetic
average of the normalized indicator scores. Overall
score was calculated by averaging the score for the
15 included SDGs.

Color scales were developed by creating interior
thresholds that benchmark progress towards achieving
the SDGs. The colors reflect the following scale:
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red—major challenges remain; orange—significant
challenges remain; yellow—challenges remain; green—
making progress towards SDGs; grey—information
unavailable. Green should not be interpreted as meeting
the SDG indicator, but rather as an indication that

the state is within range of achievement by 2030. As
this index provides primarily a benchmark of current
achievement, states could be slowing progress or
moving away from achievement, and that would not be
captured here. Similarly, states could be within range of
achievement but not moving quickly enough to actually
achieve the Goal by 2030.
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Interior thresholds were developed, when available, by
expert or scientifically determined levels. When this
wasn't possible, interior thresholds were determined
using summary statistics, such as using the mean
(yellow/orange threshold) and the standard deviation (to
set the yellow/green and orange/red thresholds) and then
adjusted for clustering within the data. When there was
just a three-point scale, 3 colors were used: red, yellow
and green. The colors for Goal-level achievement were
determined by mapping the indicator colors to a four-
point scale (0-3), and then averaging the value across

all indicators for a specific Goal. If any state had more
than 1/3 of its indicators red for any Goal, that Goal was
automatically determined to be red, to highlight the level
of action necessary to achieve these Goals by 2030.
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Annex 1. Goal dashboards

1 NO
POVERTY

fidil

Goal 1: End poverty in all its forms everywhere

Rank State Score 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 20 100
1 Rhode Island 59.3
2 Washington 56.5
3 New Jersey 533
4 California 529
5 Massachusetts  50.0
6 Vermont 48.1
7 Connecticut 454
8 Maryland 451
9 New York 391

10 Oregon 36.8

11 Hawaii 353

12 Minnesota 349

13 New Hampshire 33.6
14 North Dakota ~ 30.1
15 South Dakota ~ 28.6

16 lowa 286
17 Delaware 28.2
18 Maine 273
19 Alaska 27.2
20 Pennsylvania 27.0
21 Wisconsin 258
22 Arizona 251
23 Virginia 24.5
24 Colorado 243
25 Nebraska 243
26 Ohio 24.0
27 Montana 228
28 Utah 22.5
29 Kansas 225
30 Illinois 220
31 Tennessee 20.7
32 Missouri 204
33 Michigan 19.5
34 Wyoming 19.2
35 Kentucky 19.1
36 Indiana 18.8

37 West Virginia 183
38 South Carolina  16.7
39 North Carolina 154

40 Nevada 153
4 Idaho 15.2
42 Alabama 149
43 Oklahoma 137
44 Arkansas 13.5
45 Florida 124
46 Georgia 11.6
47 New Mexico 1.5
48 Texas 77
49 Mississippi 5.8 n—

50 Louisiana 5.3  m—
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Annex 1. Goal dashboards

IERD
HUNGER

(((
w

Goal 2: End hunger, achieve food security
and improved nutrition and promote
sustainable agriculture

Rank  State Score | 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90 100
1 New York 57.3

2 Colorado 56.6

3 Nevada 56.6

4 Massachusetts  56.3

5 Maryland 53.2

6 New Jersey 52.5

7 Minnesota yys ]
8 Vermont 519

9 Hawaii s ________________________________________________|
10 Florida 51.2

1 California 50.7

12 Washington 487

13 Delaware 48.6

14 llinois 475

15 Wisconsin 46.9

16 Virginia 46,1 —
17 Rhode Island 45.2

18 Connecticut 44.8

19 New Hampshire 44.3

20 Idaho 419

21 North Dakota ~ 41.3

22 Pennsylvania 411

23 Utah 400, |
24 Montana 40.1

25 Oregon 30.7
26 Ohio 389

27 Michigan 38.6

28 lowa 383

29 Arizona 375

30 Maine 372

31 Texas 353

32 Nebraska 34,7

33 Georgia 33.8

34 Missouri 333

35 South Dakota 333

36 North Carolina  32.6

37 South Carolina  32.5

38 Alaska 321

39 Kansas 32, |

40 Wyoming 31.8

41 Indiana 31,3 |

42 Tennessee 276

43 Kentucky 25.0

44 New Mexico 229

45 Alabama 223

46 West Virginia ~ 22.0

47 Arkansas 19.9

48 Louisiana 10.5

49 Oklahoma 17,9

50 Mississippi 12,6 S——
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Annex 1. Goal dashboards

GOODHEALTH
AND WELL-BEING

e

Goal 3: Ensure healthy lives and
promote well-being for all at all ages

10 Connecticut 67.5
1 Washington 67.5

12 Wisconsin 67.2
13 California 66.0
14 Colorado 65.8
15 Virginia 64.1
16 New Jersey (6.3, |
17 Idaho 62.6
18 North Dakota ~ 61.6
19 Oregon 61.2
20 lllinois 60.8
21 Maine 59.6
22 New York 59.5

23 South Dakota 5.3 |
24 Kansas 571
25 Pennsylvania 55,4
26 Arizona 549

27 Michigan 539

28 Texas 534

29 Maryland 53.2

30 North Carolina ~ 51.7

31 Montana 51.2

32 Wyoming B ——————————————
33 Delaware 49.5

34 Indiana 493

35 Florida 49.2

36 Nevada 476

37 Alaska 45.8

38 Georgia 443

39 Ohio 43.0

40 New Mexico 42.8
4 South Carolina 42, |

42 Missouri 426
43 Tennessee 40.0
44 Kentucky 34.5
45 Alabama 339
46 WestVirginia  32.2
47 Oklahoma 311
48 Arkansas 30,11
49 Louisiana 276
50 Mississippi 26.2
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Rank State Score | 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 20 100
1 Minnesota 749

2 Massachusetts ~ 74.2

3 Vermont 74.0

4 Nebraska 70.8

5 New Hampshire 69.0

6 Rhode Island 67.7

7 lowa 67,7

8 Hawaii 67.6

9 Utah (67,



Annex 1. Goal dashboards

QUALITY
EDUCATION

|

Goal 4: Ensure inclusive and equitable
quality education and promote lifelong
learning opportunities for all

Rank  State Score | 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90 100
1 Massachusetts  63.5

2 Connecticut 63.1

3 New Jersey 61.8

4 Colorado 58.5

5 Maine 585

6 Vermont 559

7 New York 55,/ |
8 North Dakota 549

9 Indiana 524, |
10 Maryland 54.1

il Virginia 53.7

12 Pennsylvania ~ 53.5

13 lowa 534

14 Wisconsin 53.0

15 Kansas 509

16 lllinois 15100,
17 Utah 50.3

18 Tennessee 50.1

19 Rhode Island 48.0

20 Minnesota 479

21 Florida 476

22 New Hampshire 474

23 Nebraska 474
24 Delaware 470

25 California 46.0
26 Montana 46.8

27 Missouri 46.6

28 Georgia 45.5

29 Texas 455

30 Wyoming 444

31 Kentucky 43.6

32 Alabama 4.6

33 South Carolina  40.7

34 Ohio 40.2

35 North Carolina  39.9

36 Arkansas 383

37 Washington 38.0

38 Oklahoma 38.0

39 Hawaii 37,0 |

40 Idaho 375

4 South Dakota 371

42 Michigan 36.8

43 Oregon 35.8

44 Mississippi 356

45 Nevada 336

46 West Virginia 30.7

47 Arizona 304

48 Alaska 30,31

49 Louisiana 28.7

50 New Mexico 18.1
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Annex 1. Goal dashboards

GENDER
EQUALITY

g

Goal 5: Achieve gender equality and
empower all women and girls

Rank State Score | 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 20 100
1 Vermont 48.8

2 New Mexico 46.1

3 Maryland 459

4 Hawaii 439

5 Colorado 434

6 lllinois 416

7 Nevada 414
8 Rhode Island 396

9 Minnesota 30/ |
10 Florida 39.2

i Oregon 389

12 Delaware 385

13 California 384

14 Maine 383

15 New York 374

16 Massachusetts 37,31
17 Arizona 37.2

18 Washington 36.2

19 Missouri 35.8

20 Connecticut 35.6

21 Georgia 337

22 New Jersey 336
23 New Hampshire 32,0

24 Nebraska 316

25 Kansas 31,4
26 Wisconsin 311

27 lowa 31.0

28 Virginia 293

29 Alaska 28.7

30 Louisiana 284

31 North Carolina 279

32 Tennessee 277 R —
33 Michigan 276

34 Mississippi 255

35 Kentucky 254

36 Texas 252

37 Montana 252

38 Ohio 23.0

39 West Virginia 23.0
40 South Dakota 226
4 North Dakota 224

42 Alabama 21.2

43 Pennsylvania 21.0

44 ldaho 20.6

45 Arkansas 19.7

46 Oklahoma 17,0 ————————
47 South Carolina  16.6 I —— ———
48 Indiana 16.5 —
49 Wyoming 14.8 E—
50 Utah 134 S——
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CLEANWATER
AND SANITATION

L

Goal 6: Ensure availability and sustainable
management of water and sanitation for all

Rank  State
1 Minnesota
2 Colorado
3 Michigan
4 Nevada
5 Nebraska
6 New Hampshire
7 South Carolina
8 lllinois
9 North Dakota
10 Mississippi
1 Wyoming
12 Utah

13 Montana
14 Massachusetts
15 South Dakota

16 Oregon
17 Tennessee
18 Kansas
19 Maine

20 Vermont
21 Hawaii
22 New York
23 Maryland
24 Idaho

25 Louisiana
26 California

27 North Carolina
28 Arkansas

29  Ohio

30 Oklahoma

31 Connecticut
32 Washington
33 Pennsylvania

34 Virginia

35 New Jersey
36 lowa

37 Wisconsin
38 Missouri
39 Arizona

40 Indiana

4 Texas

42 Alabama

43 West Virginia
44 Rhode Island
45 Florida

46 Kentucky

47 Delaware

48 Georgia
49 New Mexico
50 Alaska

Score

87.7
854
84.8
844
83.8
82.8
82.6
80.7
80.4
799
79.0
783
78.0
779
77.8
777
771
770
754
754
744
73.5
731
73.0
70.7
704
69.7
694
69.3
689
68.8
653
653
64.6
64.0
63.2
62.9
623
62.1
61.8
60.0
60.0
59.5
59.0
529
520
49.7
484
46.8
443
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Annex 1. Goal dashboards

AFFORDABLE AND
CLEANENERGY

AL/
-

:@_

P~
N

Goal 7: Ensure access to affordable,
reliable, sustainable and modern

energy for all

State

Oregon
Washington
Vermont
Maine

Idaho

South Dakota
Nevada
Rhode Island
Hawaii

10 New Hampshire
1 New York

12 California

13 lowa

14 Massachusetts
15 Delaware

16 Minnesota

17 Nebraska

18 New Jersey
19 Montana

20 Connecticut
21 Wisconsin

=
WO 00 N OyUT A WN — g
=

22 Florida

23 Arizona

24 North Carolina
25 Georgia

26 Tennessee
27 South Carolina

28 Maryland

29 Michigan

30 Kansas

31 Pennsylvania
32 Illinois

33 Missouri

34 Virginia

35 Colorado

36 Oklahoma
37 New Mexico
38 Texas

39 Alabama

40 Ohio

4 Mississippi
42 Utah

43 Arkansas

44 Indiana

45 North Dakota
46 Alaska

47 Louisiana
48 Kentucky
49 West Virginia
50 Wyoming

Sustainable Development Report of the United States 2018

Score | 10 20

1q0

86.2

743
723

719

703

684

66.9 I —

60.3

e ]

586

579

56.5

538

518

514

500,01

50.2

464
454

454

444
431

4] 3

422

414

41.0

40.8
40.7

38.7

387

380

37—

351
348

333

331

30.2

298

20,0 |
289
284
266
235
233
224
19.5
18.)  ——
172
154 EE——

14) —




Goal 8: Promote sustained, inclusive
and sustainable economic growth, full
and productive employment and decent

DECENT WORK AND
ECONOMIC GROWTH

o

work for all
Rank  State
1 Nebraska
2 New Hampshire
3 lowa
4 Vermont
5 Minnesota
6 South Dakota
7 Utah
8 Wisconsin
9 North Dakota
10 Maine
1 Massachusetts
12 |daho
13 Colorado
14 Washington
15 Kansas
16 Montana
17 Hawaii
18 Delaware
19 Virginia
20 Oregon
21 Connecticut
22 Maryland
23 Ohio
24 Rhode Island
25 Pennsylvania
26 Wyoming
27 Indiana
28 California
29 New Jersey
30 New York
31 Michigan
32 Missouri
33 llinois
34 Texas
35 Florida
36 North Carolina
37 Tennessee
38  Kentucky
39 South Carolina
40 Oklahoma
41 Alaska
42 Arizona
43 Nevada
44 Arkansas
45 Georgia
46 West Virginia
47 Alabama
48 New Mexico
49 Louisiana
50 Mississippi

Score

85.1
813
811

7838
786
759
736
732
728
724
74

676

65.0
64.5
633
633
61.1

578

572

56.7
56.5
56.3
55.8
55.6
554
54.8
54.8
524
50.8
50.0
488
488
477
46.5
454
429
428
416
400
397
391
380
36.7
349
337
334
236
222
203
96

Annex 1. Goal dashboards
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Annex 1. Goal dashboards

INDUSTRY, INNOVATION
ANDINFRASTRUCTURE

o

Goal 9: Build resilient infrastructure,
promote inclusive and sustainable
industrialization and foster innovation

Rank State Score | 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 20 100
1 Washington 743
2 Massachusetts 70, 15—
3 Oregon 664
4 Utah 6.2 |
5 New Hampshire 659
6 Maryland (6.5, |
7 Minnesota 61.2
8 California 604
9 Arizona 59.8
10 Michigan 56.5
1 Illinois 55.1
12 Connecticut 541
13 Idaho 541
14 Delaware 536
15 Georgia 531
16 Colorado 516
17 Virginia 51.6
18 Florida 51.0
19 Wisconsin 50.6
20 Texas 50.0
21 Nevada 497
22 North Carolina 496
23 Indiana 495
24 New Jersey 485
25 Vermont 469
26 Wyoming 453
27 New Mexico 448
28 Ohio 445
29 Kansas 42.8

]

30 New York 24

31 lowa 417

32 South Carolina 415

33 Tennessee 0.8 |

34 North Dakota 403

35 Rhode Island 30,2 |
]
]
]

36 Nebraska 391
37 Missouri 391
38 Alabama 387
39 Kentucky 343
40 Pennsylvania 337
4 Maine 319
42 Montana 311
43 Alaska 299
44 Oklahoma 269
45 Hawaii 26.5
46 South Dakota 247
47 Louisiana 247
48 West Virginia 217
49 Arkansas 20.1
50 Mississippi 18] ——
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1 0 REDUCED
INEQUALITIES
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Goal 10: Reduce inequality within

and among countries

Rank State

Hawaii
Vermont

New Hampshire
West Virginia
North Dakota
Oregon
Arizona

New Mexico

9 Alaska
10 Maine

n Utah

12 South Carolina
13 Washington
14 lowa

15 Delaware
16 Kentucky

SRR T, I N UURN SR

17 Ohio

18 Kansas
19 Indiana
20 Wyoming
21 California

22 Massachusetts
23 South Dakota

24 Wisconsin
25 Missouri
26 Michigan
27 Maryland

28 Rhode Island
29 Minnesota

30 Oklahoma

31 Florida

32 Montana

33 Nebraska

34 Texas

35 North Carolina
36 Georgia

37 Colorado

38 Idaho

39 Connecticut
40 Arkansas

4 Alabama

42 Nevada

43 Louisiana

44 Pennsylvania

45 lllinois

46 Tennessee
47 New York
48 Virginia

49 New Jersey
50 Mississippi

Score

65.0
609
536
511
508
486
483
482
48.1
477
471
453
450
449
439
430
428
42.8
426
426
423
41.8
413
411
406
401
394
391
389
388
374
374
369
36.3
36.2
36.0
346
345
343
343
332
32.8
327
326
320
317
314
310
268
266

Annex 1. Goal dashboards
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Annex 1. Goal dashboards

1 SUSTAINABLECITIES
AND COMMUNITIES

alie

Goal 11: Make cities and human settlements
inclusive, safe, resilient and sustainable

Rank State Score | 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 20 100
1 Massachusetts 631
2 Wyoming 1516,
3 Montana 526
4 Oregon 5.
5 New York 51.6
6 Colorado 50,51
7 North Dakota 49.0
8 Maryland 488
9 New Jersey 487
10 Washington 487
" Minnesota 483
12 South Dakota 46.6
13 Idaho 46.0
14 Hawaii 459
15 Wisconsin 458
16 Rhode Island 45.7
17 llinois 453
18 Utah 452
19 Vermont 442

20 New Mexico 43.8
21 Pennsylvania 420
22 Virginia 417
23 Nebraska 413
24 New Hampshire  40.7
25 Connecticut 403

26 Alaska 396

27 Kansas 394

28 lowa 39.2

29 Delaware 39,0 1
30 Maine 389

31 Nevada 37,
32 Missouri 369

33 Michigan 35,0
34 Ohio 35.8

35 Florida 35,7 |
36 West Virginia 339

37 Arizona 334
38 Kentucky 330

39 North Carolina 32/ 15—

40 Oklahoma 320

4 Arkansas 31,8

42 South Carolina 316

43 Louisiana 310

44 Mississippi 309

45 Tennessee 308

46 Georgia 303

47 Indiana 299

48 Alabama 2838

49 Texas 26.2

50 California 21.2

U
SNa
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Annex 1. Goal dashboards

1 RESPONSIBLE
CONSUMPTION
ANDPRODUCTION

O

Goal 12: Ensure sustainable consumption
and production patterns

Rank  State Score | 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90 100
1 Connecticut 976
2 Rhode Island 976
3 California 972
4 Vermont 96.0
5 New York 870
6 New Jersey 86.7
7 Massachusetts ~ 86.0
8 Maine 846
9 Washington 844

10 Virginia 840
n Maryland 836
12 Minnesota 835
13 Wisconsin 82.8
14 Texas 82.7
15 Oregon 79.7
16 Georgia 79.5
17 North Carolina 791
18 Hawaii 778
19 Pennsylvania 774
20 Illinois 771

21 South Carolina ~ 76.5
22 New Mexico 764
23 Michigan 754
24 Colorado 751
25 New Hampshire  74.8
26 South Dakota 733

27 |daho 718

28 Florida 718

29 Arizona o |
30 Delaware 70.6

31 Missouri 70,5 |
32 lowa 70.2

33 Oklahoma oY@ ]
34 Tennessee 66.1

35 Kansas (6. |
36 Ohio 64.7

37 Nevada o ]

38 Nebraska 62.1

39 Mississippi 6. |

40 Utah 59.8

4 Arkansas e |

42 Kentucky 58.2

43 West Virginia e |

44 Alabama 55.7

45 Montana 555

46 Indiana 532

47 Louisiana 46.6

48 Wyoming 326

49 Alaska 233

50 North Dakota 200
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Annex 1. Goal dashboards

1 CLIMATE
ACTION

& 4

Goal 13: Take urgent action to combat
climate change and its impacts

Rank State Score | 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 20 100
1 New York 80.7
2 Maryland 796
3 California 76.1
4 Virginia 755
5 Oregon 752
6 Washington 738
7 North Carolina ~ 72.7
8 New Jersey 7.7
9 Hawaii 70.2
10 Connecticut 699
1 Rhode Island 66.2
12 Massachusetts 654
13 Delaware 64.6
14 Vermont 64.3
15 Maine 64.2
16 New Hampshire  62.3
17 Florida 617
18 Pennsylvania 60.1
19 Minnesota 59.7
20 Arizona 581
21 South Carolina ~ 57.2
22 llinois 56.0
23 New Mexico 55.6
24 Colorado 554
25 lowa 537
26 Alaska 524
27 Nevada 513
28 Montana 494
29 Michigan 48,6 |
30 Georgia 484
31 Wisconsin 46,0 |
32 Kentucky 464
33 Utah 46,2
34 Ohio 44.8
35 Idaho 430
36 Missouri 417
37 Tennessee A1
38 Nebraska 3838
39 South Dakota 35,6 |
40 Kansas 352
4 North Dakota 34.8

42 West Virginia 338

43 Arkansas 336
44 Louisiana 333
45 Wyoming 332
46 Alabama 331
47 Indiana 310
48 Texas 302
49 Mississippi 269
50 Oklahoma 269

Sustainable Development Report of the United States 2018
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Goal 15: Protect, restore and promote
sustainable use of terrestrial ecosystems,
sustainably manage forests, combat
desertification, and halt and reverse land
degradation and halt biodiversity loss

Rank  State
1 Alaska
2 Idaho
3 Montana
4 Arkansas
5 Oregon
6 North Dakota
7 Washington
8 South Dakota
9 Maine

10 Michigan

n Minnesota
12 Louisiana
13 Wisconsin

14 Mississippi
15 Kansas
16 Wyoming

17 New Mexico
18 California

19 Missouri

20 Utah

21 Nebraska

22 Tennessee

23 Oklahoma

24 Kentucky

25 Arizona

26 Hawaii

27 South Carolina
28 lowa

29 Georgia

30 Rhode Island
31 Alabama

32 New York

33 Indiana

34 Connecticut
35 llinois

36 Texas

37 Virginia

38 Massachusetts
39 Maryland

40 Pennsylvania
41 Ohio

42 West Virginia
43 New Jersey

44 Colorado

45 Vermont

46 Nevada

47 North Carolina
48 Florida

49 Delaware
50 New Hampshire

Score

91.8
81.2
80.5
783
775
748
718
709
694
68.2
68.2
68.0
67.8
66.7
64.8
644
637
637
61.8
613
599
59.8
59.2
59.1
578
574
564
56.1
55.3
54.8
544
536
521
514
49.2
489
47
469
456
451
413
40.7
395
390
371
338
312
298
283
238

Annex 1. Goal dashboards

10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 920 1q0

Sustainable Development Report of the United States 2018

Ve,
S
v



S
;48 =
an

Annex 1. Goal dashboards

16 PEACE, JUSTICE
AND STRONG
INSTITUTIONS

Y,

Goal 16: Promote peaceful and inclusive
societies for sustainable development,
provide access to justice for all and build

effective, accountable and inclusive
institutions at all levels

Rank State Score | 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 20 100
1 Massachusetts  59.2

2 New Hampshire 53,5 |
3 Maine 534

4 Minnesota 5.
5 Washington 485

6 Connecticut 477
7 Nebraska 46.2

8 Colorado 450

9 lowa 449

10 Utah 44.8

1 New York 440

12 Wisconsin 437

13 New Jersey 433

14 Oregon 426

15 Maryland 422

16 California 396

17 Idaho 387

18 Montana 386

19 Hawaii 385

20 North Dakota 382

21 Rhode Island 379

22 North Carolina ~ 36.6

23 Vermont 36.2

24 Ohio 36.1

25 Virginia 354

26 Illinois 350

27 Pennsylvania 349

28 Michigan 340

29 Kansas 33,7

30 Arizona 325

31 Alaska 31,3 |

32 Wyoming 303

33 Indiana 29,0 |

34 Delaware 284

35 Florida 28,0 1

36 West Virginia
37 South Carolina
38 Texas

39 South Dakota
40 Tennessee

279
273
269
26.7
250

4 Missouri 230
42 Kentucky 235

43 Georgia 234

44 Alabama 223

45 New Mexico 221

46 Nevada 221

47 Mississippi 18.8

48 Arkansas 178 n——

49 Oklahoma 156 ———

50 Louisiana

124 e——
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ALABAMA

¥V 5 BEST AND 5 WORST INDICATORS

Best

Weather costs

Water stress index

Poor roads

VOC emissions
Students with debt

Worst

Energy-related CO, emissions

Recycling index

Elderly food insecurity

Contraceptive deserts

Employment discrimination

Climate alliance membership

Effective carbon rate

Sustainable transportation

Dams with Emergency Action Plans

Family leave policy

Sick leave policy

Deaths due to road collisions

Infant mortality rate

Climate action plan

V¥ SDG STATE RANK

47 (OF 50)

V¥V OVERALL PERFORMANCE

State score Average score

34.2 47.0

V¥ AVERAGE PERFORMANCE BY SDG

]
POVERTY
PEAGE, JUSTICE 1 IR0
ANDSTRONG @ ..... HUNGER
WSO g e D
GOOD HEALTH
— @ .............. AND
WELL-BEING
LIFE
ON LAND 15‘,--' L D 3
. QuALITY
4 eucamon
CUMATE qq Alabama 5 GENDER
acnon 19 - EQUALITY
RESPONSIBLE . h
CONSUMPTION S @ CLEANWATER
AND 12 6
PRODUCTION SANITATION

SUSTAINABLE 11 ’

CITIES AND AFFORDABLE
COMMUNITIES T e - AND mém
............................. ENERGY
REDUCED 10 g 8

INEQUALITIES DEGENT
INDUSTRY, WORK AND
INNOVATION ECONOMIC

AND GROWTH

INFRASTRUCTURE

MA WA VT MN OR CA ME MD NH CT NY RI HI NJ CO WI IA ID NE UT VA IL SD MT MI DE KS ND AZ PA NV NC FL SC MO OH TN GA WY TX IN NM AK KY OK AR AL WV MS LA

Notes: The full title of Goal 2"Zero Hunger"is “End hunger, achieve food security and improved nutrition and promote sustainable agriculture”.

The full title of each SDG is available here: https://sustainabledevelopment.un.org/sdgs
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ALABAMA

Performance by Indicator

SDG1 - End Poverty

Value Rating Rank

Value Rating Rank

Affordable housing (per 100 Extremely Low Income Renter Households) 61 1 Real GDP growth (%, average of 5 years) 083 ® 40
Could not see doctor due to cost (% of adult population) 164 @ 45 Unbanked rate (%) 125 @ 48
Family leave policy (worst 01 best) 0 ® 6 Unemployment rate (% of population 25-64) 66 ® 37
Living below national poverty line (%) 171 @ 44 Fatal occupational injuries (per 100,000 workers) 55 ® 35
Sick leave policy (worst 0-1 best) 0 e 11 .
Families receiving TANF (per 100 families in poverty) 102 @ 37 SDG9 - IndUStry’ Innovation and Infrastructure
Working poor (% of population 16-64) 39 @ 44 Scientific journal articles (per 1,000 doctorate holders) 7846 ® 34

Broadband access (% of households) 559 @ 47
SDG2 - Zero Hunger Deficient bridges (%) 76 21
Elderly food insecurity (%) 128 @ 49 Internet use (%) 777  ® 34
Living in food desert (%) 198 ® 24 Patents (per 1,000 individuals in S&E occupations) 70 @ 46
Food insecurity (% of households) 181 @ 48 Poor roads (%) 2 @ 1
Prevalence of obesity (% adult population) 356 © 47 Research and development expenditure (% of GDP) 21 @& 23
Pesticide exposure (per 100,000 people) 399 @ 42 STEM employment (% of employed population) 52 ® 32
Rural infrastructure index (worst 0-100 best) 65.9 10 -,
WIC coverage rate (% of eligible families) 535 @ 12 SDG10 - Reduced Inequalities

Case for Inclusion index (worst 0—100 best) 716 21
SDG3 - Good Health and Well-Being Gini coefficient (best 01 worst) 0485 @ 45
Adolescent pregnancy rate (births per girl/woman aged 15-19) 284 @ 42 Hate groups (per 100,000 people) 056 @ 45
HIV prevalence (per 100,000) 3024 ® 32 Pollution Burden (percentage point difference for people of color) 22 ® 35
Primary health care practitioners (% of need met) 576 ® 14 Racism index (best 0~100 worst) 412 19
Infant mortality rate (per 1,000 live births) 89 @ 49 Uninsured (%) 91 ® 36
Life expectancy at birth (years) 754 @ 48 . .. .
Maternal mortZIity (per 1)60,000 live births) 040 @ 38 SDG11 - Sustainable Cities and Communities
Non-communicable diseases (per 100,000 people aged 35-75) 5478 @ 46 Sustainable transportation (% of commuters) 16 @ 50
Drug overdose deaths (per 100,000 people) 157 22 Overcrowded housing (% of occupied housing units) 16 5
Smoking rate (% of adults who are current smokers) 215 ® 42 Park access (%) 23 6 A3
Suicide rate (per 100,000 people) 144 27 PM 2.5 exposure (ug/m’) g9 @ 39
Incidence of tuberculosis (per 100,000 people) 25 @ 33 Rent burdened population (%) 491 @ 35
Deaths due to road collisions (per 100,000 people) 193 @ 49 SDG12 - Responsible Consumption and Production
Chilq vgccine covelzragie (% of population 19-35 months) 821 @ 29 Chemical pollution (lbs/mi?) 16283 ® 4
Subjective Wellbeing index (worst 0-100 best) 608 ® 38 Lead emissions (kg/capita) 00034 ® 39
SDG4 - Quality Education NOx emissions (kg/capita) 620 ® 38
Higher education (% aged 25-34, bachelors or higher) 263 @ 44 Recycling index (worst 04 best) 1T e 34
Students with debt (% of college graduates) 50 ® 5 50, emissions (kg/capita) 378 @ 45
Career and technical education (% of graduates placed) 727 @ 33 VOC emissions (kg/capita) 760 @ 37
High school graduation rate (% of public graduates) 87.1 16 SDG13 - Climate Action
Early educlation (%) 430 o 33 Resilient building codes (% of jurisdictions subject to hazards) 62 29
Basic reading achievement (% of grade 8 students) 715 @ 4] Climate alliance membership (worst 0-1 best) 0 e 17
SDGS5 - Gender Equality Global warming awareness (%) 635 @ 44
Contraceptive deserts (% of persons in need located in a desert) 1000 @ 45 Climate action plan (worst 01 best) 0o & 34
Female labor force (% of total labor force participation) 942 @ 33 Energy-related CO, emissions (tCOo/capita) 247 @ 40
LGBT inclusion in hate crime laws (worst 1-4 best) 2 e 3] Effective carbon rate (USD/tCO;) 000 e 1
Women in government (% in state legislature) 150 @ 45 FEMA mitigation coverage (%) 655 @ 44
Sexual violence (lifetime prevalence) 340 @ 13 Weather costs (% of GDP) 00097 ® 16
Gender wage gap (% of mens median wage) 744 @ 43 Weather injuries/fatalities (per 100,000 people) 0.96 40
Women-owned businesses (% of solely-owned businesses) 40.3 17 SDG15 - Life on Land
SDG6 - Clean Water and Sanitation Change in forest area (%, 5 year change) 11 @ 15
Dams with Emergency Action Plans (% of high hazard potential dams) 155 @ 49 Invasive management plan (worst 0-1 best) 0.66 41
Incomplete plumbing (% of occupied housing units) 035 ® 20 Non-carbon ecological footprint (% of biocapacity) 34.5 17
Water stress index (Normalized Deficit Index) 0069 ® 16 Protected area (% of total area with GAP status 1-2) 18 @ 43
Safe drinking water violations (% of people drinking water with violations) ~ 11.7 20 SDG16 - Peace, Justice and Strong Institutions
SDG7 - Affordable and Clean Energy Incarceration rate (per 100,000 people) 11494 @ 35
CO; intensity of electricity (mtCO,/TWh) 0.405 19 State Integrity Index (worst 0100 best) 67 o 7
Low-income energy burden (% of income spent on energy) 49 @ 48 Jail admission rate (per 100,000 people) 56675 @ 21
Energy efficiency (thousand BTU/dollar of GDP) 107 © 44 Justice Index (worst 0-100 best) 278 @ 44
Renewable energy consumption (%) 142 13 Laws.ui-t climate survey (worst 0-100 best) 611 @ 43
Renewable energy production (%) 197 ® 29 ;Iomlodes (pe(L/W O?’OOQ peOple), izens) 5?'2 : g
SDG8 - Decent Work and Economic Growth e :
Banking access (per 10,000 people) 42 23
Employment discrimination (per 100,000 people) 693 @ 50
Employment to population ratio (% of population aged 20-64) 664 @ 48
Youth not in employment, education or training (NEET) (%) 151 @ 44

S ) .
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ALASKA

¥V 5 BEST AND 5 WORST INDICATORS

Best

Protected area

Climate action plan

Invasive management plan

Non-carbon ecological footprint

Hate groups

Worst

Incidence of tuberculosis

Lead emissions
Real GDP growth

Energy-related CO, emissions

Patents

Incomplete plumbing

Sick leave policy

VOC emissions

Climate alliance membership

Renewable energy consumption

Effective carbon rate

Recycling index

Uninsured

Living in food desert

Family leave policy

V¥ SDG STATE RANK

43 (OF 50)

V¥V OVERALL PERFORMANCE

State score Average score

38.9 47.0

V¥ AVERAGE PERFORMANCE BY SDG

NO
POVERTY
PEACE, JUSTICE 1 IERD
ANDSTRONG @ ..... HUNGER
WSO g e D
600D HEALTH
: AND
. WELLBEING
UFE g .9
ON LAND
s QUALITY
4 eucamon
CMATE g GENDER
TN 13:: 9 rouauty
RESPONSIBLE s ;
CONSUMPTION SR CLEANWATER
AND 12 6 AND
PRODUCTION SANITATION

SUSTAINABLE 11 ’

CITIES AND . AFFORDABLE
COMMUNITIES T e - AND mém
............................. ENERGY
REDUCED 10 g 8

INEQUALITIES DEGENT
INDUSTRY, WORK AND
INNOVATION ECONOMIC

AND GROWTH

INFRASTRUCTURE

MA WA VT MN OR CA ME MD NH CT NY Rl HI NJ CO WI IA ID NE UT VA IL SD MT MI DE KS ND AZ PA NV NC FL SC MO OH TN GA WY TX IN NM AK KY OK AR AL WV MS LA

Notes: The full title of Goal 2"Zero Hunger"is “End hunger, achieve food security and improved nutrition and promote sustainable agriculture”.

The full title of each SDG is available here: https://sustainabledevelopment.un.org/sdgs
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ALASKA

Performance by Indicator

1 -End Povert Value Rating Rank Value Rating Rank
SDG1-End P y
Affordable housing (per 100 Extremely Low Income Renter Households) 32 e 38 Real GDP growth (%, average of 5 years) 260 ® 50
Could not see doctor due to cost (% of adult population) 130 ® 33 Unbanked rate (%) 35 9
Family leave policy (worst 0-1 best) 0o @ 6 Unemployment rate (% of population 25-64) 65 ® 34
Living below national poverty line (%) 99 e 5 Fatal occupational injuries (per 100,000 workers) 59 ® 40
Sick leave policy (worst 0-1 best) 0 e 11 .
Families receiving TANF (per 100 families in poverty) 268 @ 12 SDG9 - IndUStry’ Innovation and Infrastructure
Working poor (% of population 16-64) 18 @ 3 Scientific journal articles (per 1,000 doctorate holders) 5113 @ 47
Broadband access (% of households) 69.4 18

SDG2 - Zero Hunger Deficient bridges (%) 97 ® 32
Elderly food insecurity (%) 76 ® 31 Internet use (%) 776 ® 35
Living in food desert (%) 303 @ 49 Patents (per 1,000 individuals in S&E occupations) 40 @ 50
Food insecurity (% of households) 127 ® 25 Poor roads (%) 21 ® 29
Prevalence of obesity (% adult population) 314 © 34 Research and development expenditure (% of GDP) 06 ® 46
Pesticide exposure (per 100,000 people) 259 1 STEM employment (% of employed population) 6.5 15
Rural infrastructure index (worst 0-100 best) 437 @ 43 -,
WIC coverage rate (% of eligible families) 443 @ 43 SDG10 - Reduced Inequalities

. Case for Inclusion index (worst 0—100 best) 682 ® 29
SDG3 - Good Health and Well-Being Gini coefficient (best 0-1 worst) 0408 ® 1
Adolescent pregnancy rate (births per girl/woman aged 15-19) 258 ® 39 Hate groups (per 100,000 people) 000 © 1
HIV prevalence (per 100,000) 109.3 8 Pollution Burden (percentage point difference for people of color) 1.2 14
Primary health care practitioners (% of need met) 291 @ 46 Racism index (best 0~100 worst) 40.8 18
Infant mortality rate (per 1,000 live births) 56 ©® 14 Uninsured (%) 140 @ 49
Life expectancy at birth (years) 781 @ 33 . . L.
Maternal mortality (per 100,000 live births) 019 @ 5 SDG_1 1- SUStama_ble Cities and Communities
Non-communicable diseases (per 100,000 people aged 35-75) 37838 %5 Sustainable transportation (% of commuters) 103 @ 9
Drug overdose deaths (per 100,000 people) 160 25 Overcrowded housing (% of occupied housing units) 68 @ 48
Smoking rate (% of adults who are current smokers) 190 ® 35 Park access (%) , 63 ® ;é
Suicide rate (per 100,000 people) 230 ® 48 PM 2.5 exposure (pg/m_) 87 @
Incidence of tuberculosis (per 100,000 people) 70 @ 49 Rentburdened population (%) a9 e 4
Degths dugto road collisions (per 1OQ,OOO people) 100 21 SDG12 - Responsible Consumption and Production
Ch|lq V§CC|ne covelzragie (% of population 19-35 months) 758 @ éztz Chemical pollution (Ibs/m?) 14614 ® 41
Subjective Wellbeing index (worst 0-100 best) 61.6 Lead emissions (kg/capita) 00239 ® 50
SDG4 - Quality Education NOx emissions (kg/capita) 1802 @ 48
Higher education (% aged 25-34, bachelors or higher) 276 ® 38 Recycling index (worst 04 best) o &
Students with debt (% of college graduates) 49 e 3 50, SRR (kg/cap@a) 271 @ 38
Career and technical education (% of graduates placed) 715 ® 36 VOC emissions (kg/capita) 6858 @ 50
High school lgraduation rate (% of public graduates) 761 @ 47 SDG13 - Climate Action
Early educlanon ﬁ)@ % of e54 : g Resilient building codes (% of jurisdictions subject to hazards) 53 ® 33
Basic reading achievement (% of grade 8 students) 70.8 Climate alliance membership (worst 0-1 best) 0 e 17
SDGS5 - Gender Equality Global warming awareness (%) 69.6 19
Contraceptive deserts (% of persons in need located in a desert) 82 ® 4 Climate action plan (Wf)rft 0-1 best) ) [
Female labor force (% of total labor force participation) 238 ® 37 Energ}/frelated (0 emissions (tCO/capita) 490 © 47
LGBT inclusion in hate crime laws (worst 1-4 best) 2 e 3] Effecnve‘cAarb‘on rate (USD/tCO;) 000 e 1
Women in government (% in state legislature) 317 12 FEMA mitigation coverage (%) 860 26
Sexual violence (lifetime prevalence) 46 @ 48 Weather costs (% of GDP) 00228 ® 27
Gender wage gap (% of men's median wage) 842 6 Weather injuries/fatalities (per 100,000 people) 0.65 30
Women-owned businesses (% of solely-owned businesses) 385 @ 28 SDG15 - Life on Land
SDG6 - Clean Water and Sanitation Change in forest area (%, 5 year change) 01 ® 26
Dams with Emergency Action Plans (% of high hazard potential dams) 857 @ 25 Invasive managemgnt plan (worst 0-1 QESU ) 100 @ !
Incomplete plumbing (% of occupied housing units) 406 ® 50 Non-carbon ecological footprint (% of biocapacity) 12 @ 1
Wiater stress index (Normalized Deficit Index) NA ® NA Protected area (% of total area with GAP status 1-2) 352 © 1
Safe drinking water violations (% of people drinking water with violations) 266 ® 34 SDG16 - Peace, Justice and Strong Institutions
SDG7 - Affordable and Clean Energy Incarceration rate (per 100,000 people) NA @ NA
CO; intensity of electricity (mtCO,/TWh) 0546 ® 35 Stgte \nt.eg'rlty Index (worst 0-100 best) % 6 1
Low-income energy burden (% of income spent on energy) 33 @ 31 Jail édm|sswon rate (per 100,000 people) NA @ NA
Energy efficiency (thousand BTU/dollar of GDP) 124 ® 48 Justice Index (worst 0-100 best) 36 @ 34
Renewable energy consumption (%) 35 @ 48 Lawsuit climate survey (worst 0-100 best) 738 @ 6
Renewable energy production (%) 13 @ 47 \I;Iotmlildes (pte(z/W 0?’003 ) itizens) 6172 : ;1?

. oter turnout (% of voting age citizens .
SDG8 - Decent Work and Economic Growth 999
Banking access (per 10,000 people) 33 @ 43
Employment discrimination (per 100,000 people) 12.8 17
Employment to population ratio (% of population aged 20-64) 711 @ 36
Youth not in employment, education or training (NEET) (%) 150 @ 43
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ARIZONA

¥V 5 BEST AND 5 WORST INDICATORS

Best

Climate action plan

Invasive management plan

Sick leave policy

Weather costs

VOC emissions

Worst

Family leave policy

Career and technical education

Climate alliance membership

Effective carbon rate

Non-carbon ecological footprint

Recycling index

V¥ SDG STATE RANK

29 (OF 50)

V¥V OVERALL PERFORMANCE

State score Average score

45.9 47.0

V¥ AVERAGE PERFORMANCE BY SDG
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............................. e
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Notes: The full title of Goal 2"Zero Hunger"is “End hunger, achieve food security and improved nutrition and promote sustainable agriculture”.
The full title of each SDG is available here: https://sustainabledevelopment.un.org/sdgs
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ARIZONA

Performance by Indicator

SDG1 - End Poverty

Value Rating Rank

Value Rating Rank

Affordable housing (per 100 Extremely Low Income Renter Households) 26 @ 47 Real GDP growth (%, average of 5 years) 1.92 18
Could not see doctor due to cost (% of adult population) 136 ® 36 Unbanked rate (%) 85 @ 37
Family leave policy (worst 01 best) 0 ® 6 Unemployment rate (% of population 25-64) 65 ® 34
Living below national poverty line (%) 164 ® 43 Fatal occupational injuries (per 100,000 workers) 39 10
Sick leave policy (worst 0-1 best) 1 @ 1 .
Families receiving TANF (per 100 families in poverty) 62 @ 45 SDG9 - IndUStry’ Innovation and Infrastructure
Working poor (% of population 16-64) 39 @ 44 Scientific journal articles (per 1,000 doctorate holders) 11359 @ 3

Broadband access (% of households) 67.9 23
SDG2 - Zero Hunger Deficient bridges (%) 26 ® 4
Elderly food insecurity (%) 108 @ 44 Internet use (%) 80.0 22
Living in food desert (%) 184 ® 16 Patents (per 1,000 individuals in S&E occupations) 194 15
Food insecurity (% of households) 146 ® 37 Poor roads (%) 15 17
Prevalence of obesity (% adult population) 289 22 Research and development expenditure (% of GDP) 24 17
Pesticide exposure (per 100,000 people) 295 17 STEM employment (% of employed population) 6.7 14
Rural infrastructure index (worst 0-100 best) 557 ® 31 .
WIC coverage rate (% of eligible families) 511 @ 26 SDG10 - Reduced Inequalities

Case for Inclusion index (worst 0-100 best) 855 @ 1
SDG3 - Good Health and Well-Being Gini coefficient (best 01 worst) 0471 @ 31
Adolescent pregnancy rate (births per girl/woman aged 15-19) 236 © 33 Hate groups (per 100,000 people) 0.26 24
HIV prevalence (per 100,000) 270.0 30 Pollution Burden (percentage point difference for people of color) 16 22
Primary health care practitioners (% of need met) 451 @ 34 Racism index (best 0~100 worst) 348 6
Infant mortality rate (per 1,000 live births) 61 ® 21 Uninsured (%) 00 ® 38
Life expectancy at birth (years) 79.5 16 . .. .
Maternal mortZIity (per 1)60,000 live births) 0.23 1 SDG11 - Sustainable Cities and Communities
Non-communicable diseases (per 100,000 people aged 35-75) 3619 19 Sustainable transportation (% of commuters) 50 @ 26
Drug overdose deaths (per 100,000 people) 190 @ 31 Overcrowded housing (% of occupied housing units) 46 @ 45
Smoking rate (% of adults who are current smokers) 14.7 13 Park access (%) 64 @ 8
Suicide rate (per 100,000 people) 178 @ 4 PM 2.5 exposure (ug/m’) 97 © 4
Incidence of tuberculosis (per 100,000 people) 27 ® 36 Rent burdened population (%) 478 © 2
Deaths due to road collisions (per 100,000 people) 124 @ 35 SDG12 - Responsible Consumption and Production
Chilq vgccine covelzragie (% of population 19-35 months) 760 @ 46 Chemical pollution (lbs/mi?) 7488 ® 27
Subjective Wellbeing index (worst 0-100 best) 62.2 15 Lead emissions (kg/capita) 00035 ® 41
SDG4 - Quality Education NOx emissions (kg/capita) 29.8 14
Higher education (% aged 25-34, bachelors or higher) 271 @ 41 Recycling index (worst 04 best) 1T e 34
Students with debt (% of college graduates) 49 @ 3 50, emissions (kg/capita) 62 15
Career and technical education (% of graduates placed) 479 @ 50 VOC emissions (kg/capita) 323 14
High school graduation rate (% of public graduates) 795 @ 43 SDG13 - Climate Action
Early educlation (%) 396 O 45 Resilient building codes (% of jurisdictions subject to hazards) 53 ® 33
Basic reading achievement (% of grade 8 students) 739 ® 34 Climate alliance membership (worst 0-1 best) 0 e 17
SDGS5 - Gender Equality Global warming awareness (%) 68.8 25
Contraceptive deserts (% of persons in need located in a desert) 99 @ 43 Climate action plan (worst 01 best) T e
Female labor force (% of total labor force participation) 29 ® 4 Energy-related CO, emissions (tCOx/capita) 134 @ 19
LGBT inclusion in hate crime laws (worst 1-4 best) 3 18 Effective carbon rate (USD/tCO,) 000 e M
Women in government (% in state legislature) 400 © 1 FEMA mitigation coverage (%) 96 @ 13
Sexual violence (lifetime prevalence) 413 @ 45 Weather costs (% of GDP) 00167 ® 21
Gender wage gap (% of men's median wage) 818 18 Weather injuries/fatalities (per 100,000 people) 0.58 26
Women-owned businesses (% of solely-owned businesses) 427 5 SDG15 - Life on Land
SDG6 - Clean Water and Sanitation Change in forest area (%, 5 year change) 13 ® 14
Dams with Emergency Action Plans (% of high hazard potential dams) 877 ® 23 Invasive management plan (worst 0-1 best) 100 @ 1
Incomplete plumbing (% of occupied housing units) 066 47 Non-carbon ecological footprint (% of biocapacity) 4909 @ 48
Wiater stress index (Normalized Deficit Index) 0080 ® 19 Protected area (% of total area with GAP status 1-2) 10.0 12
Safe drinking water violations (% of people drinking water with violations) 360 ® 36 SDG16 - Peace, Justice and Strong Institutions
SDG7 - Affordable and Clean Energy Incarceration rate (per 100,000 people) 12760 @ 41
CO; intensity of electricity (mtCO,/TWh) 0409 21 State Integrity Index (worst 0-100 best) o4 @ 20
Low-income energy burden (% of income spent on energy) 34 ® 34 Jail admission rate (per 100,000 people) 45530 @ 10
Energy efficiency (thousand BTU/dollar of GDP) 55 17 Justice Index (worst 0-100 best) 81 & 2
Renewable energy consumption (%) 02 ® 27 Laws.ui-t climate survey (worst 0-100 best) 69.8 25
Renewable energy production (%) 208 ® 27 \I;Iomlodes (pe(z) 0?’00(.) peOple), ) 6(5)'451 : §§
SDG8 - Decent Work and Economic Growth e !
Banking access (per 10,000 people) 26 @ 48
Employment discrimination (per 100,000 people) 335 @ 33
Employment to population ratio (% of population aged 20-64) 698 ® 40
Youth not in employment, education or training (NEET) (%) 148 @ 42
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ARKANSAS

V¥V OVERALL PERFORMANCE

State score

34.9

Average score

V¥ AVERAGE PERFORMANCE BY SDG

Best
NO
Invasive management plan POVERTY
Climate action plan PEACE, JUSTICE 1
AND STRONG

Water stress index

Resilient building codes

Weather costs

Worst

Family leave policy

Sick leave policy

Non-communicable diseases

LGBT inclusion in hate crime laws

Low-income energy burden CLIMATE
9y acnon 13 :
Recycling index
Jail admission rate
) RESPONSIBLE 3
Scientific journal articles CONSUMPTION 12
B AND
FEMA mitigation coverage PRODUCTION
Adolescent pregnancy rate
Climate alliance membership SUSTAINABLE
Weather injuries/fatalities GITIES AND
COMMUNITIES

Effective carbon rate

Broadband access

V¥ SDG STATE RANK

46 (OF 50)
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Notes: The full title of Goal 2"Zero Hunger"is “End hunger, achieve food security and improved nutrition and promote sustainable agriculture”.
The full title of each SDG is available here: https://sustainabledevelopment.un.org/sdgs
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ARKANSAS

Performance by Indicator

SDG1 - End Poverty

Value Rating Rank

Value Rating Rank

Affordable housing (per 100 Extremely Low Income Renter Households) 50 ® 6 Real GDP growth (%, average of 5 years) 135 ® 30
Could not see doctor due to cost (% of adult population) 153 @ 40 Unbanked rate (%) 97 @ 44
Family leave policy (worst 01 best) 0 ® 6 Unemployment rate (% of population 25-64) 5.5 20
Living below national poverty line (%) 172 @ 45 Fatal occupational injuries (per 100,000 workers) 75 @ 44
Sick leave policy (worst 0-1 best) 0 e 11 .
Families receiving TANF (per 100 families in poverty) 48 @ 47 SDG9 - IndUStry’ Innovation and Infrastructure
Working poor (% of population 16-64) 37 @ 43 Scientific journal articles (per 1,000 doctorate holders) 4740 @ 49

Broadband access (% of households) 491 @ 49
SDG2 - Zero Hunger Deficient bridges (%) 6.3 17
Elderly food insecurity (%) 92 @ 36 Internet use (%) 768 ® 39
Living in food desert (%) 197 @ 23 Patents (per 1,000 individuals in S&E occupations) 71 @ 45
Food insecurity (% of households) 175 @ 46 Poor roads (%) 24 @ 34
Prevalence of obesity (% adult population) 360 ® 48 Research and development expenditure (% of GDP) 05 @ 48
Pesticide exposure (per 100,000 people) 46 @ 47 STEM employment (% of employed population) 41 @ 45
Rural infrastructure index (worst 0-100 best) 500 ® 36 .
WIC coverage rate (% of eligible families) 480 @ 33 SDG10 - Reduced Inequalities

Case for Inclusion index (worst 0-100 best) 556 @ 48
SDG3 - Good Health and Well-Being Gini coefficient (best 01 worst) 0472 @ 32
Adolescent pregnancy rate (births per girl/woman aged 15-19) 346 ® 50 Hate groups (per 100,000 people) 054 @ 44
HIV prevalence (per 100,000) 2148 25 Pollution Burden (percentage point difference for people of color) 12 14
Primary health care practitioners (% of need met) 626 ® 11 Racism index (best 0-100 worst) 413 20
Infant mortality rate (per 1,000 live births) 75 @ 42 Uninsured (%) 79 24
Life expectancy at birth (years) 758 @ 44 . .. .
Maternal mortZIity (per 1)60,000 live births) 050 @ 45 SDG11 - Sustainable Cities and Communities
Non-communicable diseases (per 100,000 people aged 35-75) 5660 ® 49 Sustainable transportation (% of commuters) 23 @ 47
Drug overdose deaths (per 100,000 people) 138 15 Overcrowded housing (% of occupied housing units) 31 ® 38
Smoking rate (% of adults who are current smokers) 236 ® 48 Park access (%) 2 @ 4
Suicide rate (per 100,000 people) 172 ® 38 PM 2.5 exposure (ug/m’) 7.2 e
Incidence of tuberculosis (per 100,000 people) 28 ® 38 Rent burdened population (%) 445 @ 13
Deaths due to road collisions (per 100,000 people) 156 @ 44 SDG12 - Responsible Consumption and Production
Chilq vgccine covelzragie (% of population 19-35 months) 799 ® 36 Chemical pollution (lbs/mi?) 588 %
Subjective Wellbeing index (worst 0-100 best) 504 @ 48 Lead emissions (kg/capita) 00053 ® 46
SDG4 - Quality Education NOx emissions (kg/capita) 648 @ 39
Higher education (% aged 25-34, bachelors or higher) 248 @ 47 Recycling index (worst 04 best) 1T e 34
Students with debt (% of college graduates) 56 17 50, emissions (kg/capita) 279 @ 40
Career and technical education (% of graduates placed) 708 ® 37 VOC emissions (kg/capita) 871 @ 38
High school graduation rate (% of public graduates) 87.0 17 SDG13 - Climate Action
Early educlation (%) S8 z Resilient building codes (% of jurisdictions subject to hazards) 91 @ 5
Basic reading achievement (% of grade 8 students) 701 @ 46 Climate alliance membership (worst 0-1 best) 0 e 17
SDGS5 - Gender Equality Global warming awareness (%) 641 @ 43
Contraceptive deserts (% of persons in need located in a desert) 856 @ 3 Climate action plan (worst 01 best) T e 1
Female labor force (% of total labor force participation) 94.7 29 Energy-related CO, emissions (tCOo/capita) 199 @ 32
LGBT inclusion in hate crime laws (worst 1-4 best) 1 @ 47 Effective carbon rate (USD/tCO;) 000 e 1
Women in government (% in state legislature) 193 @ 38 FEMA mitigation coverage (%) 439 @ 50
Sexual violence (lifetime prevalence) 375 @ 31 Weather costs (% of GDP) 0.0799 38
Gender wage gap (% of men’s median wage) 783 @ 30 Weather injuries/fatalities (per 100,000 people) 763 @ 50
Women-owned businesses (% of solely-owned businesses) 381 ® 32 SDG15 - Life on Land
SDG6 - Clean Water and Sanitation Change in forest area (%, 5 year change) 1.5 10
Dams with Emergency Action Plans (% of high hazard potential dams) 691 ® 38 Invasive management plan (worst 0-1 best) 100 @ 1
Incomplete plumbing (% of occupied housing units) 050 41 Non-carbon ecological footprint (% of biocapacity) 194 @ 8
Water stress index (Normalized Deficit Index) 008 ® 21 Protected area (% of total area with GAP status 1-2) 84 15
Safe drinking water violations (% of people drinking water with violations) 171 28 SDG16 - Peace, Justice and Strong Institutions
SDG7 - Affordable and Clean Energy Incarceration rate (per 100,000 people) 12191 @ 39
€O intensity of electricity (mtCO»/TWh) 0524 ® 33 State Integrity Index (worst 0-100 best) 61 @ 30
Low-income energy burden (% of income spent on energy) 50 @ 49 Jail admission rate (per 100,000 people) 158466 @ 44
Energy efficiency (thousand BTU/dollar of GDP) 98 ® 42 Justice Index (worst 0100 best) 65 © 27
Renewable energy consumption (%) 15 @ 17 Laws.ui-t climate survey (worst 0-100 best) 672 ® 36
Renewable energy production (%) 83 ® 37 \I;Iomlodes (pe(z) 0?’00(.) peOple), ) 5;; : ;1519
SDG8 - Decent Work and Economic Growth e ;
Banking access (per 10,000 people) 5.1 8
Employment discrimination (per 100,000 people) 493 @ 47
Employment to population ratio (% of population aged 20-64) 683 @ 44
Youth not in employment, education or training (NEET) (%) 151 @ 44
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CALIFORNIA

¥V 5 BEST AND 5 WORST INDICATORS

Best

Sick leave policy

Climate alliance membership

Family leave policy

SO, emissions

Smoking rate

LGBT inclusion in hate crime laws

Invasive management plan

Recycling index

Patents

Protected area

Real GDP growth

Climate action plan

Worst
Affordable housing

Overcrowded housing

Banking access

Rural infrastructure index

Non-carbon ecological footprint

V¥ SDG STATE RANK

6 (OF 50)

V¥V OVERALL PERFORMANCE

State score Average score

55.6 47.0

V¥ AVERAGE PERFORMANCE BY SDG
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Notes: The full title of Goal 2"Zero Hunger"is “End hunger, achieve food security and improved nutrition and promote sustainable agriculture”.
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The full title of each SDG is available here: https://sustainabledevelopment.un.org/sdgs
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CALIFORNIA

Performance by Indicator

SDG1-End Poverty Value Rating Rank Value Rating Rank
Affordable housing (per 100 Extremely Low Income Renter Households) 21 @ 49 Real GDP growth (%, average of 5 years) 346 © 2
Could not see doctor due to cost (% of adult population) 114 @ 22 Unbanked rate (%) 6.2 29
Family leave policy (worst 0-1 best) 1T @ 1 Unemployment rate (% of population 25-64) 73 @ 48
Living below national poverty line (%) 143 @ 31 Fatal occupational injuries (per 100,000 workers) 30 @ 5
Sick leave policy (worst 01 best) 1T @ 1 .
Families receiving TANF (per 100 families in poverty) 65.5 1 SDGI - IndUStry’ Innovation and Infrastructure
Working poor (% of population 16-64) 30 e 33 Scientific journal articles (per 1,000 doctorate holders) 10036 ® 11
Broadband access (% of households) 723 11

SDG2 - Zero Hunger Deficient bridges (%) 55 11
Elderly food insecurity (%) 82 ©® 34 Internet use (%) 779 ® 32
Living in food desert (%) 11.0 2 Patents (per 1,000 individuals in S&E occupations) 437 @ 1
Food insecurity (% of households) 118 ® 18 Poor roads (%) 50 @ 48
Prevalence of obesity (% adult population) 248 © 4 Research and development expenditure (% of GDP) 50 @ 4
Pesticide exposure (per 100,000 people) 264 12 STEM employment (% of employed population) 73 7
Rural infrastructure index (worst 0-100 best) 162 @ 50 ..
WIC coverage rate (% of eligible families) 710 ® 1 SDG10 - Reduced Inequalities

. Case for Inclusion index (worst 0—100 best) 810 @ 6
SDG3 - Good Health and Well-Being Gini coefficient (best 01 worst) 0490 @ 47
Adolescent pregnancy rate (births per girl/woman aged 15-19) 17.0 17 Hate groups (per 100,000 people) 0.20 17
HIV prevalence (per 100,000) 3764 ® 42 Pollution Burden (percentage point difference for people of color) 21 @ 30
Primary health care practitioners (% of need met) 459 @ 32 Racism index (best 0-100 worst) 568 ® 42
Infant mortality rate (per 1,000 live births) 48 4 Uninsured (%) 73 22
Life expectancy at birth (years) 809 @ 2 . . L.
Maternal mortality (per 100,000 live births) 0.24 12 SDG_1 1- SUStama_ble Cities and Communities
Non-communicable diseases (per 100,000 people aged 35-75) 3274 7 Sustainable transportation (% of commuters) 9.0 1
Drug overdose deaths (per 100,000 people) 13 7 Overcrowded housing (% of occupied housing units) 84 @ 49
Smoking rate (% of adults who are current smokers) 110 © 2 Park access (%) ; 65 @ 58
Suicide rate (per 100,000 people) 103 ® 7 PM 2.5 exposure (ug/m_) ny7 e
Incidence of tuberculosis (per 100,000 people) 52 @ 48 Rentburdened population (%) D4 @ 48
Degths dugto road collisions (per 1OQ,OOO people) 88 17 SDG12 - Responsible Consumption and Production
Ch|lq V§CC|ne covelzragie (% of population 19-35 months) 776 @ é]t;t Chemical pollution (Ibs/m?) 2952 3
Subjective Wellbeing index (worst 0-100 best) 623 Lead emissions (kg/capita) 00014 9
SDG4 - Quality Education NOx emissions (kg/capita) 137 @ 1
Higher education (% aged 25-34, bachelors or higher) 355 19 Recycling index (worst 04 best) 4 0 1
Students with debt (% of college graduates) 53 11 50, SRR (kg/cap@a) noe 1
Career and technical education (% of graduates placed) 784 @ 23 VOC emissions (kg/capita) 349 17
High school lgraduation rate (% of public graduates) 830 ® 30 SDG13 - Climate Action
Early educlanon ﬁ)@ % of i : th Resilient building codes (% of jurisdictions subject to hazards) 82 12
Basic reading achievement (% of grade 8 students) 70.2 Climate alliance membership (worst 0-1 best) 1 @ 1
SDGS5 - Gender Equality Global warming awareness (%) 752 © 3
Contraceptive deserts (% of persons in need located in a desert) 1000 ® 44 Climate action plan (Wf)rft 0-1 best) ) O
Female labor force (% of total labor force participation) 919 @ 47 Energ}/frelated (0 emissions (tCO/capita) 93 @ 2
LGBT inclusion in hate crime laws (worst 1-4 best) 4 @ Effecnve‘cAarb‘on rate (USD/tCO;) 1461 e 1
Women in government (% in state legislature) 242 ® 29 FEMA mitigation coverage (%) 643 @ 45
Sexual violence (lifetime prevalence) 350 ® 18 Weather costs (% of GDP) 00263 @ 29
Gender wage gap (% of men's median wage) 885 ) Weather injuries/fatalities (per 100,000 people) 023 @ 6
Women-owned businesses (% of solely-owned businesses) 416 1 SDG15 - Life on Land
SDG6 - Clean Water and Sanitation Change in forest area (%, 5 year change) -7 @ 43
Dams with Emergency Action Plans (% of high hazard potential dams) 640 ® 40 Invasive managemgnt plan (worst 0-1 b?“) ) 100 @ L
Incomplete plumbing (% of occupied housing units) 043 ® 32 Non-carbon ecological footprint (% of biocapacity) 3158 @ 44
Water stress index (Normalized Deficit Index) 0413 44 Protected area (% of total area with GAP status 1-2) 24 © 2
Safe drinking water violations (% of people drinking water with violations) 6.6 9 SDG16 - Peace, Justice and Strong Institutions
SDG7 - Affordable and Clean Energy Incarceration rate (per 100,000 people) 7657 @ 15
CO; intensity of electricity (mtCO,/TWh) 0238 ® 10 Stgte \nt.eg'rlty Index (worst 0-100 best) B 2
Low-income energy burden (% of income spent on energy) 25 ® 8 Jail édm|sswon rate (per 100,000 people) 38059 @ 7
Energy efficiency (thousand BTU/dollar of GDP) 34 @ 4 Justice InQex (worst 0100 best) 500 1
Renewable energy consumption (%) M2 e 18 Lawsuit climate survey (worst 0-100 best) 600 @ 47
Renewable energy production (%) 36 @ 22 \I;Iotmlildes (pte(L/W O?’Ootq people) fizens) 532 : i?

. oter turnout (% of voting age citizens g
SDG8 - Decent Work and Economic Growth 999
Banking access (per 10,000 people) 25 @ 49
Employment discrimination (per 100,000 people) 15.0 18
Employment to population ratio (% of population aged 20-64) 713 @ 34
Youth not in employment, education or training (NEET) (%) 124 ® 31
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COLORADO

¥V 5 BEST AND 5 WORST INDICATORS

Best

Climate alliance membership

LGBT inclusion in hate crime laws

Non-communicable diseases

Climate action plan

Career and technical education

Worst

Effective carbon rate

Recycling index

Non-carbon ecological footprint

Family leave policy

Sick leave policy

V¥ SDG STATE RANK

15 (OF 50)

V¥V OVERALL PERFORMANCE

State score Average score

52.2 47.0

V¥ AVERAGE PERFORMANCE BY SDG
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Notes: The full title of Goal 2"Zero Hunger"is “End hunger, achieve food security and improved nutrition and promote sustainable agriculture”.

The full title of each SDG is available here: https://sustainabledevelopment.un.org/sdgs
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COLORADO

Performance by Indicator

SDG1-End Poverty Value Rating Rank Value Rating Rank
Affordable housing (per 100 Extremely Low Income Renter Households) 27 @ 45 Real GDP growth (%, average of 5 years) 330 © 4
Could not see doctor due to cost (% of adult population) 120 ® 25 Unbanked rate (%) 44 16
Family leave policy (worst 0-1 best) 0o @ 6 Unemployment rate (% of population 25-64) 48 15
Living below national poverty line (%) 11.0 11 Fatal occupational injuries (per 100,000 workers) 4.0 16
Sick leave policy (worst 0-1 best) 0 e 11 .
Families receiving TANF (per 100 families in poverty) 263 @ 13 SDG9 - IndUStry’ Innovation and Infrastructure
Working poor (% of population 16-64) 24 19 Scientific journal articles (per 1,000 doctorate holders) 900.9 23

Broadband access (% of households) 736 @ 7
SDG2 - Zero Hunger Deficient bridges (%) 57 14
Elderly food insecurity (%) 38 @ 2 Internet use (%) 754 @ 47
Living in food desert (%) 173 @ 9 Patents (per 1,000 individuals in S&E occupations) 174 21
Food insecurity (% of households) 103 © 8 Poor roads (%) 21 ® 29
Prevalence of obesity (% adult population) 20 ©® 1 Research and development expenditure (% of GDP) 21 @ 20
Pesticide exposure (per 100,000 people) 237 e 7 STEM employment (% of employed population) 87 ® 4
Rural infrastructure index (worst 0-100 best) 64.7 12 -,
WIC coverage rate (% of eligible families) 410 @ 47 SDG10 - Reduced Inequalities

Case for Inclusion index (worst 0—100 best) 764 10
SDG3 - Good Health and Well-Being Gini coefficient (best 01 worst) 0459 @ 21
Adolescent pregnancy rate (births per girl/woman aged 15-19) 17.8 20 Hate groups (per 100,000 people) 0.29 29
HIV prevalence (per 100,000) 2536 28 Pollution Burden (percentage point difference for people of color) 38 @ 46
Primary health care practitioners (% of need met) 384 @ 4] Racism index (best 0~100 worst) 555 @ 40
Infant mortality rate (per 1,000 live births) 56 ® 16 Uninsured (%) 75 23
Life expectancy at birth (years) 802 @ 7 . . e
Maternal mortZIity (per 1)60,000 live births) 020 @ 7 SDG11 - Sustainable Cities and Communities
Non-communicable diseases (per 100,000 people aged 35-75) 3014 @ ) Sustainable transportation (% of commuters) 74 @ 14
Drug overdose deaths (per 100,000 people) 154 20 Overcrowded housing (% of occupied housing units) 27 34
Smoking rate (% of adults who are current smokers) 15.6 17 Park access (%) 4 @ 3
Suicide rate (per 100,000 people) 90 @ 44 PM 2.5 exposure (Lig/m’) 66 12
Incidence of tuberculosis (per 100,000 people) 15 17 Rentburdened population (%) 523 @ 45
Deaths due to road collisions (per 100,000 people) 9.0 19 SDG12 - Responsible Consumption and Production
Chilq vgccine coverage (% of population 19-35 months) 835 22 Chemical pollution (lbs/mi?) 3126 15
Subjective Wellbeing index (worst 0-100 best) 629 @ 6 Lead emissions (kg/capita) 00020 20
SDG4 - Quality Education NOx emissions (kg/capita) 427 ® 29
Higher education (% aged 25-34, bachelors or higher) 404 ® 10 Recycling index (worst 04 best) o &
Students with debt (% of college graduates) 53 11 50, emissions (kg/capita) 57 @ 13
Career and technical education (% of graduates placed) 974 @ 3 VOC emissions (kg/capita) 44.7 2
High school graduation rate (% of public graduates) 789 @ 45 SDG13 - Climate Action
Early educlation (%) pe Resilient building codes (% of jurisdictions subject to hazards) 33 @® 40
Basic reading achievement (% of grade 8 students) 783 20 Climate alliance membership (worst 0-1 best) 1 e 1
SDGS5 - Gender Equality Global warming awareness (%) 71.0 14
Contraceptive deserts (% of persons in need located in a desert) %6 @ 17 Climate action plan (worst 01 best) O
Female labor force (% of total labor force participation) 933 @ 41 Energy-related CO; emissions (tCO/capita) 66 @ 27
LGBT inclusion in hate crime laws (worst 1-4 best) 4 @ Effective carbon rate (USD/tCO;) 000 e 1
Women in government (% in state legislature) 380 4 FEMA mitigation coverage (%) 519 @ 48
Sexual violence (lifetime prevalence) %2 ® 23 Weather costs (% of GDP) 01693 @ 44
Gender wage gap (% of men's median wage) 843 5 Weather injuries/fatalities (per 100,000 people) 0.54 24
Women-owned businesses (% of solely-owned businesses) 406 16 SDG15 - Life on Land
SDG6 - Clean Water and Sanitation Change in forest area (%, 5 year change) 03 ® 23
Dams with Emergency Action Plans (% of high hazard potential dams) %2 ® 11 Invasive management plan (worst 0-1 best) 033 © 4
Incomplete plumbing (% of occupied housing units) 031 ® 11 Non-carbon ecological footprint (% of biocapacity) 1138 @ 38
Water stress index (Normalized Deficit Index) 0130 ® 27 Protected area (% of total area with GAP status 1-2) 9.7 13
Safe drinking water violations (% of people drinking water with violations) 9.0 12 SDG16 - Peace, Justice and Strong Institutions
SDG7 - Affordable and Clean Energy Incarceration rate (per 100,000 people) 8569 @ 19
CO; intensity of electricity (mtCO,/TWh) 0661 ® 40 State Integrity Index (worst 0100 best) 67 @ 7
Low-income energy burden (% of income spent on energy) 32 @ 25 Jail admission rate (per 100,000 people) 56891 @ 22
Energy efficiency (thousand BTU/dollar of GDP) 52 14 Justice Index (worst 0-100 best) 55 @ 5
Renewable energy consumption (%) 36 ® 26 Laws.ui-t climate survey (worst 0-100 best) 676 ® 35
Renewable energy production (%) 37 @ 43 \I;Iommdes (pe(L/W O?’OOQ peOple), izens) 632 ® 2(3)
SDG8 - Decent Work and Economic Growth R G S !
Banking access (per 10,000 people) 36 ® 36
Employment discrimination (per 100,000 people) 360 ® 38
Employment to population ratio (% of population aged 20-64) 76.0 13
Youth not in employment, education or training (NEET) (%) 10.7 14
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CONNECTICUT

¥V 5 BEST AND 5 WORST INDICATORS

Best

Weather injuries/fatalities

@

limate action plan

@

hange in forest area

LGBT inclusion in hate crime laws

A

dolescent pregnancy rate

Lead emissions

Sick leave policy

Weather costs

Climate alliance membership

Energy efficiency

Invasive management plan

Recycling index

Worst
Real GDP growth

N

on-carbon ecological footprint

Family leave policy

Poor roads

Contraceptive deserts

Primary health care practitioners

V¥ SDG STATE RANK

10 (oF 50)

V¥V OVERALL PERFORMANCE

State score Average score

54.8 47.0

V¥ AVERAGE PERFORMANCE BY SDG
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MA WA VT MN OR CA ME MD NH CT NY RI HI NJ CO WI IA ID NE UT VA IL SD MT MI DE KS ND AZ PA NV NC FL SC MO OH TN GA WY TX IN NM AK KY OK AR AL WV MS LA

Notes: The full title of Goal 2"Zero Hunger"is “End hunger, achieve food security and improved nutrition and promote sustainable agriculture”.
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CONNECTICUT

Performance by Indicator

SDG1-End Poverty Value Rating Rank Value Rating Rank
Affordable housing (per 100 Extremely Low Income Renter Households) 36 @ 30 Real GDP growth (%, average of 5 years) -030 ® 49
Could not see doctor due to cost (% of adult population) 99 8 Unbanked rate (%) 6.2 29
Family leave policy (worst 01 best) 0 ® 6 Unemployment rate (% of population 25-64) 67 ® 38
Living below national poverty line (%) 98 @ 4 Fatal occupational injuries (per 100,000 workers) 35 8
Sick leave policy (worst 01 best) 1T @ 1 .
Families receiving TANF (per 100 families in poverty) 235 @ 16 SDG9 - IndUStry’ Innovation and Infrastructure
Working poor (% of population 16-64) 14 @ 3 Scientific journal articles (per 1,000 doctorate holders) 10849 @ 4

Broadband access (% of households) 751 @ 4
SDG2 - Zero Hunger Deficient bridges (%) 80 23
Elderly food insecurity (%) 6.0 13 Internet use (%) 781 ® 30
Living in food desert (%) 288 @ 46 Patents (per 1,000 individuals in S&E occupations) 285 @ 7
Food insecurity (% of households) 123 ® 22 Poor roads (%) 57 @ 50
Prevalence of obesity (% adult population) 254 © 7 Research and development expenditure (% of GDP) 39 @ 8
Pesticide exposure (per 100,000 people) 254 10 STEM employment (% of employed population) 6.8 12
Rural infrastructure index (worst 0-100 best) 63.1 15 -,
WIC coverage rate (% of eligible families) 431 @ 45 SDG10 - Reduced Inequalities

Case for Inclusion index (worst 0—100 best) 69.2 26
SDG3 - Good Health and Well-Being Gini coefficient (best 01 worst) 0495 @ 48
Adolescent pregnancy rate (births per girl/woman aged 15-19) 94 @ 3 Hate groups (per 100,000 people) 0.14 9
HIV prevalence (per 100,000) 3387 @ 37 Pollution Burden (percentage point difference for people of color) 35 @ 43
Primary health care practitioners (% of need met) 02 ® 50 Racism index (best 0~100 worst) 639 @ 46
Infant mortality rate (per 1,000 live births) 55 ® 13 Uninsured (%) 49 @ 7
Life expectancy at birth (years) 808 @ 3 . . e
Maternal mortZIity (per 1)60,000 live births) 0.28 16 SDG11 - Sustainable Cities and Communities
Non-communicable diseases (per 100,000 people aged 35-75) 3027 @ 3 Sustainable transportation (% of commuters) 8.1 12
Drug overdose deaths (per 100,000 people) 21 @ 40 Overcrowded housing (% of occupied housing units) 18 12
Smoking rate (% of adults who are current smokers) 133 @ 4 Park access (%) 41 & 2
Suicide rate (per 100,000 people) 9% ® 5 PM 2.5 exposure (Lig/m’) 86 © 3
Incidence of tuberculosis (per 100,000 people) 18 25 Rentburdened population (%) 513 & 4
Deaths due to road collisions (per 100,000 people) 7.7 10 SDG12 - Responsible Consumption and Production
Chilq vgccine covelzragie (% of population 19-35 months) 855 8 Chemical pollution (Ibs/m?) 356.0 17
Subjective Wellbeing index (worst 0-100 best) 61.7 20 Lead emissions (kg/capita) 00008 ® 3
SDG4 - Quality Education NOx emissions (kg/capita) 159 @ 3
Higher education (% aged 25-34, bachelors or higher) $34 @ 4 Recycling index (worst 0-4 best) 4 0 1
Students with debt (% of college graduates) 60 ® 25 50, emissions (kg/capita) 31 e 7
Career and technical education (% of graduates placed) 785 ® 22 VOC emissions (kg/capita) 208 7
High school graduation rate (% of public graduates) 874 15 SDG13 - Climate Action
Early educlation (%) o L Resilient building codes (% of jurisdictions subject to hazards) 2 @ 46
Basic reading achievement (% of grade 8 students) 819 © 5 Climate alliance membership (worst 0-1 best) 1 e 1
SDGS5 - Gender Equality Global warming awareness (%) 719 11
Contraceptive deserts (% of persons in need located in a desert) 1000 ® 45 Climate action plan (worst 01 best) [
Female labor force (% of total labor force participation) 95.8 8 Energy-related CO, emissions (tCO/capita) 01 e 7
LGBT inclusion in hate crime laws (worst 1-4 best) 4 @ Effective carbon rate (USD/tCO;) 379 e 2
Women in government (% in state legislature) 2773 ® 21 FEMA mitigation coverage (%) 973 @ i
Sexual violence (lifetime prevalence) 374 @ 28 Weather costs (% of GDP) 00009 @ 3
Gender wage gap (% of men's median wage) 794 @ 24 Weather injuries/fatalities (per 100,000 people) 008 ® 2
Women-owned businesses (% of solely-owned businesses) 362 ® 40 SDG15 - Life on Land
SDG6 - Clean Water and Sanitation Change in forest area (%, 5 year change) 56 @ 3
Dams with Emergency Action Plans (% of high hazard potential dams) 81.9 30 Invasive management plan (worst 01 best) 100 @ !
Incomplete plumbing (% of occupied housing units) 027 ® Non-carbon ecological footprint (% of biocapacity) 3900 @ 46
Wiater stress index (Normalized Deficit Index) 0023 ® 6 Protected area (% of total area with GAP status 1-2) 19 @ 42
Safe drinking water violations (% of people drinking water with violations) 4.0 ® 42 SDG16 - Peace, Justice and Strong Institutions
SDG7 - Affordable and Clean Energy Incarceration rate (per 100,000 people) NA @ NA
CO; intensity of electricity (mtCO,/TWh) 0235 @ 9 State Integrity Index (worst 0-100 best) e 3
Low-income energy burden (% of income spent on energy) 35 @ 37 Jail admission rate (per 100,000 people) NA @ NA
Energy efficiency (thousand BTU/dollar of GDP) 33 ®© 2 Justice Index (worst 0~100 best) 598 @ 4
Renewable energy consumption (%) 54 @ 38 Laws.ui-t climate survey (worst 0-100 best) 718 16
Renewable energy production (%) 133 ® 33 \I}Iomlodes (pe(L/W 0?'009 people)v izens) éé ° 18
SDG8 - Decent Work and Economic Growth R G S !
Banking access (per 10,000 people) 45 13
Employment discrimination (per 100,000 people) 71 @ 11
Employment to population ratio (% of population aged 20-64) 759 14
Youth not in employment, education or training (NEET) (%) 9.7 9
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DELAWARE

V¥V OVERALL PERFORMANCE

X,

State score Average score

46.6 47.0

¥V 5 BEST AND 5 WORST INDICATORS

Best

V¥ AVERAGE PERFORMANCE BY SDG

NO
LGBT inclusion in hate crime laws POVERTY

Weather costs PEACE, JUSTICE 1 ZERO
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: . . AND
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LIFE e - )
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Worst .....

Recycling index
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EQUALITY
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Contraceptive deserts PRODUCTION SANII‘TNI:]TION
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. ........................ 71 J—
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............................. ENERGY
REDUGED 10 9 8 —_—
INEQUALITIES
INDUSTRY, WORK AND
INNOVATION ECONOMIC
AND GROWTH
INFRASTRUCTURE

V¥ SDG STATE RANK

26 (OF 50)

MA WA VT MN OR CA ME MD NH CT NY Rl HI NJ CO WI IA ID NE UT VA IL SD MT MI DE KS ND AZ PA NV NC FL SC MO OH TN GA WY TX IN NM AK KY OK AR AL WV MS LA

Notes: The full title of Goal 2"Zero Hunger"is “End hunger, achieve food security and improved nutrition and promote sustainable agriculture”.
The full title of each SDG is available here: https://sustainabledevelopment.un.org/sdgs
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DELAWARE

Performance by Indicator

SDG1-End Poverty Value Rating Rank Value Rating Rank
Affordable housing (per 100 Extremely Low Income Renter Households) 33 @ 37 Real GDP growth (%, average of 5 years) 1.57 27
Could not see doctor due to cost (% of adult population) 113 ® 20 Unbanked rate (%) 48 19
Family leave policy (worst 01 best) 0 ® 6 Unemployment rate (% of population 25-64) 50 ® 26
Living below national poverty line (%) 11.7 16 Fatal occupational injuries (per 100,000 workers) 44 24
Sick leave policy (worst 0-1 best) 0 e 11 .
Families receiving TANF (per 100 families in poverty) 379 @ 6 SDG9 - IndUStry’ Innovation and Infrastructure
Working poor (% of population 16-64) 20 12 Scientific journal articles (per 1,000 doctorate holders) 891.7 26

Broadband access (% of households) 732 10
SDG2 - Zero Hunger Deficient bridges (%) 49 8
Elderly food insecurity (%) 55 10 Internet use (%) 731 @ 50
Living in food desert (%) 185 ® 18 Patents (per 1,000 individuals in S&E occupations) 141 ® 28
Food insecurity (% of households) 108 ® 13 Poor roads (%) 16 20
Prevalence of obesity (% adult population) 302 ® 28 Research and development expenditure (% of GDP) 42 @ 7
Pesticide exposure (per 100,000 people) 305 20 STEM employment (% of employed population) 74 @ 6
Rural infrastructure index (worst 0-100 best) 770 © 2 -,
WIC coverage rate (% of eligible families) 517 @ 20 SDG10 - Reduced Inequalities

Case for Inclusion index (worst 0—100 best) 74.1 14
SDG3 - Good Health and Well-Being Gini coefficient (best 0-1 worst) 0452 @ 14
Adolescent pregnancy rate (births per girl/woman aged 15-19) 195 25 Hate groups (per 100,000 people) 042 ® 40
HIV prevalence (per 100,000) 4049 © 44 Pollution Burden (percentage point difference for people of color) 23 @& 37
Primary health care practitioners (% of need met) 319 @ 44 Racism index (best 0-100 worst) 385 13
Infant mortality rate (per 1,000 live births) 77 @ 47 Uninsured (%) 5.7 14
Life expectancy at birth (years) 786 28 . . e
Maternal mortZIity (per 1)60,000 live births) 040 @ 38 SDG11 - Sustainable Cities and Communities
Non-communicable diseases (per 100,000 people aged 35-75) 3972 3 Sustainable transportation (% of commuters) 53 @ 23
Drug overdose deaths (per 100,000 people) 20 ® 39 Overcrowded housing (% of occupied housing units) 1.7 6
Smoking rate (% of adults who are current smokers) 177 ® 27 Park access (%) 53 19
Suicide rate (per 100,000 people) 125 13 PM 2.5 exposure (Lig/m’) o1 @ 4
Incidence of tuberculosis (per 100,000 people) 16 22 Rentburdened population (%) 499 @ 40
Deaths due to road collisions (per 100,000 people) 101 22 SDG12 - Responsible Consumption and Production
Chilq vgccine coverage (% of population 19-35 months) 860 © 7 Chemical pollution (lbs/mi?) 19912 @ 45
Subjective Wellbeing index (worst 0-100 best) 607 ® 39 Lead emissions (kg/capita) 00011 7
SDG4 - Quality Education NOx emissions (kg/capita) 269 1"
Higher education (% aged 25-34, bachelors or higher) 325 ® 28 Recycling index (worst 04 best) o &
Students with debt (% of college graduates) 63 ® 37 50, emissions (kg/capita) 42 @ 8
Career and technical education (% of graduates placed) 874 13 VOC emissions (kg/capita) 204 6
High school graduation rate (% of public graduates) 85.5 25 SDG13 - Climate Action
Early educlation (%) 3 19 Resilient building codes (% of jurisdictions subject to hazards) 30 @ 4]
Basic reading achievement (% of grade 8 students) 734  ® 36 Climate alliance membership (worst 0-1 best) 1 e 1
SDGS5 - Gender Equality Global warming awareness (%) 70.7 16
Contraceptive deserts (% of persons in need located in a desert) 1000 ® 45 Climate action plan (worst 01 best) O
Female labor force (% of total labor force participation) %4 ® 4 Energy-related CO; emissions (tCO/capita) 142 @ 2]
LGBT inclusion in hate crime laws (worst 1-4 best) 4 @ Effective carbon rate (USD/tCO;) 379 e 2
Women in government (% in state legislature) 20 ® 34 FEMA mitigation coverage (%) /87 @ 35
Sexual violence (lifetime prevalence) 336 ® 12 Weather costs (% of GDP) 00004 ® 2
Gender wage gap (% of men's median wage) 820 14 Weather injuries/fatalities (per 100,000 people) 0.67 32
Women-owned businesses (% of solely-owned businesses) 385 @ 29 SDG15 - Life on Land
SDG6 - Clean Water and Sanitation Change in forest area (%, 5 year change) 62 ® 2
Dams with Emergency Action Plans (% of high hazard potential dams) 619 ® 4] Invasive management plan (worst 0-1 best) 000 @ 44
Incomplete plumbing (% of occupied housing units) 028 ® 4 Non-carbon ecological footprint (% of biocapacity) 2000 @ 42
Wiater stress index (Normalized Deficit Index) 0575 6 Protected area (% of total area with GAP status 1-2) 31 @ 36
Safe drinking water violations (% of people drinking water with violations) 612 @ 50 SDG16 - Peace, Justice and Strong Institutions
SDG7 - Affordable and Clean Energy Incarceration rate (per 100,000 people) NA @ NA
CO; intensity of electricity (mtCO,/TWh) 0498 @ 28 State Integrity Index (worst 0100 best) 6 & 4
Low-income energy burden (% of income spent on energy) 40 ® 43 Jail admission rate (per 100,000 people) NA @ NA
Energy efficiency (thousand BTU/dollar of GDP) 46 10 Justice Index (worst 0-100 best) 437 15
Renewable energy consumption (%) 28 @ 50 Laws.ui-t climate survey (worst 0-100 best) 72.8 10
Renewable energy production (%) 1000 @ 1 \I;Iomlodes (pe(L/W 0?’00(.) peOple), ) 622 : ;2
SDG8 - Decent Work and Economic Growth i S '
Banking access (per 10,000 people) 45 13
Employment discrimination (per 100,000 people) 17.6 20
Employment to population ratio (% of population aged 20-64) 724 ® 31
Youth not in employment, education or training (NEET) (%) 13 19
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FLORIDA

¥V 5 BEST AND 5 WORST INDICATORS

Best

Climate action plan

VOC emissions

Resilient building codes

Water stress index

Weather injuries/fatalities

Worst

Invasive management plan

Sick leave policy

Effective carbon rate

Family leave policy

Rent burdened population

Non-carbon ecological footprint

Recycling index

Climate alliance membership

V¥ SDG STATE RANK

33 (OF 50)

V¥V OVERALL PERFORMANCE

State score Average score

43.8 47.0

V¥ AVERAGE PERFORMANCE BY SDG
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Notes: The full title of Goal 2"Zero Hunger"is “End hunger, achieve food security and improved nutrition and promote sustainable agriculture”.

The full title of each SDG is available here: https://sustainabledevelopment.un.org/sdgs
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FLORIDA

Performance by Indicator

SDG1 - End Poverty

Value Rating Rank

Value Rating Rank

Affordable housing (per 100 Extremely Low Income Renter Households) 27 @ 45 Real GDP growth (%, average of 5 years) 277 ® 7
Could not see doctor due to cost (% of adult population) 166 @ 46 Unbanked rate (%) 59 27
Family leave policy (worst 01 best) 0 ® 6 Unemployment rate (% of population 25-64) 72 @ 47
Living below national poverty line (%) 147 ® 34 Fatal occupational injuries (per 100,000 workers) 46 26
Sick leave policy (worst 0-1 best) 0 e 11 .
Families receiving TANF (per 100 families in poverty) 122 @ 34 SDG9 - IndUStry’ Innovation and Infrastructure
Working poor (% of population 16-64) 34 ® 39 Scientific journal articles (per 1,000 doctorate holders) 10698 @ 5

Broadband access (% of households) 68.6 22
SDG2 - Zero Hunger Deficient bridges (%) 21 @ 3
Elderly food insecurity (%) 6.8 22 Internet use (%) 80.9 18
Living in food desert (%) 197 @ 21 Patents (per 1,000 individuals in S&E occupations) 145 @ 27
Food insecurity (% of households) 120 ® 19 Poor roads (%) M 12
Prevalence of obesity (% adult population) 271 14 Research and development expenditure (% of GDP) 1 e 35
Pesticide exposure (per 100,000 people) 253 9 STEM employment (% of employed population) 46 © 4]
Rural infrastructure index (worst 0-100 best) 766 ®© 3 .
WIC coverage rate (% of eligible families) 514 e 24 SDG10 - Reduced Inequalities

Case for Inclusion index (worst 0-100 best) 683 ® 28
SDG3 - Good Health and Well-Being Gini coefficient (best 01 worst) 0485 @ 46
Adolescent pregnancy rate (births per girl/woman aged 15-19) 193 24 Hate groups (per 100,000 people) 031 ® 34
HIV prevalence (per 100,000) 6152 @ 48 Pollution Burden (percentage point difference for people of color) 12 14
Primary health care practitioners (% of need met) 218 ® 48 Racism index (best 0~100 worst) 39.7 16
Infant mortality rate (per 1,000 live births) 66 @ 28 Uninsured (%) 125 @ 46
Life expectancy at birth (years) 79.6 13 . .. .
Maternal mortZIity (per 1)60,000 live births) 040 @ 38 SDG11 - Sustainable Cities and Communities
Non-communicable diseases (per 100,000 people aged 35-75) 3837 97 Sustainable transportation (% of commuters) 43 @ 30
Drug overdose deaths (per 100,000 people) 162 26 Overcrowded housing (% of occupied housing units) 30 37
Smoking rate (% of adults who are current smokers) 15.5 16 Park access (%) 9 & B
Suicide rate (per 100,000 people) 14.1 24 PM 2.5 exposure (ug/m’) 638 13
Incidence of tuberculosis (per 100,000 people) 26 ® 34 Rent burdened population (%) 562 @ 50
Deaths due to road collisions (per 100,000 people) 141 @ 39 SDG12 - Responsible Consumption and Production
Chilq vgccine covelzragie (% of population 19-35 months) 829 27 Chemical pollution (lbs/mi?) 1927 ® 34
Subjective Wellbeing index (worst 0-100 best) 624 12 Lead emissions (kg/capita) 00020 18
SDG4 - Quality Education NOx emissions (kg/capita) 259 9
Higher education (% aged 25-34, bachelors or higher) 200 ® 36 Recycling index (worst 04 best) 1T e 34
Students with debt (% of college graduates) 52 9 50, emissions (kg/capita) 75 19
Career and technical education (% of graduates placed) 89.1 1 VOC emissions (kg/capita) 357 18
High school graduation rate (% of public graduates) 80.7 ® 37 SDG13 - Climate Action
Early educlation (%) 03 e Resilient building codes (% of jurisdictions subject to hazards) 9% @ 2
Basic reading achievement (% of grade 8 students) 750 ® 33 Climate alliance membership (worst 0-1 best) 0 e 17
SDGS5 - Gender Equality Global warming awareness (%) 70.0 18
Contraceptive deserts (% of persons in need located in a desert) 9.1 @ 34 Climate action plan (worst 01 best) T e 1
Female labor force (% of total labor force participation) 943 @ 32 Energy-related CO, emissions (tCOo/capita) 14 @ 12
LGBT inclusion in hate crime laws (worst 1-4 best) 3 18 Effective carbon rate (USD/tCO,) 000 o m
Women in government (% in state legislature) 263 ® 25 FEMA mitigation coverage (%) %1 @ 20
Sexual violence (lifetime prevalence) 329 @ 9 Weather costs (% of GDP) 01695 @ 45
Gender wage gap (% of men’s median wage) 36.8 3 Weather injuries/fatalities (per 100,000 people) 049 @ 21
Women-owned businesses (% of solely-owned businesses) 427 4 SDG15 - Life on Land
SDG6 - Clean Water and Sanitation Change in forest area (%, 5 year change) -2 @ 40
Dams with Emergency Action Plans (% of high hazard potential dams) 289 @ 47 Invasive management plan (worst 0-1 best) 000 ® 44
Incomplete plumbing (% of occupied housing units) 028 ® 5 Non-carbon ecological footprint (% of biocapacity) 1130 @ 37
Wiater stress index (Normalized Deficit Index) 0132 ® 28 Protected area (% of total area with GAP status 1-2) 10.8 11
Safe drinking water violations (% of people drinking water with violations) 372 ® 38 SDG16 - Peace, Justice and Strong Institutions
SDG7 - Affordable and Clean Energy Incarceration rate (per 100,000 people) 11712 @ 38
CO; intensity of electricity (mtCO,/TWh) 0462 24 State Integrity Index (worst 0-100 best) 61 @ 30
Low-income energy burden (% of income spent on energy) 3% ® 38 Jail adrmission rate (per 100,000 people) 5091 @ 13
Energy efficiency (thousand BTU/dollar of GDP) 54 16 Justice Index (worst 0-100 best) 351 @& 31
Renewable energy consumption (%) 71 @ 30 Laws.ui-t climate survey (worst 0-100 best) 605 @ 46
Renewable energy production (%) 432 18 \I;Iommdes (pe(L/W O?’OOQ peOple), izens) 5;'2 : §§
SDG8 - Decent Work and Economic Growth e !
Banking access (per 10,000 people) 34 @ 40
Employment discrimination (per 100,000 people) 369 ® 40
Employment to population ratio (% of population aged 20-64) 707 ® 38
Youth not in employment, education or training (NEET) (%) 131 ® 35
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GEORGIA

¥V 5 BEST AND 5 WORST INDICATORS

Best

Career and technical education

Invasive management plan

VOC emissions

Water stress index

Weather costs

Worst

Dams with Emergency Action Plans

Sick leave policy

Climate action plan

Climate alliance membership

Family leave policy

Effective carbon rate

V¥ SDG STATE RANK

38 (OF 50)

V¥V OVERALL PERFORMANCE

State score Average score

41.2 47.0

V¥ AVERAGE PERFORMANCE BY SDG
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Notes: The full title of Goal 2"Zero Hunger"is “End hunger, achieve food security and improved nutrition and promote sustainable agriculture”.

The full title of each SDG is available here: https://sustainabledevelopment.un.org/sdgs

68 Sustainable Development Report of the United States 2018

W,
M
s

£
s



GEORGIA

Performance by Indicator

SDG1 - End Poverty

Value Rating Rank

Value Rating Rank

Affordable housing (per 100 Extremely Low Income Renter Households) 38 @ 26 Real GDP growth (%, average of 5 years) 275 © 8
Could not see doctor due to cost (% of adult population) 166 @ 46 Unbanked rate (%) 119 @ 47
Family leave policy (worst 01 best) 0 ® 6 Unemployment rate (% of population 25-64) 69 @ 45
Living below national poverty line (%) 160 ® 41 Fatal occupational injuries (per 100,000 workers) 48 29
Sick leave policy (worst 0-1 best) 0 e 11 .
Families receiving TANF (per 100 families in poverty) 47 @ 48 SDG9 - IndUStry’ Innovation and Infrastructure
Working poor (% of population 16-64) 36 ® 42 Scientific journal articles (per 1,000 doctorate holders) 999.1 13

Broadband access (% of households) 664 ® 30
SDG2 - Zero Hunger Deficient bridges (%) 47 6
Elderly food insecurity (%) 92 @ 36 Internet use (%) 816 15
Living in food desert (%) 233 ® 41 Patents (per 1,000 individuals in S&E occupations) 127 @ 32
Food insecurity (% of households) 140 ® 31 Poor roads (%) 4 @ 2
Prevalence of obesity (% adult population) 310 @& 3] Research and development expenditure (% of GDP) 4 @ 3
Pesticide exposure (per 100,000 people) 353 @ 31 STEM employment (% of employed population) 6.0 20
Rural infrastructure index (worst 0-100 best) 66.1 9 ..
WIC coverage rate (% of eligible families) 488 @ 30 SDG10 - Reduced Inequalities

Case for Inclusion index (worst 0-100 best) 710 22
SDG3 - Good Health and Well-Being Gini coefficient (best 01 worst) 0481 @ 41
Adolescent pregnancy rate (births per girl/woman aged 15-19) 236 © 33 Hate groups (per 100,000 people) 031 ® 35
HIV prevalence (per 100,000) 5880 @ 47 Pollution Burden (percentage point difference for people of color) 1.7 24
Primary health care practitioners (% of need met) 438 @ 35 Racism index (best 0~100 worst) 403 17
Infant mortality rate (per 1,000 live births) 72 ® 38 Uninsured (%) 129 @ 47
Life expectancy at birth (years) 774 @ 39 . .. .
Maternal mortZIity (per 1)60,000 live births) 051 @ 47 SDG11 - Sustainable Cities and Communities
Non-communicable diseases (per 100,000 people aged 35-75) 4550 ® 33 Sustainable transportation (% of commuters) 39 @ 37
Drug overdose deaths (per 100,000 people) 127 13 Overcrowded housing (% of occupied housing units) 23 28
Smoking rate (% of adults who are current smokers) 179 ® 28 Park access (%) 27 & 38
Suicide rate (per 100,000 people) 12.1 11 PM 2.5 exposure (ug/m’) 90 @ 4
Incidence of tuberculosis (per 100,000 people) 28 ® 38 Rent burdened population (%) 487 © 32
Deaths due to road collisions (per 100,000 people) 130 ® 36 SDG12 - Responsible Consumption and Production
Chilq vgccine covelzragie (% of population 19-35 months) 80 @ 4 Chemical pollution (lbs/mi?) 9394 ® 29
Subjective Wellbeing index (worst 0-100 best) 613 ® 30 Lead emissions (kg/capita) 00013 8
SDG4 - Quality Education NOx emissions (kg/capita) 313 @ 16
Higher education (% aged 25-34, bachelors or higher) 315 @ 31 Recycling index (worst 04 best) 2.0 15
Students with debt (% of college graduates) 60 ® 25 50, emissions (kg/capita) 92 24
Career and technical education (% of graduates placed) 92 e 2 VOC emissions (kg/capita) 305 12
High school graduation rate (% of public graduates) 794 @ 44 SDG13 - Climate Action
Early educlation (%) o O 2 Resilient building codes (% of jurisdictions subject to hazards) 76 18
Basic reading achievement (% of grade 8 students) 735 ® 35 Climate alliance membership (worst 0-1 best) 0 e 17
SDGS5 - Gender Equality Global warming awareness (%) 677 ® 29
Contraceptive deserts (% of persons in need located in a desert) 930 @ 16 Climate action plan (worst 01 best) 0o & 34
Female labor force (% of total labor force participation) 939 ® 36 Energy-related CO, emissions (tCOo/capita) 134 @ 20
LGBT inclusion in hate crime laws (worst 1-4 best) 2 e 3] Effective carbon rate (USD/tCO;) 000 e 1
Women in government (% in state legislature) 267 ® 23 FEMA mitigation coverage (%) 99 @ 12
Sexual violence (lifetime prevalence) 26 © 7 Weather costs (% of GDP) 00344 @ 31
Gender wage gap (% of men’s median wage) 819 16 Weather injuries/fatalities (per 100,000 people) 0.64 28
Women-owned businesses (% of solely-owned businesses) 439 2 SDG15 - Life on Land
SDG6 - Clean Water and Sanitation Change in forest area (%, 5 year change) 05 @ 36
Dams with Emergency Action Plans (% of high hazard potential dams) 100 ® 50 Invasive management plan (worst 0-1 best) 100 @ 1
Incomplete plumbing (% of occupied housing units) 033 ® 16 Non-carbon ecological footprint (% of biocapacity) 659 ® 28
Water stress index (Normalized Deficit Index) 0071 @ 17 Protected area (% of total area with GAP status 1-2) 43 @ 26
Safe drinking water violations (% of people drinking water with violations) ~ 37.7 @ 40 SDG16 - Peace, Justice and Strong Institutions
SDG7 - Affordable and Clean Energy Incarceration rate (per 100,000 people) 12710 @ 40
CO; intensity of electricity (mtCO,/TWh) 0450 23 State Integrity Index (worst 0-100 best) 63 e 2
Low-income energy burden (% of income spent on energy) 41 @ 45 Jail admission rate (per 100,000 people) 76772 @ 33
Energy efficiency (thousand BTU/dollar of GDP) 64 24 Justice Index (worst 0-100 best) 314 @ 37
Renewable energy consumption (%) 04 ® 20 Laws.ui-t climate survey (worst 0-100 best) 641 ® 40
Renewable energy production (%) 431 19 \I;Iommdes (pe(L/W O?’OOQ peOple), izens) 682 : 22
SDG8 - Decent Work and Economic Growth e !
Banking access (per 10,000 people) 32 @ 44
Employment discrimination (per 100,000 people) 511 @ 48
Employment to population ratio (% of population aged 20-64) 708 ® 37
Youth not in employment, education or training (NEET) (%) 151 @ 44
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HAWAII

Best

Weather costs

Global warming awareness

Renewable energy production

Climate action plan

Invasive management plan

LGBT inclusion in hate crime laws

Climate alliance membership

Hate groups
Worst

Voter turnout

Rent burdened population

Family leave policy

Overcrowded housing

Change in forest area

Incidence of tuberculosis

Resilient building codes

Effective carbon rate

Contraceptive deserts

Sick leave policy

V¥ SDG STATE RANK

13 (OF 50)

V¥V OVERALL PERFORMANCE

State score Average score

54.2 47.0

V¥ AVERAGE PERFORMANCE BY SDG
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Notes: The full title of Goal 2"Zero Hunger"is “End hunger, achieve food security and improved nutrition and promote sustainable agriculture”.

The full title of each SDG is available here: https://sustainabledevelopment.un.org/sdgs
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HAWAII

Performance by Indicator

SDG1-End Poverty Value Rating Rank Value Rating Rank
Affordable housing (per 100 Extremely Low Income Renter Households) 35 @ 32 Real GDP growth (%, average of 5 years) 1.84 23
Could not see doctor due to cost (% of adult population) 74 1 Unbanked rate (%) 24 © 4
Family leave policy (worst 01 best) 0o @ 6 Unemployment rate (% of population 25-64) 47 12
Living below national poverty line (%) 93 @ 2 Fatal occupational injuries (per 100,000 workers) 39 10
Sick leave policy (worst 01 best) 0 @ 11 .
Families receiving TANF (per 100 families in poverty) 381 @ 5 SDG9 - IndUStry’ Innovation and Infrastructure
Working poor (% of population 16-64) 15 @ 4 Scientific journal articles (per 1,000 doctorate holders) 6856 ® 43
Broadband access (% of households) 734 @ 8

SDG2 - Zero Hunger Deficient bridges (%) 57 13
Elderly food insecurity (%) 47 @ 4 Internet use (%) 763 @ 44
Living in food desert (%) 255 @ 44 Patents (per 1,000 individuals in S&E occupations) 60 @ 47
Food insecurity (% of households) 8.7 1 Poor roads (%) 39 @ 47
Prevalence of obesity (% adult population) 242 ® B Research and development expenditure (% of GDP) 08 © 42
Pesticide exposure (per 100,000 people) 26.7 14 STEM employment (% of employed population) 43 @ 44
Rural infrastructure index (worst 0~100 best) 543 @ 33 .
WIC coverage rate (% of eligible families) 516 @ 21 SDG10 - Reduced Inequalities

. Case for Inclusion index (worst 0—100 best) 812 © 5
SDG3 - Good Health and Well-Being Gini coefficient (best 0-1 worst) 0442 ® 5
Adolescent pregnancy rate (births per girl/woman aged 15-19) 19.2 23 Hate groups (per 100,000 people) 000 ® 1
HIV prevalence (per 100,000) 2331 26 Pollution Burden (percentage point difference for people of color) 13 18
Primary health care practitioners (% of need met) 69.8 3 Racism index (best 0~100 worst) 285 2
Infant mortality rate (per 1,000 live births) 57 ® 18 Uninsured (%) 35 @ 2
Life expectancy at birth (years) 813 @ 1 . . L.
Maternal mortality (per 100,000 live births) 030 ® 20 SDG_1 1- SUStama_ble Cities and Communities
Non-communicable diseases (per 100,000 people aged 35-75) 3217 6 Sustainable transportation (% of commuters) 122 @ 5
Drug overdose deaths (per 100,000 people) 13 7 Overcrowded housing (% of occupied housing units) 91 @ 50
Smoking rate (% of adults who are current smokers) 131 @ 3 Park access (%) , 8 ® é
Suicide rate (per 100,000 people) 130 18 PM 2.5 exposure (ug/m_) 59 @
Incidence of tuberculosis (per 100,000 people) 81 @ 50 Rentburdened population (%) 556 @ 49
Degths dugto road collisions (per 1OQ,OOO people) 83 13 SDG12 - Responsible Consumption and Production
Ch|lq V§CC|ne covelzragie (% of population 19-35 months) 84.8 . 1; Chemical pollution (Ibs/m?) 4581 19
Subjective Wellbeing index (worst 0-100 best) 634 Lead emissions (kg/capita) 00023 21
SDG4 - Quality Education NOx emissions (kg/capita) 357 @ 24
Higher education (% aged 25-34, bachelors or higher) 307 © 33 Recyclihg.index (worst‘ 0-4best) 2 0 05
Students with debt (% of college graduates) 50 ® 5 50, SRR (kg/cap@a) 136 @ 29
Career and technical education (% of graduates placed) 662 ® 46 VOC emissions (kg/capita) 601 @ 3
High school graduation rate (% of public graduates) 827 ® 32 SDG13 - Climate Action

i 0

Early educlanon (h@ % of Has : i‘; Resilient building codes (% of jurisdictions subject to hazards) 0 ® 48
Basic reading achievement (% of grade 8 students) 68.1 Climate alliance membership (worst 0-1 best) 1 @ 1
SDGS5 - Gender Equality Global warming awareness (%) 785 ® 1
Contraceptive deserts (% of persons in need located in a desert) 1000 ® 45 Climate action plan (Wf)rft 0-1 best) ) O
Female labor force (% of total labor force participation) 95.0 20 Energ}/frelated (0 emissions (tCO/capita) 130 @ 18
LGBT inclusion in hate crime laws (worst 1-4 best) 4 @ Effecnve‘cAarb‘on rate (USD/tCO;) 000 e 1
Women in government (% in state legislature) 289 ® 16 FEMA mitigation coverage (%) 1000 & 1
Sexual violence (lifetime prevalence) 333 @ 10 Weather costs (% of GDP) 00001 @ 1
Gender wage gap (% of men's median wage) 835 9 Weather injuries/fatalities (per 100,000 people) 046 @ 18
Women-owned businesses (% of solely-owned businesses) 424 7 SDG15 - Life on Land
SDG6 - Clean Water and Sanitation Change in forest area (%, 5 year change) -158 @ 50
Dams with Emergency Action Plans (% of high hazard potential dams) %8 ® 8 Invasive R plan (worst 0-1 QESU . 100 @& 1
Incomplete plumbing (% of occupied housing units) 065 46 Non-carbon ecological footprint (% of biocapacity) NA ® NA
Wiater stress index (Normalized Deficit Index) NA ® NA Protected area (% of total area with GAP status 1-2) 12,5 8
Safe drinking water violations (% of people drinking water with violations) 49 @ 4 SDG16 - Peace, Justice and Strong Institutions
SDG7 - Affordable and Clean Energy Incarceration rate (per 100,000 people) NA @ NA
CO; intensity of electricity (mtCO,/TWh) 0728 @ 43 Stgte \nt.eg'rlty Index (worst 0-100 best) 69 @ 4
Low-income energy burden (% of income spent on energy) 19 @ 1 Jail édm|sswon rate (per 100,000 people) NA @ NA
Energy efficiency (thousand BTU/dollar of GDP) 39 ® 5 Justice Index (worst 0-100 best) 622 & 2
Renewable energy consumption (%) 02 ® 27 Lawsuit climate survey (worst 0-100 best) 70.0 23
Renewable energy production (%) 1000 @ 1 \I;Iotmlildes (pte(z/W 0?’003 ) itizens) 4§§ : ;g

. oter turnout (% of voting age citizens .
SDG8 - Decent Work and Economic Growth 999
Banking access (per 10,000 people) 32 @ 44
Employment discrimination (per 100,000 people) 204 24
Employment to population ratio (% of population aged 20-64) 727 ® 28
Youth not in employment, education or training (NEET) (%) 109 17
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IDAHO

¥V 5 BEST AND 5 WORST INDICATORS

Best

Renewable energy production

Invasive management plan

Incidence of tuberculosis

HIV prevalence

Dams with Emergency Action Plans

Worst

Female labor force

Climate alliance membership

Early education

Climate action plan

Sick leave policy

Effective carbon rate

Family leave policy

V¥ SDG STATE RANK

18 (OF 50)

V¥V OVERALL PERFORMANCE

State score Average score

50.6 47.0

V¥ AVERAGE PERFORMANCE BY SDG
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Notes: The full title of Goal 2"Zero Hunger"is “End hunger, achieve food security and improved nutrition and promote sustainable agriculture”.

The full title of each SDG is available here: https://sustainabledevelopment.un.org/sdgs
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Performance by Indicator

SDG1 - End Poverty

Value Rating Rank

Value Rating Rank

Affordable housing (per 100 Extremely Low Income Renter Households) 34 @ 34 Real GDP growth (%, average of 5 years) 283 © 6
Could not see doctor due to cost (% of adult population) 141 ® 37 Unbanked rate (%) 36 10
Family leave policy (worst 0-1 best) 0o @ 6 Unemployment rate (% of population 25-64) 48 15
Living below national poverty line (%) 144 @ 32 Fatal occupational injuries (per 100,000 workers) 47 27
Sick leave policy (worst 0-1 best) 0 e 11 .
Families receiving TANF (per 100 families in poverty) 71 @ 42 SDG9 - IndUStry’ Innovation and Infrastructure
Working poor (% of population 16-64) 34 ® 39 Scientific journal articles (per 1,000 doctorate holders) 6270 ® 44

Broadband access (% of households) 620 ® 39
SDG2 - Zero Hunger Deficient bridges (%) 9.2 30
Elderly food insecurity (%) 47 @ 4 Internet use (%) 839 @ 10
Living in food desert (%) 191 ® 19 Patents (per 1,000 individuals in S&E occupations) 263 ® 9
Food insecurity (% of households) 121 ® 20 Poor roads (%) 15 17
Prevalence of obesity (% adult population) 27.2 15 Research and development expenditure (% of GDP) 34 9
Pesticide exposure (per 100,000 people) 428 @ 46 STEM employment (% of employed population) 6.0 20
Rural infrastructure index (worst 0-100 best) 62.7 17 .
WIC coverage rate (% of eligible families) 476 @ 36 SDG10 - Reduced Inequalities

Case for Inclusion index (worst 0-100 best) 594 ® 41
SDG3 - Good Health and Well-Being Gini coefficient (best 01 worst) 0450 @ 12
Adolescent pregnancy rate (births per girl/woman aged 15-19) 20.1 26 Hate groups (per 100,000 people) 071 @ 48
HIV prevalence (per 100,000) 792 @ 5 Pollution Burden (percentage point difference for people of color) 0.7 8
Primary health care practitioners (% of need met) 484 @ 28 Racism index (best 0-100 worst) 36.1 9
Infant mortality rate (per 1,000 live births) 56 ® 14 Uninsured (%) 101 ® 40
Life expectancy at birth (years) 79.1 23 . .. .
Maternal mortZIity (per 1)60,000 live births) 034 @ 28 SDG11 - Sustainable Cities and Communities
Non-communicable diseases (per 100,000 people aged 35-75) 3375 10 Sustainable transportation (% of commuters) 46 @ 28
Drug overdose deaths (per 100,000 people) 142 18 Overcrowded housing (% of occupied housing units) 2.7 34
Smoking rate (% of adults who are current smokers) 145 12 Park access (%) 52 20
Suicide rate (per 100,000 people) 197 @ 45 PM 2.5 exposure (ug/m’) 59 © 6
Incidence of tuberculosis (per 100,000 people) 05 © 3 Rent burdened population (%) 49 © 18
Deaths due to road collisions (per 100,000 people) 131 @ 37 SDG12 - Responsible Consumption and Production
Chilq vgccine covelzragie (% of population 19-35 months) 82.7 28 Chemical pollution (lbs/mi?) 5506 24
Subjective Wellbeing index (worst 0-100 best) 628 @ 7 Lead emissions (kg/capita) 00042 ® 45
SDG4 - Quality Education NOx emissions (kg/capita) 498 ® 31
Higher education (% aged 25-34, bachelors or higher) 263 @ 44 Recycling index (worst 04 best) 2 0 15
Students with debt (% of college graduates) 66 @ 43 50, emissions (kg/capita) 56 @ 12
Career and technical education (% of graduates placed) %52 @ 4 VOC emissions (kg/capita) 1321 @ 46
High school graduation rate (% of public graduates) 797 @ 40 SDG13 - Climate Action
Early educlation (%) 38 @ 49 Resilient building codes (% of jurisdictions subject to hazards) 73 20
Basic reading achievement (% of grade 8 students) 81.1 9 Climate alliance membership (worst 0-1 best) 0 e 17
SDGS5 - Gender Equality Global warming awareness (%) 649 ® 39
Contraceptive deserts (% of persons in need located in a desert) 20 O 14 Climate action plan (worst 01 best) 0o o 34
Female labor force (% of total labor force participation) 9208 @ 49 Energy-related CO, emissions (tCOo/capita) 108 @ 10
LGBT inclusion in hate crime laws (worst 1-4 best) 2 e 3] Effective carbon rate (USD/tCO;) 000 e 1
Women in government (% in state legislature) 305 14 FEMA mitigation coverage (%) 799 @ 33
Sexual violence (lifetime prevalence) 405 ® 44 Weather costs (% of GDP) 0.0794 37
Gender wage gap (% of men’s median wage) 759 @ 41 Weather injuries/fatalities (per 100,000 people) 048 ® 20
Women-owned businesses (% of solely-owned businesses) 390 ® 24 SDG15 - Life on Land
SDG6 - Clean Water and Sanitation Change in forest area (%, 5 year change) 07 ® 21
Dams with Emergency Action Plans (% of high hazard potential dams) %5 ® 9 Invasive management plan (worst 0-1 best) 100 @ 1
Incomplete plumbing (% of occupied housing units) 055 43 Non-carbon ecological footprint (% of biocapacity) 34.1 16
Water stress index (Normalized Deficit Index) 0260 ® 37 Protected area (% of total area with GAP status 1-2) 138 @ 6
Safe drinking water violations (% of people drinking water with violations) ~ 19.7 29 SDG16 - Peace, Justice and Strong Institutions
SDG7 - Affordable and Clean Energy Incarceration rate (per 100,000 people) 10226 @ 27
CO; intensity of electricity (mtCO,/TWh) 0117 @ 3 State Integrity Index (worst 0-100 best) 62 & 25
Low-income energy burden (% of income spent on energy) 31 @ 20 Jail admission rate (per 100,000 people) 62578 @ 26
Energy efficiency (thousand BTU/dollar of GDP) 89 ® 35 Justice Index (worst 0~100 best) 65 @ 29
Renewable energy consumption (%) 74 @ 7 Laws.ui-t climate survey (worst 0-100 best) 750 @ 3
Renewable energy production (%) 1000 @ 1 \I;Iomlodes (pe(L/W 0?’00(.) peOple), ) 63? : ;?
SDG8 - Decent Work and Economic Growth e i
Banking access (per 10,000 people) 45 13
Employment discrimination (per 100,000 people) 55 ® 6
Employment to population ratio (% of population aged 20-64) 729 ® 26
Youth not in employment, education or training (NEET) (%) 121 ® 26
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ILLINOIS

¥V 5 BEST AND 5 WORST INDICATORS

Best

Climate action plan

Invasive management plan

LGBT inclusion in hate crime laws

VOC emissions

Pesticide exposure

Worst

Contraceptive deserts

Family leave policy

Climate alliance membership

Effective carbon rate

Sick leave policy

V¥ SDG STATE RANK

22 (OF 50)

V¥V OVERALL PERFORMANCE

State score Average score

49.2 47.0

V¥ AVERAGE PERFORMANCE BY SDG
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Notes: The full title of Goal 2"Zero Hunger"is “End hunger, achieve food security and improved nutrition and promote sustainable agriculture’

The full title of each SDG is available here: https://sustainabledevelopment.un.org/sdgs
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ILLINOIS

Performance by Indicator

SDG1 -End Poverty Value Rating Rank Value Rating Rank
Affordable housing (per 100 Extremely Low Income Renter Households) 32 e 38 Real GDP growth (%, average of 5 years) 099 ® 36
Could not see doctor due to cost (% of adult population) 112 ® 18 Unbanked rate (%) 71 ® 31
Family leave policy (worst 01 best) 0 ® 6 Unemployment rate (% of population 25-64) 68 ® 40
Living below national poverty line (%) 13.0 24 Fatal occupational injuries (per 100,000 workers) 39 10
Sick leave policy (worst 01 best) 0 @ 11 .
Families receiving TANF (per 100 families in poverty) 158 @ 32 SDG9 - IndUStry’ Innovation and Infrastructure
Working poor (% of population 16-64) 26 21 Scientific journal articles (per 1,000 doctorate holders) 10008 ® 12

Broadband access (% of households) 674 24
SDG2 - Zero Hunger Deficient bridges (%) 84 25
Elderly food insecurity (%) 7.1 25 Internet use (%) 842 ®© 9
Living in food desert (%) 178 ® 12 Patents (per 1,000 individuals in S&E occupations) 19.0 17
Food insecurity (% of households) 1M1 @ 14 Poor roads (%) 18 25
Prevalence of obesity (% adult population) 311 @ 32 Research and development expenditure (% of GDP) 21 @ 21
Pesticide exposure (per 100,000 people) 204 © 5 STEM employment (% of employed population) 58 ® 24
Rural infrastructure index (worst 0-100 best) 64.0 14 -,
WIC coverage rate (% of eligible families) 481 @ 32 SDG10 - Reduced Inequalities

Case for Inclusion index (worst 0—100 best) 558 @ 46
SDG3 - Good Health and Well-Being Gini coefficient (best 01 worst) 0481 @ 40
Adolescent pregnancy rate (births per girl/woman aged 15-19) 18.7 21 Hate groups (per 100,000 people) 0.25 23
HIV prevalence (per 100,000) 3301 @ 35 Pollution Burden (percentage point difference for people of color) 19 27
Primary health care practitioners (% of need met) 574 @ 15 Racism index (best 0—100 worst) 678 @ 47
Infant mortality rate (per 1,000 live births) 67 @ 29 Uninsured (%) 6.5 20
Life expectancy at birth (years) 79.1 23 . . e
Maternal mortZIity (per 1)60,000 live births) 032 ® 23 SDG11 - Sustainable Cities and Communities
Non-communicable diseases (per 100,000 people aged 35-75) 3936 30 Sustainable transportation (% of commuters) 129 @ 4
Drug overdose deaths (per 100,000 people) 141 17 Overcrowded housing (% of occupied housing units) 25 33
Smoking rate (% of adults who are current smokers) 15.8 18 Park access (%) 59 14
Suicide rate (per 100,000 people) 99 ® 6 PM 2.5 exposure (Lig/m’) 102 © 49
Incidence of tuberculosis (per 100,000 people) 26 ® 34 Rentburdened population (%) 486 © 3
Deaths due to road collisions (per 100,000 people) 74 8 SDG12 - Responsible Consumption and Production
Chilq vgccine covelzragie (% of population 19-35 months) 84.0 16 Chemical pollution (lbs/mi?) 19732 ® 44
Subjective Wellbeing index (worst 0-100 best) 611 ® 35 Lead emissions (kg/capita) 00020 19
SDG4 - Quality Education NOx emissions (kg/capita) 320 ® 17
Higher education (% aged 25-34, bachelors or higher) 417 @ 5 Recycling index (worst 04 best) 3 5
Students with debt (% of college graduates) 61 ® 33 50, emissions (kg/capita) 135 @ 28
Career and technical education (% of graduates placed) 689 ® 43 VOC emissions (kg/capita) 280 9
High school graduation rate (% of public graduates) 85.5 25 SDG13 - Climate Action
Early educlation (%) V4 ¢ Resilient building codes (% of jurisdictions subject to hazards) 52 ® 35
Basic reading achievement (% of grade 8 students) 77.5 23 Climate alliance membership (worst 0-1 best) 0 e 17
SDGS5 - Gender Equality Global warming awareness (%) 726 ® 8
Contraceptive deserts (% of persons in need located in a desert) 98 @ 4 Climate action plan (worst 01 best) o
Female labor force (% of total labor force participation) 94.8 26 Energy-related CO; emissions (tCO/capita) 170 @ 28
LGBT inclusion in hate crime laws (worst 1-4 best) 4 @ Effective carbon rate (USD/tCO;) 000 e 1
Women in government (% in state legislature) 356 6 FEMA mitigation coverage (%) 872 24
Sexual violence (lifetime prevalence) 366 ® 24 Weather costs (% of GDP) 0.0542 34
Gender wage gap (% of men's median wage) 793 @ 27 Weather injuries/fatalities (per 100,000 people) 0.67 31
Women-owned businesses (% of solely-owned businesses) 40.6 15 SDG15 - Life on Land
SDG6 - Clean Water and Sanitation Change in forest area (%, 5 year change) 27 5
Dams with Emergency Action Plans (% of high hazard potential dams) 823 29 Invasive management plan (worst 0-1 best) 100 @ !
Incomplete plumbing (% of occupied housing units) 028 ® 3 Non-carbon ecological footprint (% of biocapacity) 983 @ 33
Wiater stress index (Normalized Deficit Index) 0.345 D) Protected area (% of total area with GAP status 1-2) 26 ® 38
Safe drinking water violations (% of people drinking water with violations) 6.1 7 SDG16 - Peace, Justice and Strong Institutions
SDG7 - Affordable and Clean Energy Incarceration rate (per 100,000 people) 7511 @ 12
CO; intensity of electricity (mtCO,/TWh) 0.385 14 State Integrity Index (worst 0100 best) 67 o 7
Low-income energy burden (% of income spent on energy) 3% ® 38 Jail admission rate (per 100,000 people) 38207 ® 8
Energy efficiency (thousand BTU/dollar of GDP) 5.7 19 Justice Index (worst 0-100 best) 50 e 7
Renewable energy consumption (%) 64 ® 34 Laws.ui-t climate survey (worst 0-100 best) 501 @ 48
Renewable energy production (%) 125 ® 35 \I}Iomlodes (pe(L/W O?’OOQ people)v izens) 62; : [21(7)
SDG8 - Decent Work and Economic Growth R G S !
Banking access (per 10,000 people) 43 20
Employment discrimination (per 100,000 people) 396 © 43
Employment to population ratio (% of population aged 20-64) 744 19
Youth not in employment, education or training (NEET) (%) 11.9 25
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INDIANA

¥V 5 BEST AND 5 WORST INDICATORS

Best

Career and technical education

Invasive management plan

Weather costs

VOC emissions

Weather injuries/fatalities

Worst

LGBT inclusion in hate crime laws

Climate action plan

Climate alliance membership

Effective carbon rate

Energy-related CO, emissions

FEMA mitigation coverage

Sick leave policy

Chemical pollution

Family leave policy

V¥ SDG STATE RANK

47 (oF 50)
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V¥V OVERALL PERFORMANCE

State score Average score

39.9 47.0

V¥ AVERAGE PERFORMANCE BY SDG
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Notes: The full title of Goal 2"Zero Hunger"is “End hunger, achieve food security and improved nutrition and promote sustainable agriculture”.
The full title of each SDG is available here: https://sustainabledevelopment.un.org/sdgs
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INDIANA

Performance by Indicator

SDG1-End Poverty Value Rating Rank Value Rating Rank
Affordable housing (per 100 Extremely Low Income Renter Households) 38 @ 26 Real GDP growth (%, average of 5 years) 1.92 19
Could not see doctor due to cost (% of adult population) 126 ® 29 Unbanked rate (%) 48 19
Family leave policy (worst 01 best) 0 ® 6 Unemployment rate (% of population 25-64) 56 ® 23
Living below national poverty line (%) 141 @ 30 Fatal occupational injuries (per 100,000 workers) 51 @ 33
Sick leave policy (worst 0-1 best) 0 e 11 .
Families receiving TANF (per 100 families in poverty) 72 @ 4] SDG9 - IndUStry’ Innovation and Infrastructure
Working poor (% of population 16-64) 29 @ 27 Scientific journal articles (per 1,000 doctorate holders) 977.3 18

Broadband access (% of households) 624 ® 38
SDG2 - Zero Hunger Deficient bridges (%) 80 22
Elderly food insecurity (%) 99 @ 40 Internet use (%) 797 ® 24
Living in food desert (%) 214 ® 28 Patents (per 1,000 individuals in S&E occupations) 195 14
Food insecurity (% of households) 152 ® 43 Poor roads (%) 8 @ 3
Prevalence of obesity (% adult population) 320 ® 39 Research and development expenditure (% of GDP) 23 19
Pesticide exposure (per 100,000 people) 336 ® 28 STEM employment (% of employed population) 49 ® 35
Rural infrastructure index (worst 0-100 best) 59.0 24 -,
WIC coverage rate (% of eligible families) 484 @ 31 SDG10 - Reduced Inequalities

Case for Inclusion index (worst 0—100 best) 722 19
SDG3 - Good Health and Well-Being Gini coefficient (best 0-1 worst) 0453 @ 15
Adolescent pregnancy rate (births per girl/woman aged 15-19) 235 @ 32 Hate groups (per 100,000 people) 039 ® 38
HIV prevalence (per 100,000) 195.7 22 Pollution Burden (percentage point difference for people of color) 14 19
Primary health care practitioners (% of need met) 784 1 Racism index (best 0~100 worst) 464 ® 29
Infant mortality rate (per 1,000 live births) 73 @ 40 Uninsured (%) 81 @ 27
Life expectancy at birth (years) 772 @ 4] . . e
Maternal mortZIity (per 1)60,000 live births) 035 @ 33 SDG11 - Sustainable Cities and Communities
Non-communicable diseases (per 100,000 people aged 35-75) 4506 ® 49 Sustainable transportation (% of commuters) 37 @ 39
Drug overdose deaths (per 100,000 people) 195 ® 34 Overcrowded housing (% of occupied housing units) 18 12
Smoking rate (% of adults who are current smokers) 211 @ 41 Park access (%) 6 © 40
Suicide rate (per 100,000 people) 141 25 PM 2.5 exposure (Lig/m’) 97 @ 46
Incidence of tuberculosis (per 100,000 people) 15 17 Rentburdened population (%) 461 @ 19
Deaths due to road collisions (per 100,000 people) 106 25 SDG12 - Responsible Consumption and Production
Chilq vgccine covelzragie (% of population 19-35 months) 818 ® 31 Chemical pollution (lbs/mi?) 36284 ® 50
Subjective Wellbeing index (worst 0-100 best) 604 ® 42 Lead emissions (kg/capita) 00053 @ 47
SDG4 - Quality Education NOx emissions (kg/capita) 546 @ 34
Higher education (% aged 25-34, bachelors or higher) 06 © 34 Recycling index (worst 04 best) 3 >
Students with debt (% of college graduates) 59 ® 24 50, emissions (kg/capita) 476 @ 47
Career and technical education (% of graduates placed) 96 @ 1 VOC emissions (kg/capita) 389 21
High school graduation rate (% of public graduates) 86.8 19 SDG13 - Climate Action
Early educlation (%) Wb Resilient building codes (% of jurisdictions subject to hazards) 66 25
Basic reading achievement (% of grade 8 students) 79.5 16 Climate alliance membership (worst 0-1 best) 0 e 17
SDGS5 - Gender Equality Global warming awareness (%) 641 ® 42
Contraceptive deserts (% of persons in need located in a desert) 989 @ 32 Climate action plan (worst 01 best) 0 & 34
Female labor force (% of total labor force participation) 25 @ 31 Energy-related CO; emissions (tCO/capita) 285 ® 43
LGBT inclusion in hate crime laws (worst 1-4 best) 1 e 47 Effective carbon rate (USD/tCO;) 000 e 1
Women in government (% in state legislature) 200 ® 36 FEMA mitigation coverage (%) 469 @ 49
Sexual violence (lifetime prevalence) 375 @ 31 Weather costs (% of GDP) 00071 @ 14
Gender wage gap (% of men's median wage) 741 ® 45 Weather injuries/fatalities (per 100,000 people) 0.52 23
Women-owned businesses (% of solely-owned businesses) 391 ® 23 SDG15 - Life on Land
SDG6 - Clean Water and Sanitation Change in forest area (%, 5 year change) 09 @ 17
Dams with Emergency Action Plans (% of high hazard potential dams) 316 @ 44 Invasive management plan (worst 0-1 best) 100 @ !
Incomplete plumbing (% of occupied housing units) 030 ® 9 Non-carbon ecological footprint (% of biocapacity) 779 ® 30
Wiater stress index (Normalized Deficit Index) 0442 45 Protected area (% of total area with GAP status 1-2) 28 @ 37
Safe drinking water violations (% of people drinking water with violations) 105 16 SDG16 - Peace, Justice and Strong Institutions
SDG7 - Affordable and Clean Energy Incarceration rate (per 100,000 people) 10668 @ 30
CO; intensity of electricity (mtCO,/TWh) 0837 ® 47 State Integrity Index (worst 0-100 best) 62 & 25
Low-income energy burden (% of income spent on energy) 33 @ 31 Jail admission rate (per 100,000 people) 52454 @ 15
Energy efficiency (thousand BTU/dollar of GDP) 96 ® 39 Justice Index (worst 0-100 best) 269 @ 46
Renewable energy consumption (%) 50 @ 36 Laws.ui-t climate survey (worst 0-100 best) 719 15
Renewable energy production (%) 29 @ 25 \I}Iomlodes (pe(L/W O?’OOQ people)v izens) 52? : 2(7)
SDG8 - Decent Work and Economic Growth R G S :
Banking access (per 10,000 people) 43 20
Employment discrimination (per 100,000 people) 382 © 4
Employment to population ratio (% of population aged 20-64) 74.1 20
Youth not in employment, education or training (NEET) (%) 11.6 23
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IOWA

¥V 5 BEST AND 5 WORST INDICATORS
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Invasive management plan

V¥V OVERALL PERFORMANCE

State score
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Notes: The full title of Goal 2"Zero Hunger"is “End hunger, achieve food security and improved nutrition and promote sustainable agriculture”.
The full title of each SDG is available here: https://sustainabledevelopment.un.org/sdgs
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IOWA

Performance by Indicator

SDG1 - End Poverty

Value Rating Rank

Value Rating Rank

Affordable housing (per 100 Extremely Low Income Renter Households) 39 @ 24 Real GDP growth (%, average of 5 years) 219 13
Could not see doctor due to cost (% of adult population) 77 2 Unbanked rate (%) 4.2 14
Family leave policy (worst 0-1 best) 0o @ 6 Unemployment rate (% of population 25-64) 36 © 4
Living below national poverty line (%) 18 17 Fatal occupational injuries (per 100,000 workers) 55 @ 35
Sick leave policy (worst 0-1 best) 0 e 11 .
Families receiving TANF (per 100 families in poverty) 219 e 21 SDG9 - IndUStry’ Innovation and Infrastructure
Working poor (% of population 16-64) 24 19 Scientific journal articles (per 1,000 doctorate holders) 835.5 30

Broadband access (% of households) 630 ® 36
SDG2 - Zero Hunger Deficient bridges (%) 205 @ 49
Elderly food insecurity (%) 6.3 18 Internet use (%) 852 © 6
Living in food desert (%) 181 ® 15 Patents (per 1,000 individuals in S&E occupations) 173 22
Food insecurity (% of households) 107 ® 11 Poor roads (%) 18 25
Prevalence of obesity (% adult population) 316 ® 36 Research and development expenditure (% of GDP) 9 e 27
Pesticide exposure (per 100,000 people) 373 ® 34 STEM employment (% of employed population) 49 ® 35
Rural infrastructure index (worst 0-100 best) 560 ® 29 .
WIC coverage rate (% of eligible families) 472 @ 38 SDG10 - Reduced Inequalities

Case for Inclusion index (worst 0-100 best) 588 @ 44
SDG3 - Good Health and Well-Being Gini coefficient (best 01 worst) 0445 ® 6
Adolescent pregnancy rate (births per girl/woman aged 15-19) 17.2 18 Hate groups (per 100,000 people) 0.13 6
HIV prevalence (per 100,000) 935 @ 6 Pollution Burden (percentage point difference for people of color) 1.5 20
Primary health care practitioners (% of need met) 622 ® 12 Racism index (best 0~100 worst) 501 @ 43
Infant mortality rate (per 1,000 live births) 50 7 Uninsured (%) 43 @ 5
Life expectancy at birth (years) 79.5 16 . .. .
Maternal mortZIity (per 1)60,000 live births) 0.25 14 SDG11 - Sustainable Cities and Communities
Non-communicable diseases (per 100,000 people aged 35-75) 3893 29 Sustainable transportation (% of commuters) 52 ® 24
Drug overdose deaths (per 100,000 people) 103 @ 5 Overcrowded housing (% of occupied housing units) 19 15
Smoking rate (% of adults who are current smokers) 16.7 22 Park access (%) 3 @ 3%
Suicide rate (per 100,000 people) 136 23 PM 2.5 exposure (ug/m’) 78 2
Incidence of tuberculosis (per 100,000 people) 15 17 Rent burdened population (%) 444 ® 10
Deaths due to road collisions (per 100,000 people) 10.1 23 SDG12 - Responsible Consumption and Production
Chilq vgccine covelzragie (% of population 19-35 months) 84.0 16 Chemical pollution (lbs/mi?) 5317 2
Subjective Wellbeing index (worst 0-100 best) 61.7 20 Lead emissions (kg/capita) 00032 ® 37
SDG4 - Quality Education NOx emissions (kg/capita) 608 @ 37
Higher education (% aged 25-34, bachelors or higher) 345 21 Recycling index (worst 0-4 best) 2@ 1
Students with debt (% of college graduates) 65 ©® 42 50, emissions (kg/capita) 271 @ 39
Career and technical education (% of graduates placed) 842 17 VOC emissions (kg/capita) 554 28
High school graduation rate (% of public graduates) 913 @ 1 SDG13 - Climate Action
Early educlation (%) a0 A Resilient building codes (% of jurisdictions subject to hazards) 72 23
Basic reading achievement (% of grade 8 students) 80.8 1 Climate alliance membership (worst 0-1 best) 0 e 17
SDGS5 - Gender Equality Global warming awareness (%) 669 ® 30
Contraceptive deserts (% of persons in need located in a desert) 925 @ 15 Climate action plan (worst 01 best) T e 1
Female labor force (% of total labor force participation) 95.4 15 Energy-related CO, emissions (tCOo/capita) 243 @ 39
LGBT inclusion in hate crime laws (worst 1-4 best) 3 18 Effective carbon rate (USD/tCO,) 000 ® m
Women in government (% in state legislature) 233 @ 3 FEMA mitigation coverage (%) 91 @ 6
Sexual violence (lifetime prevalence) 333 @ 10 Weather costs (% of GDP) 01649 @ 43
Gender wage gap (% of men’s median wage) 765 @ 40 Weather injuries/fatalities (per 100,000 people) 046 @ 17
Women-owned businesses (% of solely-owned businesses) 378 ® 34 SDG15 - Life on Land
SDG6 - Clean Water and Sanitation Change in forest area (%, 5 year change) 30 @ 47
Dams with Emergency Action Plans (% of high hazard potential dams) 304 @ 45 Invasive management plan (worst 0-1 best) 100 @ 1
Incomplete plumbing (% of occupied housing units) 029 ® 8 Non-carbon ecological footprint (% of biocapacity) 314 13
Water stress index (Normalized Deficit Index) 0285 ® 39 Protected area (% of total area with GAP status 1-2) 13 0 4
Safe drinking water violations (% of people drinking water with violations) ~ 11.6 19 SDG16 - Peace, Justice and Strong Institutions
SDG7 - Affordable and Clean Energy Incarceration rate (per 100,000 people) 6222 ® 10
CO; intensity of electricity (mtCO,/TWh) 0554 ® 36 State Integrity Index (worst 0-100 best) 67 @ 7
Low-income energy burden (% of income spent on energy) 40 @ 43 Jail admission rate (per 100,000 people) 62150 @ 25
Energy efficiency (thousand BTU/dollar of GDP) 96 ® 39 Justice Index (worst 0~100 best) 66 © 28
Renewable energy consumption (%) 277 @ 6 Laws.ui-t climate survey (worst 0-100 best) 726 13
Renewable energy production (%) 929 e 9 \I;Iommdes (pe(L/W O?’OOQ peOple), izens) 6?431 ° 2?
SDG8 - Decent Work and Economic Growth e ;
Banking access (per 10,000 people) 57 @ 4
Employment discrimination (per 100,000 people) 61 @ 7
Employment to population ratio (% of population aged 20-64) 795 ®© 4
Youth not in employment, education or training (NEET) (%) 84 @ 7
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¥V 5 BEST AND 5 WORST INDICATORS

Best

Invasive management plan

FEMA mitigation coverage

Chemical pollution

Weather costs

Water stress index

Worst

Sick leave policy

Family leave policy

Protected area

Effective carbon rate

Climate action plan

Recycling index

Energy-related CO, emissions

Climate alliance membership

V¥ SDG STATE RANK

27 (OF 50)

V¥V OVERALL PERFORMANCE

State score Average score

46.5 47.0

V¥ AVERAGE PERFORMANCE BY SDG
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Notes: The full title of Goal 2"Zero Hunger"is “End hunger, achieve food security and improved nutrition and promote sustainable agriculture”.

The full title of each SDG is available here: https://sustainabledevelopment.un.org/sdgs
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KANSAS

Performance by Indicator

SDG1-End Poverty Value Rating Rank Value Rating Rank
Affordable housing (per 100 Extremely Low Income Renter Households) 4 @ 16 Real GDP growth (%, average of 5 years) 103 ® 34
Could not see doctor due to cost (% of adult population) 117 @ 23 Unbanked rate (%) 76 ® 33
Family leave policy (worst 01 best) 0o @ 6 Unemployment rate (% of population 25-64) 42 @ 10
Living below national poverty line (%) 121 20 Fatal occupational injuries (per 100,000 workers) 5.0 31
Sick leave policy (worst 01 best) 0 @ 11 .
Families receiving TANF (per 100 families in poverty) 103 @ 36 SDG9 - IndUStry’ Innovation and Infrastructure
Working poor (% of population 16-64) 30 ® 28 Scientific journal articles (per 1,000 doctorate holders) 7869 @ 33
Broadband access (% of households) 643 ® 34

SDG2 - Zero Hunger Deficient bridges (%) 86 26
Elderly food insecurity (%) 63 18 Internet use (%) 794 @ 26
Living in food desert (%) 233 @ 40 Patents (per 1,000 individuals in S&E occupations) 146 ® 26
Food insecurity (% of households) 145 ® 35 Poor roads (%) 13 14
Prevalence of obesity (% adult population) 309 ® 29 Research and development expenditure (% of GDP) 18 ® 28
Pesticide exposure (per 100,000 people) 388 ® 38 STEM employment (% of employed population) 55 ® 30
Rural infrastructure index (worst 0-100 best) 530 ® 35 -,
WIC coverage rate (% of eligible families) 462 @ 39 SDG10 - Reduced Inequalities

. Case for Inclusion index (worst 0—100 best) 70.9 24
SDG3 - Good Health and Well-Being Gini coefficient (best 01 worst) 0455 @ 18
Adolescent pregnancy rate (births per girl/woman aged 15-19) 219 ® 30 Hate groups (per 100,000 people) 0.24 21
HIV prevalence (per 100,000) 1186 1 Pollution Burden (percentage point difference for people of color) 1.5 20
Primary health care practitioners (% of need met) 513 ® 26 Racism index (best 0~100 worst) 512 ® 36
Infant mortality rate (per 1,000 live births) 68 @ 32 Uninsured (%) 87 ® 30
Life expectancy at birth (years) 785 29 . . L.
Maternal mortality (per 100,000 live births) 034 ® 28 SDG_1 1- SUStama_ble Cities and Communities
Non-communicable diseases (per 100,000 people aged 35-75) 400.8 34 Sustainable transportation (% of commuters) 32 @ 43
Drug overdose deaths (per 100,000 people) 18 9 Overcrowded housing (% of occupied housing units) 2.1 19
Smoking rate (% of adults who are current smokers) 172 ® 26 Park access (%) ; 9 o %g
Suicide rate (per 100,000 people) 156 ® 31 PM 2.5 exposure (ug/m_) 73
Incidence of tuberculosis (per 100,000 people) 1.0 8 Rentburdened population (%) B7 @ 6
Degths dugto road collisions (per 1OQ,OOO people) 121 e 33 SDG12 - Responsible Consumption and Production
Ch|lq V§CC|ne covelzragie (% of population 19-35 months) 83.5 . g Chemical pollution (Ibs/m?) 2228 7
Subjective Wellbeing index (worst 0-100 best) 612 Lead emissions (kg/capita) 00033 ® 38
SDG4 - Quality Education NOx emissions (kg/capita) 831 @ 45
Higher education (% aged 25-34, bachelors or higher) 356 18 Recyclihg.index (worst‘ 04 best) 1 e 34
Students with debt (% of college graduates) 60 ® 25 50, SRR (kg/cap@a) 135 &
Career and technical education (% of graduates placed) 834 18 VOC emissions (kg/capita) 913 @ 39
High school lgraduation rate (% of public graduates) 85.7 23 SDG13 - Climate Action
Early educlanon (k:%) % of s ?; Resilient building codes (% of jurisdictions subject to hazards) 2 @ 46
Basic reading achievement (% of grade 8 students) 786 Climate alliance membership (worst 0-1 best) 0 e 17
SDGS5 - Gender Equality Global warming awareness (%) 653 ® 37
Contraceptive deserts (% of persons in need located in a desert) 296 @ 38 Climate action plan (Wf)rft 0-1 best) } 0 & 34
Female labor force (% of total labor force participation) 94.9 23 Energ}/frelated (0 emissions (tCO/capita) 217 @ 35
LGBT inclusion in hate crime laws (worst 1-4 best) 3 18 Effective carbon rate (USD/tCO>) uoy Ol
Women in government (% in state legislature) 285 ® 18 FEMA mitigation coverage (%) %97 ® 3
Sexual violence (lifetime prevalence) 33 @ 19 Weather costs (% of GDP) nese2 O 32
Gender wage gap (% of men's median wage) 774 ® 36 Weather injuries/fatalities (per 100,000 people) 061 27
Women-owned businesses (% of solely-owned businesses) 381 @ 33 SDG15 - Life on Land
SDG6 - Clean Water and Sanitation Change in forest area (%, 5 year change) 10 ® 16
Dams with Emergency Action Plans (% of high hazard potential dams) 859 @ 24 Invasive managemgnt plan (worst 0-1 b?“) ) 100 @ L
Incomplete plumbing (% of occupied housing units) 039 ® 28 Non-carbon ecological footprint (% of biocapacity) 29 @ 10
Water stress index (Normalized Deficit Index) 0140 @ 30 Protected area (% of total area with GAP status 1-2) <t @ 49
Safe drinking water violations (% of people drinking water with violations) 159 26 SDG16 - Peace, Justice and Strong Institutions
SDG7 - Affordable and Clean Energy Incarceration rate (per 100,000 people) 8244 @ 18
CO; intensity of electricity (mtCO,/TWh) 0540 ® 34 Stgte \nt.eg'rlty Index (worst 0-100 best) 9 @ 39
Low-income energy burden (% of income spent on energy) 30 @ 18 Jail §dm|sswon rate (per 100,000 people) 77832 @ 34
Energy efficiency (thousand BTU/dollar of GDP) 79 ® 3] Justice InQex (worst 0100 best) 302 @ 40
Renewable energy consumption (%) 37 14 Lawsuit climate survey (worst 0-100 best) 715 17
Renewable energy production (%) 211 ® 26 \I;Iotmlildes (pte(z/W O?,OOS ) itizens) 6?? : i;

. oter turnout (% of voting age citizens .
SDG8 - Decent Work and Economic Growth 999
Banking access (per 10,000 people) 57 @ 4
Employment discrimination (per 100,000 people) 232 28
Employment to population ratio (% of population aged 20-64) 76.2 11
Youth not in employment, education or training (NEET) (%) 11.0 18
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KENTUCKY

Best

Invasive management plan

Climate action plan

Weather costs

Water stress index

V¥V OVERALL PERFORMANCE

State score Average score

37.1 47.0

V¥ AVERAGE PERFORMANCE BY SDG
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Notes: The full title of Goal 2"Zero Hunger"is “End hunger, achieve food security and improved nutrition and promote sustainable agriculture”.

The full title of each SDG is available here: https://sustainabledevelopment.un.org/sdgs
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KENTUCKY

Performance by Indicator

SDG1 - End Poverty

Value Rating Rank

Value Rating Rank

Affordable housing (per 100 Extremely Low Income Renter Households) 57 3 Real GDP growth (%, average of 5 years) 095 ® 37
Could not see doctor due to cost (% of adult population) 121 ® 26 Unbanked rate (%) 9.0 ©® 4
Family leave policy (worst 01 best) 0 ® 6 Unemployment rate (% of population 25-64) 62 ® 29
Living below national poverty line (%) 185 @ 47 Fatal occupational injuries (per 100,000 workers) 55 ® 35
Sick leave policy (worst 01 best) 0 @ 11 .
Families receiving TANF (per 100 families in poverty) 203 @ 23 SDG9 - IndUStry’ Innovation and Infrastructure
Working poor (% of population 16-64) 35 @ 4] Scientific journal articles (per 1,000 doctorate holders) 7450 ® 39

Broadband access (% of households) 617 ® 42
SDG2 - Zero Hunger Deficient bridges (%) 8.1 24
Elderly food insecurity (%) 108 @ 44 Internet use (%) 775 ® 36
Living in food desert (%) 15.7 7 Patents (per 1,000 individuals in S&E occupations) 128 ® 30
Food insecurity (% of households) 173 @ 45 Poor roads (%) 8 @ 3
Prevalence of obesity (% adult population) 340 ® 44 Research and development expenditure (% of GDP) 10 ® 37
Pesticide exposure (per 100,000 people) 455 @ 48 STEM employment (% of employed population) 39 @ 47
Rural infrastructure index (worst 0-100 best) 59.7 21 -,
WIC coverage rate (% of eligible families) 534 @ 13 SDG10 - Reduced Inequalities

Case for Inclusion index (worst 0—100 best) 723 18
SDG3 - Good Health and Well-Being Gini coefficient (best 01 worst) 0481 @ 41
Adolescent pregnancy rate (births per girl/woman aged 15-19) 309 ® 46 Hate groups (per 100,000 people) 052 ® 43
HIV prevalence (per 100,000) 179.6 18 Pollution Burden (percentage point difference for people of color) 1.7 24
Primary health care practitioners (% of need met) 610 ® 13 Racism index (best 0~100 worst) 341 3
Infant mortality rate (per 1,000 live births) 68 @ 33 Uninsured (%) 5.1 8
Life expectancy at birth (years) 758 @ 44 . . e
Maternal mortZIity (per 1)60,000 live births) 034 @ 28 SDG11 - Sustainable Cities and Communities
Non-communicable diseases (per 100,000 people aged 35-75) 5624 @ 43 Sustainable transportation (% of commuters) 37 @ 38
Drug overdose deaths (per 100,000 people) 200 @ 47 Overcrowded housing (% of occupied housing units) 20 17
Smoking rate (% of adults who are current smokers) 245 @ 49 Park access (%) 29 ® 36
Suicide rate (per 100,000 people) 160 ® 33 PM 2.5 exposure (Lig/m’) g3 ® 38
Incidence of tuberculosis (per 100,000 people) 15 17 Rentburdened population (%) 520 15
Deaths due to road collisions (per 100,000 people) 142 ® 40 SDG12 - Responsible Consumption and Production
Chilq vgccine covelzragie (% of population 19-35 months) 83.8 18 Chemical pollution (lbs/mi?) 13521 ® 39
Subjective Wellbeing index (worst 0-100 best) 508 @ 45 Lead emissions (kg/capita) 00024 2
SDG4 - Quality Education NOx emissions (kg/capita) 589 @ 36
Higher education (% aged 25-34, bachelors or higher) 273 ® 39 Recycling index (worst 04 best) 1 e 34
Students with debt (% of college graduates) 63 ® 37 50, emissions (kg/capita) 462 ® 4o
Career and technical education (% of graduates placed) 793 ® 20 VOC emissions (kg/capita) 612 © 32
High school graduation rate (% of public graduates) 88.6 7 SDG13 - Climate Action
Early educlation (%) e Resilient building codes (% of jurisdictions subject to hazards) 77 16
Basic reading achievement (% of grade 8 students) 779 21 Climate alliance membership (worst 0-1 best) 0 e 17
SDGS5 - Gender Equality Global warming awareness (%) 624 ® 47
Contraceptive deserts (% of persons in need located in a desert) %0 @ 20 Climate action plan (worst 01 best) o
Female labor force (% of total labor force participation) 94.7 28 Energy-related CO; emissions (tCO/capita) 294 @ 4
LGBT inclusion in hate crime laws (worst 1-4 best) 3 18 Effective carbon rate (USD/tCO;) 000 e 1
Women in government (% in state legislature) 167 ® 4 FEMA mitigation coverage (%) 698 @ 41
Sexual violence (lifetime prevalence) 391 @ 40 Weather costs (% of GDP) 00057 @ 17
Gender wage gap (% of men's median wage) 797 ® 23 Weather injuries/fatalities (per 100,000 people) 0.75 33
Women-owned businesses (% of solely-owned businesses) 365 ® 39 SDG15 - Life on Land
SDG6 - Clean Water and Sanitation Change in forest area (%, 5 year change) 02 @ 31
Dams with Emergency Action Plans (% of high hazard potential dams) 655 @ 39 Invasive management plan (worst 0-1 best) 100 @ !
Incomplete plumbing (% of occupied housing units) 047 ® 40 Non-carbon ecological footprint (% of biocapacity) 38.1 20
Water stress index (Normalized Deficit Index) 0093 ® 25 Protected area (% of total area with GAP status 1-2) 14 @ 46
Safe drinking water violations (% of people drinking water with violations) 550 @ 49 SDG16 - Peace, Justice and Strong Institutions
SDG7 - Affordable and Clean Energy Incarceration rate (per 100,000 people) 11103 @ 34
CO; intensity of electricity (mtCO,/TWh) 0900 @ 49 State Integrity Index (worst 0-100 best) 67 @ 7
Low-income energy burden (% of income spent on energy) 32 @ 25 Jail admission rate (per 100,000 people) 100996 @ 40
Energy efficiency (thousand BTU/dollar of GDP) 01 © 43 Justice Index (worst 0~100 best) 3 & 23
Renewable energy consumption (%) 51 e 4 Laws.ui-t climate survey (worst 0-100 best) 617 @ 42
Renewable energy production (%) 44 @ 4 \I}Iommdes (pe(L/W O?’OOQ people)v izens) 5?3 : ii
SDG8 - Decent Work and Economic Growth R G S !
Banking access (per 10,000 people) 46 11
Employment discrimination (per 100,000 people) 20.5 25
Employment to population ratio (% of population aged 20-64) 677 @ 45
Youth not in employment, education or training (NEET) (%) 135 ® 37
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LOUISIANA

Best

Dams with Emergency Action Plans

Invasive management plan

FEMA mitigation coverage

Water stress index

Students with debt
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Unbanked rate
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Weather costs
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Living below national poverty
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Gini coefficient

Lawsuit climate survey

Energy efficiency

Chemical pollution

Family leave policy

Effective carbon rate

Recycling index

Energy-related CO, emissions

Subjective Wellbeing index

Homicides

Families receiving TANF

Renewable energy consumption

Sick leave policy

Climate alliance membership

Climate action plan

Research and development
expenditure

V¥ SDG STATE RANK
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Notes: The full itle of Goal 2"Zero Hunger"is “End hunger, achieve food security and improved nutrition and promote sustainable agriculture

The full title of each SDG is available here: https://sustainabledevelopment.un.org/sdgs
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LOUISIANA

Performance by Indicator

SDG1 -End Poverty Value Rating Rank Value Rating Rank
Affordable housing (per 100 Extremely Low Income Renter Households) 46 @ 1 Real GDP growth (%, average of 5 years) 013 @ 48
Could not see doctor due to cost (% of adult population) 176 @ 48 Unbanked rate (%) 140 @ 50
Family leave policy (worst 01 best) 0 ® 6 Unemployment rate (% of population 25-64) 63 ® 31
Living below national poverty line (%) 202 @ 49 Fatal occupational injuries (per 100,000 workers) 75 @ 44
Sick leave policy (worst 0-1 best) 0 e 11 .
Families receiving TANF (per 100 families in poverty) 42 @ 50 SDG9 - IndUStry’ Innovation and Infrastructure
Working poor (% of population 16-64) 47 @ 48 Scientific journal articles (per 1,000 doctorate holders) 7400 ® 40

Broadband access (% of households) 575 @ 45
SDG2 - Zero Hunger Deficient bridges (%) 135 @ 41
Elderly food insecurity (%) 141 @ 50 Internet use (%) 795 ® 25
Living in food desert (%) 227 ® 37 Patents (per 1,000 individuals in S&E occupations) 95 @ 39
Food insecurity (% of households) 183 @ 49 Poor roads (%) 26 ® 38
Prevalence of obesity (% adult population) 353 @ 46 Research and development expenditure (% of GDP) 05 @ 49
Pesticide exposure (per 100,000 people) 342 ® 30 STEM employment (% of employed population) 36 @ 48
Rural infrastructure index (worst 0-100 best) 463 @ 40 -,
WIC coverage rate (% of eligible families) 508 ® 28 SDG10 - Reduced Inequalities

Case for Inclusion index (worst 0—100 best) 675 ® 31
SDG3 - Good Health and Well-Being Gini coefficient (best 01 worst) 0499 @ 49
Adolescent pregnancy rate (births per girl/woman aged 15-19) 306 ® 45 Hate groups (per 100,000 people) 0.30 30
HIV prevalence (per 100,000) 5047 @ 46 Pollution Burden (percentage point difference for people of color) 22 ® 35
Primary health care practitioners (% of need met) 68.2 5 Racism index (best 0~100 worst) 480 ® 31
Infant mortality rate (per 1,000 live births) 84 @ 48 Uninsured (%) 103 ® 41
Life expectancy at birth (years) 756 @ 47 . L. L.
Maternal mortZIity (per 1)60,000 live births) 050 @ 45 SDG11 - Sustainable Cities and Communities
Non-communicable diseases (per 100,000 people aged 35-75) 524 @ 43 Sustainable transportation (% of commuters) 36 @ 4]
Drug overdose deaths (per 100,000 people) 190 @ 31 Overcrowded housing (% of occupied housing units) 24 31
Smoking rate (% of adults who are current smokers) 28 © 47 Park access (%) 27 & 38
Suicide rate (per 100,000 people) 133 21 PM 2.5 exposure (ug/m’) 78 2
Incidence of tuberculosis (per 100,000 people) 30 ® 41 Rent burdened population (%) 45 e 47
Deaths due to road collisions (per 100,000 people) 150 @ 43 SDG12 - Responsible Consumption and Production
Chilq vgccine covelzragie (% of population 19-35 months) 781 @ 42 Chemical pollution (lbs/mi?) 33054 @ 49
Subjective Wellbeing index (worst 0-100 best) 589 @ 49 Lead emissions (kg/capita) 00032 ® 36
SDG4 - Quality Education NOx emissions (kg/capita) 725 @ 40
Higher education (% aged 25-34, bachelors or higher) 264 @ 43 Recycling index (worst 04 best) 1 e 34
Students with debt (% of college graduates) 50 ® 5 50, emissions (kg/capita) 347 @ 44
Career and technical education (% of graduates placed) 607 @ 48 VOC emissions (kg/capita) 1017 @ 4
High school graduation rate (% of public graduates) 786 @ 46 SDG13 - Climate Action
Early educlation (%) 26 g Resilient building codes (% of jurisdictions subject to hazards) 86 10
Basic reading achievement (% of grade 8 students) 660 @ 48 Climate alliance membership (worst 0-1 best) 0 e 17
SDGS5 - Gender Equality Global warming awareness (%) 655 ® 36
Contraceptive deserts (% of persons in need located in a desert) %54 @ 18 Climate action plan (worst 01 best) 0 & 34
Female labor force (% of total labor force participation) 95.3 18 Energy-related CO; emissions (tCO/capita) 467 @ 46
LGBT inclusion in hate crime laws (worst 1-4 best) 3 18 Effective carbon rate (USD/tCO,) 000 e M
Women in government (% in state legislature) 146 @ 48 FEMA mitigation coverage (%) 992 ® 5
Sexual violence (lifetime prevalence) 29.5 1 Weather costs (% of GDP) 08091 @ 49
Gender wage gap (% of men’s median wage) 695 ® 50 Weather injuries/fatalities (per 100,000 people) 0.95 38
Women-owned businesses (% of solely-owned businesses) 413 12 SDG15 - Life on Land
SDG6 - Clean Water and Sanitation Change in forest area (%, 5 year change) 18 8
Dams with Emergency Action Plans (% of high hazard potential dams) 1000 ® 1 Invasive management plan (worst 01 best) 100 @ 1
Incomplete plumbing (% of occupied housing units) 038 ® 26 Non-carbon ecological footprint (% of biocapacity) 40.5 21
Water stress index (Normalized Deficit Index) 0042 @ 10 Protected area (% of total area with GAP status 1-2) 52 @ 23
Safe drinking water violations (% of people drinking water with violations) ~ 41.1 @ 44 SDG16 - Peace, Justice and Strong Institutions
SDG7 - Affordable and Clean Energy Incarceration rate (per 100,000 people) 15272 @ 43
€O intensity of electricity (mtCO»/TWh) 0494 ® 26 State Integrity Index (worst 0-100 best) 59 e 39
Low-income energy burden (% of income spent on energy) 31 @ 20 Jail admission rate (per 100,000 people) 91518 @ 38
Energy efficiency (thousand BTU/dollar of GDP) 206 ® 50 Justice Index (worst 0-100 best) 202 6 4
Renewable energy consumption (%) 35 @ 48 Laws.ui-t climate survey (worst 0-100 best) 566 @ 50
Renewable energy production (%) 49 @ 39 ;Iomlodes (pe(L/W O?’OOQ peOple), izens) 16} 2 : ;g
SDG8 - Decent Work and Economic Growth e :
Banking access (per 10,000 people) 42 23
Employment discrimination (per 100,000 people) 363 ® 39
Employment to population ratio (% of population aged 20-64) 666 @ 46
Youth not in employment, education or training (NEET) (%) 170 @ 49
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V¥V OVERALL PERFORMANCE

State score Average score

554 ’ 47.0 ’

V 5 BEST AND 5 WORST INDICATORS V¥ AVERAGE PERFORMANCE BY SDG
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Notes: The full title of Goal 2"Zero Hunger"is “End hunger, achieve food security and improved nutrition and promote sustainable agriculture”
The full title of each SDG is available here: https://sustainabledevelopment.un.org/sdgs
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MAINE

Performance by Indicator

SDG1 -End Poverty Value Rating Rank Value Rating Rank
Affordable housing (per 100 Extremely Low Income Renter Households) 46 @ 1 Real GDP growth (%, average of 5 years) 106 ® 32
Could not see doctor due to cost (% of adult population) 108 ® 14 Unbanked rate (%) 23 @ 3
Family leave policy (worst 0-1 best) 0o @ 6 Unemployment rate (% of population 25-64) 49 18
Living below national poverty line (%) 12.5 21 Fatal occupational injuries (per 100,000 workers) 4.1 19
Sick leave policy (worst 0-1 best) 0 e 11 .
Families receiving TANF (per 100 families in poverty) 217 @ 22 SDG9 - IndUStry’ Innovation and Infrastructure
Working poor (% of population 16-64) 22 16 Scientific journal articles (per 1,000 doctorate holders) 3979 @ 50

Broadband access (% of households) 69.8 17
SDG2 - Zero Hunger Deficient bridges (%) 144 @ 42
Elderly food insecurity (%) 6.9 23 Internet use (%) 839 @ 10
Living in food desert (%) 129 4 Patents (per 1,000 individuals in S&E occupations) 85 ® 4]
Food insecurity (% of households) 164 @ 44 Poor roads (%) 21 ® 29
Prevalence of obesity (% adult population) 291 23 Research and development expenditure (% of GDP) 09 ® 40
Pesticide exposure (per 100,000 people) 410 @ 43 STEM employment (% of employed population) 47  ® 39
Rural infrastructure index (worst 0-100 best) 549 @ 32 .
WIC coverage rate (% of eligible families) 513 ® 25 SDG10 - Reduced Inequalities

Case for Inclusion index (worst 0-100 best) 73.0 16
SDG3 - Good Health and Well-Being Gini coefficient (best 01 worst) 0452 @ 13
Adolescent pregnancy rate (births per girl/woman aged 15-19) 14.7 9 Hate groups (per 100,000 people) 023 19
HIV prevalence (per 100,000) 1285 14 Pollution Burden (percentage point difference for people of color) 09 11
Primary health care practitioners (% of need met) 423 @ 37 Racism index (best 0~100 worst) 501 ® 34
Infant mortality rate (per 1,000 live births) 63 ® 26 Uninsured (%) 80 ® 25
Life expectancy at birth (years) 79.0 26 . .. .
Maternal mortality (per 100,000 live births) 018 @ 2 SDG11 - Sustainable Cities and Communities
Non-communicable diseases (per 100,000 people aged 35-75) 38238 % Sustainable transportation (% of commuters) 51 @ 25
Drug overdose deaths (per 100,000 people) 212 @ 38 Overcrowded housing (% of occupied housing units) 1.7 6
Smoking rate (% of adults who are current smokers) 198 ® 37 Park access (%) 7 @ 4
Suicide rate (per 100,000 people) 160 ® 34 PM 2.5 exposure (ug/m’) 6.4 0t
Incidence of tuberculosis (per 100,000 people) 1.0 8 Rent burdened population (%) 466 ® 20
Deaths due to road collisions (per 100,000 people) 19 @ 31 SDG12 - Responsible Consumption and Production
Chilq vgccine covelzragie (% of population 19-35 months) 84.2 15 Chemical pollution (lbs/mi?) 3078 14
Subjective Wellbeing index (worst 0-100 best) 61.6 24 Lead emissions (kg/capita) 00028 34
SDG4 - Quality Education NOx emissions (kg/capita) 358 ® 25
Higher education (% aged 25-34, bachelors or higher) 340 23 Recycling index (worst 0-4 best) 3 5
Students with debt (% of college graduates) 55 15 50, emissions (kg/capita) 7.7 20
Career and technical education (% of graduates placed) 89.8 9 VOC emissions (kg/capita) 402 23
High school graduation rate (% of public graduates) 87.0 17 SDG13 - Climate Action
Early educlation (%) s O B Resilient building codes (% of jurisdictions subject to hazards) 79 15
Basic reading achievement (% of grade 8 students) 81.1 8 Climate alliance membership (worst 0-1 best) 0 e 17
SDGS5 - Gender Equality Global warming awareness (%) 69.2 20
Contraceptive deserts (% of persons in need located in a desert) 772 © 2 Climate action plan (worst 01 best) T e 1
Female labor force (% of total labor force participation) %9 ® 2 Energy-related CO; emissions (tCO/capita) 126 ® 17
LGBT inclusion in hate crime laws (worst 1-4 best) 3 18 Effective carbon rate (USD/tCO,) 379 e 2
Women in government (% in state legislature) 339 7 FEMA mitigation coverage (%) 95 @ 4
Sexual violence (lifetime prevalence) 403 @ 43 Weather costs (% of GDP) 00038 @ 9
Gender wage gap (% of men's median wage) 84.0 7 Weather injuries/fatalities (per 100,000 people) 014 @ 4
Women-owned businesses (% of solely-owned businesses) 347 @ 48 SDG15 - Life on Land
SDG6 - Clean Water and Sanitation Change in forest area (%, 5 year change) -05 @ 35
Dams with Emergency Action Plans (% of high hazard potential dams) 1000 ® 1 Invasive management plan (worst 0~1 best) 100 @ 1
Incomplete plumbing (% of occupied housing units) 076 48 Non-carbon ecological footprint (% of biocapacity) 187 @ 7
Water stress index (Normalized Deficit Index) 0021 ® 5 Protected area (% of total area with GAP status 1-2) a7 O 2
Safe drinking water violations (% of people drinking water with violations) ~ 12.1 21 SDG16 - Peace, Justice and Strong Institutions
SDG7 - Affordable and Clean Energy Incarceration rate (per 100,000 people) 4539 @ 3
CO; intensity of electricity (mtCO,/TWh) 0222 @ 6 State Integrity Index (worst 0-100 best) 9 e 39
Low-income energy burden (% of income spent on energy) 33 © 4 Jail admission rate (per 100,000 people) 46671 @ 11
Energy efficiency (thousand BTU/dollar of GDP) 79 ® 3 Justice Index (worst 0-100 best) 488 13
Renewable energy consumption (%) %65 ® 3 Laws.ui-t climate survey (worst 0-100 best) 732 9
Renewable energy production (%) 1000 @ 1 \I}Iomlodes (pe(L/W O?’OOQ people)v izens) 7;? %
SDG8 - Decent Work and Economic Growth e i
Banking access (per 10,000 people) 56 © 6
Employment discrimination (per 100,000 people) 23 © 1
Employment to population ratio (% of population aged 20-64) 746 18
Youth not in employment, education or training (NEET) (%) 99 12
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MARYLAND

V¥V OVERALL PERFORMANCE

State score Average score

55.1 47.0

V 5 BEST AND 5 WORST INDICATORS V¥ AVERAGE PERFORMANCE BY SDG

Best
NO
Climate alliance membership POVERTY

Climate action plan PEACE, JUSTICE 1 ERD
AND STRONG @ HUNGER

Research and development expenditure INSTITUTIONS 6 T T 2

LGBT inclusion in hate crime laws T @ _________ GUUIZ:IE]ALIH

STEM employment - WELL-BEING
Sick leave policy ON LAND 15:,--' R N 3

Invasive management plan
Worst

Renewable energy consumption

g quauTy
2 4 eoucation

Contraceptive deserts

GENDER
:h

f f CLIMATE
Family leave policy 13 : EQUALITY

ACTION

HIV prevalence

Non-carbon ecological footprint

RESPONSIBLE
CONSUMPTION
AND 12

PRODUCTION

B CEWWATR
: AND
SANITATION

SUSTAINABLE 11 ’

CITIES AND T, e 1 AFFORDABLE
COMMUNITIES e e : Al
............................. ENERGY
w10 9 8
INEQUALITIES DEGENT
NDUSTRY, WORK AND
INNOVATION ECONOMIC
AND GROWTH
INFRASTRUGTURE

V¥ SDG STATE RANK

8 (OF 50)

MA WA VT MN OR CA ME MD NH CT NY Rl HI NJ CO WI IA ID NE UT VA IL SD MT MI DE KS ND AZ PA NV NC FL SC MO OH TN GA WY TX IN NM AK KY OK AR AL WV MS LA

Notes: The full title of Goal 2"Zero Hunger"is “End hunger, achieve food security and improved nutrition and promote sustainable agriculture”
The full title of each SDG is available here: https://sustainabledevelopment.un.org/sdgs
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MARYLAND

Performance by Indicator

SDG1-End Poverty Value Rating Rank Value Rating Rank
Affordable housing (per 100 Extremely Low Income Renter Households) 34 @ 34 Real GDP growth (%, average of 5 years) 141 @ 29
Could not see doctor due to cost (% of adult population) 108 ® 14 Unbanked rate (%) 48 19
Family leave policy (worst 01 best) 0 ® 6 Unemployment rate (% of population 25-64) 5.5 20
Living below national poverty line (%) 97 @ 3 Fatal occupational injuries (per 100,000 workers) 39 10
Sick leave policy (worst 01 best) 1T @ 1 .
Families receiving TANF (per 100 families in poverty) 300 @ 11 SDG9 - IndUStry’ Innovation and Infrastructure
Working poor (% of population 16-64) 15 @ 4 Scientific journal articles (per 1,000 doctorate holders) 10080 @ 10

Broadband access (% of households) 743 @ 6
SDG2 - Zero Hunger Deficient bridges (%) 58 15
Elderly food insecurity (%) 55 10 Internet use (%) 813 17
Living in food desert (%) 196 ® 20 Patents (per 1,000 individuals in S&E occupations) 94 ® 40
Food insecurity (% of households) 101 ® 6 Poor roads (%) 24 @ 34
Prevalence of obesity (% adult population) 294 25 Research and development expenditure (% of GDP) 56 ® 3
Pesticide exposure (per 100,000 people) 32.1 26 STEM employment (% of employed population) 93 @ 1
Rural infrastructure index (worst 0-100 best) 854 © 1 .
WIC coverage rate (% of eligible families) 63.5 3 SDG10 - Reduced Inequalities

Case for Inclusion index (worst 0—100 best) 76.6 9
SDG3 - Good Health and Well-Being Gini coefficient (best 01 worst) 0450 ® 11
Adolescent pregnancy rate (births per girl/woman aged 15-19) 159 14 Hate groups (per 100,000 people) 0.30 31
HIV prevalence (per 100,000) 6578 @ 49 Pollution Burden (percentage point difference for people of color) 35 @ 43
Primary health care practitioners (% of need met) 472 @ 3] Racism index (best 0~100 worst) 497 ® 33
Infant mortality rate (per 1,000 live births) 71 @ 36 Uninsured (%) 6.1 17
Life expectancy at birth (years) 792 21 . . e
Maternal mortZIity (per 1)60,000 live births) 044 @ 42 SDG11 - Sustainable Cities and Communities
Non-communicable diseases (per 100,000 people aged 35-75) 3847 28 Sustainable transportation (% of commuters) 116 @ 6
Drug overdose deaths (per 100,000 people) 209 ® 37 Overcrowded housing (% of occupied housing units) 23 28
Smoking rate (% of adults who are current smokers) 137 @ 6 Park access (%) 64 ® 8
Suicide rate (per 100,000 people) 93 ® 4 PM 2.5 exposure (Lig/m’) 90 © 4
Incidence of tuberculosis (per 100,000 people) 34 @ 45 Rentburdened population (%) 89 0 4
Deaths due to road collisions (per 100,000 people) 84 14 SDG12 - Responsible Consumption and Production
Chilq vgccine coverage (% of population 19-35 months) 84.9 10 Chemical pollution (lbs/mi?) 5854 25
Subjective Wellbeing index (worst 0-100 best) 613 ® 30 Lead emissions (kg/capita) 00010 ® 5
SDG4 - Quality Education NOx emissions (kg/capita) 211 6
Higher education (% aged 25-34, bachelors or higher) 415 o 7 Recycling index (worst 04 best) 2 6 05
Students with debt (% of college graduates) 54 14 50, emissions (kg/capita) 74 18
Career and technical education (% of graduates placed) 690 ® 4 VOC emissions (kg/capita) 189 @ 2
High school graduation rate (% of public graduates) 87.6 12 SDG13 - Climate Action
Early educlation (%) w22 Resilient building codes (% of jurisdictions subject to hazards) 68 24
Basic reading achievement (% of grade 8 students) 76.2 27 Climate alliance membership (worst 0-1 best) 1 e 1
SDGS5 - Gender Equality Global warming awareness (%) 750 © 4
Contraceptive deserts (% of persons in need located in a desert) 986 @ 28 Climate action plan (worst 01 best) [
Female labor force (% of total labor force participation) 95.8 7 Energy-related CO, emissions (tCO/capita) 99 @ 6
LGBT inclusion in hate crime laws (worst 1-4 best) 4 @ Effective carbon rate (USD/tCO;) 379 e 2
Women in government (% in state legislature) 324 9 FEMA mitigation coverage (%) %2 © 9
Sexual violence (lifetime prevalence) 382 @ 37 Weather costs (% of GDP) 0001 @ 5
Gender wage gap (% of men's median wage) 836 8 Weather injuries/fatalities (per 100,000 people) 026 ® 8
Women-owned businesses (% of solely-owned businesses) 431 3 SDG15 - Life on Land
SDG6 - Clean Water and Sanitation Change in forest area (%, 5 year change) 01 e 27
Dams with Emergency Action Plans (% of high hazard potential dams) 975 ® 6 Invasive management plan (worst 0-1 best) 100 @& 1
Incomplete plumbing (% of occupied housing units) 032 ® 14 Non-carbon ecological footprint (% of biocapacity) 2960 @ 43
Water stress index (Normalized Deficit Index) 0087 ® 22 Protected area (% of total area with GAP status 1-2) 35 @ 34
Safe drinking water violations (% of people drinking water with violations) ~ 364 @ 37 SDG16 - Peace, Justice and Strong Institutions
SDG7 - Affordable and Clean Energy Incarceration rate (per 100,000 people) 7573 @ 13
CO; intensity of electricity (mtCO,/TWh) 0499 @ 29 State Integrity Index (worst 0-100 best) 64 & 20
Low-income energy burden (% of income spent on energy) 31 ® 20 Jail admission rate (per 100,000 people) 24789 @ 6
Energy efficiency (thousand BTU/dollar of GDP) 43 7 Justice Index (worst 0-100 best) 604 @ 3
Renewable energy consumption (%) 54 @ 38 Laws.ui-t climate survey (worst 0-100 best) 70.8 19
Renewable energy production (%) 204 ® 28 ;Iomlodes (pe(L/W O?’OOQ peOple), ) 622 ® ?2
SDG8 - Decent Work and Economic Growth R G S !
Banking access (per 10,000 people) 36 ® 36
Employment discrimination (per 100,000 people) 381 @ 4]
Employment to population ratio (% of population aged 20-64) 76.6 10
Youth not in employment, education or training (NEET) (%) 10.8 16
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MASSACHUSETTS

V¥V OVERALL PERFORMANCE

State score Average score
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V 5 BEST AND 5 WORST INDICATORS V¥ AVERAGE PERFORMANCE BY SDG
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Notes: The full title of Goal 2"Zero Hunger"is “End hunger, achieve food security and improved nutrition and promote sustainable agriculture”
The full title of each SDG is available here: https://sustainabledevelopment.un.org/sdgs
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MASSACHUSETTS

Performance by Indicator

SDG1-End Poverty Value Rating Rank Value Rating Rank
Affordable housing (per 100 Extremely Low Income Renter Households) 46 ® 11 Real GDP growth (%, average of 5 years) 1.88 21
Could not see doctor due to cost (% of adult population) 838 5 Unbanked rate (%) 5.7 25
Family leave policy (worst 01 best) 0 ® 6 Unemployment rate (% of population 25-64) 57 @ 25
Living below national poverty line (%) 104 ® 38 Fatal occupational injuries (per 100,000 workers) 24 @ 2
Sick leave policy (worst 01 best) 1T @ 1 .
Families receiving TANF (per 100 families in poverty) 376 ® 7 SDG9 - IndUStry’ Innovation and Infrastructure
Working poor (% of population 16-64) 13 @ 2 Scientific journal articles (per 1,000 doctorate holders) 13875 @ 1

Broadband access (% of households) 768 @ 2
SDG2 - Zero Hunger Deficient bridges (%) 93 e 31
Elderly food insecurity (%) 74 28 Internet use (%) 756 @ 46
Living in food desert (%) 252 @ 43 Patents (per 1,000 individuals in S&E occupations) 26 ® 6
Food insecurity (% of households) 103 © 9 Poor roads (%) 16 20
Prevalence of obesity (% adult population) 230 © 2 Research and development expenditure (% of GDP) 59 @ 2
Pesticide exposure (per 100,000 people) 90 e 2 STEM employment (% of employed population) 90 ® 3
Rural infrastructure index (worst 0-100 best) 725 © 5 -,
WIC coverage rate (% of eligible families) 568 ® 7 SDG10 - Reduced Inequalities

Case for Inclusion index (worst 0—100 best) 709 24
SDG3 - Good Health and Well-Being Gini coefficient (best 0-1 worst) 0479 @ 37
Adolescent pregnancy rate (births per girl/woman aged 15-19) 85 @ 1 Hate groups (per 100,000 people) 0.18 14
HIV prevalence (per 100,000) 3384 ® 36 Pollution Burden (percentage point difference for people of color) 32 ® 40
Primary health care practitioners (% of need met) 387 @ 40 Racism index (best 0~100 worst) 546 ® 39
Infant mortality rate (per 1,000 live births) 46 1 Uninsured (%) 25 @ 1
Life expectancy at birth (years) 804 @ 6 . . e
Maternal mortZIity (per 1)60,000 live births) 015 @ 1 SDG11 - Sustainable Cities and Communities
Non-communicable diseases (per 100,000 people aged 35-75) 3041 @ 4 Sustainable transportation (% of commuters) 156 @ 2
Drug overdose deaths (per 100,000 people) 57 @ 44 Overcrowded housing (% of occupied housing units) 19 15
Smoking rate (% of adults who are current smokers) 136 © 5 Park access (%) 6/ ® )
Suicide rate (per 100,000 people) 85 ® 3 PM 2.5 exposure (Lig/m’) 6.2 10
Incidence of tuberculosis (per 100,000 people) 31 @ 4 Rentburdened population (%) 496 © 38
Deaths due to road collisions (per 100,000 people) 56 ® 3 SDG12 - Responsible Consumption and Production
Chilq vgccine coverage (% of population 19-35 months) 933 © 1 Chemical pollution (lbs/mi?) 3395 16
Subjective Wellbeing index (worst 0-100 best) 62.5 11 Lead emissions (kg/capita) 00011 6
SDG4 - Quality Education NOx emissions (kg/capita) 171 @ 5
Higher education (% aged 25-34, bachelors or higher) 513 @ 1 Recycling index (worst 04 best) 2 0 0
Students with debt (% of college graduates) 60 ® 25 50, emissions (kg/capita) 25 @ 5
Career and technical education (% of graduates placed) 786 ® 21 VOC emissions (kg/capita) 194 © 4
High school graduation rate (% of public graduates) 87.5 13 SDG13 - Climate Action
Early educlation (%) 7 Resilient building codes (% of jurisdictions subject to hazards) 23 @ 44
Basic reading achievement (% of grade 8 students) 829 © 3 Climate alliance membership (worst 0-1 best) 1 e 1
SDGS5 - Gender Equality Global warming awareness (%) 739 © 6
Contraceptive deserts (% of persons in need located in a desert) 997 @ 41 Climate action plan (worst 01 best) O
Female labor force (% of total labor force participation) %3 ® 5 Energy-related CO; emissions (tCO/capita) 97 @ 4
LGBT inclusion in hate crime laws (worst 1-4 best) 4 @ Effective carbon rate (USD/tCO;) 379 e 2
Women in government (% in state legislature) 245 ® 28 FEMA mitigation coverage (%) 562 © 47
Sexual violence (lifetime prevalence) 342 @ 14 Weather costs (% of GDP) 00026 @ 6
Gender wage gap (% of men's median wage) 822 13 Weather injuries/fatalities (per 100,000 people) 009 @ 3
Women-owned businesses (% of solely-owned businesses) 358 ® 45 SDG15 - Life on Land
SDG6 - Clean Water and Sanitation Change in forest area (%, 5 year change) 00 ® 28
Dams with Emergency Action Plans (% of high hazard potential dams) 979 @ 5 Invasive management plan (worst 0-1 best) 100 @& 1
Incomplete plumbing (% of occupied housing units) 034 ® 18 Non-carbon ecological footprint (% of biocapacity) 3882 @ 45
Water stress index (Normalized Deficit Index) 0052 ® 14 Protected area (% of total area with GAP status 1-2) 4 €
Safe drinking water violations (% of people drinking water with violations) 265 @ 33 SDG16 - Peace, Justice and Strong Institutions
SDG7 - Affordable and Clean Energy Incarceration rate (per 100,000 people) 4225 @ 1
CO; intensity of electricity (mtCO,/TWh) 0.397 17 State Integrity Index (worst 0-100 best) 67 & 7
Low-income energy burden (% of income spent on energy) 30 @ 18 Jail admission rate (per 100,000 people) 12766 ® 1
Energy efficiency (thousand BTU/dollar of GDP) 33 @ 2 Justice Index (worst 0-100 best) sy O 1
Renewable energy consumption (%) 57 @ 37 Laws.ui-t climate survey (worst 0-100 best) 721 14
Renewable energy production (%) 527 15 \I;Iomlodes (pe(z) O(f),OOQ peOple), izens) 62(; 13
SDG8 - Decent Work and Economic Growth i e !
Banking access (per 10,000 people) 42 23
Employment discrimination (per 100,000 people) 74 @ 12
Employment to population ratio (% of population aged 20-64) 773 ©
Youth not in employment, education or training (NEET) (%) 80 @ 5
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MICHIGAN

V¥ 5 BEST AND 5 WORST INDICATORS

Best

Climate action plan

Invasive management plan

VOC emissions

Weather injuries/fatalities

Dams with Emergency Action Plans

Worst

State Integrity Index

Sick leave policy

Effective carbon rate

Climate alliance membership

Family leave policy

V¥ SDG STATE RANK

25 (OF 50)

V¥V OVERALL PERFORMANCE

State score Average score

47.2 47.0

V¥ AVERAGE PERFORMANCE BY SDG
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ON LAND 15‘,--' L @ --------- 3
. QUALITY
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TN 13:: 9 muum
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AND 12 6 AND
PRODUCTION SANITATION
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CITIES AND el e 7AFFURDABLE
COMMUNITIES e e - Al
............................. ey
w10 9 8
INEQUALITIES DEGENT
NDUSTRY, WORK AND
INNOVATION ECONOMIC
AND GROWTH
INFRASTRUGTURE

MA WA VT MN OR CA ME MD NH CT NY RI HI NJ CO WI IA ID NE UT VA IL SD MT MI DE KS ND AZ PA NV NC FL SC MO OH TN GA WY TX IN NM AK KY OK AR AL WV MS LA

Notes: The full title of Goal 2"Zero Hunger"is “End hunger, achieve food security and improved nutrition and promote sustainable agriculture”.

The full title of each SDG is available here: https://sustainabledevelopment.un.org/sdgs
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Performance by Indicator

SDG1 - End Poverty

Value Rating Rank

Value Rating Rank

Affordable housing (per 100 Extremely Low Income Renter Households) 38 @ 26 Real GDP growth (%, average of 5 years) 1.94 17
Could not see doctor due to cost (% of adult population) 128 ® 30 Unbanked rate (%) 6.0 28
Family leave policy (worst 01 best) 0 ® 6 Unemployment rate (% of population 25-64) 70 @ 46
Living below national poverty line (%) 150 ® 36 Fatal occupational injuries (per 100,000 workers) 40 16
Sick leave policy (worst 0-1 best) 0 e 11 .
Families receiving TANF (per 100 families in poverty) 138 @ 33 SDG9 - IndUStry’ Innovation and Infrastructure
Working poor (% of population 16-64) 27 23 Scientific journal articles (per 1,000 doctorate holders) 10433 @ 6

Broadband access (% of households) 649 ® 33
SDG2 - Zero Hunger Deficient bridges (%) 110 @ 37
Elderly food insecurity (%) 74 28 Internet use (%) 778 ® 33
Living in food desert (%) 210 @ 27 Patents (per 1,000 individuals in S&E occupations) 242 11
Food insecurity (% of households) 143 ® 33 Poor roads (%) 21 ® 29
Prevalence of obesity (% adult population) 327 @ 4] Research and development expenditure (% of GDP) 42 @ 6
Pesticide exposure (per 100,000 people) 237 @ 8 STEM employment (% of employed population) 73 7
Rural infrastructure index (worst 0-100 best) 438 © 42 -,
WIC coverage rate (% of eligible families) 563 @ 8 SDG10 - Reduced Inequalities

Case for Inclusion index (worst 0—100 best) 813 @ 4
SDG3 - Good Health and Well-Being Gini coefficient (best 01 worst) 0470 @ 28
Adolescent pregnancy rate (births per girl/woman aged 15-19) 17.7 19 Hate groups (per 100,000 people) 0.28 27
HIV prevalence (per 100,000) 174.6 17 Pollution Burden (percentage point difference for people of color) 33 @ 4]
Primary health care practitioners (% of need met) 559 ® 20 Racism index (best 0—100 worst) 556 ® 4]
Infant mortality rate (per 1,000 live births) 72 @ 37 Uninsured (%) 54 1
Life expectancy at birth (years) 780 @ 35 . .. .
Maternal mortZIity (per 1)60,000 live births) 036 ® 35 SDG11 - Sustainable Cities and Communities
Non-communicable diseases (per 100,000 people aged 35-75) 430 @ 35 Sustainable transportation (% of commuters) 41 @ 33
Drug overdose deaths (per 100,000 people) 204 ® 35 Overcrowded housing (% of occupied housing units) 1.7 6
Smoking rate (% of adults who are current smokers) 204 ® 40 Park access (%) 41 e 24
Suicide rate (per 100,000 people) 13.0 17 PM 2.5 exposure (ug/m’) g7 ® 36
Incidence of tuberculosis (per 100,000 people) 13 12 Rent burdened population (%) 94 © 37
Deaths due to road collisions (per 100,000 people) 7.5 9 SDG12 - Responsible Consumption and Production
Chilq vgccine covelzragie (% of population 19-35 months) 797 @ 38 Chemical pollution (lbs/mi?) 12416 ® 37
Subjective Wellbeing index (worst 0-100 best) 613 ® 30 Lead emissions (kg/capita) 00015 12
SDG4 - Quality Education NOx emissions (kg/capita) 351 ® 23
Higher education (% aged 25-34, bachelors or higher) 318 @ 30 Recycling index (worst 04 best) 2.0 15
Students with debt (% of college graduates) 63 ® 37 50, emissions (kg/capita) 170 ® 32
Career and technical education (% of graduates placed) 775 @ 27 VOC emissions (kg/capita) 36.2 19
High school graduation rate (% of public graduates) 797 @ 40 SDG13 - Climate Action
Early educlation (%) 483 & 19 Resilient building codes (% of jurisdictions subject to hazards) 26 @ 43
Basic reading achievement (% of grade 8 students) 756 ® 32 Climate alliance membership (worst 0-1 best) 0 e 17
SDGS5 - Gender Equality Global warming awareness (%) 684 ® 26
Contraceptive deserts (% of persons in need located in a desert) %9 @ 33 Climate action plan (worst 01 best) e
Female labor force (% of total labor force participation) 95.0 22 Energy-related CO; emissions (tCO/capita) 164 @ 25
LGBT inclusion in hate crime laws (worst 1-4 best) 2 @ 31 Effective carbon rate (USD/tCO,) 000 e M
Women in government (% in state legislature) 250 ® 26 FEMA mitigation coverage (%) 81.0 31
Sexual violence (lifetime prevalence) 376 ® 34 Weather costs (% of GDP) 01285 @ 42
Gender wage gap (% of men’s median wage) 783 @ 31 Weather injuries/fatalities (per 100,000 people) 043 ® 15
Women-owned businesses (% of solely-owned businesses) 40.8 14 SDG15 - Life on Land
SDG6 - Clean Water and Sanitation Change in forest area (%, 5 year change) 09 ® 18
Dams with Emergency Action Plans (% of high hazard potential dams) 29 @ 16 Invasive management plan (worst 0-1 best) 100 @ 1
Incomplete plumbing (% of occupied housing units) 034 ® 19 Non-carbon ecological footprint (% of biocapacity) 46.6 24
Water stress index (Normalized Deficit Index) 0184 @ 33 Protected area (% of total area with GAP status 1-2) 72 07
Safe drinking water violations (% of people drinking water with violations) 54 @ 6 SDG16 - Peace, Justice and Strong Institutions
SDG7 - Affordable and Clean Energy Incarceration rate (per 100,000 people) 8859 @ 20
CO; intensity of electricity (mtCO,/TWh) 0522 ® 32 State Integrity Index (worst 0-100 best) 51 @ 49
Low-income energy burden (% of income spent on energy) 32 @ 25 Jail admission rate (per 100,000 people) 47013 @ 12
Energy efficiency (thousand BTU/dollar of GDP) 6.5 25 Justice Index (worst 0-100 best) 435 16
Renewable energy consumption (%) 73 @ 29 Laws.ui-t climate survey (worst 0-100 best) 704 21
Renewable energy production (%) 291 @ 23 \I;Iomlodes (pe(z) O(f),OOQ peOple), ) 64612 : ?171
SDG8 - Decent Work and Economic Growth e !
Banking access (per 10,000 people) 39 @ 3]
Employment discrimination (per 100,000 people) 271 @ 31
Employment to population ratio (% of population aged 20-64) 712 ® 35
Youth not in employment, education or training (NEET) (%) 126 ® 32
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MINNESOTA

V¥V OVERALL PERFORMANCE

State score Average score

58.6 47.0

V 5 BEST AND 5 WORST INDICATORS V¥ AVERAGE PERFORMANCE BY SDG

Best
NO
Climate alliance membership POVERTY
LGBT inclusion in hate crime laws PEACE, JUSTICE 1 ERO
ANDSTRONG T @ ....... HUNGER
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i GOOD HEALTH
Invasive management plan o @ ______________ "
Climate action plan LFE 5 S 3 WELL-BEING
Youth not in employment, education or training (NEET) ON LAND PO A Q P
Worst B e
Contraceptive deserts i ’ ‘ 4 QuAuITY

B EDUCATION

Sick leave policy |
Effective carbon rate ; :

i i CLIMATE GENDER
Family leave policy TN 13 ] EQUALITY
Racism index

RESPONSIBLE 3 B
CONSUMPTION
D 12 - B cm\: ,YII]AIER
PRODUCTION % T T SANITATION
SUSTAINABLE 11 ™. e
CITIES AND AFFORDABLE
COMMUNITIES T e : AND CLEAN
O ——— 8 ENERGY
REDUCED
INEQUALITIES 9 oot
INDUSTRY.
INNOVATION ECONOMIC
AND GROWTH
INFRASTRUCTURE

V¥ SDG STATE RANK

4 (OF 50)

MA WA VT MN OR CA ME MD NH CT NY RI HI NJ CO WI IA ID NE UT VA IL SD MT MI DE KS ND AZ PA NV NC FL SC MO OH TN GA WY TX IN NM AK KY OK AR AL WV MS LA

Notes: The full title of Goal 2"Zero Hunger"is “End hunger, achieve food security and improved nutrition and promote sustainable agriculture”
The full title of each SDG is available here: https://sustainabledevelopment.un.org/sdgs
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MINNESOTA

Performance by Indicator

SDG1 -End Poverty Value Rating Rank Value Rating Rank
Affordable housing (per 100 Extremely Low Income Renter Households) 36 @ 30 Real GDP growth (%, average of 5 years) 2.07 14
Could not see doctor due to cost (% of adult population) 9.5 7 Unbanked rate (%) 34 7
Family leave policy (worst 0-1 best) 0o @ 6 Unemployment rate (% of population 25-64) 40 @ 7
Living below national poverty line (%) 99 e 5 Fatal occupational injuries (per 100,000 workers) 28 ® 4
Sick leave policy (worst 0-1 best) 0 e 11 .
Families receiving TANF (per 100 families in poverty) 56.5 2 SDG9 - IndUStry’ Innovation and Infrastructure
Working poor (% of population 16-64) 19 10 Scientific journal articles (per 1,000 doctorate holders) 7038 ® 42

Broadband access (% of households) 69.2 19
SDG2 - Zero Hunger Deficient bridges (%) 6.0 16
Elderly food insecurity (%) 39 @ 3 Internet use (%) 854 @ 5
Living in food desert (%) 239 ® 4 Patents (per 1,000 individuals in S&E occupations) 283 ® 38
Food insecurity (% of households) 9.7 4 Poor roads (%) 15 17
Prevalence of obesity (% adult population) 27.2 15 Research and development expenditure (% of GDP) 2.5 16
Pesticide exposure (per 100,000 people) 31.7 23 STEM employment (% of employed population) 6.8 12
Rural infrastructure index (worst 0-100 best) 66.5 8 .
WIC coverage rate (% of eligible families) 634 4 SDG10 - Reduced Inequalities

Case for Inclusion index (worst 0-100 best) 76.3 11
SDG3 - Good Health and Well-Being Gini coefficient (best 0-1 worst) 0450 ® 9
Adolescent pregnancy rate (births per girl/woman aged 15-19) 26 ® 6 Hate groups (per 100,000 people) 0.18 15
HIV prevalence (per 100,000) 1713 16 Pollution Burden (percentage point difference for people of color) 36 @ 45
Primary health care practitioners (% of need met) 477 @ 29 Racism index (best 0~100 worst) 700 @ 49
Infant mortality rate (per 1,000 live births) 51 @ 9 Uninsured (%) 41 @ 4
Life expectancy at birth (years) 808 @ 3 . .. .
Maternal mortZIity (per 1)60,000 live births) 018 @ 2 SDG11 - Sustainable Cities and Communities
Non-communicable diseases (per 100,000 people aged 35-75) 3056 @ s Sustainable transportation (% of commuters) 717 e 17
Drug overdose deaths (per 100,000 people) 106 @ 6 Overcrowded housing (% of occupied housing units) 2.2 24
Smoking rate (% of adults who are current smokers) 152 14 Park access (%) 62 12
Suicide rate (per 100,000 people) 124 12 PM 2.5 exposure (ug/m’) 75 20
Incidence of tuberculosis (per 100,000 people) 32 @ 44 Rent burdened population (%) a7 e 17
Deaths due to road collisions (per 100,000 people) 69 @ 6 SDG12 - Responsible Consumption and Production
Chilq vgccine covelzragie (% of population 19-35 months) 83.8 18 Chemical pollution (lbs/mi?) 3019 13
Subjective Wellbeing index (worst 0-100 best) 631 @ 4 Lead emissions (kg/capita) 00028 31
SDG4 - Quality Education NOx emissions (kg/capita) 453 ® 30
Higher education (% aged 25-34, bachelors or higher) 40.1 1 Recycling index (worst 0-4 best) 3 5
Students with debt (% of college graduates) 68 @ 45 50, emissions (kg/capita) 85 23
Career and technical education (% of graduates placed) 84.6 15 VOC emissions (kg/capita) 556 29
High school graduation rate (% of public graduates) 822 ® 35 SDG13 - Climate Action
Early educlation (%) 462 O 25 Resilient building codes (% of jurisdictions subject to hazards) 57 ® 30
Basic reading achievement (% of grade 8 students) 81.2 7 Climate alliance membership (worst 0-1 best) 1 e 1
SDGS5 - Gender Equality Global warming awareness (%) 689 23
Contraceptive deserts (% of persons in need located in a desert) %8 @ 21 Climate action plan (worst 01 best) [
Female labor force (% of total labor force participation) %2 ® 6 Energy-related CO; emissions (tCO/capita) 160 ® 24
LGBT inclusion in hate crime laws (worst 1-4 best) 4 @ 1 Effective carbon rate (USD/tCO,) 000 e M
Women in government (% in state legislature) 323 10 FEMA mitigation coverage (%) 600 ® 46
Sexual violence (lifetime prevalence) 425 @ 47 Weather costs (% of GDP) 00134 @ 20
Gender wage gap (% of men’s median wage) 830 i Weather injuries/fatalities (per 100,000 people) 111 @ 43
Women-owned businesses (% of solely-owned businesses) 370 ® 37 SDG15 - Life on Land
SDG6 - Clean Water and Sanitation Change in forest area (%, 5 year change) 02 ® 24
Dams with Emergency Action Plans (% of high hazard potential dams) %4 @ 10 Invasive management plan (worst 0-1 best) 100 @ 1
Incomplete plumbing (% of occupied housing units) 031 ® 10 Non-carbon ecological footprint (% of biocapacity) 37.9 19
Water stress index (Normalized Deficit Index) 0243 ® 36 Protected area (% of total area with GAP status 1-2) 66 @ 19
Safe drinking water violations (% of people drinking water with violations) 13 @ 1 SDG16 - Peace, Justice and Strong Institutions
SDG7 - Affordable and Clean Energy Incarceration rate (per 100,000 people) 4366 © 2
CO; intensity of electricity (mtCO,/TWh) 0497 ® 27 State Integrity Index (worst 0-100 best) 62 & 25
Low-income energy burden (% of income spent on energy) 37 @ 4] Jail admission rate (per 100,000 people) 52945 @ 16
Energy efficiency (thousand BTU/dollar of GDP) 6.0 21 Justice Index (worst 0-100 best) 546 @ 6
Renewable energy consumption (%) 145 12 Laws.ui-t climate survey (worst 0-100 best) 742 @ 4
Renewable energy production (%) 722 12 \I}Iommdes (pe(L/W O?’OOQ people)v izens) 62%? 2
SDG8 - Decent Work and Economic Growth e ;
Banking access (per 10,000 people) 39 @ 3]
Employment discrimination (per 100,000 people) 16.2 19
Employment to population ratio (% of population aged 20-64) 811 @ 1
Youth not in employment, education or training (NEET) (%) 75 @ 1
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Best

Invasive management plan

Water stress index

VOC emissions

Non-carbon ecological footprint

FEMA mitigation coverage
Worst

Climate action plan

Employment discrimination

Justice Index

Basic reading achievement

Employment to population ratio

Life expectancy at birth

Could not see doctor due to cost

Energy-related CO, emissions

Youth not in employment,
education or training (NEET)

Unbanked rate

Non-communicable diseases

Recycling index

Sustainable transportation

Working poor

Broadband access

Rural infrastructure index

Climate alliance membership

Unemployment rate

Higher education

Maternal mortality

Food insecurity

Sick leave policy

Effective carbon rate

Infant mortality rate

Deaths due to road collisions

Internet use

Living below national poverty line

Family leave policy

Case for Inclusion index

Prevalence of obesity

STEM employment

V¥ SDG STATE RANK

49 (oF 50)

V¥V OVERALL PERFORMANCE

State score Average score

31.6 47.0

V¥ AVERAGE PERFORMANCE BY SDG
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REDUCED 10 9 8 -
INEQUALITIES
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MA WA VT MN OR CA ME MD NH CT NY Rl HI NJ CO WI IA ID NE UT VA IL SD MT MI DE KS ND AZ PA NV NC FL SC MO OH TN GA WY TX IN NM AK KY OK AR AL WV MS LA

Notes: The full title of Goal 2"Zero Hunger"is “End hunger, achieve food security and improved nutrition and promote sustainable agriculture”.

The full title of each SDG is available here: https://sustainabledevelopment.un.org/sdgs
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Performance by Indicator

SDG1 -End Poverty Value Rating Rank Value Rating Rank
Affordable housing (per 100 Extremely Low Income Renter Households) 51 ® 4 Real GDP growth (%, average of 5 years) 041 @ 46
Could not see doctor due to cost (% of adult population) 192 @ 50 Unbanked rate (%) 126 ® 49
Family leave policy (worst 01 best) 0 ® 6 Unemployment rate (% of population 25-64) 77 @ 49
Living below national poverty line (%) 208 @ 50 Fatal occupational injuries (per 100,000 workers) 93 @ 48
Sick leave policy (worst 0-1 best) 0 e 11 .
Families receiving TANF (per 100 families in poverty) 67 @ 44 SDG9 - IndUStry’ Innovation and Infrastructure
Working poor (% of population 16-64) 49 @ 49 Scientific journal articles (per 1,000 doctorate holders) 802.1 32

Broadband access (% of households) 460 @ 50
SDG2 - Zero Hunger Deficient bridges (%) 123 ® 39
Elderly food insecurity (%) 19 @ 47 Internet use (%) 752 @ 49
Living in food desert (%) 20 © 32 Patents (per 1,000 individuals in S&E occupations) 59 @ 48
Food insecurity (% of households) 187 @ 50 Poor roads (%) 28 © 4
Prevalence of obesity (% adult population) 373 @ 49 Research and development expenditure (% of GDP) 09 ® 39
Pesticide exposure (per 100,000 people) 390 @ 39 STEM employment (% of employed population) 33 @ 50
Rural infrastructure index (worst 0-100 best) 247 @ 49 ..
WIC coverage rate (% of eligible families) 523 @ 17 SDG10 - Reduced Inequalities

Case for Inclusion index (worst 0-100 best) 302 @ 50
SDG3 - Good Health and Well-Being Gini coefficient (best 01 worst) 0483 @ 44
Adolescent pregnancy rate (births per girl/woman aged 15-19) 326 © 48 Hate groups (per 100,000 people) 060 ® 47
HIV prevalence (per 100,000) 3740 ® 41 Pollution Burden (percentage point difference for people of color) 12 14
Primary health care practitioners (% of need met) 412 @ 39 Racism index (best 0~100 worst) 423 23
Infant mortality rate (per 1,000 live births) 95 @ 50 Uninsured (%) 118 @ 45
Life expectancy at birth (years) 747 @ 50 . .. .
Maternal mortZIity (per 1)60,000 live births) 054 @ 49 SDG11 - Sustainable Cities and Communities
Non-communicable diseases (per 100,000 people aged 35-75) 6073 ® 5 Sustainable transportation (% of commuters) 20 @ 49
Drug overdose deaths (per 100,000 people) 123 1 Overcrowded housing (% of occupied housing units) 24 31
Smoking rate (% of adults who are current smokers) 27 ® 46 Park access (%) 2 @ 4
Suicide rate (per 100,000 people) 133 20 PM 2.5 exposure (ug/m’) 75 20
Incidence of tuberculosis (per 100,000 people) 18 25 Rent burdened population (%) 481 o 28
Deaths due to road collisions (per 100,000 people) 24 @ 50 SDG12 - Responsible Consumption and Production
Chilq vgccine covelzragie (% of population 19-35 months) 803 ® 34 Chemical pollution (lbs/mi?) 12083 ® 35
Subjective Wellbeing index (worst 0-100 best) 506 @ 47 Lead emissions (kg/capita) 00026 30
SDG4 - Quality Education NOx emissions (kg/capita) 524 @ 32
Higher education (% aged 25-34, bachelors or higher) 230 @ 49 Recycling index (worst 04 best) 1T e 34
Students with debt (% of college graduates) 60 ® 25 50, emissions (kg/capita) 329 & 43
Career and technical education (% of graduates placed) 87.9 12 VOC emissions (kg/capita) 636 ® 34
High school graduation rate (% of public graduates) 823 ® 34 SDG13 - Climate Action
Early educlation (%) 40 v Resilient building codes (% of jurisdictions subject to hazards) 3 @ 45
Basic reading achievement (% of grade 8 students) 628 @ 50 Climate alliance membership (worst 0-1 best) 0 e 17
SDGS5 - Gender Equality Global warming awareness (%) 657 ® 35
Contraceptive deserts (% of persons in need located in a desert) 896 @ 8 Climate action plan (worst 01 best) 0o o 34
Female labor force (% of total labor force participation) 95.8 9 Energy-related CO, emissions (tCOo/capita) 218 @ 36
LGBT inclusion in hate crime laws (worst 1-4 best) 2 e 3] Effective carbon rate (USD/tCO;) 000 e 1
Women in government (% in state legislature) 149 @ 46 FEMA mitigation coverage (%) 927 @ 15
Sexual violence (lifetime prevalence) 374 @ 28 Weather costs (% of GDP) 01844 @ 46
Gender wage gap (% of men’s median wage) 753 @ 42 Weather injuries/fatalities (per 100,000 people) 328 @ 47
Women-owned businesses (% of solely-owned businesses) 416 10 SDG15 - Life on Land
SDG6 - Clean Water and Sanitation Change in forest area (%, 5 year change) -08 @ 38
Dams with Emergency Action Plans (% of high hazard potential dams) 879 ® 2 Invasive management plan (worst 0-1 best) 100 @ 1
Incomplete plumbing (% of occupied housing units) 046 ® 37 Non-carbon ecological footprint (% of biocapacity) 26 © 9
Wiater stress index (Normalized Deficit Index) 0035 ® 3 Protected area (% of total area with GAP status 1-2) 41 ® 28
Safe drinking water violations (% of people drinking water with violations) ~ 10.1 14 SDG16 - Peace, Justice and Strong Institutions
SDG7 - Affordable and Clean Energy Incarceration rate (per 100,000 people) 13520 @ 42
CO; intensity of electricity (mtCO,/TWh) 0417 2 State Integrity Index (worst 0-100 best) 61 @ 30
Low-income energy burden (% of income spent on energy) 31 @ 20 Jail admission rate (per 100,000 people) 84172 @ 36
Energy efficiency (thousand BTU/dollar of GDP) 120 ® 47 Justice Index (worst 0~100 best) 147 @ 50
Renewable energy consumption (%) 64 ® 34 Laws.ui-t climate survey (worst 0-100 best) 611 @ 43
Renewable energy production (%) 144 ® 32 \I}Iommdes (pe(L/W O?’OOQ people)v izens) 63(; > 4?
SDG8 - Decent Work and Economic Growth e '
Banking access (per 10,000 people) 45 13
Employment discrimination (per 100,000 people) 624 @ 49
Employment to population ratio (% of population aged 20-64) 652 @ 49
Youth not in employment, education or training (NEET) (%) 170 @ 49
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¥V 5 BEST AND 5 WORST INDICATORS

Best

Invasive management plan

LGBT inclusion in hate crime laws

FEMA mitigation coverage

Weather costs

High school graduation rate

Worst

Climate alliance membership

Energy-related CO, emissions

Climate action plan

Lawsuit climate survey

Effective carbon rate

Family leave policy

Primary health care practitioners

Homicides

Sick leave policy

V¥ SDG STATE RANK

35 (OF 50)

V¥V OVERALL PERFORMANCE

State score Average score

42.6 47.0

V¥ AVERAGE PERFORMANCE BY SDG
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Notes: The full title of Goal 2"Zero Hunger"is “End hunger, achieve food security and improved nutrition and promote sustainable agriculture’

The full title of each SDG is available here: https://sustainabledevelopment.un.org/sdgs
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MISSOURI

Performance by Indicator

SDG1 -End Poverty Value Rating Rank Value Rating Rank
Affordable housing (per 100 Extremely Low Income Renter Households) 43 e 18 Real GDP growth (%, average of 5 years) 082 © 4
Could not see doctor due to cost (% of adult population) 134 ® 34 Unbanked rate (%) 85 @ 37
Family leave policy (worst 01 best) 0 ® 6 Unemployment rate (% of population 25-64) 5.5 20
Living below national poverty line (%) 140 ® 29 Fatal occupational injuries (per 100,000 workers) 48 29
Sick leave policy (worst 0-1 best) 0 e 11 .
Families receiving TANF (per 100 families in poverty) 189 @ 28 SDG9 - IndUStry’ Innovation and Infrastructure
Working poor (% of population 16-64) 31 e 3] Scientific journal articles (per 1,000 doctorate holders) 865.0 27

Broadband access (% of households) 618 ® 41
SDG2 - Zero Hunger Deficient bridges (%) 131 @ 40
Elderly food insecurity (%) 55 10 Internet use (%) 79.9 23
Living in food desert (%) 217 ® 31 Patents (per 1,000 individuals in S&E occupations) 104 ® 35
Food insecurity (% of households) 142 ® 32 Poor roads (%) 24 @ 34
Prevalence of obesity (% adult population) 311 @ 32 Research and development expenditure (% of GDP) 2.5 15
Pesticide exposure (per 100,000 people) 397 @ 4] STEM employment (% of employed population) 56 ® 29
Rural infrastructure index (worst 0-100 best) 466 ® 39 .
WIC coverage rate (% of eligible families) 515 @ 22 SDG10 - Reduced Inequalities

Case for Inclusion index (worst 0—100 best) 77.5 7
SDG3 - Good Health and Well-Being Gini coefficient (best 01 worst) 0465 @ 24
Adolescent pregnancy rate (births per girl/woman aged 15-19) 234 @ 31 Hate groups (per 100,000 people) 039 @ 39
HIV prevalence (per 100,000) 2340 27 Pollution Burden (percentage point difference for people of color) 20 ® 28
Primary health care practitioners (% of need met) 170 @ 49 Racism index (best 0~100 worst) 44.6 27
Infant mortality rate (per 1,000 live births) 67 @ 3] Uninsured (%) 89 ® 34
Life expectancy at birth (years) 774 @ 39 . .. .
Maternal mortZIity (per 1)60,000 live births) 037 @ 37 SDG11 - Sustainable Cities and Communities
Non-communicable diseases (per 100,000 people aged 35-75) 4604 ® 4 Sustainable transportation (% of commuters) 37 @ 40
Drug overdose deaths (per 100,000 people) 179 30 Overcrowded housing (% of occupied housing units) 1.7 6
Smoking rate (% of adults who are current smokers) 21 e 43 Park access (%) 34 @ 34
Suicide rate (per 100,000 people) 158 @ 32 PM 2.5 exposure (ug/m’) By O H
Incidence of tuberculosis (per 100,000 people) 14 14 Rent burdened population (%) 437 ® 6
Deaths due to road collisions (per 100,000 people) 121 @ 32 SDG12 - Responsible Consumption and Production
Chilq vgccine covelzragie (% of population 19-35 months) 810 @ 33 Chemical pollution (lbs/mi?) 9738 ® 30
Subjective Wellbeing index (worst 0-100 best) 607 ® 39 Lead emissions (kg/capita) 00024 24
SDG4 - Quality Education NOx emissions (kg/capita) 550 @ 35
Higher education (% aged 25-34, bachelors or higher) 337 24 Recycling index (worst 0-4 best) 2@ 1
Students with debt (% of college graduates) 57 20 50, emissions (kg/capita) 261 ® 37
Career and technical education (% of graduates placed) 670 @ 44 VOC emissions (kg/capita) 594 30
High school graduation rate (% of public graduates) 890 @ 6 SDG13 - Climate Action
Early educlation (%) 449 & 30 Resilient building codes (% of jurisdictions subject to hazards) 73 20
Basic reading achievement (% of grade 8 students) 77.0 25 Climate alliance membership (worst 0-1 best) 0 e 17
SDGS5 - Gender Equality Global warming awareness (%) 66.1 ® 33
Contraceptive deserts (% of persons in need located in a desert) 96 ® 40 Climate action plan (worst 01 best) 0 & 34
Female labor force (% of total labor force participation) 95.2 19 Energy-related CO; emissions (tCO/capita) 203 ® 33
LGBT inclusion in hate crime laws (worst 1-4 best) 4 @ 1 Effective carbon rate (USD/tCO,) 000 e M
Women in government (% in state legislature) 234 ® 31 FEMA mitigation coverage (%) %87 ® 7
Sexual violence (lifetime prevalence) 346 ® 16 Weather costs (% of GDP) 00247 ® 28
Gender wage gap (% of men’s median wage) 785 @ 29 Weather injuries/fatalities (per 100,000 people) 162 ® 46
Women-owned businesses (% of solely-owned businesses) 387 ©® 27 SDG15 - Life on Land
SDG6 - Clean Water and Sanitation Change in forest area (%, 5 year change) 04 @ 32
Dams with Emergency Action Plans (% of high hazard potential dams) 292 @ 46 Invasive management plan (worst 0-1 best) 100 @ 1
Incomplete plumbing (% of occupied housing units) 040 ® 3] Non-carbon ecological footprint (% of biocapacity) 37.7 18
Water stress index (Normalized Deficit Index) 0135 ® 29 Protected area (% of total area with GAP status 1-2) 339035
Safe drinking water violations (% of people drinking water with violations) ~ 11.1 18 SDG16 - Peace, Justice and Strong Institutions
SDG7 - Affordable and Clean Energy Incarceration rate (per 100,000 people) 10742 @ 32
CO; intensity of electricity (mtCO,/TWh) 0797 @ 46 State Integrity Index (worst 0-100 best) 62 & 25
Low-income energy burden (% of income spent on energy) 28 @ 13 Jail admission rate (per 100,000 people) 3116 @ 17
Energy efficiency (thousand BTU/dollar of GDP) 70 28 Justice Index (worst 0-100 best) 317 @ 36
Renewable energy consumption (%) 53 @ 40 Laws.ui-t climate survey (worst 0-100 best) 581 @ 49
Renewable energy production (%) 448 16 \I;Iomlodes (pe(z) O(f),OOQ peOple), ) 632 : Tg
SDG8 - Decent Work and Economic Growth e :
Banking access (per 10,000 people) 45 13
Employment discrimination (per 100,000 people) 352 ® 36
Employment to population ratio (% of population aged 20-64) 732 24
Youth not in employment, education or training (NEET) (%) 11.5 21
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MONTANA

¥V 5 BEST AND 5 WORST INDICATORS

Best

Pollution Burden

Invasive management plan

HIV prevalence

Non-carbon ecological footprint

Climate action plan

Incidence of tuberculosis

Worst

Sick leave policy

WIC coverage rate

Energy-related CO, emissions

Climate alliance membership

Recycling index

Hate groups

Effective carbon rate

Suicide rate

Family leave policy

V¥ SDG STATE RANK

24 (OF 50)

V¥V OVERALL PERFORMANCE

State score Average score

47.9 47.0

V¥ AVERAGE PERFORMANCE BY SDG

NO
POVERTY
PEACE, JUSTICE 1 ZER0
ANDSTRONG . @ ..... HUNGER
wmnors g e @ e 9
600D HEALTH
e @ .............. it
WELLBEING
LIFE
ON LAND 15‘,--' L @ --------- 3
. QUALITY
2 4 eoucation
CLMATE 40 GENDER
acron 19 9 sunny
RESPONSIBLE s ;

CONSUMPTION S uemwm
AND 12 6 A0
PRODUCTION SANTATION

SUSTANABLE 4 ™. e P
CITIES AND AFFORDABLE
COMMUNITIES T : AND GLEAN
10 ........................... 8 ENERGY
REDUCED
INEQUALITES 9 oot
INDUSTRY,
INNOVATION ECONOMIC
AND GROWTH
INFRASTRUCTURE

MA WA VT MN OR CA ME MD NH CT NY Rl HI NJ CO WI IA ID NE UT VA IL SD MT MI DE KS ND AZ PA NV NC FL SC MO OH TN GA WY TX IN NM AK KY OK AR AL WV MS LA

Notes: The full title of Goal 2"Zero Hunger"is “End hunger, achieve food security and improved nutrition and promote sustainable agriculture”.
The full title of each SDG is available here: https://sustainabledevelopment.un.org/sdgs

100 Sustainable Development Report of the United States 2018

W,
M
s

£
s



MONTANA

Performance by Indicator

SDG1 -End Poverty Value Rating Rank Value Rating Rank
Affordable housing (per 100 Extremely Low Income Renter Households) 4 @ 16 Real GDP growth (%, average of 5 years) 156 ® 28
Could not see doctor due to cost (% of adult population) 113 ® 20 Unbanked rate (%) 4.0 12
Family leave policy (worst 0-1 best) 0o @ 6 Unemployment rate (% of population 25-64) 47 12
Living below national poverty line (%) 133 25 Fatal occupational injuries (per 100,000 workers) 56 ® 38
Sick leave policy (worst 0-1 best) 0 e 11 .
Families receiving TANF (per 100 families in poverty) 168 @ 30 SDG9 - IndUStry’ Innovation and Infrastructure
Working poor (% of population 16-64) 30 ® 28 Scientific journal articles (per 1,000 doctorate holders) 5277 @ 46

Broadband access (% of households) 638 ® 35
SDG2 - Zero Hunger Deficient bridges (%) 838 28
Elderly food insecurity (%) 63 18 Internet use (%) 767 ® 40
Living in food desert (%) 225 ® 35 Patents (per 1,000 individuals in S&E occupations) 99 @ 37
Food insecurity (% of households) 129 ® 28 Poor roads (%) 0 @ 9
Prevalence of obesity (% adult population) 251 ® 6 Research and development expenditure (% of GDP) 10 ® 36
Pesticide exposure (per 100,000 people) 320 24 STEM employment (% of employed population) 52 ® 32
Rural infrastructure index (worst 0-100 best) 453 @ 4] .
WIC coverage rate (% of eligible families) 391 @ 50 SDG10 - Reduced Inequalities

Case for Inclusion index (worst 0-100 best) 557 @ 47
SDG3 - Good Health and Well-Being Gini coefficient (best 01 worst) 0467 @ 25
Adolescent pregnancy rate (births per girl/woman aged 15-19) 237 ® 35 Hate groups (per 100,000 people) 09 ® 50
HIV prevalence (per 100,000) 661 @ 3 Pollution Burden (percentage point difference for people of color) 02 ® 1
Primary health care practitioners (% of need met) 384 ® 42 Racism index (best 0-100 worst) 259 1
Infant mortality rate (per 1,000 live births) 61 ® 22 Uninsured (%) 81 @ 27
Life expectancy at birth (years) 789 27 . L. L.
Maternal mortality (per 100,000 live births) 035 @ 33 SDG11 - Sustainable Cities and Communities
Non-communicable diseases (per 100,000 people aged 35-75) 3659 I Sustainable transportation (% of commuters) 73 @ 15
Drug overdose deaths (per 100,000 people) 138 15 Overcrowded housing (% of occupied housing units) 2.2 24
Smoking rate (% of adults who are current smokers) 185 @ 33 Park access (%) 8 16
Suicide rate (per 100,000 people) 236 @ 49 PM 2.5 exposure (ug/m’) 60 @ 5
Incidence of tuberculosis (per 100,000 people) 03 © 1 Rent burdened population (%) 236 @ 5
Deaths due to road collisions (per 100,000 people) 157 @ 45 SDG12 - Responsible Consumption and Production
Chilq vgccine covelzragie (% of population 19-35 months) 750 @ 48 Chemical pollution (lbs/mi?) 2364 10
Subjective Wellbeing index (worst 0-100 best) 62.6 10 Lead emissions (kg/capita) 00058 @ 48
SDG4 - Quality Education NOx emissions (kg/capita) 1006 @ 47
Higher education (% aged 25-34, bachelors or higher) 321 @ 29 Recycling index (worst 04 best) 0 ® 50
Students with debt (% of college graduates) 60 ® 25 50, emissions (kg/capita) 23 @ 34
Career and technical education (% of graduates placed) 770 ® 28 VOC emissions (kg/capita) 1696 @ 47
High school graduation rate (% of public graduates) 85.6 24 SDG13 - Climate Action
Early educlation (%) Ho O Resilient building codes (% of jurisdictions subject to hazards) 41 ® 39
Basic reading achievement (% of grade 8 students) 824 @ 4 Climate alliance membership (worst 0-1 best) 0 e 17
SDGS5 - Gender Equality Global warming awareness (%) 661 ® 34
Contraceptive deserts (% of persons in need located in a desert) 914 @ 11 Climate action plan (worst 01 best) [
Female labor force (% of total labor force participation) 95.6 13 Energy-related CO; emissions (tCO/capita) 313 @ 45
LGBT inclusion in hate crime laws (worst 1-4 best) 2 @ 31 Effective carbon rate (USD/tCO,) 000 e M
Women in government (% in state legislature) 20 ® 20 FEMA mitigation coverage (%) 9.2 @ 19
Sexual violence (lifetime prevalence) 414 @ 46 Weather costs (% of GDP) 00064 @ 12
Gender wage gap (% of men’s median wage) 731 @ 47 Weather injuries/fatalities (per 100,000 people) 0.76 35
Women-owned businesses (% of solely-owned businesses) 388 ® 26 SDG15 - Life on Land
SDG6 - Clean Water and Sanitation Change in forest area (%, 5 year change) 14 @ 1
Dams with Emergency Action Plans (% of high hazard potential dams) 28 O 17 Invasive management plan (worst 0~1 best) 100 @ 1
Incomplete plumbing (% of occupied housing units) 047 ® 39 Non-carbon ecological footprint (% of biocapacity) 96 @ 3
Wiater stress index (Normalized Deficit Index) 0037 ® 9 Protected area (% of total area with GAP status 1-2) 84 16
Safe drinking water violations (% of people drinking water with violations) ~ 16.8 27 SDG16 - Peace, Justice and Strong Institutions
SDG7 - Affordable and Clean Energy Incarceration rate (per 100,000 people) 8122 @ 16
CO; intensity of electricity (mtCO,/TWh) 0591 @ 37 State Integrity Index (worst 0-100 best) o4 @ 20
Low-income energy burden (% of income spent on energy) 2 e 3 Jail admission rate (per 100,000 people) 67697 @ 30
Energy efficiency (thousand BTU/dollar of GDP) 96 ® 39 Justice Index (worst 0~100 best) 331 @ 3%
Renewable energy consumption (%) 306 ® 5 Laws.ui-t climate survey (worst 0-100 best) 68.7 26
Renewable energy production (%) 106 ® 36 \I}Iomlodes (pe(L/W O?'OOQ people)v izens) 623 C }g
SDG8 - Decent Work and Economic Growth e !
Banking access (per 10,000 people) 49 9
Employment discrimination (per 100,000 people) 43 @ 3
Employment to population ratio (% of population aged 20-64) 749 16
Youth not in employment, education or training (NEET) (%) 132 ® 36
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NEBRASKA

¥V 5 BEST AND 5 WORST INDICATORS

Best

Employment to population ratio

Unemployment rate

Drug overdose deaths

Banking access

Invasive management plan

Worst

Climate alliance membership

Sick leave policy

Family leave policy

Energy-related CO, emissions

Climate action plan

Recycling index

Effective carbon rate

V¥ SDG STATE RANK

19 (OF 50)

V¥V OVERALL PERFORMANCE

State score Average score

50.1 47.0

V¥ AVERAGE PERFORMANCE BY SDG
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Notes: The full title of Goal 2"Zero Hunger"is “End hunger, achieve food security and improved nutrition and promote sustainable agriculture’
The full title of each SDG is available here: https://sustainabledevelopment.un.org/sdgs
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NEBRASKA

Performance by Indicator

SDG1 - End Poverty

Value Rating Rank

Value Rating Rank

Affordable housing (per 100 Extremely Low Income Renter Households) 41 e 22 Real GDP growth (%, average of 5 years) 224 12
Could not see doctor due to cost (% of adult population) 121 ® 26 Unbanked rate (%) 5.1 23
Family leave policy (worst 01 best) 0 ® 6 Unemployment rate (% of population 25-64) 32 @ 2
Living below national poverty line (%) 114 15 Fatal occupational injuries (per 100,000 workers) 50 31
Sick leave policy (worst 01 best) 0 @ 11 .
Families receiving TANF (per 100 families in poverty) 199 @ 24 SDG9 - IndUStry’ Innovation and Infrastructure
Working poor (% of population 16-64) )8 ® 2% Scientific journal articles (per 1,000 doctorate holders) 8527 28

Broadband access (% of households) 66.6 28
SDG2 - Zero Hunger Deficient bridges (%) 154 @ 45
Elderly food insecurity (%) 7.1 25 Internet use (%) 81.5 16
Living in food desert (%) 181 ® 14 Patents (per 1,000 individuals in S&E occupations) 84 ® 42
Food insecurity (% of households) 147 ® 38 Poor roads (%) 0 @ 9
Prevalence of obesity (% adult population) 316 ® 36 Research and development expenditure (% of GDP) 0 ® 38
Pesticide exposure (per 100,000 people) 358 @ 32 STEM employment (% of employed population) 57 ® 28
Rural infrastructure index (worst 0-100 best) 493 @ 37 -,
WIC coverage rate (% of eligible families) 515 @ 23 SDG10 - Reduced Inequalities

Case for Inclusion index (worst 0—100 best) 620 ® 40
SDG3 - Good Health and Well-Being Gini coefficient (best 01 worst) 0448 ® 7
Adolescent pregnancy rate (births per girl/woman aged 15-19) 19.1 22 Hate groups (per 100,000 people) 0.26 25
HIV prevalence (per 100,000) 131.6 15 Pollution Burden (percentage point difference for people of color) 21 ® 30
Primary health care practitioners (% of need met) 560 ® 19 Racism index (best 0~100 worst) 534 ® 38
Infant mortality rate (per 1,000 live births) 54 ® 12 Uninsured (%) 86 ® 29
Life expectancy at birth (years) 794 20 . . e
Maternal mortZIity (per 1)60,000 live births) 0.28 16 SDG11 - Sustainable Cities and Communities
Non-communicable diseases (per 100,000 people aged 35-75) 3557 18 Sustainable transportation (% of commuters) 40 @ 35
Drug overdose deaths (per 100,000 people) 69 @ 1 Overcrowded housing (% of occupied housing units) 2.1 19
Smoking rate (% of adults who are current smokers) 17.0 23 Park access (%) 40 ©
Suicide rate (per 100,000 people) 19 9 PM 2.5 exposure (Lig/m’) 70 1
Incidence of tuberculosis (per 100,000 people) 1.0 8 Rentburdened population (%) a1 e 8
Deaths due to road collisions (per 100,000 people) 79 " SDG12 - Responsible Consumption and Production
Chilq vgccine covelzragie (% of population 19-35 months) 892 @ 3 Chemical pollution (lbs/mi?) 2325 9
Subjective Wellbeing index (worst 0-100 best) 62.1 16 Lead emissions (kg/capita) 00038 ® 44
SDG4 - Quality Education NOx emissions (kg/capita) 845 @ 44
Higher education (% aged 25-34, bachelors or higher) 374 14 Recycling index (worst 04 best) e 34
Students with debt (% of college graduates) 61 ® 33 50, emissions (kg/capita) 318 & 4
Career and technical education (% of graduates placed) 634 @ 47 VOC emissions (kg/capita) 521 2
High school graduation rate (% of public graduates) 893 @ 4 SDG13 - Climate Action
Early educlation (%) i B Resilient building codes (% of jurisdictions subject to hazards) 76 18
Basic reading achievement (% of grade 8 students) 815 @ 6 Climate alliance membership (worst 0-1 best) 0 e 17
SDGS5 - Gender Equality Global warming awareness (%) 644 ® 40
Contraceptive deserts (% of persons in need located in a desert) 973 @ 22 Climate action plan (worst 01 best) 0 @& 34
Female labor force (% of total labor force participation) 956 12 Energy-related CO; emissions (tCO/capita) 27 ® 4
LGBT inclusion in hate crime laws (worst 1-4 best) 3 18 Effective carbon rate (USD/tCO;) 000 e 1
Women in government (% in state legislature) 265 ® 24 FEMA mitigation coverage (%) 910 @ 18
Sexual violence (lifetime prevalence) 372 @ 2% Weather costs (% of GDP) 01946 @ 47
Gender wage gap (% of men's median wage) 775 @ 35 Weather injuries/fatalities (per 100,000 people) 0.64 29
Women-owned businesses (% of solely-owned businesses) 383 @ 30 SDG15 - Life on Land
SDG6 - Clean Water and Sanitation Change in forest area (%, 5 year change) 28 @ 45
Dams with Emergency Action Plans (% of high hazard potential dams) 958 @ 13 Invasive management plan (worst 0-1 best) 100 @ 1
Incomplete plumbing (% of occupied housing units) 029 ® 7 Non-carbon ecological footprint (% of biocapacity) 176 @ 6
Water stress index (Normalized Deficit Index) 0278 ® 38 Protected area (% of total area with GAP status 1-2) 10 @ 48
Safe drinking water violations (% of people drinking water with violations) 9.2 13 SDG16 - Peace, Justice and Strong Institutions
SDG7 - Affordable and Clean Energy Incarceration rate (per 100,000 people) 6580 @ 11
CO; intensity of electricity (mtCO,/TWh) 0629 @ 39 State Integrity Index (worst 0-100 best) 67 @ 7
Low-income energy burden (% of income spent on energy) 2% ® 10 Jail admission rate (per 100,000 people) 58200 @ 23
Energy efficiency (thousand BTU/dollar of GDP) 85 ® 33 Justice Index (worst 0~100 best) 370 @ 26
Renewable energy consumption (%) 186 10 Laws.ui-t climate survey (worst 0-100 best) 735 @ 7
Renewable energy production (%) 713 13 \I}Iomlodes (pe(L/W 0?'009 people)v izens) 622 o 1;
SDG8 - Decent Work and Economic Growth R G S !
Banking access (per 10,000 people) 62 @ 2
Employment discrimination (per 100,000 people) 53 ® 5
Employment to population ratio (% of population aged 20-64) 804 © 3
Youth not in employment, education or training (NEET) (%) 81 @ 6
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NEVADA

¥V 5 BEST AND 5 WORST INDICATORS

Best

Pesticide exposure

LGBT inclusion in hate crime laws

Climate action plan

Renewable energy production

Weather costs

Worst
STEM employment

High school graduation rate

Research and development expenditure

Family leave policy

Pollution Burden

Recycling index

Unemployment rate

Higher education

Affordable housing

Banking access

Weather injuries/fatalities

Non-carbon ecological footprint

Effective carbon rate

Climate alliance membership

Sick leave policy

V¥ SDG STATE RANK

31 (OF 50)

V¥V OVERALL PERFORMANCE

State score Average score

44.8 47.0

V¥ AVERAGE PERFORMANCE BY SDG
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Notes: The full title of Goal 2"Zero Hunger"is “End hunger, achieve food security and improved nutrition and promote sustainable agriculture”.
The full title of each SDG is available here: https://sustainabledevelopment.un.org/sdgs
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NEVADA

Performance by Indicator

SDG1 -End Poverty Value Rating Rank Value Rating Rank
Affordable housing (per 100 Extremely Low Income Renter Households) 15 @ 50 Real GDP growth (%, average of 5 years) 239 10
Could not see doctor due to cost (% of adult population) 160 @ 43 Unbanked rate (%) 89 ® 39
Family leave policy (worst 01 best) 0 ® 6 Unemployment rate (% of population 25-64) 81 @ 50
Living below national poverty line (%) 138 ® 28 Fatal occupational injuries (per 100,000 workers) 47 27
Sick leave policy (worst 0-1 best) 0 e 11 .
Families receiving TANF (per 100 families in poverty) 22 @ 2 SDG9 - IndUStry’ Innovation and Infrastructure
Working poor (% of population 16-64) 30 ® 28 Scientific journal articles (per 1,000 doctorate holders) 7170 @ 41

Broadband access (% of households) 67.3 26
SDG2 - Zero Hunger Deficient bridges (%) 16 @ 1
Elderly food insecurity (%) 6.0 13 Internet use (%) 846 © 7
Living in food desert (%) 14.3 5 Patents (per 1,000 individuals in S&E occupations) 261 ® 10
Food insecurity (% of households) 121 ® 21 Poor roads (%) 13 14
Prevalence of obesity (% adult population) 255 ® 8 Research and development expenditure (% of GDP) 04 @ 50
Pesticide exposure (per 100,000 people) 161 @ 1 STEM employment (% of employed population) 34 @ 49
Rural infrastructure index (worst 0-100 best) 593 23 .
WIC coverage rate (% of eligible families) 536 ® 11 SDG10 - Reduced Inequalities

Case for Inclusion index (worst 0-100 best) 650 ® 36
SDG3 - Good Health and Well-Being Gini coefficient (best 01 worst) 0458 @ 19
Adolescent pregnancy rate (births per girl/woman aged 15-19) 242 © 37 Hate groups (per 100,000 people) 0.14 8
HIV prevalence (per 100,000) 3710 ® 40 Pollution Burden (percentage point difference for people of color) 41 @ 49
Primary health care practitioners (% of need met) 512 ® 27 Racism index (best 0~100 worst) 347 5
Infant mortality rate (per 1,000 live births) 56 ® 16 Uninsured (%) 114 @ 43
Life expectancy at birth (years) 781 @ 33 . .. .
Maternal mortZIity (per 1)60,000 live births) 0.28 16 SDG11 - Sustainable Cities and Communities
Non-communicable diseases (per 100,000 people aged 35-75) 4442 @ 37 Sustainable transportation (% of commuters) 61 ® 20
Drug overdose deaths (per 100,000 people) 204 ® 35 Overcrowded housing (% of occupied housing units) 41 ® 43
Smoking rate (% of adults who are current smokers) 16.5 20 Park access (%) 65 ® 6
Suicide rate (per 100,000 people) 186 @ 43 PM 2.5 exposure (ug/m’) 9 © &
Incidence of tuberculosis (per 100,000 people) 27 ® 36 Rent burdened population (%) 498 ® 39
Deaths due to road collisions (per 100,000 people) 10.9 26 SDG12 - Responsible Consumption and Production
Chilq vgccine covelzragie (% of population 19-35 months) 820 @ 30 Chemical pollution (lbs/mi?) 28859 @ 47
Subjective Wellbeing index (worst 0-100 best) 602 @ 43 Lead emissions (kg/capita) 00024 25
SDG4 - Quality Education NOx emissions (kg/capita) 27.6 12
Higher education (% aged 25-34, bachelors or higher) 27 @ 50 Recycling index (worst 04 best) 1T e 34
Students with debt (% of college graduates) 52 9 50, emissions (kg/capita) 52 @ 10
Career and technical education (% of graduates placed) 951 @ 5 VOC emissions (kg/capita) 307 13
High school graduation rate (% of public graduates) 736 @ 49 SDG13 - Climate Action
Early educlation (%) 398 O 4 Resilient building codes (% of jurisdictions subject to hazards) 91 @ 5
Basic reading achievement (% of grade 8 students) 705 @ 44 Climate alliance membership (worst 0-1 best) 0 e 17
SDGS5 - Gender Equality Global warming awareness (%) 703 17
Contraceptive deserts (% of persons in need located in a desert) 984 @ 27 Climate action plan (worst 01 best) T e 1
Female labor force (% of total labor force participation) 931 @ 43 Energy-related CO, emissions (tCOo/capita) 122 & 14
LGBT inclusion in hate crime laws (worst 1-4 best) 4 @ Effective carbon rate (USD/tCO;) 000 e 1
Women in government (% in state legislature) 381 3 FEMA mitigation coverage (%) 83.5 29
Sexual violence (lifetime prevalence) 392 @ 4] Weather costs (% of GDP) 00189 @ 24
Gender wage gap (% of men's median wage) 80.9 21 Weather injuries/fatalities (per 100,000 people) 586 @ 49
Women-owned businesses (% of solely-owned businesses) 420 8 SDG15 - Life on Land
SDG6 - Clean Water and Sanitation Change in forest area (%, 5 year change) 78 @ 48
Dams with Emergency Action Plans (% of high hazard potential dams) 851 @ 27 Invasive management plan (worst 0-1 best) 033 © 4
Incomplete plumbing (% of occupied housing units) 033 ® 17 Non-carbon ecological footprint (% of biocapacity) 156.1 @ 41
Water stress index (Normalized Deficit Index) 0090 ® 24 Protected area (% of total area with GAP status 1-2) 152 @ 3
Safe drinking water violations (% of people drinking water with violations) 42 @ 2 SDG16 - Peace, Justice and Strong Institutions
SDG7 - Affordable and Clean Energy Incarceration rate (per 100,000 people) 10441 @ 29
CO; intensity of electricity (mtCO,/TWh) 0.365 13 State Integrity Index (worst 0-100 best) 57 @ 46
Low-income energy burden (% of income spent on energy) 20 © 2 Jail admission rate (per 100,000 people) 73762 @ 32
Energy efficiency (thousand BTU/dollar of GDP) 52 14 Justice Index (worst 0-100 best) 235 ® 48
Renewable energy consumption (%) 131 15 Laws.ui-t climate survey (worst 0-100 best) 666 ® 37
Renewable energy production (%) 979 @ 8 \I;Iommdes (pe(L/W O?’OOQ peOple), izens) 632 : gj
SDG8 - Decent Work and Economic Growth e !
Banking access (per 10,000 people) 24 @ 50
Employment discrimination (per 100,000 people) 349 ® 34
Employment to population ratio (% of population aged 20-64) 720 ® 33
Youth not in employment, education or training (NEET) (%) 140 ® 40
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NEW HAMPSHIRE

¥V 5 BEST AND 5 WORST INDICATORS

Best

Youth not in employment, education or training (NEET)

Chemical pollution

Climate action plan

Adolescent pregnancy rate

Internet use

Worst

Park access

Drug overdose deaths

Women-owned businesses

Recycling index

Sick leave policy

Family leave policy

Invasive management plan

Climate alliance membership

V¥ SDG STATE RANK

9 (OF 50)

V¥V OVERALL PERFORMANCE

State score Average score

54.9 47.0

V¥ AVERAGE PERFORMANCE BY SDG
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Notes: The full title of Goal 2"Zero Hunger"is “End hunger, achieve food security and improved nutrition and promote sustainable agriculture”.

The full title of each SDG is available here: https://sustainabledevelopment.un.org/sdgs
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NEW HAMPSHIRE

Performance by Indicator

SDG1 - End Poverty

Value Rating Rank

Value Rating Rank

Affordable housing (per 100 Extremely Low Income Renter Households) 30 @ 41 Real GDP growth (%, average of 5 years) 1.87 22
Could not see doctor due to cost (% of adult population) 03 ® 10 Unbanked rate (%) 18 @ 2
Family leave policy (worst 0-1 best) 0o @ 6 Unemployment rate (% of population 25-64) 40 @ 7
Living below national poverty line (%) 73 @ 1 Fatal occupational injuries (per 100,000 workers) 3.1 6
Sick leave policy (worst 0-1 best) 0 e 11 .
Families receiving TANF (per 100 families in poverty) 253 @ 14 SDG9 - IndUStry’ Innovation and Infrastructure
Working poor (% of population 16-64) 09 @ 1 Scientific journal articles (per 1,000 doctorate holders) 7759 @ 35

Broadband access (% of households) 775 @ 1
SDG2 - Zero Hunger Deficient bridges (%) 122 ® 38
Elderly food insecurity (%) 70 24 Internet use (%) 869 © 1
Living in food desert (%) 258 @ 45 Patents (per 1,000 individuals in S&E occupations) 306 ® 4
Food insecurity (% of households) 9.6 3 Poor roads (%) 9 @ 6
Prevalence of obesity (% adult population) 26.0 10 Research and development expenditure (% of GDP) 3.1 11
Pesticide exposure (per 100,000 people) 307 22 STEM employment (% of employed population) 6.9 11
Rural infrastructure index (worst 0-100 best) 64.3 13 .
WIC coverage rate (% of eligible families) 427 @ 46 SDG10 - Reduced Inequalities

Case for Inclusion index (worst 0-100 best) 821 @ 3
SDG3 - Good Health and Well-Being Gini coefficient (best 01 worst) 0430 ® 3
Adolescent pregnancy rate (births per girl/woman aged 15-19) 93 @ 2 Hate groups (per 100,000 people) 045 ® 4]
HIV prevalence (per 100,000) 107.6 7 Pollution Burden (percentage point difference for people of color) 1.1 13
Primary health care practitioners (% of need met) 567 ® 16 Racism index (best 0~100 worst) 344 4
Infant mortality rate (per 1,000 live births) 46 2 Uninsured (%) 59 15
Life expectancy at birth (years) 79.9 10 . .. .
Maternal mortZIity (per 1)60,000 live births) 019 @ 5 SDG11 - Sustainable Cities and Communities
Non-communicable diseases (per 100,000 people aged 35-75) 3402 " Sustainable transportation (% of commuters) 40 @ 34
Drug overdose deaths (per 100,000 people) 343 @ 49 Overcrowded housing (% of occupied housing units) 13 @ 1
Smoking rate (% of adults who are current smokers) 180 ® 30 Park access (%) 7 @ 4
Suicide rate (per 100,000 people) 150 ® 30 PM 2.5 exposure (ug/m’) 59 © 6
Incidence of tuberculosis (per 100,000 people) 14 14 Rent burdened population (%) 444 ® 10
Deaths due to road collisions (per 100,000 people) 86 15 SDG12 - Responsible Consumption and Production
Chilq vgccine covelzragie (% of population 19-35 months) 910 @ 2 Chemical pollution (lbs/mi?) 97 @ 1
Subjective Wellbeing index (worst 0-100 best) 628 @ 7 Lead emissions (kg/capita) 00034 ® 40
SDG4 - Quality Education NOx emissions (kg/capita) 26.0 10
Higher education (% aged 25-34, bachelors or higher) 416 @ 6 Recycling index (worst 04 best) 1T e 34
Students with debt (% of college graduates) 74 ® 47 50, emissions (kg/capita) 58 @ 14
Career and technical education (% of graduates placed) 696 ® 39 VOC emissions (kg/capita) 279 8
High school graduation rate (% of public graduates) 88.2 9 SDG13 - Climate Action
Early educlation (%) s O T Resilient building codes (% of jurisdictions subject to hazards) 89 @ 7
Basic reading achievement (% of grade 8 students) 850 @ 1 Climate alliance membership (worst 0-1 best) 0 e 17
SDGS5 - Gender Equality Global warming awareness (%) 683 ® 27
Contraceptive deserts (% of persons in need located in a desert) 919 @ 13 Climate action plan (worst 01 best) T e
Female labor force (% of total labor force participation) 95.6 10 Energy-related CO; emissions (tCO/capita) 14 @ 11
LGBT inclusion in hate crime laws (worst 1-4 best) 3 18 Effective carbon rate (USD/tCO,) 379 e 2
Women in government (% in state legislature) 288 ® 17 FEMA mitigation coverage (%) 936 @ 14
Sexual violence (lifetime prevalence) 387 ® 39 Weather costs (% of GDP) 00087 ® 15
Gender wage gap (% of men’s median wage) 831 10 Weather injuries/fatalities (per 100,000 people) 106 ® 42
Women-owned businesses (% of solely-owned businesses) 334 @ 50 SDG15 - Life on Land
SDG6 - Clean Water and Sanitation Change in forest area (%, 5 year change) -5 @ 42
Dams with Emergency Action Plans (% of high hazard potential dams) %56 ® 14 Invasive management plan (worst 0-1 best) 000 ® 44
Incomplete plumbing (% of occupied housing units) 055 44 Non-carbon ecological footprint (% of biocapacity) 86 ® 32
Wiater stress index (Normalized Deficit Index) 0007 ® 2 Protected area (% of total area with GAP status 1-2) 53 ® 22
Safe drinking water violations (% of people drinking water with violations) 50 @ 5 SDG16 - Peace, Justice and Strong Institutions
SDG7 - Affordable and Clean Energy Incarceration rate (per 100,000 people) 4760 @ 4
CO; intensity of electricity (mtCO,/TWh) 0131 ® 4 State Integrity Index (worst 0-100 best) 61 @ 30
Low-income energy burden (% of income spent on energy) 34 @ 34 Jail admission rate (per 100,000 people) 23441 @ 4
Energy efficiency (thousand BTU/dollar of GDP) 45 8 Justice Index (worst 0-100 best) 64 @ 30
Renewable energy consumption (%) 193 9 Laws.ui-t climate survey (worst 0-100 best) 739 @ 5
Renewable energy production (%) 347 ® 21 \I}Iomlodes (pe(L/W 0?'009 people)v izens) 619(3) C l
SDG8 - Decent Work and Economic Growth i e :
Banking access (per 10,000 people) 42 23
Employment discrimination (per 100,000 people) 42 @ 2
Employment to population ratio (% of population aged 20-64) 789 @ 6
Youth not in employment, education or training (NEET) (%) 76 @ 2
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NEW JERSEY

¥V 5 BEST AND 5 WORST INDICATORS

Best

Climate action plan

Sick leave policy

Suicide rate

High school graduation rate

Climate alliance membership

LGBT inclusion in hate crime laws

SO, emissions

Family leave policy
Worst

Contraceptive deserts

Effective carbon rate

Invasive management plan

Maternal mortality

Non-carbon ecological footprint

V¥ SDG STATE RANK

14 (oF 50)

V¥V OVERALL PERFORMANCE

State score Average score

52.7 47.0

V¥ AVERAGE PERFORMANCE BY SDG
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Notes: The full title of Goal 2"Zero Hunger"is “End hunger, achieve food security and improved nutrition and promote sustainable agriculture”.

The full title of each SDG is available here: https://sustainabledevelopment.un.org/sdgs
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NEW JERSEY

Performance by Indicator

SDG1-End Poverty Value Rating Rank Value Rating Rank
Affordable housing (per 100 Extremely Low Income Renter Households) 29 @ 43 Real GDP growth (%, average of 5 years) 08 ® 39
Could not see doctor due to cost (% of adult population) 128 ® 30 Unbanked rate (%) 74 @ 32
Family leave policy (worst 01 best) 1@ 1 Unemployment rate (% of population 25-64) 67 ® 38
Living below national poverty line (%) 104 @ 8 Fatal occupational injuries (per 100,000 workers) 37 9
Sick leave policy (worst 0-1 best) 1 @ 1 .
Families receiving TANF (per 100 families in poverty) 197 @ 26 SDG9 - IndUStry’ Innovation and Infrastructure
Working poor (% of population 16-64) 20 12 Scientific journal articles (per 1,000 doctorate holders) 904.6 22
Broadband access (% of households) 747 @ 5

SDG2 - Zero Hunger Deficient bridges (%) 90 29
Elderly food insecurity (%) 74 28 Internet use (%) 792 ® 27
Living in food desert (%) 22 o 33 Patents (per 1,000 individuals in S&E occupations) 210 13
Food insecurity (% of households) 111 @ 15 Poor roads (%) 38 @ 46
Prevalence of obesity (% adult population) 265 12 Research and development expenditure (% of GDP) 28 12
Pesticide exposure (per 100,000 people) 99 e 4 STEM employment (% of employed population) 6.4 16
Rural infrastructure index (worst 0-100 best) 708 ® 6 -,
WIC coverage rate (% of eligible families) 524 @ 16 SDG10 - Reduced Inequalities

. Case for Inclusion index (worst 0—100 best) 658 @ 33
SDG3 - Good Health and Well-Being Gini coefficient (best 0-1 worst) 0481 @ 41
Adolescent pregnancy rate (births per girl/woman aged 15-19) 10 @ 5 Hate groups (per 100,000 people) 0.17 13
HIV prevalence (per 100,000) 4737 @ 45 Pollution Burden (percentage point difference for people of color) 40 @ 48
Primary health care practitioners (% of need met) 549 @ 23 Racism index (best 0~100 worst) 685 @ 48
Infant mortality rate (per 1,000 live births) 49 6 Uninsured (%) 80 ® 25
Life expectancy at birth (years) 802 @ 7 . . L.
Maternal mortality (per 100,000 live births) 058 @ 50 SDG_1 1- Sustalnable Cities and Communities
Non-communicable diseases (per 100,000 people aged 35-75) 3349 9 Sustainable transportation (% of commuters) 146 @ 3
Drug overdose deaths (per 100,000 people) 163 97 Overcrowded housing (% of occupied housing units) 31 @ 38
Smoking rate (% of adults who are current smokers) 140 @ Park access (%) ; 55 ;i
Suicide rate (per 100,000 people) 79 ® 1 PM 2.5 exposure (ug/mA) 85 @
Incidence of tuberculosis (per 100,000 people) 31 @ 4 Rentburdened population (%) 518 @ 44
Degths dugto road collisions (per 10Q,OOO people) 62 @ 4 SDG12 - Responsible Consumption and Production
Ch|Iq vaccine coverage (% of population 19-35 months) 843 . ;g Chemical pollution (Ibs/m?) 14298 ® 40
Subjective Wellbeing index (worst 0-100 best) 61.5 Lead emissions (kg/capita) 00009 ® 4
SDG4 - Quality Education NOx emissions (kg/capita) 159 @ 4
Higher education (% aged 25-34, bachelors or higher) 45 o 2 Recyclihg.index (worst‘ 0-4best) 3 >
Students with debt (% of college graduates) 61 ® 33 50, SRR (kg/cap@a) 12 e 2
Career and technical education (% of graduates placed) 727 ® 32 VOC emissions (kg/capita) 78 @ 1
High school lgraduation rate (% of public graduates) 1 e 2 SDG13 - Climate Action
Early educlanon (k:%) % of @1 ]i Resilient building codes (% of jurisdictions subject to hazards) 47  ® 37
Basic reading achievement (% of grade 8 students) 80.0 Climate alliance membership (worst 0-1 best) 1 @ 1
SDGS5 - Gender Equality Global warming awareness (%) 750 © 5
Contraceptive deserts (% of persons in need located in a desert) 1000 ® 45 Climate action plan (wqrslt 0-1 best) ) O
Female labor force (% of total labor force participation) 937 ® 38 Energ}/frelated (0 emissions (tCO/capita) 125 @ 16
LGBT inclusion in hate crime laws (worst 1-4 best) 4 @ Effectwe‘cAarb‘on rate (USD/tCO;) 000 e 1
Women in government (% in state legislature) 308 13 FEMA mitigation coverage (%) 927 @ 16
Sexual violence (lifetime prevalence) 375 @ 31 Weather costs (% of GDP) 00032 ® 7
Gender wage gap (% of men's median wage) 812 20 Weather injuries/fatalities (per 100,000 people) 136 ® 44
Women-owned businesses (% of solely-owned businesses) %3 © 47 SDG15 - Life on Land
SDG6 - Clean Water and Sanitation Change in forest area (%, 5 year change) 14 @ 12
Dams with Emergency Action Plans (% of high hazard potential dams) 91 e 4 Invasive managemgnt plan (V‘{O“t 0-1 bf&gt) ) 000 @ 44
Incomplete plumbing (% of occupied housing units) 029 ® 6 Non-carbon ecological footprint (% of biocapacity) 5231 @ 49
Water stress index (Normalized Deficit Index) 0404 43 Protected area (% of total area with GAP status 1-2) 142 @ 5
Safe drinking water violations (% of people drinking water with violations) ~ 50.1 @ 48 SDG16 - Peace, Justice and Strong Institutions
SDG?7 - Affordable and Clean Energy Incarceration rate (per 100,000 people) 5649 ® 6
CO; intensity of electricity (mtCO,/TWh) 0271 1 Stgte \nt.eg'rlty Index (worst 0-100 best) 65 e 18
Low-income energy burden (% of income spent on energy) 23 ® 5 Jail édm|sswon rate (per 100,000 people) 21087 @ 3
Energy efficiency (thousand BTU/dollar of GDP) 45 8 Justice '”C?'ex (worst 0100 best) 390 € 22
Renewable energy consumption (%) 37 @ 46 Lawsuit climate survey (worst 0-100 best) 638 ® 4]
Renewable energy production (%) 126 ® 34 \I;Iotmlildes (pte(L/W 0?'0(’? people) itizens) 6?2 : ig

. oter turnout (% of voting age citizens .
SDG8 - Decent Work and Economic Growth 999
Banking access (per 10,000 people) 40 ® 29
Employment discrimination (per 100,000 people) 211 26
Employment to population ratio (% of population aged 20-64) 74.8 17
Youth not in employment, education or training (NEET) (%) 11.8 24
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NEW MEXICO

¥V 5 BEST AND 5 WORST INDICATORS

Best

Climate action plan

Invasive management plan

LGBT inclusion in hate crime laws

Research and development expenditure

Water stress index

Worst

High school graduation rate

Climate alliance membership

Sick leave policy

Working poor

Living in food desert

Incomplete plumbing

Basic reading achievement

Effective carbon rate

Energy-related CO, emissions

Family leave policy

V¥ SDG STATE RANK

472 (OF 50)

V¥V OVERALL PERFORMANCE

State score Average score

39.7 47.0

V¥ AVERAGE PERFORMANCE BY SDG
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Notes: The full title of Goal 2"Zero Hunger"is “End hunger, achieve food security and improved nutrition and promote sustainable agriculture”.

The full title of each SDG is available here: https://sustainabledevelopment.un.org/sdgs
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NEW MEXICO

Performance by Indicator

SDG1 -End Poverty Value Rating Rank Value Rating Rank
Affordable housing (per 100 Extremely Low Income Renter Households) 45 @ 15 Real GDP growth (%, average of 5 years) 080 © 42
Could not see doctor due to cost (% of adult population) 128 ® 30 Unbanked rate (%) 94 ® 42
Family leave policy (worst 01 best) 0 ® 6 Unemployment rate (% of population 25-64) 68 ® 40
Living below national poverty line (%) 198 @ 48 Fatal occupational injuries (per 100,000 workers) 69 ® 43
Sick leave policy (worst 0-1 best) 0 e 11 .
Families receiving TANF (per 100 families in poverty) 225 @ 18 SDG9 - IndUStry’ Innovation and Infrastructure
Working poor (% of population 16-64) 51 @ 50 Scientific journal articles (per 1,000 doctorate holders) 7695 ® 36

Broadband access (% of households) 567 @ 46
SDG2 - Zero Hunger Deficient bridges (%) 6.5 18
Elderly food insecurity (%) 127 @ 48 Internet use (%) 760 @ 45
Living in food desert (%) 312 @ 50 Patents (per 1,000 individuals in S&E occupations) 127 @ 3]
Food insecurity (% of households) 176 @ 47 Poor roads (%) 26 ® 38
Prevalence of obesity (% adult population) 285 20 Research and development expenditure (% of GDP) 65 @ 1
Pesticide exposure (per 100,000 people) 373 ® 35 STEM employment (% of employed population) 6.1 19
Rural infrastructure index (worst 0-100 best) 558 ® 30 .
WIC coverage rate (% of eligible families) 457 @ 41 SDG10 - Reduced Inequalities

Case for Inclusion index (worst 0—100 best) 630 ® 39
SDG3 - Good Health and Well-Being Gini coefficient (best 01 worst) 0477 ® 34
Adolescent pregnancy rate (births per girl/woman aged 15-19) 298 @ 44 Hate groups (per 100,000 people) 010 e 4
HIV prevalence (per 100,000) 186.5 20 Pollution Burden (percentage point difference for people of color) 05 @ 5
Primary health care practitioners (% of need met) 230 © 47 Racism index (best 0-100 worst) 36.0 8
Infant mortality rate (per 1,000 live births) 57 @ 19 Uninsured (%) 92 @ 37
Life expectancy at birth (years) 778 @ 37 . L. L.
Maternal mortZIity (per 1)60,000 live births) 036 ® 35 SDG11 - Sustainable Cities and Communities
Non-communicable diseases (per 100,000 people aged 35-75) 367.1 2 Sustainable transportation (% of commuters) 41 @ 32
Drug overdose deaths (per 100,000 people) 253 @ 43 Overcrowded housing (% of occupied housing units) 41 ® 43
Smoking rate (% of adults who are current smokers) 16.6 21 Park access (%) 59 14
Suicide rate (per 100,000 people) 213 @ 47 PM 2.5 exposure (ug/m’) 57 C 3
Incidence of tuberculosis (per 100,000 people) 18 25 Rent burdened population (%) 475 ® 26
Deaths due to road collisions (per 100,000 people) 182 @ 48 SDG12 - Responsible Consumption and Production
Chilq vgccine covelzragie (% of population 19-35 months) 834 25 Chemical pollution (lbs/mi?) 1504 4
Subjective Wellbeing index (worst 0-100 best) 61.6 24 Lead emissions (kg/capita) 00019 17
SDG4 - Quality Education NOx emissions (kg/capita) 814 @ 42
Higher education (% aged 25-34, bachelors or higher) 237 @ 48 Recycling index (worst 04 best) 2 0 15
Students with debt (% of college graduates) 55 15 50, emissions (kg/capita) 68 17
Career and technical education (% of graduates placed) 670 @ 45 VOC emissions (kg/capita) 185 @ 45
High school graduation rate (% of public graduates) 710 @ 50 SDG13 - Climate Action
Early educlation (%) 4.9 @ 40 Resilient building codes (% of jurisdictions subject to hazards) 97 @ 1
Basic reading achievement (% of grade 8 students) 651 @ 49 Climate alliance membership (worst 0-1 best) 0 e 17
SDGS5 - Gender Equality Global warming awareness (%) 709 15
Contraceptive deserts (% of persons in need located in a desert) 914 @ 10 Climate action plan (worst 01 best) T e 1
Female labor force (% of total labor force participation) 94.9 24 Energy-related CO, emissions (tCOo/capita) 241 ® 38
LGBT inclusion in hate crime laws (worst 1-4 best) 4 @ Effective carbon rate (USD/tCO;) 000 e 1
Women in government (% in state legislature) 304 15 FEMA mitigation coverage (%) 808 32
Sexual violence (lifetime prevalence) 378 ® 35 Weather costs (% of GDP) 01022 @ 40
Gender wage gap (% of men’s median wage) 820 15 Weather injuries/fatalities (per 100,000 people) 0.87 37
Women-owned businesses (% of solely-owned businesses) 454 @ 1 SDG15 - Life on Land
SDG6 - Clean Water and Sanitation Change in forest area (%, 5 year change) 00 ® 29
Dams with Emergency Action Plans (% of high hazard potential dams) 387 @ 43 Invasive management plan (worst 0-1 best) 100 @ 1
Incomplete plumbing (% of occupied housing units) 102 ® 49 Non-carbon ecological footprint (% of biocapacity) 46.2 23
Wiater stress index (Normalized Deficit Index) 0032 ® 7 Protected area (% of total area with GAP status 1-2) 55 ® 21
Safe drinking water violations (% of people drinking water with violations) 204 31 SDG16 - Peace, Justice and Strong Institutions
SDG7 - Affordable and Clean Energy Incarceration rate (per 100,000 people) 10372 @ 28
CO; intensity of electricity (mtCO,/TWh) 0703 ® 42 State Integrity Index (worst 0-100 best) 61 @ 30
Low-income energy burden (% of income spent on energy) 2 e 3 Jail admission rate (per 100,000 people) 121251 @ 42
Energy efficiency (thousand BTU/dollar of GDP) 78 ® 30 Justice Index (worst 0~100 best) 06 ® 9
Renewable energy consumption (%) 65 ® 33 Laws.ui-t climate survey (worst 0-100 best) 682 ® 32
Renewable energy production (%) 13 @ 48 ;Iomlodes (pe(L/W O?’OOQ peOple), izens) 52; : ig
SDG8 - Decent Work and Economic Growth e :
Banking access (per 10,000 people) 32 @ 44
Employment discrimination (per 100,000 people) 447 @ 46
Employment to population ratio (% of population aged 20-64) 665 @ 47
Youth not in employment, education or training (NEET) (%) 163 @ 47
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NEW YORK

¥V 5 BEST AND 5 WORST INDICATORS

Best

Invasive management plan

Deaths due to road collisions

Sustainable transportation

Family leave policy

Lead emissions

Suicide rate

Global warming awareness

Fatal occupational injuries

Energy efficiency

Climate action plan

Climate alliance membership

Worst

Gini coefficient

Non-carbon ecological footprint

HIV prevalence

Pollution Burden

Sick leave policy

V¥ SDG STATE RANK

11 (OF 50)

V¥V OVERALL PERFORMANCE

State score Average score

54.7 47.0

V¥ AVERAGE PERFORMANCE BY SDG
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Notes: The full title of Goal 2"Zero Hunger"is “End hunger, achieve food security and improved nutrition and promote sustainable agriculture”.

The full title of each SDG is available here: https://sustainabledevelopment.un.org/sdgs
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NEW YORK

Performance by Indicator

SDG1 - End Poverty

Value Rating Rank

Value Rating Rank

Affordable housing (per 100 Extremely Low Income Renter Households) 35 @ 32 Real GDP growth (%, average of 5 years) 100 ® 35
Could not see doctor due to cost (% of adult population) 112 ® 18 Unbanked rate (%) 80 ® 35
Family leave policy (worst 01 best) 1@ 1 Unemployment rate (% of population 25-64) 63 ® 31
Living below national poverty line (%) 147 ® 34 Fatal occupational injuries (per 100,000 workers) 20 © 1
Sick leave policy (worst 0-1 best) 0 e 11 .
Families receiving TANF (per 100 families in poverty) 427 4 SDG9 - IndUStry’ Innovation and Infrastructure
Working poor (% of population 16-64) 27 23 Scientific journal articles (per 1,000 doctorate holders) 995.3 15

Broadband access (% of households) 70.8 12
SDG2 - Zero Hunger Deficient bridges (%) 110 ® 36
Elderly food insecurity (%) 73 27 Internet use (%) 765 ® 43
Living in food desert (%) 109 1 Patents (per 1,000 individuals in S&E occupations) 23.0 12
Food insecurity (% of households) 125 ® 23 Poor roads (%) 28 ©® 4
Prevalence of obesity (% adult population) 250 ® 5 Research and development expenditure (% of GDP) 5 ® 29
Pesticide exposure (per 100,000 people) 21 © 6 STEM employment (% of employed population) 53 ® 3]
Rural infrastructure index (worst 0-100 best) 674 7 -,
WIC coverage rate (% of eligible families) 547 ® 9 SDG10 - Reduced Inequalities

Case for Inclusion index (worst 0—100 best) 76.0 12
SDG3 - Good Health and Well-Being Gini coefficient (best 01 worst) 0513 @ 50
Adolescent pregnancy rate (births per girl/woman aged 15-19) 132 o 8 Hate groups (per 100,000 people) 0.24 20
HIV prevalence (per 100,000) 7688 @ 50 Pollution Burden (percentage point difference for people of color) 79 ® 50
Primary health care practitioners (% of need met) 418 @ 38 Racism index (best 0~100 worst) 603 @ 45
Infant mortality rate (per 1,000 live births) 52 @& 1 Uninsured (%) 6.1 17
Life expectancy at birth (years) 805 @ 5 . . e
Maternal mortZIity (per 1)60,000 live births) 052 @ 48 SDG11 - Sustainable Cities and Communities
Non-communicable diseases (per 100,000 people aged 35-75) 3505 16 Sustainable transportation (% of commuters) 350 @ 1
Drug overdose deaths (per 100,000 people) 136 14 Overcrowded housing (% of occupied housing units) 53 @ 47
Smoking rate (% of adults who are current smokers) 14.2 9 Park access (%) 57 17
Suicide rate (per 100,000 people) 81 @ 2 PM 2.5 exposure (ug/m’) 7.2 e
Incidence of tuberculosis (per 100,000 people) 41 @ 47 Rent burdened population (%) 529 @ 4
Deaths due to road collisions (per 100,000 people) 49 @ 2 SDG12 - Responsible Consumption and Production
Chilq vgccine covelzragie (% of population 19-35 months) 853 9 Chemical pollution (lbs/mi?) 2977 1
Subjective Wellbeing index (worst 0-100 best) 61.7 20 Lead emissions (kg/capita) 00008 ® )
SDG4 - Quality Education NOx emissions (kg/capita) 152 © 2
Higher education (% aged 25-34, bachelors or higher) 45 e 2 Recycling index (worst 04 best) 2.0 15
Students with debt (% of college graduates) 58 21 50, emissions (kg/capita) 24 ® 4
Career and technical education (% of graduates placed) 86.8 14 VOC emissions (kg/capita) 190 © 3
High school graduation rate (% of public graduates) 804 ® 38 SDG13 - Climate Action
Early educlation (%) o & Resilient building codes (% of jurisdictions subject to hazards) 89 @ 7
Basic reading achievement (% of grade 8 students) 729 ® 37 Climate alliance membership (worst 0-1 best) 1 e 1
SDGS5 - Gender Equality Global warming awareness (%) 770 ® 2
Contraceptive deserts (% of persons in need located in a desert) %88 @ 30 Climate action plan (worst 01 best) T e
Female labor force (% of total labor force participation) 94.7 30 Energy-related CO; emissions (tCO/capita) 85 @& 1
LGBT inclusion in hate crime laws (worst 1-4 best) 3 18 Effective carbon rate (USD/tCO,) 379 e 2
Women in government (% in state legislature) 282 ® 19 FEMA mitigation coverage (%) 87.1 25
Sexual violence (lifetime prevalence) 355 ® 20 Weather costs (% of GDP) 00037 ® 8
Gender wage gap (% of men’s median wage) 891 1 Weather injuries/fatalities (per 100,000 people) 050 @ 22
Women-owned businesses (% of solely-owned businesses) 389 ® 25 SDG15 - Life on Land
SDG6 - Clean Water and Sanitation Change in forest area (%, 5 year change) -04 @ 33
Dams with Emergency Action Plans (% of high hazard potential dams) %9 ® 7 Invasive management plan (worst 0~1 best) 100 @ 1
Incomplete plumbing (% of occupied housing units) 039 ® 29 Non-carbon ecological footprint (% of biocapacity) 1429 @ 40
Water stress index (Normalized Deficit Index) 0972 ® 47 Protected area (% of total area with GAP status 1-2) 9.2 14
Safe drinking water violations (% of people drinking water with violations) 8.2 11 SDG16 - Peace, Justice and Strong Institutions
SDG7 - Affordable and Clean Energy Incarceration rate (per 100,000 people) 5698 @ 7
CO; intensity of electricity (mtCO,/TWh) 0232 @ 8 State Integrity Index (worst 0-100 best) 61 & 30
Low-income energy burden (% of income spent on energy) 28 @ 13 Jail admission rate (per 100,000 people) 6861 © 2
Energy efficiency (thousand BTU/dollar of GDP) 29 ® ] Justice Index (worst 0~100 best) 91 e 2
Renewable energy consumption (%) M1 e 19 Laws.ui-t climate survey (worst 0-100 best) 684 ® 28
Renewable energy production (%) 441 17 \I;Iommdes (pe(L/W O(f),OOQ peOple), izens) 5?; : g
SDG8 - Decent Work and Economic Growth e :
Banking access (per 10,000 people) 34 @ 40
Employment discrimination (per 100,000 people) 189 22
Employment to population ratio (% of population aged 20-64) 726 ® 29
Youth not in employment, education or training (NEET) (%) 121 ® 26
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NORTH CAROLINA

V¥V OVERALL PERFORMANCE

State score Average score

44.0 47.0

V 5 BEST AND 5 WORST INDICATORS V¥ AVERAGE PERFORMANCE BY SDG

Best NO
Climate alliance membership POVERTY
Climate action plan Pi‘:‘[l‘]fvs#g:"[‘;'[ 1 Hﬁfl':igk
Water stress index WSTIUTONS g @ ----------------- 9
e 00D HEALTH
VOC emissions S @ .......... A
FEMA mitigation coverage - 5 @ 3 WELL-BEING
Worst P
Contraceptive deserts """"""""
Sick leave policy L4 EI?H[?A&IITIEN
Effective carbon rate
Family leave policy ; North :
i CLIMATE ) GENDER
Invasive management plan i 13 Carolina 5 EQUALITY
RESPONSIBLE 3 :
CONSUMPTION CLEAN WATER
AND 12 /B AND
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SANITATION

SUSTAINABLE 11 ’

CITIES AND T, e 1 AFFORDABLE
COMMUNITIES e e : Al
............................. ey
w10 9 8
INEQUALITIES DEGENT
NDUSTRY, WORK AND
INNOVATION ECONOMIC
AND GROWTH
INFRASTRUGTURE

V¥ SDG STATE RANK

32 (OF 50)

MA WA VT MN OR CA ME MD NH CT NY RI HI NJ CO WI IA ID NE UT VA IL SD MT MI DE KS ND AZ PA NV NC FL SC MO OH TN GA WY TX IN NM AK KY OK AR AL WV MS LA

Notes: The full title of Goal 2"Zero Hunger"is “End hunger, achieve food security and improved nutrition and promote sustainable agriculture”.
The full title of each SDG is available here: https://sustainabledevelopment.un.org/sdgs
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NORTH CAROLINA

Performance by Indicator

SDG1 -End Poverty Value Rating Rank Value Rating Rank
Affordable housing (per 100 Extremely Low Income Renter Households) 46 ® 11 Real GDP growth (%, average of 5 years) 201 16
Could not see doctor due to cost (% of adult population) 162 @ 44 Unbanked rate (%) 77 ® 34
Family leave policy (worst 01 best) 0 ® 6 Unemployment rate (% of population 25-64) 68 ® 40
Living below national poverty line (%) 154 @ 38 Fatal occupational injuries (per 100,000 workers) 39 10
Sick leave policy (worst 0-1 best) 0 e 11 .
Families receiving TANF (per 100 families in poverty) 70 @ 43 SDG9 - Industry, Innovation and Infrastructure
Working poor (% of population 16-64) 37 e 33 Scientific journal articles (per 1,000 doctorate holders) 10258 @ 7

Broadband access (% of households) 658 ® 31
SDG2 - Zero Hunger Deficient bridges (%) 99 ® 33
Elderly food insecurity (%) 116 @ 46 Internet use (%) 783 ® 29
Living in food desert (%) 175 ® 10 Patents (per 1,000 individuals in S&E occupations) 17.8 18
Food insecurity (% of households) 151 ® 41 Poor roads (%) 13 14
Prevalence of obesity (% adult population) 315 @ 35 Research and development expenditure (% of GDP) 24 18
Pesticide exposure (per 100,000 people) 340 ® 29 STEM employment (% of employed population) 6.2 18
Rural infrastructure index (worst 0-100 best) 60.1 20 -,
WIC coverage rate (% of eligible families) 511 e 27 SDG10 - Reduced Inequalities

Case for Inclusion index (worst 0—100 best) 643 ® 37
SDG3 - Good Health and Well-Being Gini coefficient (best 01 worst) 0478 @ 35
Adolescent pregnancy rate (births per girl/woman aged 15-19) 218 @ 29 Hate groups (per 100,000 people) 031 ® 33
HIV prevalence (per 100,000) 3549 ® 38 Pollution Burden (percentage point difference for people of color) 1.7 24
Primary health care practitioners (% of need met) 472 @ 30 Racism index (best 0~100 worst) 433 24
Infant mortality rate (per 1,000 live births) 76 @ 44 Uninsured (%) 104 ©®© 4
Life expectancy at birth (years) 779 @ 36 . .. .
Maternal mortZIity (per 1)60,000 live births) 032 ® 23 SDG11 - Sustainable Cities and Communities
Non-communicable diseases (per 100,000 people aged 35-75) 4269 ® 35 Sustainable transportation (% of commuters) 31 @ 44
Drug overdose deaths (per 100,000 people) 158 24 Overcrowded housing (% of occupied housing units) 23 28
Smoking rate (% of adults who are current smokers) 179 ® 28 Park access (%) 23 6 43
Suicide rate (per 100,000 people) 12.8 15 PM 2.5 exposure (ug/m’) 78 2
Incidence of tuberculosis (per 100,000 people) 2.1 31 Rent burdened population (%) 469 @ 20
Deaths due to road collisions (per 100,000 people) 123 ® 34 SDG12 - Responsible Consumption and Production
Chilq vgccine covelzragie (% of population 19-35 months) 83.7 20 Chemical pollution (lbs/mi?) 11303 ® 33
Subjective Wellbeing index (worst 0-100 best) 61.8 19 Lead emissions (kg/capita) 00014 1"
SDG4 - Quality Education NOx emissions (kg/capita) 28.1 13
Higher education (% aged 25-34, bachelors or higher) 329 ® 2 Recycling index (worst 04 best) 2 0 15
Students with debt (% of college graduates) 58 21 50, emissions (kg/capita) 65 16
Career and technical education (% of graduates placed) 689 ® 42 VOC emissions (kg/capita) 325 15
High school graduation rate (% of public graduates) 85.9 22 SDG13 - Climate Action
Early educlation (%) 421 & 39 Resilient building codes (% of jurisdictions subject to hazards) 73 20
Basic reading achievement (% of grade 8 students) 717 @ 40 Climate alliance membership (worst 0-1 best) 1 e 1
SDGS5 - Gender Equality Global warming awareness (%) 689 22
Contraceptive deserts (% of persons in need located in a desert) %89 @ 31 Climate action plan (worst 01 best) [
Female labor force (% of total labor force participation) 9236 © 39 Energy-related CO, emissions (tCOx/capita) 120 & 13
LGBT inclusion in hate crime laws (worst 1-4 best) 2 @ 31 Effective carbon rate (USD/tCO,) 000 e M
Women in government (% in state legislature) 247 ® 27 FEMA mitigation coverage (%) 979 @ 10
Sexual violence (lifetime prevalence) 319 @ 5 Weather costs (% of GDP) 0.0465 33
Gender wage gap (% of men’s median wage) 819 17 Weather injuries/fatalities (per 100,000 people) 041 @ 13
Women-owned businesses (% of solely-owned businesses) 397 ® 19 SDG15 - Life on Land
SDG6 - Clean Water and Sanitation Change in forest area (%, 5 year change) 13 @ 13
Dams with Emergency Action Plans (% of high hazard potential dams) 29 © 4 Invasive management plan (worst 0-1 best) 000 ® 44
Incomplete plumbing (% of occupied housing units) 032 ® 13 Non-carbon ecological footprint (% of biocapacity) 711 @ 29
Water stress index (Normalized Deficit Index) 0050 ® 13 Protected area (% of total area with GAP status 1-2) 3OS
Safe drinking water violations (% of people drinking water with violations) ~ 10.5 16 SDG16 - Peace, Justice and Strong Institutions
SDG7 - Affordable and Clean Energy Incarceration rate (per 100,000 people) 8126 @ 17
CO; intensity of electricity (mtCO,/TWh) 0401 18 State Integrity Index (worst 0-100 best) 65 e 18
Low-income energy burden (% of income spent on energy) 34 @ 34 Jail admission rate (per 100,000 people) 60092 @ 24
Energy efficiency (thousand BTU/dollar of GDP) 57 19 Justice Index (worst 0-100 best) 427 18
Renewable energy consumption (%) 80 ® 28 Laws.ui-t climate survey (worst 0-100 best) 682 ® 32
Renewable energy production (%) 276 ® 24 \I}Iomlodes (pe(L/W 0?'009 people)v izens) 6?; > 32
SDG8 - Decent Work and Economic Growth e :
Banking access (per 10,000 people) 36 ® 36
Employment discrimination (per 100,000 people) 431 @ 45
Employment to population ratio (% of population aged 20-64) 707 ® 38
Youth not in employment, education or training (NEET) (%) 130 ® 34
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NORTH DAKOTA

¥V 5 BEST AND 5 WORST INDICATORS

Best

Unemployment rate

HIV prevalence

Invasive management plan

Employment to population ratio

PM 2.5 exposure

Banking access

Drug overdose deaths

Pollution Burden

Change in forest area

Worst

Effective carbon rate

Lead emissions

VOC emissions

Climate alliance membership

Energy-related CO, emissions

Sick leave policy

SO, emissions

NOx emissions

WIC coverage rate

Early education

Climate action plan

Fatal occupational injuries

Family leave policy

V¥ SDG STATE RANK

28 (OF 50)

V¥V OVERALL PERFORMANCE

State score Average score

46.3 47.0

V¥ AVERAGE PERFORMANCE BY SDG
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Notes: The full title of Goal 2"Zero Hunger"is “End hunger, achieve food security and improved nutrition and promote sustainable agriculture’

The full title of each SDG is available here: https://sustainabledevelopment.un.org/sdgs
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NORTH DAKOTA

Performance by Indicator

SDG1 - End Poverty

Value Rating Rank

Value Rating Rank

Affordable housing (per 100 Extremely Low Income Renter Households) 48 @ 9 Real GDP growth (%, average of 5 years) 059 ©® 44
Could not see doctor due to cost (% of adult population) 8.2 3 Unbanked rate (%) 30 © 6
Family leave policy (worst 01 best) 0 ® 6 Unemployment rate (% of population 25-64) 22 © 1
Living below national poverty line (%) 10.7 10 Fatal occupational injuries (per 100,000 workers) 95 @ 49
Sick leave policy (worst 0-1 best) 0 e 11 .
Families receiving TANF (per 100 families in poverty) 81 @ 39 SDG9 - IndUStry’ Innovation and Infrastructure
Working poor (% of population 16-64) 19 10 Scientific journal articles (per 1,000 doctorate holders) 088.2 16

Broadband access (% of households) 703 15
SDG2 - Zero Hunger Deficient bridges (%) 150 @ 44
Elderly food insecurity (%) 34 @ 1 Internet use (%) 81.7 14
Living in food desert (%) 232 ® 39 Patents (per 1,000 individuals in S&E occupations) 77 @ 43
Food insecurity (% of households) 88 2 Poor roads (%) 9 @ 6
Prevalence of obesity (% adult population) 317 ® 38 Research and development expenditure (% of GDP) 08 ® 41
Pesticide exposure (per 100,000 people) 320 25 STEM employment (% of employed population) 48 @ 37
Rural infrastructure index (worst 0-100 best) 565 ® 27 .
WIC coverage rate (% of eligible families) 397 @ 49 SDG10 - Reduced Inequalities

Case for Inclusion index (worst 0-100 best) 579 @ 45
SDG3 - Good Health and Well-Being Gini coefficient (best 01 worst) 0453 @ 16
Adolescent pregnancy rate (births per girl/woman aged 15-19) 203 27 Hate groups (per 100,000 people) 0.13 7
HIV prevalence (per 100,000) 534 © 1 Pollution Burden (percentage point difference for people of color) 02 @ 1
Primary health care practitioners (% of need met) 358 @ 43 Racism index (best 0-100 worst) 419 22
Infant mortality rate (per 1,000 live births) 63 ® 25 Uninsured (%) 7.0 21
Life expectancy at birth (years) 79.8 12 . .. .
Maternal mortZIity (per 1)60,000 live births) 029 @ 19 SDG11 - Sustainable Cities and Communities
Non-communicable diseases (per 100,000 people aged 35-75) 352 17 Sustainable transportation (% of commuters) 45 @ 29
Drug overdose deaths (per 100,000 people) 86 @ 3 Overcrowded housing (% of occupied housing units) 2.1 19
Smoking rate (% of adults who are current smokers) 198 ® 37 Park access (%) 38 @ 30
Suicide rate (per 100,000 people) 164 ® 36 PM 2.5 exposure (ug/m’) 42 ® 2
Incidence of tuberculosis (per 100,000 people) 19 28 Rent burdened population (%) 396 1
Deaths due to road collisions (per 100,000 people) M5 e 27 SDG12 - Responsible Consumption and Production
Chilq vgccine covelzragie (% of population 19-35 months) 817 @ 32 Chemical pollution (lbs/mi?) 5941 21
Subjective Wellbeing index (worst 0-100 best) 631 @ 4 Lead emissions (kg/capita) 00083 ® 49
SDG4 - Quality Education NOx emissions (kg/capita) 2133 @ 49
Higher education (% aged 25-34, bachelors or higher) 36.4 16 Recycling index (worst 0-4 best) 2@ 1
Students with debt (% of college graduates) NA ® NA 50, emissions (kg/capita) 764 @ 49
Career and technical education (% of graduates placed) 916 ®© 7 VOC emissions (kg/capita) 6786 ® 49
High school graduation rate (% of public graduates) 87.5 13 SDG13 - Climate Action
Early educlation (%) 286 @ 50 Resilient building codes (% of jurisdictions subject to hazards) 51 ® 36
Basic reading achievement (% of grade 8 students) 80.3 13 Climate alliance membership (worst 0-1 best) 0 e 17
SDGS5 - Gender Equality Global warming awareness (%) 622 @ 48
Contraceptive deserts (% of persons in need located in a desert) 877 @ 6 Climate action plan (worst 01 best) 0o o 34
Female labor force (% of total labor force participation) 95.4 16 Energy-related CO, emissions (tCOo/capita) 757 @ 49
LGBT inclusion in hate crime laws (worst 1-4 best) 2 e 3] Effective carbon rate (USD/tCO;) 000 e 1
Women in government (% in state legislature) 184 @ 4 FEMA mitigation coverage (%) 837 27
Sexual violence (lifetime prevalence) 308 ® 3 Weather costs (% of GDP) 0.0592 35
Gender wage gap (% of men’s median wage) 74) @ 44 Weather injuries/fatalities (per 100,000 people) 0.57 25
Women-owned businesses (% of solely-owned businesses) 354 ® 46 SDG15 - Life on Land
SDG6 - Clean Water and Sanitation Change in forest area (%, 5 year change) 75 @ 1
Dams with Emergency Action Plans (% of high hazard potential dams) 857 ® 25 Invasive management plan (worst 0-1 best) 100 @ 1
Incomplete plumbing (% of occupied housing units) 032 ® 15 Non-carbon ecological footprint (% of biocapacity) 174 @ 5
Wiater stress index (Normalized Deficit Index) 0313 40 Protected area (% of total area with GAP status 1-2) 21 @ 4]
Safe drinking water violations (% of people drinking water with violations) 75 10 SDG16 - Peace, Justice and Strong Institutions
SDG7 - Affordable and Clean Energy Incarceration rate (per 100,000 people) 6014 @ 8
CO; intensity of electricity (mtCO,/TWh) 0788 @ 45 State Integrity Index (worst 0-100 best) 9 e 39
Low-income energy burden (% of income spent on energy) 3% ® 38 Jail adrmission rate (per 100,000 people) 88830 @ 37
Energy efficiency (thousand BTU/dollar of GDP) M9 @ 46 Justice Index (worst 0-100 best) 270 @ 45
Renewable energy consumption (%) 182 1 Laws.ui-t climate survey (worst 0-100 best) 715 17
Renewable energy production (%) 39 @ 4 \I;Iomlodes (pe(z) 0?’00(.) peOple), ) 63&2 ° 1;
SDG8 - Decent Work and Economic Growth e !
Banking access (per 10,000 people) 71 @ 1
Employment discrimination (per 100,000 people) 10.7 15
Employment to population ratio (% of population aged 20-64) 809 @ 2
Youth not in employment, education or training (NEET) (%) 78 @
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OHIO

¥V 5 BEST AND 5 WORST INDICATORS

Best

Invasive management plan

Weather costs

Weather injuries/fatalities

VOC emissions

Water stress index

Worst

Protected area

Climate alliance membership

Family leave policy

Sick leave policy

Non-carbon ecological footprint

Effective carbon rate

Climate action plan

V¥ SDG STATE RANK

36 (OF 50)
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V¥V OVERALL PERFORMANCE

State score Average score

42.3 47.0

V¥ AVERAGE PERFORMANCE BY SDG
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Notes: The full title of Goal 2"Zero Hunger"is “End hunger, achieve food security and improved nutrition and promote sustainable agriculture”.
The full title of each SDG is available here: https://sustainabledevelopment.un.org/sdgs
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OHIO

Performance by Indicator

SDG1-End Poverty Value Rating Rank Value Rating Rank
Affordable housing (per 100 Extremely Low Income Renter Households) 43 @ 18 Real GDP growth (%, average of 5 years) 1.62 26
Could not see doctor due to cost (% of adult population) 107 ® 13 Unbanked rate (%) 58 26
Family leave policy (worst 01 best) 0 ® 6 Unemployment rate (% of population 25-64) 59 @ 26
Living below national poverty line (%) 146 ® 33 Fatal occupational injuries (per 100,000 workers) 43 22
Sick leave policy (worst 0-1 best) 0 e 11 .
Families receiving TANF (per 100 families in poverty) 24 @ 19 SDG9 - IndUStry’ Innovation and Infrastructure
Working poor (% of population 16-64) 26 21 Scientific journal articles (per 1,000 doctorate holders) 898.2 25

Broadband access (% of households) 674 24
SDG2 - Zero Hunger Deficient bridges (%) 6.9 20
Elderly food insecurity (%) 77 @ 32 Internet use (%) 769 ® 37
Living in food desert (%) 227 ® 38 Patents (per 1,000 individuals in S&E occupations) 147 ® 24
Food insecurity (% of households) 148 ® 39 Poor roads (%) 17 23
Prevalence of obesity (% adult population) 309 ® 29 Research and development expenditure (% of GDP) 20 ® 26
Pesticide exposure (per 100,000 people) 27.1 15 STEM employment (% of employed population) 6.0 20
Rural infrastructure index (worst 0-100 best) 62.9 16 -,
WIC coverage rate (% of eligible families) 502 ® 29 SDG10 - Reduced Inequalities

Case for Inclusion index (worst 0—100 best) 734 15
SDG3 - Good Health and Well-Being Gini coefficient (best 0-1 worst) 0468 @ 26
Adolescent pregnancy rate (births per girl/woman aged 15-19) 218 @ 28 Hate groups (per 100,000 people) 0.30 32
HIV prevalence (per 100,000) 2125 24 Pollution Burden (percentage point difference for people of color) 21 ® 30
Primary health care practitioners (% of need met) 552 ® 22 Racism index (best 0~100 worst) 504 ® 35
Infant mortality rate (per 1,000 live births) 76 @ 43 Uninsured (%) 56 12
Life expectancy at birth (years) 775 ® 38 . . e
Maternal mortZIity (per 1)60,000 live births) 032 ® 23 SDG11 - Sustainable Cities and Communities
Non-communicable diseases (per 100,000 people aged 35-75) 4586 ® 39 Sustainable transportation (% of commuters) 43 @ 31
Drug overdose deaths (per 100,000 people) 200 @ 47 Overcrowded housing (% of occupied housing units) 14 @ 2
Smoking rate (% of adults who are current smokers) 25 @ 45 Park access (%) 41 O 24
Suicide rate (per 100,000 people) 129 16 PM 2.5 exposure (Lig/m’) 9% ©
Incidence of tuberculosis (per 100,000 people) 13 12 Rentburdened population (%) 453 @ 16
Deaths due to road collisions (per 100,000 people) 94 20 SDG12 - Responsible Consumption and Production
Chilq vgccine covelzragie (% of population 19-35 months) 766 @ 45 Chemical pollution (lbs/mi?) 3614 ® 46
Subjective Wellbeing index (worst 0-100 best) 600 ® 44 Lead emissions (kg/capita) 00025 29
SDG4 - Quality Education NOx emissions (kg/capita) 336 ® 21
Higher education (% aged 25-34, bachelors or higher) 26 © 27 Recycling index (worst 04 best) 2 0 05
Students with debt (% of college graduates) 64 ® 41 50, emissions (kg/capita) 295 @ 4
Career and technical education (% of graduates placed) 781 ® 24 VOC emissions (kg/capita) 292 10
High school graduation rate (% of public graduates) 835 ® 29 SDG13 - Climate Action
Early educlation (%) “hoo g Resilient building codes (% of jurisdictions subject to hazards) 82 12
Basic reading achievement (% of grade 8 students) 759 ® 29 Climate alliance membership (worst 0-1 best) 0 e 17
SDGS5 - Gender Equality Global warming awareness (%) 663 ® 32
Contraceptive deserts (% of persons in need located in a desert) 288 @ 29 Climate action plan (worst 01 best) 0 & 34
Female labor force (% of total labor force participation) 95.0 21 Energy-related CO; emissions (tCO/capita) 185 @ 3
LGBT inclusion in hate crime laws (worst 1-4 best) 2 e 3] Effective carbon rate (USD/tCO;) 000 e 1
Women in government (% in state legislature) 20 ® 33 FEMA mitigation coverage (%) 883 2
Sexual violence (lifetime prevalence) 37 @ 25 Weather costs (% of GDP) 00101 e 18
Gender wage gap (% of men's median wage) 771 @ 37 Weather injuries/fatalities (per 100,000 people) 025 ® 7
Women-owned businesses (% of solely-owned businesses) 376 ® 36 SDG15 - Life on Land
SDG6 - Clean Water and Sanitation Change in forest area (%, 5 year change) 0.1 @ 30
Dams with Emergency Action Plans (% of high hazard potential dams) 744 ® 36 Invasive management plan (worst 0-1 best) 100 @& 1
Incomplete plumbing (% of occupied housing units) 037 ® 23 Non-carbon ecological footprint (% of biocapacity) 1055 @ 35
Water stress index (Normalized Deficit Index) 0168 ® 32 Protected area (% of total area with GAP status 1-2) <1 @& 49
Safe drinking water violations (% of people drinking water with violations) 255 @ 32 SDG16 - Peace, Justice and Strong Institutions
SDG7 - Affordable and Clean Energy Incarceration rate (per 100,000 people) 9245 @ 21
CO; intensity of electricity (mtCO,/TWh) 0685 ® 4] State Integrity Index (worst 0100 best) 66 & 5
Low-income energy burden (% of income spent on energy) 29 @ 15 Jail admission rate (per 100,000 people) 52046 @ 14
Energy efficiency (thousand BTU/dollar of GDP) 6.9 27 Justice Index (worst 0-100 best) 337 @ 33
Renewable energy consumption (%) 38 @ 45 Laws.ui-t climate survey (worst 0-100 best) 68.7 26
Renewable energy production (%) 70 ® 38 ;Iomlodes (pe(L/W O?’OOQ peOple), ) 622 : 2(1)
SDG8 - Decent Work and Economic Growth i S :
Banking access (per 10,000 people) 42 23
Employment discrimination (per 100,000 people) 230 27
Employment to population ratio (% of population aged 20-64) 733 23
Youth not in employment, education or training (NEET) (%) 13 19
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OKLAHOMA

¥V 5 BEST AND 5 WORST INDICATORS

Best

Invasive management plan

Water stress index
Students with debt

Chemical pollution

Dams with Emergency Action Plans

Worst

Family leave policy

Climate action plan

Energy-related CO, emissions

Pesticide exposure

Incarceration rate

Women in government

Effective carbon rate

Sick leave policy

Adolescent pregnancy rate

Climate alliance membership

V¥ SDG STATE RANK

45 (oF 50)

V¥V OVERALL PERFORMANCE

State score Average score

35.2 47.0

V¥ AVERAGE PERFORMANCE BY SDG
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Notes: The full title of Goal 2"Zero Hunger"is “End hunger, achieve food security and improved nutrition and promote sustainable agriculture’

The full title of each SDG is available here: https://sustainabledevelopment.un.org/sdgs
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OKLAHOMA

Performance by Indicator

SDG1 - End Poverty

Value Rating Rank

Value Rating Rank

Affordable housing (per 100 Extremely Low Income Renter Households) 48 @ 9 Real GDP growth (%, average of 5 years) 1.90 20
Could not see doctor due to cost (% of adult population) 154 @ 41 Unbanked rate (%) 110 ® 46
Family leave policy (worst 0-1 best) 0o @ 6 Unemployment rate (% of population 25-64) 48 15
Living below national poverty line (%) 163 ® 42 Fatal occupational injuries (per 100,000 workers) 81 @ 47
Sick leave policy (worst 01 best) 0 @ 11 .
Families receiving TANF (per 100 families in poverty) 80 @ 40 SDG9 - IndUStry’ Innovation and Infrastructure
Working poor (% of population 16-64) 39 @ 44 Scientific journal articles (per 1,000 doctorate holders) 802.8 31

Broadband access (% of households) 557 @ 48
SDG2 - Zero Hunger Deficient bridges (%) 150 e 43
Elderly food insecurity (%) 105 @ 42 Internet use (%) 780 @ 31
Living in food desert (%) 214 @ 29 Patents (per 1,000 individuals in S&E occupations) 96 ® 38
Food insecurity (% of households) 152 ® 42 Poor roads (%) 26 ® 38
Prevalence of obesity (% adult population) 327 ® 42 Research and development expenditure (% of GDP) 07 ® 44
Pesticide exposure (per 100,000 people) 491 @ 49 STEM employment (% of employed population) 52 ® 32
Rural infrastructure index (worst 0-100 best) 281 @ 48 -,
WIC coverage rate (% of eligible families) 531 e 14 SDG10 - Reduced Inequalities

Case for Inclusion index (worst 0—100 best) 592 o 43
SDG3 - Good Health and Well-Being Gini coefficient (best 01 worst) 0465 @ 23
Adolescent pregnancy rate (births per girl/woman aged 15-19) 334 @ 49 Hate groups (per 100,000 people) 0.15 10
HIV prevalence (per 100,000) 179.9 19 Pollution Burden (percentage point difference for people of color) 09 11
Primary health care practitioners (% of need met) 565 ® 17 Racism index (best 0~100 worst) 39.2 15
Infant mortality rate (per 1,000 live births) 76 @ 45 Uninsured (%) 138 @ 48
Life expectancy at birth (years) 757 @ 46 . . e
Maternal mortZIity (per 1)60,000 live births) 047 @ 44 SDG11 - Sustainable Cities and Communities
Non-communicable diseases (per 100,000 people aged 35-75) 5606 ® 47 Sustainable transportation (% of commuters) 25 @ 46
Drug overdose deaths (per 100,000 people) 190 @ 31 Overcrowded housing (% of occupied housing units) 28 36
Smoking rate (% of adults who are current smokers) 196 ® 36 Park access (%) 29 ©® 36
Suicide rate (per 100,000 people) 185 ® 42 PM 2.5 exposure (Lig/m’) 8] & 30
Incidence of tuberculosis (per 100,000 people) 14 14 Rentburdened population (%) a1 e 8
Deaths due to road collisions (per 100,000 people) 176 @ 47 SDG12 - Responsible Consumption and Production
Chilq vgccine covelzragie (% of population 19-35 months) 781 @ 42 Chemical pollution (lbs/mi?) 4347 18
Subjective Wellbeing index (worst 0-100 best) 507 @ 46 Lead emissions (kg/capita) 00030 35
SDG4 - Quality Education NOx emissions (kg/capita) 815 @ 43
Higher education (% aged 25-34, bachelors or higher) 268 ©® 42 Recycling index (worst 04 best) 2. @ 15
Students with debt (% of college graduates) 50 ® 5 50, emissions (kg/capita) 256 @ 36
Career and technical education (% of graduates placed) 700 ® 38 VOC emissions (kg/capita) 1700 @ 43
High school graduation rate (% of public graduates) 816 ® 36 SDG13 - Climate Action
Early educlation (%) w2 Resilient building codes (% of jurisdictions subject to hazards) 88 9
Basic reading achievement (% of grade 8 students) 760 ® 28 Climate alliance membership (worst 0-1 best) 0 e 17
SDGS5 - Gender Equality Global warming awareness (%) 631 @ 45
Contraceptive deserts (% of persons in need located in a desert) 6 O 9 Climate action plan (worst 01 best) 0 & 34
Female labor force (% of total labor force participation) 28 @ 45 Energy-related CO; emissions (tCO/capita) 260 @ 4
LGBT inclusion in hate crime laws (worst 1-4 best) 2 e 3] Effective carbon rate (USD/tCO;) 000 e 1
Women in government (% in state legislature) 141 @ 49 FEMA mitigation coverage (%) 724 @ 39
Sexual violence (lifetime prevalence) 34 @ 14 Weather costs (% of GDP) 02977 @ 48
Gender wage gap (% of men's median wage) 738 @ 46 Weather injuries/fatalities (per 100,000 people) 422 @ 48
Women-owned businesses (% of solely-owned businesses) 376 ® 35 SDG15 - Life on Land
SDG6 - Clean Water and Sanitation Change in forest area (%, 5 year change) 28 @ 46
Dams with Emergency Action Plans (% of high hazard potential dams) 905 @ 20 Invasive management plan (worst 0-1 best) 100 @ !
Incomplete plumbing (% of occupied housing units) 039 ® 30 Non-carbon ecological footprint (% of biocapacity) 27.7 12
Water stress index (Normalized Deficit Index) 0089 ® 23 Protected area (% of total area with GAP status 1-2) 24 @ 40
Safe drinking water violations (% of people drinking water with violations) 372 @& 38 SDG16 - Peace, Justice and Strong Institutions
SDG7 - Affordable and Clean Energy Incarceration rate (per 100,000 people) 15587 @ 44
CO; intensity of electricity (mtCO,/TWh) 0471 25 State Integrity Index (worst 0-100 best) 9 @ 39
Low-income energy burden (% of income spent on energy) 32 @ 25 Jail admission rate (per 100,000 people) 111336 @ 4
Energy efficiency (thousand BTU/dollar of GDP) 91 ® 36 Justice Index (worst 0~100 best) 282 © 43
Renewable energy consumption (%) 21 e 16 Laws.ui-t climate survey (worst 0-100 best) 683 ® 30
Renewable energy production (%) 45 @ 40 \I}Iomlodes (pe(L/W O?’OOQ people)v izens) 522 : ig
SDG8 - Decent Work and Economic Growth R G S !
Banking access (per 10,000 people) 40 ® 29
Employment discrimination (per 100,000 people) 270 ® 30
Employment to population ratio (% of population aged 20-64) 694 @ 43
Youth not in employment, education or training (NEET) (%) 138 ® 39
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OREGON

V¥V OVERALL PERFORMANCE

State score Average score

58.3 ) 47.0 ’

¥ 5 BEST AND 5 WORST INDICATORS V¥ AVERAGE PERFORMANCE BY SDG

Best
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Climate action plan INSTITUTIONS 1§ LT T )
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Invasive management plan UFE 5 o 3
Sick leave policy ON LAND - L @ ---------
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"

Notes: The full title of Goal 2"Zero Hunger"is “End hunger, achieve food security and improved nutrition and promote sustainable agriculture”
The full title of each SDG is available here: https://sustainabledevelopment.un.org/sdgs
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OREGON

Performance by Indicator

SDG1 - End Poverty

Value Rating Rank

Value Rating Rank

Affordable housing (per 100 Extremely Low Income Renter Households) 26 @ 47 Real GDP growth (%, average of 5 years) 2.02 15
Could not see doctor due to cost (% of adult population) 110 ® 16 Unbanked rate (%) 5.1 23
Family leave policy (worst 01 best) 0 ® 6 Unemployment rate (% of population 25-64) 68 ® 40
Living below national poverty line (%) 133 25 Fatal occupational injuries (per 100,000 workers) 34 7
Sick leave policy (worst 0-1 best) 1 @ 1 .
Families receiving TANF (per 100 families in poverty) 370 @ 8 SDG9 - IndUStry’ Innovation and Infrastructure
Working poor (% of population 16-64) 31 e 3] Scientific journal articles (per 1,000 doctorate holders) 6264 @ 45

Broadband access (% of households) 70.6 13
SDG2 - Zero Hunger Deficient bridges (%) 53 10
Elderly food insecurity (%) 6.2 15 Internet use (%) 8.1 ® 3
Living in food desert (%) 15.3 6 Patents (per 1,000 individuals in S&E occupations) 314 ® 2
Food insecurity (% of households) 146 ® 36 Poor roads (%) M 12
Prevalence of obesity (% adult population) 284 18 Research and development expenditure (% of GDP) 33 10
Pesticide exposure (per 100,000 people) 420 @ 45 STEM employment (% of employed population) 7.0 10
Rural infrastructure index (worst 0-100 best) 58.8 25 -,
WIC coverage rate (% of eligible families) 50 ® 15 SDG10 - Reduced Inequalities

Case for Inclusion index (worst 0—100 best) 724 17
SDG3 - Good Health and Well-Being Gini coefficient (best 01 worst) 0458 @ 20
Adolescent pregnancy rate (births per girl/woman aged 15-19) 16.6 16 Hate groups (per 100,000 people) 0.27 26
HIV prevalence (per 100,000) 1937 21 Pollution Burden (percentage point difference for people of color) 16 22
Primary health care practitioners (% of need met) 545 ® 24 Racism index (best 0~100 worst) 36.5 11
Infant mortality rate (per 1,000 live births) 51 ® 10 Uninsured (%) 6.2 19
Life expectancy at birth (years) 79.5 16 . .. .
Maternal mortZIity (per 1)60,000 live births) 021 @ 9 SDG11 - Sustainable Cities and Communities
Non-communicable diseases (per 100,000 people aged 35-75) 3492 14 Sustainable transportation (% of commuters) 108 @ 7
Drug overdose deaths (per 100,000 people) 120 10 Overcrowded housing (% of occupied housing units) 32 & 40
Smoking rate (% of adults who are current smokers) 16.2 19 Park access (%) 68 @ 4
Suicide rate (per 100,000 people) 175 ® 39 PM 2.5 exposure (ug/m’) 638 =
Incidence of tuberculosis (per 100,000 people) 17 24 Rent burdened population (%) S14 e 43
Deaths due to road collisions (per 100,000 people) 15 @ 28 SDG12 - Responsible Consumption and Production
Chilq vgccine covelzragie (% of population 19-35 months) 745 @ 50 Chemical pollution (lbs/mi?) 1746 5
Subjective Wellbeing index (worst 0-100 best) 611 ® 35 Lead emissions (kg/capita) 00024 23
SDG4 - Quality Education NOx emissions (kg/capita) 332 @ 19
Higher education (% aged 25-34, bachelors or higher) 349 20 Recycling index (worst 0-4 best) 2@ 1
Students with debt (% of college graduates) 58 21 50, emissions (kg/capita) 54 @ 11
Career and technical education (% of graduates placed) 722 ® 34 VOC emissions (kg/capita) 1168 @ 44
High school graduation rate (% of public graduates) 748 @ 48 SDG13 - Climate Action
Early educlation (%) 459 @& 26 Resilient building codes (% of jurisdictions subject to hazards) 92 © 3
Basic reading achievement (% of grade 8 students) 788 18 Climate alliance membership (worst 0-1 best) 1 e 1
SDGS5 - Gender Equality Global warming awareness (%) 72.1 10
Contraceptive deserts (% of persons in need located in a desert) %82 ® 26 Climate action plan (worst 01 best) T e
Female labor force (% of total labor force participation) 940 ® 35 Energy-related CO, emissions (tCOx/capita) 9> @ 3
LGBT inclusion in hate crime laws (worst 1-4 best) 4 @ 1 Effective carbon rate (USD/tCO,) 000 e M
Women in government (% in state legislature) 333 8 FEMA mitigation coverage (%) 781 @ 36
Sexual violence (lifetime prevalence) 475 @ 50 Weather costs (% of GDP) 00127 @& 19
Gender wage gap (% of men's median wage) 793 @ 26 Weather injuries/fatalities (per 100,000 people) 032 9
Women-owned businesses (% of solely-owned businesses) 426 6 SDG15 - Life on Land
SDG6 - Clean Water and Sanitation Change in forest area (%, 5 year change) 05 @ 34
Dams with Emergency Action Plans (% of high hazard potential dams) 833 28 Invasive management plan (worst 0-1 best) 100 @ 1
Incomplete plumbing (% of occupied housing units) 043 ® 33 Non-carbon ecological footprint (% of biocapacity) 339 15
Wiater stress index (Normalized Deficit Index) 0013 ® 3 Protected area (% of total area with GAP status 1-2) 12.7 7
Safe drinking water violations (% of people drinking water with violations) ~ 14.0 23 SDG16 - Peace, Justice and Strong Institutions
SDG7 - Affordable and Clean Energy Incarceration rate (per 100,000 people) 7581 @ 14
CO; intensity of electricity (mtCO,/TWh) 0136 @ 5 State Integrity Index (worst 0-100 best) 9 @ 39
Low-income energy burden (% of income spent on energy) 24 @ 6 Jail admission rate (per 100,000 people) 65730 @ 28
Energy efficiency (thousand BTU/dollar of GDP) 48 1 Justice Index (worst 0-100 best) 489 12
Renewable energy consumption (%) 54 @ 1 Laws.ui-t climate survey (worst 0-100 best) 704 21
Renewable energy production (%) 998 @ 7 \I}Iomlodes (peL/W O?’OOQ people)v , 62? o }?
SDG8 - Decent Work and Economic Growth oter tumout (% of voting age citizens) !
Banking access (per 10,000 people) 37 ® 33
Employment discrimination (per 100,000 people) 71 @ 10
Employment to population ratio (% of population aged 20-64) 726 ® 29
Youth not in employment, education or training (NEET) (%) 122 ® 28
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PENNSYLVANIA

¥V 5 BEST AND 5 WORST INDICATORS

Best

Invasive management plan

Climate action plan

Weather costs

Weather injuries/fatalities

FEMA mitigation coverage

Worst

Family leave policy

Women-owned businesses

Non-carbon ecological footprint

Climate alliance membership

Sick leave policy

Effective carbon rate

V¥ SDG STATE RANK

30 (OF 50)

V¥V OVERALL PERFORMANCE

State score Average score

455 47.0

V¥ AVERAGE PERFORMANCE BY SDG
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Notes: The full title of Goal 2"Zero Hunger"is “End hunger, achieve food security and improved nutrition and promote sustainable agriculture”.
The full title of each SDG is available here: https://sustainabledevelopment.un.org/sdgs

124 Sustainable Development Report of the United States 2018

W,
M
s

£
s



PENNSYLVANIA

Performance by Indicator

SDG1 - End Poverty

Value Rating Rank

Value Rating Rank

Affordable housing (per 100 Extremely Low Income Renter Households) 39 e 24 Real GDP growth (%, average of 5 years) 1.80 24
Could not see doctor due to cost (% of adult population) 111 @ 17 Unbanked rate (%) 47 18
Family leave policy (worst 01 best) 0 ® 6 Unemployment rate (% of population 25-64) 50 ® 26
Living below national poverty line (%) 129 23 Fatal occupational injuries (per 100,000 workers) 42 20
Sick leave policy (worst 0-1 best) 0 e 11 .
Families receiving TANF (per 100 families in poverty) 302 @ 10 SDG9 - IndUStry’ Innovation and Infrastructure
Working poor (% of population 16-64) 27 14 Scientific journal articles (per 1,000 doctorate holders) 996.6 14

Broadband access (% of households) 69.1 20
SDG2 - Zero Hunger Deficient bridges (%) 198 @ 48
Elderly food insecurity (%) 77 @ 32 Internet use (%) 754 @ 47
Living in food desert (%) 197 @ 22 Patents (per 1,000 individuals in S&E occupations) 147 ® 25
Food insecurity (% of households) 125 ® 24 Poor roads (%) 32 @ 45
Prevalence of obesity (% adult population) 295 26 Research and development expenditure (% of GDP) 21 @& 24
Pesticide exposure (per 100,000 people) 273 16 STEM employment (% of employed population) 6.0 20
Rural infrastructure index (worst 0~100 best) 479 ® 38 .
WIC coverage rate (% of eligible families) 519 e 18 SDG10 - Reduced Inequalities

Case for Inclusion index (worst 0—100 best) 718 20
SDG3 - Good Health and Well-Being Gini coefficient (best 0-1 worst) 0469 @ 27
Adolescent pregnancy rate (births per girl/woman aged 15-19) 158 13 Hate groups (per 100,000 people) 031 ® 36
HIV prevalence (per 100,000) 3144 ® 34 Pollution Burden (percentage point difference for people of color) 39 @ 47
Primary health care practitioners (% of need met) 561 ® 18 Racism index (best 0~100 worst) 501 @ 43
Infant mortality rate (per 1,000 live births) 69 @ 35 Uninsured (%) 56 12
Life expectancy at birth (years) 785 29 . . e
Maternal mortZIity (per 1)60,000 live births) 033 ® 27 SDG11 - Sustainable Cities and Communities
Non-communicable diseases (per 100,000 people aged 35-75) 39.7 31 Sustainable transportation (% of commuters) 9.9 10
Drug overdose deaths (per 100,000 people) %3 @ 45 Overcrowded housing (% of occupied housing units) 15 @ 4
Smoking rate (% of adults who are current smokers) 180 ® 30 Park access (%) 47 23
Suicide rate (per 100,000 people) 132 19 PM 2.5 exposure (Lig/m’) 01 ® 48
Incidence of tuberculosis (per 100,000 people) 15 17 Rentburdened population (%) 409 e 2
Deaths due to road collisions (per 100,000 people) 79 12 SDG12 - Responsible Consumption and Production
Chilq vgccine covelzragie (% of population 19-35 months) 835 22 Chemical pollution (lbs/mi?) 12405 ® 36
Subjective Wellbeing index (worst 0-100 best) 612 ® 33 Lead emissions (kg/capita) 00024 %
SDG4 - Quality Education NOx emissions (kg/capita) 350 ®© 22
Higher education (% aged 25-34, bachelors or higher) 390 13 Recycling index (worst 04 best) 3 5
Students with debt (% of college graduates) 68 ® 45 50, emissions (kg/capita) 234 @ 35
Career and technical education (% of graduates placed) 29 O 6 VOC emissions (kg/capita) 345 16
High school graduation rate (% of public graduates) 86.1 21 SDG13 - Climate Action
Early educlation (%) A Resilient building codes (% of jurisdictions subject to hazards) 82 12
Basic reading achievement (% of grade 8 students) 77.6 22 Climate alliance membership (worst 0-1 best) 0 e 17
SDGS5 - Gender Equality Global warming awareness (%) 69.0 21
Contraceptive deserts (% of persons in need located in a desert) 94 @ 37 Climate action plan (worst 01 best) O
Female labor force (% of total labor force participation) 956 11 Energy-related CO; emissions (tCO/capita) 182 @ 30
LGBT inclusion in hate crime laws (worst 1-4 best) 2 e 3] Effective carbon rate (USD/tCO;) 000 e 1
Women in government (% in state legislature) 194 @ 37 FEMA mitigation coverage (%) %6 © 8
Sexual violence (lifetime prevalence) 374 @ 28 Weather costs (% of GDP) 00048 @ 10
Gender wage gap (% of men's median wage) 793 ® 28 Weather injuries/fatalities (per 100,000 people) 015 @ 5
Women-owned businesses (% of solely-owned businesses) 345 @ 49 SDG15 - Life on Land
SDG6 - Clean Water and Sanitation Change in forest area (%, 5 year change) 07 ® 20
Dams with Emergency Action Plans (% of high hazard potential dams) 912 @ 19 Invasive management plan (worst 0-1 best) 100 @& 1
Incomplete plumbing (% of occupied housing units) 039 ® 27 Non-carbon ecological footprint (% of biocapacity) 1102 @ 36
Water stress index (Normalized Deficit Index) 01499 @ 31 Protected area (% of total area with GAP status 1-2) 25 @ 39
Safe drinking water violations (% of people drinking water with violations) ~ 44.1 @ 47 SDG16 - Peace, Justice and Strong Institutions
SDG7 - Affordable and Clean Energy Incarceration rate (per 100,000 people) 9975 @ 25
CO; intensity of electricity (mtCO,/TWh) 0.395 16 State Integrity Index (worst 0-100 best) 8 @ 45
Low-income energy burden (% of income spent on energy) 27 @ 12 Jail admission rate (per 100,000 people) 24214 @ 5
Energy efficiency (thousand BTU/dollar of GDP) 6.0 21 Justice Index (worst 0-100 best) 310 @ 38
Renewable energy consumption (%) 50 @ 41 Laws.ui-t climate survey (worst 0-100 best) 663 ® 38
Renewable energy production (%) 23 @ 45 ;Iomlodes (pe(L/W O?’OOQ peOple), izens) 622 : gi
SDG8 - Decent Work and Economic Growth R G S ;
Banking access (per 10,000 people) 44 19
Employment discrimination (per 100,000 people) 357 ® 37
Employment to population ratio (% of population aged 20-64) 731 @ 25
Youth not in employment, education or training (NEET) (%) 11.5 21

S ) .
s’ Sustainable Development Report of the United States 2018 125



RHODE ISLAND

¥V 5 BEST AND 5 WORST INDICATORS

Best

Family leave policy

Renewable energy production

Scientific journal articles

Climate action plan

Sick leave policy

Recycling index

Invasive management plan

Climate alliance membership

LGBT inclusion in hate crime laws

Lead emissions

Deaths due to road collisions

Weather injuries/fatalities

Worst

Renewable energy consumption

Contraceptive deserts

Non-carbon ecological footprint

Deficient bridges

Poor roads

V¥ SDG STATE RANK

12 (OF 50)

V¥V OVERALL PERFORMANCE

State score Average score

544 47.0

V¥ AVERAGE PERFORMANCE BY SDG
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Notes: The full title of Goal 2"Zero Hunger"is “End hunger, achieve food security and improved nutrition and promote sustainable agriculture”.
The full title of each SDG is available here: https://sustainabledevelopment.un.org/sdgs
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RHODE ISLAND

Performance by Indicator

SDG1 -End Poverty Value Rating Rank Value Rating Rank
Affordable housing (per 100 Extremely Low Income Renter Households) 43 @ 18 Real GDP growth (%, average of 5 years) 103 @ 33
Could not see doctor due to cost (% of adult population) 03 ® 10 Unbanked rate (%) 5.0 22
Family leave policy (worst 0-1 best) 1T @ 1 Unemployment rate (% of population 25-64) 65 ® 34
Living below national poverty line (%) 12.8 22 Fatal occupational injuries (per 100,000 workers) 43 22
Sick leave policy (worst 0-1 best) 1 @ 1 .
Families receiving TANF (per 100 families in poverty) 357 @ 9 SDG9 - IndUStry’ Innovation and Infrastructure
Working poor (% of population 16-64) 16 @ 6 Scientific journal articles (per 1,000 doctorate holders) 13819 @ 2

Broadband access (% of households) 733 @ 9
SDG2 - Zero Hunger Deficient bridges (%) 249 @ 50
Elderly food insecurity (%) 90 ® 35 Internet use (%) 80.1 20
Living in food desert (%) 222 © 34 Patents (per 1,000 individuals in S&E occupations) 153 ® 23
Food insecurity (% of households) 128 ® 27 Poor roads (%) 54 @ 49
Prevalence of obesity (% adult population) 26.1 1 Research and development expenditure (% of GDP) 26 14
Pesticide exposure (per 100,000 people) 192 @ 3 STEM employment (% of employed population) 58 ® 24
Rural infrastructure index (worst 0-100 best) 437 @ 44 -,
WIC coverage rate (% of eligible families) 56 @ 10 SDG10 - Reduced Inequalities

Case for Inclusion index (worst 0—100 best) 652 ® 35
SDG3 - Good Health and Well-Being Gini coefficient (best 01 worst) 0478 @ 36
Adolescent pregnancy rate (births per girl/woman aged 15-19) 129 @ 7 Hate groups (per 100,000 people) 009 @ 3
HIV prevalence (per 100,000) 259.5 29 Pollution Burden (percentage point difference for people of color) 34 @ 42
Primary health care practitioners (% of need met) 67.0 7 Racism index (best 0~100 worst) 520 ® 37
Infant mortality rate (per 1,000 live births) 63 ® 24 Uninsured (%) 43 @ 5
Life expectancy at birth (years) 79.6 13 . .. .
Maternal mortZIity (per 1)60,000 live births) 022 10 SDG11 - Sustainable Cities and Communities
Non-communicable diseases (per 100,000 people aged 35-75) 3406 1 Sustainable transportation (% of commuters) 70 @ 18
Drug overdose deaths (per 100,000 people) 80 @ 46 Overcrowded housing (% of occupied housing units) 18 12
Smoking rate (% of adults who are current smokers) 14.4 1 Park access (%) 52 20
Suicide rate (per 100,000 people) 103 @ 7 PM 2.5 exposure (ug/m’) 75 2l
Incidence of tuberculosis (per 100,000 people) 12 11 Rent burdened population (%) 485 @ 30
Deaths due to road collisions (per 100,000 people) 46 @ 1 SDG12 - Responsible Consumption and Production
Chilq vgccine covelzragie (% of population 19-35 months) 874 © 5 Chemical pollution (lbs/mi?) 285.4 1
Subjective Wellbeing index (worst 0-100 best) 605 ® 4] Lead emissions (kg/capita) 00007 ® 1
SDG4 - Quality Education NOx emissions (kg/capita) 213 7
Higher education (% aged 25-34, bachelors or higher) 406 ® 9 Recycling index (worst 04 best) a Ol
Students with debt (% of college graduates) 61 ® 33 50, emissions (kg/capita) 29 @ 6
Career and technical education (% of graduates placed) 766 ® 29 VOC emissions (kg/capita) 202 5
High school graduation rate (% of public graduates) 828 ® 31 SDG13 - Climate Action
Early educlation (%) S 12 Resilient building codes (% of jurisdictions subject to hazards) 27 @ 42
Basic reading achievement (% of grade 8 students) 756 ® 3] Climate alliance membership (worst 0-1 best) 1 e 1
SDGS5 - Gender Equality Global warming awareness (%) 713 12
Contraceptive deserts (% of persons in need located in a desert) 1000 ® 45 Climate action plan (worst 01 best) [
Female labor force (% of total labor force participation) 95.4 14 Energy-related CO; emissions (tCO/capita) 103 ® 8
LGBT inclusion in hate crime laws (worst 1-4 best) 4 @ 1 Effective carbon rate (USD/tCO,) 379 e 2
Women in government (% in state legislature) 319 1 FEMA mitigation coverage (%) 689 @ 4
Sexual violence (lifetime prevalence) 306 ® 2 Weather costs (% of GDP) 00014 ® 4
Gender wage gap (% of men’s median wage) 815 19 Weather injuries/fatalities (per 100,000 people) 006 @ 1
Women-owned businesses (% of solely-owned businesses) 358 @ 44 SDG15 - Life on Land
SDG6 - Clean Water and Sanitation Change in forest area (%, 5 year change) 29 4
Dams with Emergency Action Plans (% of high hazard potential dams) 167 ® 48 Invasive management plan (worst 0-1 best) 100 @ 1
Incomplete plumbing (% of occupied housing units) 037 ® 24 Non-carbon ecological footprint (% of biocapacity) 4133 @ 47
Water stress index (Normalized Deficit Index) 0191 ® 34 Protected area (% of total area with GAP status 1-2) 63 @ 20
Safe drinking water violations (% of people drinking water with violations) ~ 10.2 15 SDG16 - Peace, Justice and Strong Institutions
SDG7 - Affordable and Clean Energy Incarceration rate (per 100,000 people) NA  ® NA
CO; intensity of electricity (mtCO,/TWh) 0.406 20 State Integrity Index (worst 0-100 best) 68 o 5
Low-income energy burden (% of income spent on energy) 26 ® 10 Jail adrmission rate (per 100,000 people) NA @ NA
Energy efficiency (thousand BTU/dollar of GDP) 4.1 6 Justice Index (worst 0-100 best) 42.1 19
Renewable energy consumption (%) 36 @ 47 Laws.ui-t climate survey (worst 0-100 best) 69.9 24
Renewable energy production (%) 1000 @ 1 \I;Iommdes (pe(L/W O(f),OOQ peOple), ) 6(2)2 : g
SDG8 - Decent Work and Economic Growth e :
Banking access (per 10,000 people) 37 ® 33
Employment discrimination (per 100,000 people) 124 16
Employment to population ratio (% of population aged 20-64) 736 22
Youth not in employment, education or training (NEET) (%) 9.8 1
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SOUTH CAROLINA

V¥ 5 BEST AND 5 WORST INDICATORS

Best

Invasive management plan

Climate action plan

Water stress index

Dams with Emergency Action Plans

VOC emissions

Worst

LGBT inclusion in hate crime laws

Sick leave policy

Park access

Family leave policy

Effective carbon rate

Climate alliance membership

V¥ SDG STATE RANK

34 (OF 50)

V¥V OVERALL PERFORMANCE

State score Average score

43.2 47.0

V¥ AVERAGE PERFORMANCE BY SDG
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Notes: The full title of Goal 2"Zero Hunger"is “End hunger, achieve food security and improved nutrition and promote sustainable agriculture’

The full title of each SDG is available here: https://sustainabledevelopment.un.org/sdgs
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SOUTH CAROLINA

Performance by Indicator

SDG1 -End Poverty Value Rating Rank Value Rating Rank
Affordable housing (per 100 Extremely Low Income Renter Households) 49 @ 7 Real GDP growth (%, average of 5 years) 254 9
Could not see doctor due to cost (% of adult population) 158 @ 42 Unbanked rate (%) 89 ® 39
Family leave policy (worst 01 best) 0 ® 6 Unemployment rate (% of population 25-64) 68 ® 40
Living below national poverty line (%) 153 @ 37 Fatal occupational injuries (per 100,000 workers) 64 ® 42
Sick leave policy (worst 0-1 best) 0 e 11 .
Families receiving TANF (per 100 families in poverty) 115 @ 35 SDG9 - IndUStry’ Innovation and Infrastructure
Working poor (% of population 16-64) 33 @ 36 Scientific journal articles (per 1,000 doctorate holders) 1009.1 @ 9

Broadband access (% of households) 615 ® 43
SDG2 - Zero Hunger Deficient bridges (%) 103 ® 34
Elderly food insecurity (%) 107 @ 43 Internet use (%) 80.1 20
Living in food desert (%) 215 @ 30 Patents (per 1,000 individuals in S&E occupations) 140 ® 29
Food insecurity (% of households) 130 ® 29 Poor roads (%) 16 20
Prevalence of obesity (% adult population) 320 ® 39 Research and development expenditure (% of GDP) 11 e 34
Pesticide exposure (per 100,000 people) 30.1 18 STEM employment (% of employed population) 48 @ 37
Rural infrastructure index (worst 0-100 best) 532 ® 34 .
WIC coverage rate (% of eligible families) 478 @ 34 SDG10 - Reduced Inequalities

Case for Inclusion index (worst 0-100 best) 74.5 13
SDG3 - Good Health and Well-Being Gini coefficient (best 01 worst) 0474 @ 33
Adolescent pregnancy rate (births per girl/woman aged 15-19) 237 ® 36 Hate groups (per 100,000 people) 024 22
HIV prevalence (per 100,000) 3946 © 43 Pollution Burden (percentage point difference for people of color) 0.7 8
Primary health care practitioners (% of need met) 69.5 4 Racism index (best 0-100 worst) 467  ® 30
Infant mortality rate (per 1,000 live births) 74 @ 4] Uninsured (%) 00 ® 38
Life expectancy at birth (years) 768 @ 42 . .. .
Maternal mortZIity (per 1)60,000 live births) 043 @ 41 SDG11 - Sustainable Cities and Communities
Non-communicable diseases (per 100,000 people aged 35-75) 4741 @ 4 Sustainable transportation (% of commuters) 31 @ 45
Drug overdose deaths (per 100,000 people) 157 22 Overcrowded housing (% of occupied housing units) 1.7 6
Smoking rate (% of adults who are current smokers) 200 ® 39 Park access (%) 7 e 4
Suicide rate (per 100,000 people) 14.2 26 PM 2.5 exposure (ug/m’) /8 2
Incidence of tuberculosis (per 100,000 people) 2.0 30 Rent burdened population (%) 488 ® 33
Deaths due to road collisions (per 100,000 people) 171 @ 46 SDG12 - Responsible Consumption and Production
Chilq vgccine covelzragie (% of population 19-35 months) 836 21 Chemical pollution (lbs/mi?) 125 ® 32
Subjective Wellbeing index (worst 0-100 best) 610 ® 37 Lead emissions (kg/capita) 00019 16
SDG4 - Quality Education NOx emissions (kg/capita) 335 ® 20
Higher education (% aged 25-34, bachelors or higher) 200 ® 36 Recycling index (worst 04 best) 2 0 15
Students with debt (% of college graduates) 60 ® 25 50, emissions (kg/capita) 99 25
Career and technical education (% of graduates placed) 84.5 16 VOC emissions (kg/capita) 430 25
High school graduation rate (% of public graduates) 826 ® 33 SDG13 - Climate Action
Early educlation (%) 493 @& 13 Resilient building codes (% of jurisdictions subject to hazards) 84 11
Basic reading achievement (% of grade 8 students) 714 ® 42 Climate alliance membership (worst 0-1 best) 0 e 17
SDGS5 - Gender Equality Global warming awareness (%) 669 ® 31
Contraceptive deserts (% of persons in need located in a desert) 994 @ 36 Climate action plan (worst 01 best) T e 1
Female labor force (% of total labor force participation) 94.8 27 Energy-related CO, emissions (tCOo/capita) 150 @ 22
LGBT inclusion in hate crime laws (worst 1-4 best) 1 @ 47 Effective carbon rate (USD/tCO;) 000 e m
Women in government (% in state legislature) 159 @ 43 FEMA mitigation coverage (%) o9 e 17
Sexual violence (lifetime prevalence) 401 e & Weather costs (% of GDP) 01139 @ 41
Gender wage gap (% of men’s median wage) 778 @ 34 Weather injuries/fatalities (per 100,000 people) 043 @ 14
Women-owned businesses (% of solely-owned businesses) 394 ® 20 SDG15 - Life on Land
SDG6 - Clean Water and Sanitation Change in forest area (%, 5 year change) -4 @ 41
Dams with Emergency Action Plans (% of high hazard potential dams) %2 ® 12 Invasive management plan (worst 0-1 best) 100 @ 1
Incomplete plumbing (% of occupied housing units) 037 ® 22 Non-carbon ecological footprint (% of biocapacity) 559 ® 26
Water stress index (Normalized Deficit Index) 0060 @ 15 Protected area (% of total area with GAP status 1-2) 42 © 27
Safe drinking water violations (% of people drinking water with violations) ~ 14.0 23 SDG16 - Peace, Justice and Strong Institutions
SDG7 - Affordable and Clean Energy Incarceration rate (per 100,000 people) 9756 @ 24
CO; intensity of electricity (mtCO,/TWh) 0.288 12 State Integrity Index (worst 0-100 best) 60 e 36
Low-income energy burden (% of income spent on energy) 25 @ 38 Jail adrmission rate (per 100,000 people) 65146 @ 27
Energy efficiency (thousand BTU/dollar of GDP) 92 ® 37 Justice Index (worst 0-100 best) 310 @ 39
Renewable energy consumption (%) 36 ® 26 Laws.ui-t climate survey (worst 0-100 best) 677 @ 34
Renewable energy production (%) 178 ® 30 \I;Iomlodes (pe(z) O(f),OOQ peOple), izens) 6;'41‘ : g;
SDG8 - Decent Work and Economic Growth e i
Banking access (per 10,000 people) 37 ® 33
Employment discrimination (per 100,000 people) 261 ® 29
Employment to population ratio (% of population aged 20-64) 698 ® 40
Youth not in employment, education or training (NEET) (%) 145 @ 4]

S ) .
s’ Sustainable Development Report of the United States 2018 129



SOUTH DAKOTA

¥V 5 BEST AND 5 WORST INDICATORS

Best

Non-carbon ecological footprint

Chemical pollution

Subjective Wellbeing index

Banking access

Drug overdose deaths

Unemployment rate

Invasive management plan

Worst

Jail admission rate

Climate alliance membership

Climate action plan

Sick leave policy

Family leave policy

Hate groups
Students with debt

Effective carbon rate

V¥ SDG STATE RANK

23 (OF 50)

V¥V OVERALL PERFORMANCE

State score Average score

48.1 47.0

V¥ AVERAGE PERFORMANCE BY SDG
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Notes: The full title of Goal 2"Zero Hunger"is “End hunger, achieve food security and improved nutrition and promote sustainable agriculture”.

The full title of each SDG is available here: https://sustainabledevelopment.un.org/sdgs
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SOUTH DAKOTA

Performance by Indicator

SDG1 - End Poverty

Value Rating Rank

Value Rating Rank

Affordable housing (per 100 Extremely Low Income Renter Households) 51 ® 4 Real GDP growth (%, average of 5 years) 128 ® 31
Could not see doctor due to cost (% of adult population) 89 6 Unbanked rate (%) 4.2 14
Family leave policy (worst 01 best) 0 ® 6 Unemployment rate (% of population 25-64) 32 @ 2
Living below national poverty line (%) 133 25 Fatal occupational injuries (per 100,000 workers) 62 ® 41
Sick leave policy (worst 0-1 best) 0 e 11 .
Families receiving TANF (per 100 families in poverty) 168 @ 29 SDG9 - IndUStry’ Innovation and Infrastructure
Working poor (% of population 16-64) 27 14 Scientific journal articles (per 1,000 doctorate holders) 7486 ® 38

Broadband access (% of households) 67.1 27
SDG2 - Zero Hunger Deficient bridges (%) 196 @ 47
Elderly food insecurity (%) 53 9 Internet use (%) 766 ® 41
Living in food desert (%) 288 @ 47 Patents (per 1,000 individuals in S&E occupations) 100 ® 36
Food insecurity (% of households) 106 ® 10 Poor roads (%) 17 23
Prevalence of obesity (% adult population) 293 24 Research and development expenditure (% of GDP) 06 @ 47
Pesticide exposure (per 100,000 people) 387 ® 37 STEM employment (% of employed population) 45 ® 42
Rural infrastructure index (worst 0-100 best) 434 @ 45 .
WIC coverage rate (% of eligible families) 450 @ 42 SDG10 - Reduced Inequalities

Case for Inclusion index (worst 0-100 best) 76.7 8
SDG3 - Good Health and Well-Being Gini coefficient (best 01 worst) 0450 ® 8
Adolescent pregnancy rate (births per girl/woman aged 15-19) 251 ® 38 Hate groups (per 100,000 people) 081 ® 49
HIV prevalence (per 100,000) 733 @ 4l Pollution Burden (percentage point difference for people of color) 01 @ 3
Primary health care practitioners (% of need met) 438 @ 36 Racism index (best 0-100 worst) 433 24
Infant mortality rate (per 1,000 live births) 69 @ 34 Uninsured (%) 87 ® 30
Life expectancy at birth (years) 79.1 23 . .. .
Maternal mortZIity (per 1)60,000 live births) 030 ® 20 SDG11 - Sustainable Cities and Communities
Non-communicable diseases (per 100,000 people aged 35-75) 3714 3 Sustainable transportation (% of commuters) 48 @ 27
Drug overdose deaths (per 100,000 people) 84 @ 2 Overcrowded housing (% of occupied housing units) 2.2 24
Smoking rate (% of adults who are current smokers) 181 @ 32 Park access (%) % ® 32
Suicide rate (per 100,000 people) 176 ® 40 PM 2.5 exposure (ug/m’) 55 © 3
Incidence of tuberculosis (per 100,000 people) 16 22 Rent burdened population (%) 408 @ 2
Deaths due to road collisions (per 100,000 people) 143 @ 41 SDG12 - Responsible Consumption and Production
Chilq vgccine covelzragie (% of population 19-35 months) 799 ® 36 Chemical pollution (lbs/mi?) 80 ® 3
Subjective Wellbeing index (worst 0-100 best) 641 @ 1 Lead emissions (kg/capita) 00028 33
SDG4 - Quality Education NOx emissions (kg/capita) 732 @ 4]
Higher education (% aged 25-34, bachelors or higher) 343 2 Recycling index (worst 0-4 best) 2@ 1
Students with debt (% of college graduates) 75 @ 48 50, emissions (kg/capita) 172 & 33
Career and technical education (% of graduates placed) 824 19 VOC emissions (kg/capita) 1090 @ 42
High school graduation rate (% of public graduates) 839 @ 28 SDG13 - Climate Action
Early educlation (%) Tl O 46 Resilient building codes (% of jurisdictions subject to hazards) 63 27
Basic reading achievement (% of grade 8 students) 79.8 15 Climate alliance membership (worst 0-1 best) 0 e 17
SDGS5 - Gender Equality Global warming awareness (%) 652 ® 38
Contraceptive deserts (% of persons in need located in a desert) 96 ® 39 Climate action plan (worst 01 best) 0 & 34
Female labor force (% of total labor force participation) 95.4 17 Energy-related CO; emissions (tCO/capita) 166 ® 26
LGBT inclusion in hate crime laws (worst 1-4 best) 2 @ 31 Effective carbon rate (USD/tCO,) 000 e M
Women in government (% in state legislature) 190 @ 40 FEMA mitigation coverage (%) 665 @ 43
Sexual violence (lifetime prevalence) 328 @ 8 Weather costs (% of GDP) 00852 @ 39
Gender wage gap (% of men’s median wage) 781 @ 33 Weather injuries/fatalities (per 100,000 people) 101 ® 41
Women-owned businesses (% of solely-owned businesses) 359 @ 43 SDG15 - Life on Land
SDG6 - Clean Water and Sanitation Change in forest area (%, 5 year change) 20 6
Dams with Emergency Action Plans (% of high hazard potential dams) %5 @ 15 Invasive management plan (worst 0-1 best) 100 @ 1
Incomplete plumbing (% of occupied housing units) 056 45 Non-carbon ecological footprint (% of biocapacity) 84 @ 2
Wiater stress index (Normalized Deficit Index) 0315 41 Protected area (% of total area with GAP status 1-2) 16 @ 44
Safe drinking water violations (% of people drinking water with violations) 6.3 8 SDG16 - Peace, Justice and Strong Institutions
SDG7 - Affordable and Clean Energy Incarceration rate (per 100,000 people) 9282 @ 23
CO; intensity of electricity (mtCO,/TWh) 022 ® 7 State Integrity Index (worst 0-100 best) 6 e 4/
Low-income energy burden (% of income spent on energy) 32 @ 25 Jail admission rate (per 100,000 people) 124721 @ 43
Energy efficiency (thousand BTU/dollar of GDP) 94 ® 38 Justice Index (worst 0~100 best) 243 ® 47
Renewable energy consumption (%) 46 ® 4 Laws.ui-t climate survey (worst 0-100 best) 753 @ 1
Renewable energy production (%) 897 @ 11 \I;Iommdes (pe(L/W O(f),OOQ peOple), izens) 5;1 : ;g
SDG8 - Decent Work and Economic Growth e !
Banking access (per 10,000 people) 62 @ 2
Employment discrimination (per 100,000 people) 62 ® 9
Employment to population ratio (% of population aged 20-64) 790 @ 5
Youth not in employment, education or training (NEET) (%) 10.7 14
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TENNESSEE

¥V 5 BEST AND 5 WORST INDICATORS

Best

Invasive management plan

Weather costs

Water stress index

Weather injuries/fatalities

VOC emissions

Worst

Sick leave policy

Effective carbon rate

Climate alliance membership

Family leave policy

Climate action plan

Recycling index

V¥ SDG STATE RANK

37 (OF 50)

V¥V OVERALL PERFORMANCE

State score Average score

41.5 47.0

V¥ AVERAGE PERFORMANCE BY SDG

NO
POVERTY
PEACE, JUSTICE 1 16RO
ANDSTRONG @ ..... HUNGER
wmnors g e @ 9
GOOD HEALTH
L @ """""""""" AND
WELL-BEING
LIFE
ON LAND 15‘,--' e @ --------- 3
. QUALITY
2 4 eoucation
CuMTE 4 Tennessee j GR
ACTION _— EQUALITY
RESPONSIBLE . ;
St A B cEwwaR
; s AND
mooucron e e R SANTATION
SUSTANABLE 4 ™. e |
CITIES AND AFFORDABLE
COMMUNITIES T e . AND EL[EAN
............................ ENERGY
REDUCED 10 g 8 -
INEQUALITIES "
INDUSTRY, WORK AND
INNOVATION ECONOMIC
AND GROWTH
INFRASTRUCTURE

MA WA VT MN OR CA ME MD NH CT NY RI HI NJ CO WI IA ID NE UT VA IL SD MT MI DE KS ND AZ PA NV NC FL SC MO OH TN GA WY TX IN NM AK KY OK AR AL WV MS LA

Notes: The full title of Goal 2"Zero Hunger"is “End hunger, achieve food security and improved nutrition and promote sustainable agriculture”.
The full title of each SDG is available here: https://sustainabledevelopment.un.org/sdgs
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TENNESSEE

Performance by Indicator

SDG1 - End Poverty

Value Rating Rank

Value Rating Rank

Affordable housing (per 100 Extremely Low Income Renter Households) 49 @ 7 Real GDP growth (%, average of 5 years) 235 11
Could not see doctor due to cost (% of adult population) 124 ® 28 Unbanked rate (%) 108 @ 45
Family leave policy (worst 01 best) 0 ® 6 Unemployment rate (% of population 25-64) 62 ® 29
Living below national poverty line (%) 158 ® 40 Fatal occupational injuries (per 100,000 workers) 51 @ 33
Sick leave policy (worst 01 best) 0 @ 11 .
Families receiving TANF (per 100 families in poverty) 232 @ 17 SDG9 - IndUStry’ Innovation and Infrastructure
Working poor (% of population 16-64) 33 @ 36 Scientific journal articles (per 1,000 doctorate holders) 9334 19

Broadband access (% of households) 602 ® 44
SDG2 - Zero Hunger Deficient bridges (%) 50 9
Elderly food insecurity (%) 103 @ 41 Internet use (%) 769 @ 37
Living in food desert (%) 26 ® 36 Patents (per 1,000 individuals in S&E occupations) 119 @ 34
Food insecurity (% of households) 134 ® 30 Poor roads (%) 8 @ 3
Prevalence of obesity (% adult population) 348 @ 45 Research and development expenditure (% of GDP) 14 @ 3]
Pesticide exposure (per 100,000 people) 361 ® 33 STEM employment (% of employed population) 47  ® 39
Rural infrastructure index (worst 0-100 best) 624 19 -,
WIC coverage rate (% of eligible families) 458 @ 40 SDG10 - Reduced Inequalities

Case for Inclusion index (worst 0—100 best) 658 ® 33
SDG3 - Good Health and Well-Being Gini coefficient (best 01 worst) 0479 @ 38
Adolescent pregnancy rate (births per girl/woman aged 15-19) 280 © 41 Hate groups (per 100,000 people) 057 @ 46
HIV prevalence (per 100,000) 2974 @ 31 Pollution Burden (percentage point difference for people of color) 23 @ 37
Primary health care practitioners (% of need met) 70.2 2 Racism index (best 0~100 worst) 380 12
Infant mortality rate (per 1,000 live births) 76 @ 46 Uninsured (%) 90 ® 35
Life expectancy at birth (years) 761 @ 43 . . e
Maternal mortZIity (per 1)60,000 live births) 034 @ 28 SDG11 - Sustainable Cities and Communities
Non-communicable diseases (per 100,000 people aged 35-75) 563 ® 44 Sustainable transportation (% of commuters) 23 @ 48
Drug overdose deaths (per 100,000 people) 22 @ 4 Overcrowded housing (% of occupied housing units) 22 24
Smoking rate (% of adults who are current smokers) 21 e 43 Park access (%) 25 @ 4
Suicide rate (per 100,000 people) 149 ® 29 PM 2.5 exposure (Lig/m’) g2 & 2
Incidence of tuberculosis (per 100,000 people) 19 28 Rentburdened population (%) 472 ® 23
Deaths due to road collisions (per 100,000 people) 144 ® 42 SDG12 - Responsible Consumption and Production
Chilq vgccine covelzragie (% of population 19-35 months) 795 ® 39 Chemical pollution (lbs/mi?) 19679 ® 43
Subjective Wellbeing index (worst 0-100 best) 615 ® 28 Lead emissions (kg/capita) 00017 13
SDG4 - Quality Education NOx emissions (kg/capita) 373 ® 27
Higher education (% aged 25-34, bachelors or higher) 311 e 32 Recycling index (worst 04 best) 1T e 34
Students with debt (% of college graduates) 60 ® 25 50, emissions (kg/capita) 131 @ 26
Career and technical education (% of graduates placed) 89.3 10 VOC emissions (kg/capita) 414 24
High school graduation rate (% of public graduates) 88.5 8 SDG13 - Climate Action
Early educlation (%) A e Resilient building codes (% of jurisdictions subject to hazards) 56 ® 31
Basic reading achievement (% of grade 8 students) 757  ® 30 Climate alliance membership (worst 0-1 best) 0 e 17
SDGS5 - Gender Equality Global warming awareness (%) 641 @ 41
Contraceptive deserts (% of persons in need located in a desert) 9%59 @ 19 Climate action plan (worst 01 best) 0 @& 34
Female labor force (% of total labor force participation) 934 ® 40 Energy-related CO; emissions (tCO/capita) 151 @ 23
LGBT inclusion in hate crime laws (worst 1-4 best) 3 18 Effective carbon rate (USD/tCO;) 000 e 1
Women in government (% in state legislature) 159 @ 43 FEMA mitigation coverage (%) 872 23
Sexual violence (lifetime prevalence) 360 ® 22 Weather costs (% of GDP) 0018 ® 23
Gender wage gap (% of men's median wage) 823 12 Weather injuries/fatalities (per 100,000 people) 035 ® 10
Women-owned businesses (% of solely-owned businesses) 393 @ 2] SDG15 - Life on Land
SDG6 - Clean Water and Sanitation Change in forest area (%, 5 year change) 02 ® 25
Dams with Emergency Action Plans (% of high hazard potential dams) 77.0 34 Invasive management plan (worst 0-1 best) 100 @ !
Incomplete plumbing (% of occupied housing units) 037 ® 25 Non-carbon ecological footprint (% of biocapacity) 505 @ 25
Water stress index (Normalized Deficit Index) 0050 @ 12 Protected area (% of total area with GAP status 1-2) 36 @ 33
Safe drinking water violations (% of people drinking water with violations) 133 22 SDG16 - Peace, Justice and Strong Institutions
SDG7 - Affordable and Clean Energy Incarceration rate (per 100,000 people) 10818 @ 33
CO; intensity of electricity (mtCO,/TWh) 0502 ® 30 State Integrity Index (worst 0-100 best) 6 o 15
Low-income energy burden (% of income spent on energy) 29 @ 15 Jail admission rate (per 100,000 people) 95622 @ 39
Energy efficiency (thousand BTU/dollar of GDP) 77 ® 29 Justice Index (worst 0~100 best) 510 @ 8
Renewable energy consumption (%) 87 ® 25 Laws.ui-t climate survey (worst 0-100 best) 683 ® 30
Renewable energy production (%) 385 ® 20 \I}Iomlodes (pe(L/W 0?'009 people)v izens) 5471(3) : ié
SDG8 - Decent Work and Economic Growth R G S !
Banking access (per 10,000 people) 43 20
Employment discrimination (per 100,000 people) 412 @ 44
Employment to population ratio (% of population aged 20-64) 696 ® 42
Youth not in employment, education or training (NEET) (%) 127 ® 33
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TEXAS

¥V 5 BEST AND 5 WORST INDICATORS

Best

Invasive management plan

Drug overdose deaths

Pollution Burden

High school graduation rate

Water stress index

Worst

Effective carbon rate

Climate alliance membership

Family leave policy

Climate action plan

Weather costs

Energy-related CO, emissions

Uninsured

Case for Inclusion index

Families receiving TANF

Sick leave policy

Could not see doctor due to cost

V¥ SDG STATE RANK

40 (oF 50)

V¥V OVERALL PERFORMANCE

State score Average score

40.3 47.0

V¥ AVERAGE PERFORMANCE BY SDG
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Notes: The full title of Goal 2"Zero Hunger"is “End hunger, achieve food security and improved nutrition and promote sustainable agriculture”.
The full title of each SDG is available here: https://sustainabledevelopment.un.org/sdgs
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TEXAS

Performance by Indicator

SDG1 -End Poverty Value Rating Rank Value Rating Rank
Affordable housing (per 100 Extremely Low Income Renter Households) 29 @ 43 Real GDP growth (%, average of 5 years) 304 @ 5
Could not see doctor due to cost (% of adult population) 179 @ 49 Unbanked rate (%) 94 ® 42
Family leave policy (worst 0-1 best) 0o @ 6 Unemployment rate (% of population 25-64) 52 19
Living below national poverty line (%) 156 ® 39 Fatal occupational injuries (per 100,000 workers) 56 ® 38
Sick leave policy (worst 0-1 best) 0 e 11 .
Families receiving TANF (per 100 families in poverty) 43 @ 49 SDG9 - IndUStry’ Innovation and Infrastructure
Working poor (% of population 16-64) 41 @ 47 Scientific journal articles (per 1,000 doctorate holders) 982.7 17
Broadband access (% of households) 627 ® 37

SDG2 - Zero Hunger Deficient bridges (%) 17 @ 2
Elderly food insecurity (%) 95 @ 39 Internet use (%) 784 ® 28
Living in food desert (%) 208 ® 26 Patents (per 1,000 individuals in S&E occupations) 17.7 19
Food insecurity (% of households) 143 ® 34 Poor roads (%) 18 25
Prevalence of obesity (% adult population) 334 @ 43 Research and development expenditure (% of GDP) 15 ® 30
Pesticide exposure (per 100,000 people) 307 21 STEM employment (% of employed population) 6.3 17
Rural infrastructure index (worst 0-100 best) 59.5 22 -,
WIC coverage rate (% of eligible families) 589 @ 5 SDG10 - Reduced Inequalities

. Case for Inclusion index (worst 0—100 best) 542 @ 49
SDG3 - Good Health and Well-Being Gini coefficient (best 0-1 worst) 0480 @ 39
Adolescent pregnancy rate (births per girl/woman aged 15-19) 310 ® 47 Hate groups (per 100,000 people) 0.20 16
HIV prevalence (per 100,000) 3689 ® 39 Pollution Burden (percentage point difference for people of color) 02 © 4
Primary health care practitioners (% of need met) 67.3 6 Racism index (best 0-100 worst) 43.9 26
Infant mortality rate (per 1,000 live births) 60 ® 20 Uninsured (%) 166 ® 50
Life expectancy at birth (years) 785 29 . . L.
Maternal mortality (per 100,000 live births) 044 @ 42 SDG_1 1- SUStama_ble Cities and Communities
Non-communicable diseases (per 100,000 people aged 35-75) 3996 3 Sustainable transportation (% of commuters) 34 @ 42
Drug overdose deaths (per 100,000 people) 94 @ 4 Overcrowded housing (% of occupied housing units) 50 @ 46
Smoking rate (% of adults who are current smokers) 143 10 Park access (%) , % © ;29
Suicide rate (per 100,000 people) 19 9 PM 2.5 exposure (ug/m_) 8o @
Incidence of tuberculosis (per 100,000 people) 40 @ 46 Rentburdened population (%) a3 e XA
Degths dugto road collisions (per 1OQ,OOO people) 16 @ 29 SDG12 - Responsible Consumption and Production
Ch|lq V§CC|ne covelzragie (% of population 19-35 months) 80.1 ® ?; Chemical pollution (Ibs/m?) 7703 ® 28
Subjective Wellbeing index (worst 0-100 best) 623 Lead emissions (kg/capita) 00014 10
SDG4 - Quality Education NOx emissions (kg/capita) 415 ® 28
Higher education (% aged 25-34, bachelors or higher) 302 ® 35 Recycling index (worst 04 best) 3 S
Students with debt (% of college graduates) 56 17 50, SRR (kg/cap@a) 155 @ 3
Career and technical education (% of graduates placed) 752 ® 3] VOC emissions (kg/capita) 636 © 33
High school graduation rate (% of public graduates) 8.1 e 5 SDG13 - Climate Action

i 0

Early educlanon (h@ % of 4k : ig Resilient building codes (% of jurisdictions subject to hazards) 65 26
Basic reading achievement (% of grade 8 students) 725 Climate alliance membership (worst 0-1 best) 0 e 17
SDGS5 - Gender Equality Global warming awareness (%) 68.9 24
Contraceptive deserts (% of persons in need located in a desert) 293 @ 35 Climate action plan (Wf)rft 0-1 best) } 0 & 34
Female labor force (% of total labor force participation) 911 @ 48 Energ}/frelated (0 emissions (tCO/capita) 28 © 37
LGBT inclusion in hate crime laws (worst 1-4 best) 3 18 Effecnve‘cAarb‘on rate (USD/tCO;) 000 e 1
Women in government (% in state legislature) 204 ® 35 FEMA mitigation coverage (%) 835 28
Sexual violence (lifetime prevalence) 372 @ 2% Weather F95t§ (% of QQP) 08880 @ 50
Gender wage gap (% of men's median wage) 794 ® 25 Weather injuries/fatalities (per 100,000 people) 0.96 39
Women-owned businesses (% of solely-owned businesses) 409 13 SDG15 - Life on Land
SDG6 - Clean Water and Sanitation Change in forest area (%, 5 year change) 16 9
Dams with Emergency Action Plans (% of high hazard potential dams) 789 32 Invasive managemgnt plan (worst 0-1 b?“) ) 100 @ !
Incomplete plumbing (% of occupied housing units) 047 ® 38 Non-carbon ecological footprint (% of biocapacity) 8.6 ® 31
Water stress index (Normalized Deficit Index) 0124 ® 26 Protected area (% of total area with GAP status 1-2) 15 @ 45
Safe drinking water violations (% of people drinking water with violations) 439 @ 46 SDG16 - Peace, Justice and Strong Institutions
SDG7 - Affordable and Clean Energy Incarceration rate (per 100,000 people) 11605 @ 37
CO; intensity of electricity (mtCO,/TWh) 0520 ® 31 Stgte \nt.eg'rlty Index (worst 0-100 best) 60 e 36
Low-income energy burden (% of income spent on energy) 29 @ 15 Jail §dm|sswon rate (per 100,000 people) 55270 @ 20
Energy efficiency (thousand BTU/dollar of GDP) 86 ® 34 Justice InQex (worst 0100 best) 341 © 32
Renewable energy consumption (%) 51 e 4 Lawsuit climate survey (worst 0-100 best) 643 ® 39
Renewable energy production (%) 32 @ 44 \I;Iotmlildes (pte(z/W 0?’003 ) itizens) 52"31 : ié

. oter turnout (% of voting age citizens !
SDG8 - Decent Work and Economic Growth 999
Banking access (per 10,000 people) 30 @ 47
Employment discrimination (per 100,000 people) 334 ® 32
Employment to population ratio (% of population aged 20-64) 722 ® 32
Youth not in employment, education or training (NEET) (%) 136 ® 38
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UTAH

¥V 5 BEST AND 5 WORST INDICATORS

Best

Invasive management plan

Smoking rate

Non-communicable diseases

Climate action plan
Students with debt

Worst

Female labor force

Sick leave policy

Climate alliance membership

Pesticide exposure

Energy-related CO, emissions

Non-carbon ecological footprint

Effective carbon rate

Family leave policy

Gender wage gap

V¥ SDG STATE RANK

20 (OF 50)

V¥V OVERALL PERFORMANCE

State score Average score

49.6 47.0

V¥ AVERAGE PERFORMANCE BY SDG
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wmnors g @ e 9
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acron 19 9 muum
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AND 12 6 A0
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SUSTAINABLE 11 ™~ - g -7
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REDUCED
INEQUALITIES 9 w%fa[mn
INDUSTRY,
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AND GROWTH
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MA WA VT MN OR CA ME MD NH CT NY RI HI NJ CO WI IA ID NE UT VA IL SD MT MI DE KS ND AZ PA NV NC FL SC MO OH TN GA WY TX IN NM AK KY OK AR AL WV MS LA

Notes: The full title of Goal 2"Zero Hunger"is “End hunger, achieve food security and improved nutrition and promote sustainable agriculture”.

The full title of each SDG is available here: https://sustainabledevelopment.un.org/sdgs
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UTAH

Performance by Indicator

SDG1-End Poverty Value Rating Rank Value Rating Rank
Affordable housing (per 100 Extremely Low Income Renter Households) 31 @ 40 Real GDP growth (%, average of 5 years) 334 @ 3
Could not see doctor due to cost (% of adult population) 117 @ 23 Unbanked rate (%) 39 11
Family leave policy (worst 01 best) 0 ® 6 Unemployment rate (% of population 25-64) 39 @ 5
Living below national poverty line (%) 102 e 7 Fatal occupational injuries (per 100,000 workers) 44 24
Sick leave policy (worst 0-1 best) 0 e 11 .
Families receiving TANF (per 100 families in poverty) 93 @ 38 SDG9 - IndUStry’ Innovation and Infrastructure
Working poor (% of population 16-64) 27 23 Scientific journal articles (per 1,000 doctorate holders) 906.7 21

Broadband access (% of households) 70.6 13
SDG2 - Zero Hunger Deficient bridges (%) 31 @ 5
Elderly food insecurity (%) 6.2 15 Internet use (%) 860 @ 4
Living in food desert (%) 184 @ 17 Patents (per 1,000 individuals in S&E occupations) 194 16
Food insecurity (% of households) 115 ® 16 Poor roads (%) 0 @ 9
Prevalence of obesity (% adult population) 256 © 9 Research and development expenditure (% of GDP) 28 13
Pesticide exposure (per 100,000 people) 545 @ 50 STEM employment (% of employed population) 7.1 9
Rural infrastructure index (worst 0-100 best) 743 @ 4 -,
WIC coverage rate (% of eligible families) 402 @ 48 SDG10 - Reduced Inequalities

Case for Inclusion index (worst 0—100 best) 71.0 22
SDG3 - Good Health and Well-Being Gini coefficient (best 01 worst) 0426 ® 2
Adolescent pregnancy rate (births per girl/woman aged 15-19) 156 12 Hate groups (per 100,000 people) 010 ® 5
HIV prevalence (per 100,000) 1164 10 Pollution Burden (percentage point difference for people of color) 21 ® 30
Primary health care practitioners (% of need met) 66.9 8 Racism index (best 0~100 worst) 45.1 28
Infant mortality rate (per 1,000 live births) 50 © 8 Uninsured (%) 88 ® 33
Life expectancy at birth (years) 79.6 13 . . e
Maternal mortZIity (per 1)60,000 live births) 031 ® 22 SDG11 - Sustainable Cities and Communities
Non-communicable diseases (per 100,000 people aged 35-75) 2057 @ 1 Sustainable transportation (% of commuters) 60 ® 21
Drug overdose deaths (per 100,000 people) 234 O 4 Overcrowded housing (% of occupied housing units) 36 ® 42
Smoking rate (% of adults who are current smokers) 88 @ 1 Park access (%) T 2
Suicide rate (per 100,000 people) 210 @ 46 PM 2.5 exposure (Lig/m’) g1 © 30
Incidence of tuberculosis (per 100,000 people) 0.9 5 Rentburdened population (%) 50 e 14
Deaths due to road collisions (per 100,000 people) 73 7 SDG12 - Responsible Consumption and Production
Chilq vgccine coverage (% of population 19-35 months) 793 © 41 Chemical pollution (lbs/mi?) 33018 ® 48
Subjective Wellbeing index (worst 0-100 best) 628 @ 7 Lead emissions (kg/capita) 00035 ® 4
SDG4 - Quality Education NOx emissions (kg/capita) 536 @ 33
Higher education (% aged 25-34, bachelors or higher) 336 25 Recycling index (worst 04 best) 2. @ 15
Students with debt (% of college graduates) 43 e 50, emissions (kg/capita) 8.3 21
Career and technical education (% of graduates placed) 690 ® 40 VOC emissions (kg/capita) 656 @ 35
High school graduation rate (% of public graduates) 85.2 27 SDG13 - Climate Action
Early educlation (%) S B Resilient building codes (% of jurisdictions subject to hazards) 56 ® 31
Basic reading achievement (% of grade 8 students) 80.5 12 Climate alliance membership (worst 0-1 best) 0 e 17
SDGS5 - Gender Equality Global warming awareness (%) 631 ® 46
Contraceptive deserts (% of persons in need located in a desert) 981 @ 25 Climate action plan (worst 01 best) O
Female labor force (% of total labor force participation) 800 @ 50 Energy-related CO; emissions (tCO/capita) 212 & 34
LGBT inclusion in hate crime laws (worst 1-4 best) 2 e 3] Effective carbon rate (USD/tCO;) 00 e 1
Women in government (% in state legislature) 192 ® 39 FEMA mitigation coverage (%) /80 @ 37
Sexual violence (lifetime prevalence) 311 @ 4 Weather costs (% of GDP) 00071 @ 13
Gender wage gap (% of men's median wage) 705 @ 49 Weather injuries/fatalities (per 100,000 people) 0.78 36
Women-owned businesses (% of solely-owned businesses) %6 © 38 SDG15 - Life on Land
SDG6 - Clean Water and Sanitation Change in forest area (%, 5 year change) 19 7
Dams with Emergency Action Plans (% of high hazard potential dams) 92 e 3 Invasive management plan (worst 0-1 best) 100 @& 1
Incomplete plumbing (% of occupied housing units) 027 ® 1 Non-carbon ecological footprint (% of biocapacity) 1420 @ 39
Water stress index (Normalized Deficit Index) 0047 ® 11 Protected area (% of total area with GAP status 1-2) 116 9
Safe drinking water violations (% of people drinking water with violations) 303 ® 35 SDG16 - Peace, Justice and Strong Institutions
SDG7 - Affordable and Clean Energy Incarceration rate (per 100,000 people) 6106 @ 9
CO; intensity of electricity (mtCO,/TWh) 0739 ® 44 State Integrity Index (worst 0-100 best) 62 & 25
Low-income energy burden (% of income spent on energy) 33 @ 31 Jail admission rate (per 100,000 people) 53785 @ 19
Energy efficiency (thousand BTU/dollar of GDP) 6.0 21 Justice Index (worst 0-100 best) 40.5 20
Renewable energy consumption (%) 30 @ 44 Laws.ui-t climate survey (worst 0-100 best) 72.8 10
Renewable energy production (%) 21 @ 46 \I;Iommdes (pe(L/W O?’OOQ peOple), izens) 63/7‘ : 2?
SDG8 - Decent Work and Economic Growth R G S i
Banking access (per 10,000 people) 34 @ 40
Employment discrimination (per 100,000 people) 85 @ 13
Employment to population ratio (% of population aged 20-64) 76.1 12
Youth not in employment, education or training (NEET) (%) 9.7 9
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VERMONT

¥V 5 BEST AND 5 WORST INDICATORS

Best

CO; intensity of electricity

Sick leave policy

Youth not in employment, education or training (NEET)

Climate alliance membership

Subjective Wellbeing index

Incidence of tuberculosis

Renewable energy production

Chemical pollution

LGBT inclusion in hate crime laws

Climate action plan

Recycling index
Worst

Effective carbon rate

Scientific journal articles

Family leave policy

Resilient building codes

Invasive management plan

V¥ SDG STATE RANK

3 (OF 50)

V¥V OVERALL PERFORMANCE

State score Average score

47.0

V¥ AVERAGE PERFORMANCE BY SDG
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Notes: The full title of Goal 2"Zero Hunger"is “End hunger, achieve food security and improved nutrition and promote sustainable agriculture”.

The full title of each SDG is available here: https://sustainabledevelopment.un.org/sdgs
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VERMONT

Performance by Indicator

SDG1 - End Poverty

Value Rating Rank

Value Rating Rank

Affordable housing (per 100 Extremely Low Income Renter Households) 40 e 23 Real GDP growth (%, average of 5 years) 073 ® 43
Could not see doctor due to cost (% of adult population) 8.2 3 Unbanked rate (%) 15 @ 1
Family leave policy (worst 01 best) 0 ® 6 Unemployment rate (% of population 25-64) 39 @ 5
Living below national poverty line (%) 11.9 19 Fatal occupational injuries (per 100,000 workers) 4.0 16
Sick leave policy (worst 0-1 best) 1 @ 1 .
Families receiving TANF (per 100 families in poverty) 471 3 SDG9 - IndUStry’ Innovation and Infrastructure
Working poor (% of population 16-64) 18 @ 3 Scientific journal articles (per 1,000 doctorate holders) 5022 @ 48

Broadband access (% of households) 70.1 16
SDG2 - Zero Hunger Deficient bridges (%) 56 12
Elderly food insecurity (%) 6.3 18 Internet use (%) 80.7 19
Living in food desert (%) 11.5 3 Patents (per 1,000 individuals in S&E occupations) 314 ® 3
Food insecurity (% of households) 101 ® 7 Poor roads (%) 24 @ 34
Prevalence of obesity (% adult population) 266 13 Research and development expenditure (% of GDP) 12 ® 33
Pesticide exposure (per 100,000 people) 385 ® 36 STEM employment (% of employed population) 58 ® 24
Rural infrastructure index (worst 0-100 best) 624 18 -,
WIC coverage rate (% of eligible families) 64.6 2 SDG10 - Reduced Inequalities

Case for Inclusion index (worst 0—100 best) 830 @ 2
SDG3 - Good Health and Well-Being Gini coefficient (best 01 worst) 0454 @ 17
Adolescent pregnancy rate (births per girl/woman aged 15-19) 103 o 4 Hate groups (per 100,000 people) 0.16 12
HIV prevalence (per 100,000) 123.7 13 Pollution Burden (percentage point difference for people of color) 0.6 7
Primary health care practitioners (% of need met) 536 ® 25 Racism index (best 0-100 worst) 41.6 21
Infant mortality rate (per 1,000 live births) 48 3 Uninsured (%) 37 @ 3
Life expectancy at birth (years) 79.9 10 . .. .
Maternal mortZIity (per 1)60,000 live births) 018 @ 2 SDG11 - Sustainable Cities and Communities
Non-communicable diseases (per 100,000 people aged 35-75) 3465 13 Sustainable transportation (% of commuters) 77 13
Drug overdose deaths (per 100,000 people) 167 29 Overcrowded housing (% of occupied housing units) 2.1 19
Smoking rate (% of adults who are current smokers) 17.0 23 Park access (%) 5 e 4
Suicide rate (per 100,000 people) 162 ® 35 PM 2.5 exposure (ug/m’) 55 © 3
Incidence of tuberculosis (per 100,000 people) 05 © 3 Rent burdened population (%) 507 @ 4
Deaths due to road collisions (per 100,000 people) 9.0 18 SDG12 - Responsible Consumption and Production
Chilq vgccine covelzragie (% of population 19-35 months) 869 @ 6 Chemical pollution (lbs/mi?) 37 @ )
Subjective Wellbeing index (worst 0-100 best) 641 @ 1 Lead emissions (kg/capita) 00018 14
SDG4 - Quality Education NOx emissions (kg/capita) 22.8 8
Higher education (% aged 25-34, bachelors or higher) 394 12 Recycling index (worst 0-4 best) 4 @ 1
Students with debt (% of college graduates) 63 ® 37 50, emissions (kg/capita) 22 & 3
Career and technical education (% of graduates placed) 756 ® 30 VOC emissions (kg/capita) 401 2
High school graduation rate (% of public graduates) 87.7 11 SDG13 - Climate Action
Early educlation (%) 0 3 Resilient building codes (% of jurisdictions subject to hazards) 0 ® 48
Basic reading achievement (% of grade 8 students) 833 @ 2 Climate alliance membership (worst 0-1 best) 1 e 1
SDGS5 - Gender Equality Global warming awareness (%) 727 @ 7
Contraceptive deserts (% of persons in need located in a desert) 872 © 5 Climate action plan (worst 0-1 best) T e 1
Female labor force (% of total labor force participation) 980 ® 1 Energy-related CO, emissions (tCOo/capita) 98 @ 5
LGBT inclusion in hate crime laws (worst 1-4 best) 4 @ Effective carbon rate (USD/tCO;) 379 @ 2
Women in government (% in state legislature) 400 ® 1 FEMA mitigation coverage (%) 721 @ 40
Sexual violence (lifetime prevalence) 381 @ 36 Weather costs (% of GDP) 00283 @ 30
Gender wage gap (% of men's median wage) 36.0 4 Weather injuries/fatalities (per 100,000 people) 035 @ 11
Women-owned businesses (% of solely-owned businesses) 362 @ 41 SDG15 - Life on Land
SDG6 - Clean Water and Sanitation Change in forest area (%, 5 year change) -7 @ 44
Dams with Emergency Action Plans (% of high hazard potential dams) 77.6 33 Invasive management plan (worst 0-1 best) 000 ® 44
Incomplete plumbing (% of occupied housing units) 045 ® 36 Non-carbon ecological footprint (% of biocapacity) 333 14
Wiater stress index (Normalized Deficit Index) 0002 ® 1 Protected area (% of total area with GAP status 1-2) 41 ® 30
Safe drinking water violations (% of people drinking water with violations) ~ 14.7 25 SDG16 - Peace, Justice and Strong Institutions
SDG7 - Affordable and Clean Energy Incarceration rate (per 100,000 people) NA  ® NA
CO; intensity of electricity (mtCO,/TWh) 0006 ® 1 State Integrity Index (worst 0100 best) 60 e 36
Low-income energy burden (% of income spent on energy) 4 @ 46 Jail admission rate (per 100,000 people) NA @ NA
Energy efficiency (thousand BTU/dollar of GDP) 48 1 Justice Index (worst 0-100 best) 21 6 4
Renewable energy consumption (%) 249 ® 3 Laws.ui-t climate survey (worst 0-100 best) 752 @ 2
Renewable energy production (%) 1000 @ 1 \I;Iomlodes (pe(L/W 0?’00(.) peOple), ) 632 ° 22
SDG8 - Decent Work and Economic Growth e '
Banking access (per 10,000 people) 53 @ 7
Employment discrimination (per 100,000 people) 46 @ 4
Employment to population ratio (% of population aged 20-64) 774 @ 8
Youth not in employment, education or training (NEET) (%) 76 @ 2
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VIRGINIA

V¥V OVERALL PERFORMANCE

State score Average score

49.4 ) 47.0 )

V 5 BEST AND 5 WORST INDICATORS V¥ AVERAGE PERFORMANCE BY SDG

Best "

Climate action plan POVERTY

Climate alliance membership Pi‘:‘[l‘]fvs#g:"[‘;'[ . @ 1 Hﬁfl':igk

Invasive management plan INSTITUTIONS TR e, .9

FEMA mitigation coverage _ R @ ------------- GUUIZ:EAHH

Weather costs LFE 5 @ 3 WELL-BEING

Worst Ll P

Contraceptive deserts . N

Sick leave policy . ‘ "‘». 4 ESH[?HTI;N
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V¥ SDG STATE RANK

21 (OF 50)

MA WA VT MN OR CA ME MD NH CT NY RI HI NJ CO WI IA ID NE UT VA IL SD MT MI DE KS ND AZ PA NV NC FL SC MO OH TN GA WY TX IN NM AK KY OK AR AL WV MS LA

Notes: The full title of Goal 2"Zero Hunger"is “End hunger, achieve food security and improved nutrition and promote sustainable agriculture”
The full title of each SDG is available here: https://sustainabledevelopment.un.org/sdgs
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VIRGINIA

Performance by Indicator

SDG1 - End Poverty

Value Rating Rank

Value Rating Rank

Affordable housing (per 100 Extremely Low Income Renter Households) 37 @ 29 Real GDP growth (%, average of 5 years) 090 ® 38
Could not see doctor due to cost (% of adult population) 134 ® 34 Unbanked rate (%) 46 17
Family leave policy (worst 0-1 best) 0o @ 6 Unemployment rate (% of population 25-64) 47 12
Living below national poverty line (%) 11.0 11 Fatal occupational injuries (per 100,000 workers) 42 20
Sick leave policy (worst 0-1 best) 0 e 11 .
Families receiving TANF (per 100 families in poverty) 192 @ 27 SDG9 - IndUStry’ Innovation and Infrastructure
Working poor (% of population 16-64) 22 16 Scientific journal articles (per 1,000 doctorate holders) 8384 29

Broadband access (% of households) 69.0 21
SDG2 - Zero Hunger Deficient bridges (%) 6.7 19
Elderly food insecurity (%) 50 @ 8 Internet use (%) 82.2 13
Living in food desert (%) 172 ® 8 Patents (per 1,000 individuals in S&E occupations) 74 @ 44
Food insecurity (% of households) 99 5 Poor roads (%) 23 @ 33
Prevalence of obesity (% adult population) 285 20 Research and development expenditure (% of GDP) 21 @& 22
Pesticide exposure (per 100,000 people) 333 @ 27 STEM employment (% of employed population) 87 @ 4
Rural infrastructure index (worst 0-100 best) 565 ® 28 -,
WIC coverage rate (% of eligible families) 477 @ 35 SDG10 - Reduced Inequalities

Case for Inclusion index (worst 0—100 best) 633 ® 38
SDG3 - Good Health and Well-Being Gini coefficient (best 01 worst) 0471 @ 29
Adolescent pregnancy rate (births per girl/woman aged 15-19) 155 1 Hate groups (per 100,000 people) 046 © 42
HIV prevalence (per 100,000) 3077 ® 33 Pollution Burden (percentage point difference for people of color) 24 ® 39
Primary health care practitioners (% of need met) 631 ® 10 Racism index (best 0~100 worst) 492 ® 32
Infant mortality rate (per 1,000 live births) 67 @ 30 Uninsured (%) 87 ® 30
Life expectancy at birth (years) 79.2 21 . L. L.
Maternal mortZIity (per 1)60,000 live births) 0.27 15 SDG11 - Sustainable Cities and Communities
Non-communicable diseases (per 100,000 people aged 35-75) 3754 24 Sustainable transportation (% of commuters) 72 ® 16
Drug overdose deaths (per 100,000 people) 124 12 Overcrowded housing (% of occupied housing units) 20 17
Smoking rate (% of adults who are current smokers) 15.3 15 Park access (%) 37 @& 31
Suicide rate (per 100,000 people) 126 14 PM 2.5 exposure (ug/m’) 75 20
Incidence of tuberculosis (per 100,000 people) 24 @ 32 Rent burdened population (%) 491 @ 35
Deaths due to road collisions (per 100,000 people) 8.7 16 SDG12 - Responsible Consumption and Production
Chilq vgccine covelzragie (% of population 19-35 months) 83.1 26 Chemical pollution (lbs/mi?) 9805 ® 31
Subjective Wellbeing index (worst 0-100 best) 61.9 18 Lead emissions (kg/capita) 00018 15
SDG4 - Quality Education NOx emissions (kg/capita) 302 @ 15
Higher education (% aged 25-34, bachelors or higher) 411 e 8 Recycling index (worst 04 best) 3 5
Students with debt (% of college graduates) 56 17 50, emissions (kg/capita) 84 22
Career and technical education (% of graduates placed) 717 @ 35 VOC emissions (kg/capita) 305 1
High school graduation rate (% of public graduates) 86.7 20 SDG13 - Climate Action
Early educlation (%) 493 @& 13 Resilient building codes (% of jurisdictions subject to hazards) 77 16
Basic reading achievement (% of grade 8 students) 773 24 Climate alliance membership (worst 0-1 best) 1 e 1
SDGS5 - Gender Equality Global warming awareness (%) 711 13
Contraceptive deserts (% of persons in need located in a desert) 916 @ 12 Climate action plan (worst 01 best) T e 1
Female labor force (% of total labor force participation) 941 @ 34 Energy-related CO, emissions (tCOo/capita) 123 @ 15
LGBT inclusion in hate crime laws (worst 1-4 best) 2 e 3] Effective carbon rate (USD/tCO;) 000 e 1
Women in government (% in state legislature) 271 @ 2 FEMA mitigation coverage (%) 100 ® 2
Sexual violence (lifetime prevalence) 348 @ 17 Weather costs (% of GDP) 00061 @ 11
Gender wage gap (% of men’s median wage) 303 2 Weather injuries/fatalities (per 100,000 people) 043 ® 16
Women-owned businesses (% of solely-owned businesses) 40.1 18 SDG15 - Life on Land
SDG6 - Clean Water and Sanitation Change in forest area (%, 5 year change) 09 @ 19
Dams with Emergency Action Plans (% of high hazard potential dams) 714 @ 37 Invasive management plan (worst 0~1 best) 100 @ 1
Incomplete plumbing (% of occupied housing units) 031 ® 12 Non-carbon ecological footprint (% of biocapacity) 1041 @ 34
Water stress index (Normalized Deficit Index) 1377 ® 48 Protected area (% of total area with GAP status 1-2) 36 @ 32
Safe drinking water violations (% of people drinking water with violations) 42 @ 2 SDG16 - Peace, Justice and Strong Institutions
SDG7 - Affordable and Clean Energy Incarceration rate (per 100,000 people) 11503 @ 36
CO; intensity of electricity (mtCO,/TWh) 0.394 15 State Integrity Index (worst 0-100 best) 6 o 15
Low-income energy burden (% of income spent on energy) 45 @ 47 Jail admission rate (per 100,000 people) 66782 @ 29
Energy efficiency (thousand BTU/dollar of GDP) 55 17 Justice Index (worst 0-100 best) 83 © B
Renewable energy consumption (%) 69 ® 31 Laws.ui-t climate survey (worst 0-100 best) 72.8 10
Renewable energy production (%) 145 ® 31 \I}Iommdes (pe(L/W O?’OOQ people)v izens) 622 > 3;
SDG8 - Decent Work and Economic Growth e !
Banking access (per 10,000 people) 41 ® 28
Employment discrimination (per 100,000 people) 350 ® 35
Employment to population ratio (% of population aged 20-64) 73.8 21
Youth not in employment, education or training (NEET) (%) 10.2 13
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WASHINGTON

V¥V OVERALL PERFORMANCE

State score Average score

59.8 47.0

¥ 5 BEST AND 5 WORST INDICATORS

Best

V¥ AVERAGE PERFORMANCE BY SDG
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MA WA VT MN OR CA ME MD NH CT NY RI HI NJ CO WI IA ID NE UT VA IL SD MT MI DE KS ND AZ PA NV NC FL SC MO OH TN GA WY TX IN NM AK KY OK AR AL WV MS LA

Notes: The full title of Goal 2"Zero Hunger"is “End hunger, achieve food security and improved nutrition and promote sustainable agriculture”.
The full title of each SDG is available here: https://sustainabledevelopment.un.org/sdgs
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WASHINGTON

Performance by Indicator

SDG1-End Poverty Value Rating Rank Value Rating Rank
Affordable housing (per 100 Extremely Low Income Renter Households) 30 @ 41 Real GDP growth (%, average of 5 years) 359 © 1
Could not see doctor due to cost (% of adult population) 101 @ 9 Unbanked rate (%) 4.1 13
Family leave policy (worst 01 best) 1@ 1 Unemployment rate (% of population 25-64) 56 ® 23
Living below national poverty line (%) 1.3 13 Fatal occupational injuries (per 100,000 workers) 25 © 3
Sick leave policy (worst 0-1 best) 1 @ 1 .
Families receiving TANF (per 100 families in poverty) 250 @ 15 SDGI - Industry, Innovation and Infrastructure
Working poor (% of population 16-64) 17 @ Scientific journal articles (per 1,000 doctorate holders) 898.2 24
Broadband access (% of households) 756 @ 3
SDG2 - Zero Hunger Deficient bridges (%) 48 7
Elderly food insecurity (%) 49 @ 7 Internet use (%) 864 ® 2
Yy y

Living in food desert (%) 208 ® 25 Patents (per 1,000 individuals in S&E occupations) 291 @ 5
Food insecurity (% of households) 116 ® 17 Poor roads (%) 31 @ 44
Prevalence of obesity (% adult population) 284 18 Research and development expenditure (% of GDP) 45 @ 5
Pesticide exposure (per 100,000 people) 304 19 STEM employment (% of employed population) 92 @ 2
Rural infrastructure index (worst 0-100 best) 65.9 11 -,
WIC coverage rate (% of eligible families) 569 @ 6 SDG10 - Reduced Inequalities

. Case for Inclusion index (worst 0—100 best) 69.1 27
SDG3 - Good Health and Well-Being Gini coefficient (best 0-1 worst) 0459 @ 22
Adolescent pregnancy rate (births per girl/woman aged 15-19) 16.6 15 Hate groups (per 100,000 people) 0.29 28
HIV prevalence (per 100,000) 2083 23 Pollution Burden (percentage point difference for people of color) 20 ® 28
Primary health care practitioners (% of need met) 316 ® 45 Racism index (best 0~100 worst) 386 14
Infant mortality rate (per 1,000 live births) 48 5 Uninsured (%) 6.0 16
Life expectancy at birth (years) 802 @ 7 . . L.
Maternal mortality (per 100,000 live births) 020 © 7 SDG_1 1- Sustalnable Cities and Communities
Non-communicable diseases (per 100,000 people aged 35-75) 3302 8 Sustainable transportation (% of commuters) 107 @ 8
Drug overdose deaths (per 100,000 people) 147 19 Overcrowded housing (% of occupied housing units) 33 @ 4
Smoking rate (% of adults who are current smokers) 139 @ Park access (%) ; 62 ;g
Suicide rate (per 100,000 people) 147 ® 28 PM 2.5 exposure (ug/mA) /8
Incidence of tuberculosis (per 100,000 people) 28 @ 38 Rentburdened population (%) 474 @ 25
Degths dugto road collisions (per 10Q,OOO people) 69 @ 5 SDG12 - Responsible Consumption and Production
Ch|Iq V§CC|ne covelzragie (% of population 19-35 months) 844 ;é Chemical pollution (Ibs/m?) 5108 20
Subjective Wellbeing index (worst 0-100 best) 61.7 Lead emissions (kg/capita) 00025 28
SDG4 - Quality Education NOx emissions (kg/capita) 324 ® 18
Higher education (% aged 25-34, bachelors or higher) 373 15 Recycling index (worst 04 best) 3 >
Students with debt (% of college graduates) 53 11 50, SRR (kg/cap@a) 50 @ 9
Career and technical education (% of graduates placed) 588 @ 49 VOC emissions (kg/capita) 740 @ 36
High school graduation rate (% of public graduates) 797 @ 40 SDG13 - Climate Action

i 0

Early educlanon (h@ % of s ;2 Resilient building codes (% of jurisdictions subject to hazards) 92 e 3
Basic reading achievement (% of grade 8 students) 76.8 Climate alliance membership (worst 0-1 best) 1 @ 1
SDGS5 - Gender Equality Global warming awareness (%) 726 9
Contraceptive deserts (% of persons in need located in a desert) 981 @ 24 Climate action plan (wqrslt 0-1 best) } O
Female labor force (% of total labor force participation) 927 @ 46 Energ}/frelated (0 emissions (tCO/capita) 106 @ 9
LGBT inclusion in hate crime laws (worst 1-4 best) 4 @ Effectwe‘cAarb‘on rate (USD/tCO;) 00 e 1
Women in government (% in state legislature) 374 5 FEMA mitigation coverage (%) 744 @ 38
Sexual violence (lifetime prevalence) 448 @ 49 Weather costs (% of GDP) nzip - O 26
Gender wage gap (% of men's median wage) 765 ® 39 Weather injuries/fatalities (per 100,000 people) 039 @ 12
Women-owned businesses (% of solely-owned businesses) 417 9 SDG15 - Life on Land
SDG6 - Clean Water and Sanitation Change in forest area (%, 5 year change) -2 @ 39
Dams with Emergency Action Plans (% of high hazard potential dams) 885 @ 21 Invasive R plan (V‘{O“t 0-1 b?“) . 100 @& 1
Incomplete plumbing (% of occupied housing units) 044 ® 34 Non-carbon ecological footprint (% of biocapacity) 594 @ 27
Water stress index (Normalized Deficit Index) 0073 ® 18 Protected area (% of total area with GAP status 1-2) 144 @ 4
Safe drinking water violations (% of people drinking water with violations) ~ 41.7 @ 45 SDG16 - Peace, Justice and Strong Institutions
SDG7 - Affordable and Clean Energy Incarceration rate (per 100,000 people) 5573 @ 5
CO; intensity of electricity (mtCO,/TWh) 0089 ® 2 Stgte \nt.eg'rlty Index (worst 0-100 best) 67 & 7
Low-income energy burden (% of income spent on energy) 64 ® 50 Jail §dm|sswon rate (per 100,000 people) 43764 @ 9
Energy efficiency (thousand BTU/dollar of GDP) 50 13 Justice '”dex (worst 0100 best) 46.5 14
Renewable energy consumption (%) 539 e 7 Lawsuit climate survey (worst 0-100 best) 684 ® 28
Renewable energy production (%) 909 @ 10 \I;Iotmlildes (pte(z/W O?,OOS ) itizens) 622 ¢ B

. oter turnout (% of voting age citizens :
SDG8 - Decent Work and Economic Growth 999
Banking access (per 10,000 people) 36 ® 36
Employment discrimination (per 100,000 people) 188 21
Employment to population ratio (% of population aged 20-64) 729 ® 26
Youth not in employment, education or training (NEET) (%) 123 ® 30
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WEST VIRGINIA

Best

High school graduation rate

Water stress index

Incidence of tuberculosis

Weather costs

HIV prevalence
Worst

Effective carbon rate

Climate alliance membership

Employment to population ratio

Family leave policy

Sick leave policy

Subjective Wellbeing index

Students with debt

Life expectancy at birth

Energy-related CO, emissions

Climate action plan

Patents

Prevalence of obesity

Park access

Global warming awareness

Drug overdose deaths

Smoking rate

Invasive management plan

Renewable energy production

Voter turnout

V¥ SDG STATE RANK

48 (OF 50)

V¥V OVERALL PERFORMANCE

State score Average score

47.0

V¥ AVERAGE PERFORMANCE BY SDG
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............................. ENERGY
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! INDUSTRY, WORK AND
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MA WA VT MN OR CA ME MD NH CT NY RI HI NJ CO WI IA ID NE UT VA IL SD MT MI DE KS ND AZ PA NV NC FL SC MO OH TN GA WY TX IN NM AK KY OK AR AL WV MS LA

Notes: The full title of Goal 2"Zero Hunger"is “End hunger, achieve food security and improved nutrition and promote sustainable agriculture”.
The full title of each SDG is available here: https://sustainabledevelopment.un.org/sdgs
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WEST VIRGINIA

Performance by Indicator

SDG1 - End Poverty

Value Rating Rank

Value Rating Rank

Affordable housing (per 100 Extremely Low Income Renter Households) 59 2 Real GDP growth (%, average of 5 years) 058 ® 45
Could not see doctor due to cost (% of adult population) 146 ® 39 Unbanked rate (%) 80 ® 35
Family leave policy (worst 01 best) 0 ® 6 Unemployment rate (% of population 25-64) 63 ® 31
Living below national poverty line (%) 179 @ 46 Fatal occupational injuries (per 100,000 workers) 77 @ 46
Sick leave policy (worst 0-1 best) 0 e 11 .
Families receiving TANF (per 100 families in poverty) 165 @ 31 SDG9 - IndUStry’ Innovation and Infrastructure
Working poor (% of population 16-64) 37 e 33 Scientific journal articles (per 1,000 doctorate holders) 7593 @ 37

Broadband access (% of households) 619 ® 40
SDG2 - Zero Hunger Deficient bridges (%) 173 @ 46
Elderly food insecurity (%) 93 @ 38 Internet use (%) 766 ® 41
Living in food desert (%) 177 @ 11 Patents (per 1,000 individuals in S&E occupations) 49 @ 49
Food insecurity (% of households) 149 ® 40 Poor roads (%) 19 28
Prevalence of obesity (% adult population) 373 @ 49 Research and development expenditure (% of GDP) 07 @ 43
Pesticide exposure (per 100,000 people) 413 @ 44 STEM employment (% of employed population) 40 @ 46
Rural infrastructure index (worst 0-100 best) 400 © 47 -,
WIC coverage rate (% of eligible families) 519 @ 19 SDG10 - Reduced Inequalities

Case for Inclusion index (worst 0—100 best) 66.1 ® 32
SDG3 - Good Health and Well-Being Gini coefficient (best 01 worst) 0471 @ 30
Adolescent pregnancy rate (births per girl/woman aged 15-19) 293 © 43 Hate groups (per 100,000 people) 0.22 18
HIV prevalence (per 100,000) 1133 9 Pollution Burden (percentage point difference for people of color) 0.7 8
Primary health care practitioners (% of need met) 452 @ 33 Racism index (best 0-100 worst) 36.2 10
Infant mortality rate (per 1,000 live births) 73 @ 39 Uninsured (%) 53 9
Life expectancy at birth (years) 753 @ 49 . .. .
Maternal mortZIity (per 1)60,000 live births) 032 ® 23 SDG11 - Sustainable Cities and Communities
Non-communicable diseases (per 100,000 people aged 35-75) 5345 @ 45 Sustainable transportation (% of commuters) 39 @ 36
Drug overdose deaths (per 100,000 people) 415 @ 50 Overcrowded housing (% of occupied housing units) 14 @ 2
Smoking rate (% of adults who are current smokers) 248 @ 50 Park access (%) 4 @ 50
Suicide rate (per 100,000 people) 170 @ 37 PM 2.5 exposure (ug/m’) 77 %
Incidence of tuberculosis (per 100,000 people) 09 5 Rent burdened population (%) 484 ® 29
Deaths due to road collisions (per 100,000 people) 17 @ 30 SDG12 - Responsible Consumption and Production
Chilq vgccine covelzragie (% of population 19-35 months) 795 @ 39 Chemical pollution (lbs/mi?) 1335 ® 38
Subjective Wellbeing index (worst 0-100 best) 588 @ 50 Lead emissions (kg/capita) 00028 3
SDG4 - Quality Education NOx emissions (kg/capita) 917 @ 46
Higher education (% aged 25-34, bachelors or higher) 257 @ 46 Recycling index (worst 04 best) 2 0 15
Students with debt (% of college graduates) 77 ® 49 50, emissions (kg/capita) 57 © 48
Career and technical education (% of graduates placed) 781 @ 25 VOC emissions (kg/capita) 984 @ 40
High school graduation rate (% of public graduates) 898 @ 3 SDG13 - Climate Action
Early educlation (%) 351 @ 48 Resilient building codes (% of jurisdictions subject to hazards) 45 ® 38
Basic reading achievement (% of grade 8 students) 723 ® 39 Climate alliance membership (worst 0-1 best) 0 e 17
SDGS5 - Gender Equality Global warming awareness (%) 605 @ 50
Contraceptive deserts (% of persons in need located in a desert) 769 @ 1 Climate action plan (worst 01 best) 0o @& 34
Female labor force (% of total labor force participation) 94.9 25 Energy-related CO, emissions (tCOo/capita) 500 ® 48
LGBT inclusion in hate crime laws (worst 1-4 best) 2 e 3] Effective carbon rate (USD/tCO;) 000 e 1
Women in government (% in state legislature) 149 @ 46 FEMA mitigation coverage (%) 884 21
Sexual violence (lifetime prevalence) 321 ® 6 Weather costs (% of GDP) 0.0605 36
Gender wage gap (% of men’s median wage) 7770 @ 48 Weather injuries/fatalities (per 100,000 people) 0.75 34
Women-owned businesses (% of solely-owned businesses) 382 ® 31 SDG15 - Life on Land
SDG6 - Clean Water and Sanitation Change in forest area (%, 5 year change) -06 @ 37
Dams with Emergency Action Plans (% of high hazard potential dams) 748 ® 35 Invasive management plan (worst 0-1 best) 000 ® 44
Incomplete plumbing (% of occupied housing units) 053 4 Non-carbon ecological footprint (% of biocapacity) 273 11
Wiater stress index (Normalized Deficit Index) 0084 ® 20 Protected area (% of total area with GAP status 1-2) 41 ® 29
Safe drinking water violations (% of people drinking water with violations) ~ 40.1 @ 42 SDG16 - Peace, Justice and Strong Institutions
SDG7 - Affordable and Clean Energy Incarceration rate (per 100,000 people) 10725 @ 31
CO; intensity of electricity (mtCO,/TWh) 0900 @ 48 State Integrity Index (worst 0-100 best) 6 o 15
Low-income energy burden (% of income spent on energy) 31 @ 20 Jail admission rate (per 100,000 people) 68103 @ 31
Energy efficiency (thousand BTU/dollar of GDP) M5 @ 45 Justice Index (worst 0-100 best) 430 17
Renewable energy consumption (%) 67 ® 32 Laws.ui-t climate survey (worst 0-100 best) 606 @ 45
Renewable energy production (%) 1.1 @ 49 \I;Iommdes (pe(L/W O?’OOQ peOple), izens) 53'; : ig
SDG8 - Decent Work and Economic Growth e !
Banking access (per 10,000 people) 45 13
Employment discrimination (per 100,000 people) 62 ® 8
Employment to population ratio (% of population aged 20-64) 630 @ 50
Youth not in employment, education or training (NEET) (%) 165 @ 48
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WISCONSIN

V¥V OVERALL PERFORMANCE

State score Average score

52.2 47.0

V 5 BEST AND 5 WORST INDICATORS V¥ AVERAGE PERFORMANCE BY SDG

Best
NO
Climate action plan POVERTY
Invasive management plan PEACE, JUSTICE IERO
¢ P ANDSTRONG @ ______ 1 HUNGER
Weather costs INSTITUTIONS 6 o T 9
s GOOD HEALTH
VOC emissions e @ _____________ ) "
Incidence of tuberculosis LFE 5 3 WELL-BEING
WorSt O AN . ........... ’ .
Racism index s
Resilient building codes 3 QUALITY
2 4 eoucation
Effective carbon rate 3
Family leave policy ; :
Sick leave polic CLIMATE GENDER
e ACTION 13 o EQUALITY
Climate alliance membership
RESPONSIBLE 1 i
CONSUMPTION CLEAN WATER
AND 12 7 B AND
PRODUCTION ) SANITATION
SUSTAINABLE {1 .. i 77
GITIES AND AFFORDABLE
COMMUNITIES e AND BléAN
.............................. ENERGY
REDUCED 10 9 8
INEQUALITIES DECENT
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INNOVATION ECONOMIC
AND GROWTH

INFRASTRUGTURE

V¥ SDG STATE RANK

16 (OF 50)

MA WA VT MN OR CA ME MD NH CT NY RI HI NJ CO WI IA ID NE UT VA IL SD MT MI DE KS ND AZ PA NV NC FL SC MO OH TN GA WY TX IN NM AK KY OK AR AL WV MS LA

Notes: The full title of Goal 2"Zero Hunger"is “End hunger, achieve food security and improved nutrition and promote sustainable agriculture”
The full title of each SDG is available here: https://sustainabledevelopment.un.org/sdgs
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WISCONSIN

Performance by Indicator

SDG1 - End Poverty

Value Rating Rank

Value Rating Rank

Affordable housing (per 100 Extremely Low Income Renter Households) 34 @ 34 Real GDP growth (%, average of 5 years) 1.65 25
Could not see doctor due to cost (% of adult population) 104 ® 12 Unbanked rate (%) 34 7
Family leave policy (worst 0-1 best) 0o @ 6 Unemployment rate (% of population 25-64) 46 11
Living below national poverty line (%) 18 17 Fatal occupational injuries (per 100,000 workers) 39 10
Sick leave policy (worst 0-1 best) 0 e 11 .
Families receiving TANF (per 100 families in poverty) 198 @ 25 SDG9 - IndUStry’ Innovation and Infrastructure
Working poor (% of population 16-64) 22 16 Scientific journal articles (per 1,000 doctorate holders) 911.2 20

Broadband access (% of households) 665 ® 29
SDG2 - Zero Hunger Deficient bridges (%) 8.7 27
Elderly food insecurity (%) 47 @ 4 Internet use (%) 845 ® 8
Living in food desert (%) 80 ® 13 Patents (per 1,000 individuals in S&E occupations) 17.5 20
Food insecurity (% of households) 107 ® 12 Poor roads (%) 27 @ 41
Prevalence of obesity (% adult population) 301 ® 27 Research and development expenditure (% of GDP) 20 ® 25
Pesticide exposure (per 100,000 people) 264 13 STEM employment (% of employed population) 58 ® 24
Rural infrastructure index (worst 0-100 best) 568 ® 26 -,
WIC coverage rate (% of eligible families) 472 @ 37 SDG10 - Reduced Inequalities

Case for Inclusion index (worst 0—100 best) 681 ® 30
SDG3 - Good Health and Well-Being Gini coefficient (best 01 worst) 0450 ® 10
Adolescent pregnancy rate (births per girl/woman aged 15-19) 15.0 10 Hate groups (per 100,000 people) 0.16 11
HIV prevalence (per 100,000) 122.0 12 Pollution Burden (percentage point difference for people of color) 21 ® 30
Primary health care practitioners (% of need met) 65.7 9 Racism index (best 0~100 worst) 749 @ 50
Infant mortality rate (per 1,000 live births) 61 ® 23 Uninsured (%) 53 9
Life expectancy at birth (years) 79.5 16 . .. .
Maternal mortZIity (per 1)60,000 live births) 0.24 12 SDG11 - Sustainable Cities and Communities
Non-communicable diseases (per 100,000 people aged 35-75) 3493 15 Sustainable transportation (% of commuters) 59 @ 22
Drug overdose deaths (per 100,000 people) 155 21 Overcrowded housing (% of occupied housing units) 1.7 6
Smoking rate (% of adults who are current smokers) 171 ® 25 Park access (%) 50 22
Suicide rate (per 100,000 people) 134 22 PM 2.5 exposure (ug/m’) 74 19
Incidence of tuberculosis (per 100,000 people) 09 5 Rent burdened population (%) 444 ® 10
Deaths due to road collisions (per 100,000 people) 10.5 24 SDG12 - Responsible Consumption and Production
Chilq vgccine covelzragie (% of population 19-35 months) 84.4 12 Chemical pollution (lbs/mi?) 5430 23
Subjective Wellbeing index (worst 0-100 best) 61.6 24 Lead emissions (kg/capita) 00025 27
SDG4 - Quality Education NOx emissions (kg/capita) 367 ® 26
Higher education (% aged 25-34, bachelors or higher) 35.7 17 Recycling index (worst 0-4 best) 3 5
Students with debt (% of college graduates) 67 @ 44 50, emissions (kg/capita) 140 @ 30
Career and technical education (% of graduates placed) 913 @ 8 VOC emissions (kg/capita) 377 20
High school graduation rate (% of public graduates) 88.2 9 SDG13 - Climate Action
Early educlation (%) 52 & 28 Resilient building codes (% of jurisdictions subject to hazards) 0 ® 48
Basic reading achievement (% of grade 8 students) 793 17 Climate alliance membership (worst 0-1 best) 0 e 17
SDGS5 - Gender Equality Global warming awareness (%) 681 ® 28
Contraceptive deserts (% of persons in need located in a desert) 974 @ 23 Climate action plan (worst 01 best) [
Female labor force (% of total labor force participation) %6 ® 3 Energy-related CO; emissions (tCO/capita) 173 @& 29
LGBT inclusion in hate crime laws (worst 1-4 best) 3 18 Effective carbon rate (USD/tCO,) 000 e 1
Women in government (% in state legislature) 242 ® 29 FEMA mitigation coverage (%) 81.7 30
Sexual violence (lifetime prevalence) 355 ® 20 Weather costs (% of GDP) 00178 @ 22
Gender wage gap (% of men’s median wage) 783 @ 32 Weather injuries/fatalities (per 100,000 people) 047 @ 19
Women-owned businesses (% of solely-owned businesses) 362 ® 42 SDG15 - Life on Land
SDG6 - Clean Water and Sanitation Change in forest area (%, 5 year change) 06 ® 22
Dams with Emergency Action Plans (% of high hazard potential dams) 813 31 Invasive management plan (worst 0-1 best) 100 @ 1
Incomplete plumbing (% of occupied housing units) 044 ® 35 Non-carbon ecological footprint (% of biocapacity) 447 22
Water stress index (Normalized Deficit Index) 0211 @ 35 Protected area (% of total area with GAP status 1-2) 72 i
Safe drinking water violations (% of people drinking water with violations) 383 @ 41 SDG16 - Peace, Justice and Strong Institutions
SDG7 - Affordable and Clean Energy Incarceration rate (per 100,000 people) 9254 @ 22
CO; intensity of electricity (mtCO,/TWh) 0628 ® 38 State Integrity Index (worst 0-100 best) 63 & 3
Low-income energy burden (% of income spent on energy) 32 @ 25 Jail admission rate (per 100,000 people) 53617 @ 18
Energy efficiency (thousand BTU/dollar of GDP) 6.6 26 Justice Index (worst 0-100 best) 505 10
Renewable energy consumption (%) 4 @ 23 Laws.ui-t climate survey (worst 0-100 best) 70.7 20
Renewable energy production (%) 643 14 \I}Iomlodes (pe(L/W O?’OOQ people)v izens) 732 C 2;
SDG8 - Decent Work and Economic Growth e !
Banking access (per 10,000 people) 47 10
Employment discrimination (per 100,000 people) 19.0 23
Employment to population ratio (% of population aged 20-64) 783 ® 7
Youth not in employment, education or training (NEET) (%) 84 @ 7
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WYOMING

¥V 5 BEST AND 5 WORST INDICATORS

Best

Invasive management plan

Students with debt

PM 2.5 exposure

Incidence of tuberculosis

HIV prevalence

Worst

CO; intensity of electricity

Child vaccine coverage

SO, emissions

Justice Index

Energy efficiency

Change in forest area

LGBT inclusion in hate crime laws

NOx emissions

Women in government

Effective carbon rate

Recycling index

Global warming awareness

Sick leave policy

Climate action plan

Family leave policy

Renewable energy production

Suicide rate

Climate alliance membership

State Integrity Index

Fatal occupational injuries

Energy-related CO, emissions

V¥ SDG STATE RANK

39 (0F 50)

V¥V OVERALL PERFORMANCE

State score Average score

40.9 47.0

V¥ AVERAGE PERFORMANCE BY SDG
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Notes: The full title of Goal 2"Zero Hunger"is “End hunger, achieve food security and improved nutrition and promote sustainable agriculture’

The full title of each SDG is available here: https://sustainabledevelopment.un.org/sdgs
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WYOMING

Performance by Indicator

SDG1 -End Poverty Value Rating Rank Value Rating Rank
Affordable housing (per 100 Extremely Low Income Renter Households) 43 @ 18 Real GDP growth (%, average of 5 years) 021 ® 47
Could not see doctor due to cost (% of adult population) 144 ® 38 Unbanked rate (%) 24 © 4
Family leave policy (worst 0-1 best) 0o @ 6 Unemployment rate (% of population 25-64) 41 @ 9
Living below national poverty line (%) 13 13 Fatal occupational injuries (per 100,000 workers) 126 @ 50
Sick leave policy (worst 0-1 best) 0 e 11 .
Families receiving TANF (per 100 families in poverty) 49 @ 46 SDG9 - IndUStry’ Innovation and Infrastructure
Working poor (% of population 16-64) 33 @ 36 Scientific journal articles (per 1,000 doctorate holders) 10244 @ 8

Broadband access (% of households) 654 ® 32
SDG2 - Zero Hunger Deficient bridges (%) 110 @ 35
Elderly food insecurity (%) 6.2 15 Internet use (%) 838 @ 12
Living in food desert (%) 292 @ 48 Patents (per 1,000 individuals in S&E occupations) 123 @ 33
Food insecurity (% of households) 127 ® 26 Poor roads (%) 9 @ 6
Prevalence of obesity (% adult population) 275 17 Research and development expenditure (% of GDP) 06 ® 45
Pesticide exposure (per 100,000 people) 390 @ 40 STEM employment (% of employed population) 44 @ 43
Rural infrastructure index (worst 0-100 best) 423 @ 46 .
WIC coverage rate (% of eligible families) 441 @ 44 SDG10 - Reduced Inequalities

Case for Inclusion index (worst 0-100 best) 593 @ 42
SDG3 - Good Health and Well-Being Gini coefficient (best 01 worst) 0436 ® 4
Adolescent pregnancy rate (births per girl/woman aged 15-19) 261 @ 40 Hate groups (per 100,000 people) 034 ® 37
HIV prevalence (per 100,000) 597 @ 2 Pollution Burden (percentage point difference for people of color) 05 ® 5
Primary health care practitioners (% of need met) 557 @ 21 Racism index (best 0-100 worst) 356 7
Infant mortality rate (per 1,000 live births) 63 ® 27 Uninsured (%) 115 @ 44
Life expectancy at birth (years) 784 @ 32 . .. .
Maternal mortZIity (per 1)60,000 live births) 034 @ 28 SDG11 - Sustainable Cities and Communities
Non-communicable diseases (per 100,000 people aged 35-75) 36538 20 Sustainable transportation (% of commuters) 64 ® 19
Drug overdose deaths (per 100,000 people) 164 28 Overcrowded housing (% of occupied housing units) 2.1 19
Smoking rate (% of adults who are current smokers) 189 @ 34 Park access (%) 64 @ 8
Suicide rate (per 100,000 people) 246 @ 50 PM 2.5 exposure (ug/m’) EE L
Incidence of tuberculosis (per 100,000 people) 03 © 1 Rent burdened population (%) 413 o 3
Deaths due to road collisions (per 100,000 people) 135 ® 38 SDG12 - Responsible Consumption and Production
Chilq vgccine covelzragie (% of population 19-35 months) 747 @ 49 Chemical pollution (lbs/mi?) 1882 6
Subjective Wellbeing index (worst 0-100 best) 62.1 16 Lead emissions (kg/capita) 00038 ® 43
SDG4 - Quality Education NOx emissions (kg/capita) 2494 @ 50
Higher education (% aged 25-34, bachelors or higher) 272 @ 40 Recycling index (worst 04 best) 1T e 34
Students with debt (% of college graduates) 45 @ 2 50, emissions (kg/capita) 883 @ 50
Career and technical education (% of graduates placed) 777 @ 26 VOC emissions (kg/capita) 4274 @ 48
High school graduation rate (% of public graduates) 800 ® 39 SDG13 - Climate Action
Early educlation (%) 430 o 33 Resilient building codes (% of jurisdictions subject to hazards) 63 27
Basic reading achievement (% of grade 8 students) 81.0 10 Climate alliance membership (worst 0-1 best) 0 e 17
SDGS5 - Gender Equality Global warming awareness (%) 609 @ 49
Contraceptive deserts (% of persons in need located in a desert) 890 @ 7 Climate action plan (worst 01 best) 0o o 34
Female labor force (% of total labor force participation) 933 © 4 Energy-related CO, emissions (tCOx/capita) 1105 @ 50
LGBT inclusion in hate crime laws (worst 1-4 best) 1 @ 47 Effective carbon rate (USD/tCO,) 000 e 1
Women in government (% in state legislature) 17 @ 50 FEMA mitigation coverage (%) 787 @ 34
Sexual violence (lifetime prevalence) 383 @ 38 Weather costs (% of GDP) 0019 @ 25
Gender wage gap (% of men’s median wage) 768 ® 38 Weather injuries/fatalities (per 100,000 people) 137 ® 45
Women-owned businesses (% of solely-owned businesses) 392 © 22 SDG15 - Life on Land
SDG6 - Clean Water and Sanitation Change in forest area (%, 5 year change) 98 @ 49
Dams with Emergency Action Plans (% of high hazard potential dams) 918 @ 18 Invasive management plan (worst 0-1 best) 100 @ 1
Incomplete plumbing (% of occupied housing units) 036 ® 21 Non-carbon ecological footprint (% of biocapacity) 163 @ 4
Wiater stress index (Normalized Deficit Index) 0016 ® 4 Protected area (% of total area with GAP status 1-2) 1.3 10
Safe drinking water violations (% of people drinking water with violations) ~ 20.2 30 SDG16 - Peace, Justice and Strong Institutions
SDG7 - Affordable and Clean Energy Incarceration rate (per 100,000 people) 10071 @ 26
CO; intensity of electricity (mtCO,/TWh) 0945 @ 50 State Integrity Index (worst 0-100 best) 51 @ 49
Low-income energy burden (% of income spent on energy) 24 @ 6 Jail admission rate (per 100,000 people) 80150 @ 35
Energy efficiency (thousand BTU/dollar of GDP) 147 @ 49 Justice Index (worst 0-100 best) 199 @ 49
Renewable energy consumption (%) 93 ® 4 Laws.ui-t climate survey (worst 0-100 best) 733 8
Renewable energy production (%) 05 @ 50 ;Iomlodes (pe(L/W O?’OOQ peOple), izens) 643&'; : }2
SDG8 - Decent Work and Economic Growth e :
Banking access (per 10,000 people) 46 11
Employment discrimination (per 100,000 people) 94 @ 14
Employment to population ratio (% of population aged 20-64) 756 15
Youth not in employment, education or training (NEET) (%) 122 ® 28
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ANNEX 3
INDICATOR PROFILES
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1 NO
POVERTY

M@m Affordable housing (per 100 Extremely
Low Income Renter Households)

Rank State Value Rating

1 Alabama 61 26 Georgia 38 @ .

2 WestVirginia 59 26 Indiana 38 @ Affordable housmg

3 Kentucky = 26 Michigan ¥ e Description: Number of affordable and available rental homes per 100

4 Mississippi 51 @ 29 Virginia 37 @ extremely low income (ELI) renter households. Extremely low income refers to
4 South Dakota 51 ® 30 Connecticut 36 @ households with income at or below the poverty guideline or at 30% of Area
6 Arkansas 50 e 300 ‘Minnesota % e Median Income, whichever is higher.

7 South Carolina 49 o 32 Hawaii 35 @ Year: 2015 Units: Count per 100 ELI rental households

7 Tennessee 49 o 32 New York 35 @ . . .

Source: National Low Income Housing Coalition

9 North Dakota 48 ® 34 Idaho 34 e

9  Oklahoma 48 o 34 Maryland EZEN ] Minimum Value: 15 Target Value: 100

11 Louisiana 46 © 34 Wisconsin 34 @ Maximum Value: 61 Green/Yellow Threshold: 70

11 Maine 46 © 37 Delaware 33 @ ) Yellow/Orange Threshold: 55

11 Massachusetts 46 © 38  Alaska 32 Sort Order: Ascending Orange/Red Threshold: 40

11 North Carolina 46 ® 38 lllinois 32 e SDG Alignment: Target 1.4 Worst Value: 21

i ° °

[ 45 40 Utan . 3 Threshold Rationale: Best value set according to universal access: public

16 Kansas 4 @ 41 New Hampshire 30 o service. Worst value set according to 2.5th percentile. Dashboard set according
16 Montana 44 @ 41 Washington 30 ® to expert guidance.

18 Missouri 43 ® 43 New Jersey 29 e®

18  Ohio 43 e 43 Texas 29 e

18  Rhode Island 43 e 45 Colorado 27 ®

18  Wyoming 43 e 45 Florida 27 ®

22 Nebraska 41 e 47 Arizona 26 ©

23 Vermont 40 © 47 Oregon 26 ©

24 lowa 39 @ 49 California 21 @

24 Pennsylvania 39 @ 50 Nevada 5 @

1 NO
POVERTY

th Could not see doctor due to cost
(% of adult population)

Rank State Value Rating
; :lav::]a” ;j 52 EZEZEEZ E] : Could not see doctor due to cost
3 North Dakota £ 28 Tennessee 124 @ Description: Adults who reported that they needed to see a doctor but could
3 Vermont 8.2 29 Indiana 126 © not because of cost in the past 12 months.
5 Massachusetts 838 30 Michigan 128 @ .
6  South Dakota 89 30 New Jersey 128 @ Vear: 2016 Units: %
7 Minnesota 9.5 30 New Mexico 128 Source: Kaiser Family Foundation
8  Connecticut 99 33 Alaska 130 @ o
o Wshingian 01 e 34 Missouri 134 @ Minimum Value: 7.4 Target Value: 0
10 New Hampshire 103 e . Vil 134 @ Maximum Value: 19.2 Green/Yellow Threshold: 5.0
10 Rhode Island 103 o 36 Arizona 136 @ Sort Order: Descending ;eHOW/j):S?_ETh':SEIf; 100'0
12 Wisconsin 104 © 37 Idaho 141 e SDG Alignment: Target 1.4 range/Red threshold: 1>.
13 Ohio 107 ® 38 Wyoming 144 ® Worst Value: 17.9
14 Maine 108 @ 39 West Virginia 146 ® Threshold Rationale: Best value set according to universal access: public
14 Maryland 108 ® 40 Arkansas 153 @ service. Worst value set according to 2.5th percentile. Dashboard set according
16 Oregon 1o e 41 Oklahoma 154 @ to summary statistics, and adjusted for clustering.
17 Pennsylvania 11 e 42 South Carolina 158 @
18 lllinois 12 e 43 Nevada 160 @
18 New York 112 e 44 North Carolina 162 @
20 Delaware 13 o 45 Alabama 164 @
20 Montana 13 e 46  Florida 166 @
22 California 14 @ 46  Georgia 166 @
23 Kansas 17 @ 48  Louisiana 176 @
23 Utah M7 @ 49 Texas 179 @
25 Colorado 120 o 50  Mississippi 192 @
S,
152 Sustainable Development Report of the United States 2018 %ms



1 NO
POVERTY

Family leave policy
(worst 0 — best 1)

Rank State Value Rating
1 California 1 @ 6 Michigan 0o e . )
1 New Jersey 1T e 6  Minnesota 0 e Famlly leave pOIICy
1 NewYork ] C 6 Mississippi 0 e Description: State legislation requiring paid family leave (0= does not require
1 Rhode Island 1T e 6 Missouri 0 e paid family leave, 1= requires paid family leave).
1 Washington 1 @ 6 Montana 0 e ) )
6 Alabama 0 e 6 Nebraska 0 e Year: 2018 Units: Categorical
6  Alaska 0 e 6 Nevada 0 e Source: National Conference of State Legislatures
6 Arizona 0 e 6  New Hampshire 0 e o
6 Akansas 0 e 6 New Mexico 0 e Minimum Value: 0 Target Value: 1
6 Colorado 0 e 6 North Carolina 0 e Maximum Value: 1 Green/Yellow Threshold: NA
6  Connecticut 0 e 6 North Dakota 0o e Sort Order: Ascending Yellow/Orange Threshold: NA
6 Delaware 0 e 6 Ohio 0 @ . Orange/Red Threshold: NA
SDG Alignment: Target 1.3
6 Florida 0 e 6  Oklahoma 0 e Worst Value: 0
6 Georgia 0o e 6 Oregon 0 e Threshold Rationale: Best value set according to category “requires paid
6 Hawaii 0 e 6  Pennsylvania 0 e family leave.” Worst value set according to “does not require paid family leave”
6 Idaho 0 e 6 South Carolina 0 e Dashboard set to binary red/green scale.
6 lllinois 0 e 6  South Dakota 0o e
6 Indiana 0 e 6 Tennessee 0 e
6 lowa 0 e 6 Texas 0o e
6 Kansas 0 e 6 Utah 0 e
6  Kentucky 0 e 6 Vermont 0 e
6 Louisiana 0 e 6 Virginia 0 e
6  Maine 0 e 6 WestVirginia 0o e
6 Maryland 0 e 6 Wisconsin 0 e
6  Massachusetts 0 e 6  Wyoming 0 e

1 NO
POVERTY

Living below poverty line (%)

Rank State Value Rating
1 New Hampshire 73 © 25 Oregon 133 L. .
2 Hawaii 93 @ 25 South Dakota 133 Living below PR line
3 Maryland 97 @ 28 Nevada 138 © Description: Percent of people living below national poverty line.
4 Connecticut 98 @ 29  Missouri 140 ®
5  Alaska 99 e 30 Indiana 141 @ Year: 2016 Units: %
5 Minnesota 99 e 31  California 143 © . .
7 Utah 102 e 32 Idaho 144 ® Source: American Community Survey, US Census Bureau
8  Massachusetts 104 @ 33 Ohio 146 @ Minimum Value: 7.3 Target Value: 3.7
8  New Jersey 104 @ 34 Florida 147 ® Maximum Value: 20.8 Green/Yellow Threshold: 10.5
10 North Dakota 10.7 34 New York 147 ® Yellow/Orange Threshold: 13.5
11 Colorado 1.0 36 Michigan 150 o Sort Order: Descending Orange/Red Threshold: 16.5
11 Virginia 110 37 South Carolina 153 @ SDG Alignment: Target 1.2 Worst Value: 20.2
13 Wash@gton 13 38 North Carolina 4o Threshold Rationale: Best value set according to SDG mandate to halve
13 Wyoming 113 39 Texas 156 @ poverty. Worst value set according to 2.5th percentile. Dashboard set according
15 Nebraska 114 40 Tennessee 158 @ to summary statistics, and adjusted for clustering.
16 Delaware 11.7 41 Georgia 160 ®
17 lowa 11.8 42 Oklahoma 163 @
17 Wisconsin 11.8 43 Arizona 164 ©
19 Vermont 11.9 44 Alabama 171 @
20 Kansas 121 45 Arkansas 172 @
21 Maine 125 46 West Virginia 179 @
22 Rhode Island 128 47 Kentucky 185 @
23 Pennsylvania 129 48  New Mexico 198 @
24 lllinois 13.0 49  Louisiana 202 ©
25 Montana 133 50  Mississippi 208 @
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1 NO
POVERTY

th Sick leave policy
(worst 01 best)

Rank State Value Rating
1 Arizona 1 e 11 Maine 0o e ) .
1 California 1 @ 11 Michigan 0 e Sick leave pOIICy
1 Connecticut I 11 Minnesota 0 o Description: State legislation requiring paid sick leave (0= does not require
1 Maryland 1T e 11 Mississippi 0o e paid sick leave, 1= requires paid sick leave).
T Massachusetts 1 @ 11 Missouri 0o e . .
1 New Jersey 1 e 11 Montana 0 e Year: 2018 Units: Categorical
1 Oregon 1 e 11 Nebraska 0 e Source: National Conference of State Legislatures
1 Rhode Island 1 e 11 Nevada 0 e .
1 Vermont 1 e 11 New Hampshire 0 e Minimum Value: 0 Target Value: 1
1 Washington 1 e 11 New Mexico 0 e Maximum Value: 1 Green/Yellow Threshold: NA
11 Alabama 0 e 11 NewYork 0 e Sort Order: Ascending Yellow/Orange Threshold: NA
11 Alaska 0o e 11 North Carolina 0 e . Orange/Red Threshold: NA
SDG Alignment: Target 1.3
11 Arkansas 0o e 11 North Dakota 0o e Worst Value: 0
11 Colorado 0 e 11 Ohio 0 e Threshold Rationale: Best value set according to category “requires paid
11 Delaware 0 e 11 Oklahoma 0 e sick leave.” Worst value set according to “does not require paid sick leave.”
11 Florida 0 e 11 Pennsylvania 0 e Dashboard set to binary red/green scale.
11 Georgia 0 e 11 South Carolina 0o e
11 Hawaii 0o e 11 South Dakota 0 e
11 Idaho 0 e 11 Tennessee 0 e
11 llinois 0 e 11 Texas 0 e
11 Indiana 0 e 11 Utah 0o e
11 lowa 0 e 11 Virginia 0 e
11 Kansas 0 e 11 West Virginia 0o e
11 Kentucky 0 e 11 Wisconsin 0 e
11 Louisiana 0 e 11 Wyoming 0o e

1 NO
POVERTY

Families receiving TANF
(per 100 families in poverty)

Rank State Value Rating
1 California 65.5 26 New Jersey 197 @ . L.
2 Minnesota 56.5 27 Virginia 192 ® Families receiving TANF
3 Vermont 471 28 Missouri 189 ® Description: Number of families receiving Temporary Assistance for Needy
4 New York 427 29 South Dakota 168 @ Families (TANF) per 100 families in poverty.
5  Hawaii 381 @ 30 Montana 168 @ . o
6 Delaware 379 3 W 165 ® Year: 2015-2016 Units: Count per 100 families in poverty
7 Massachusetts 376 ® 32 lllinois 158 @ Source: Center on Budget and Policy Priorities
8 Oregon 370 ® 33 Michigan 138 @ o
9 Rhode lsland 357 @ 34 Florida 1) e Minimum Value: 4.2 Target Value: 100.0
10 Pennsylvania 00 e 35 South Carolina 115 e Maximum Value: 65.5 Green/Yellow Threshold: 70.0
11 Maryland 300 ® 36 Kansas 103 ® Sort Order: Ascending ’:”°‘”’ ?:ZET,EW:SE:I:; ‘(‘)0'0
12 Alaska 268 @ 37 Alabama 102 ® SDG Alignment: Target 1.3 range/ned threshold: 33.
13 Colorado %3 ® 38 Utah 93 ® Worst Value: 4.3
14 New Hampshire 253 @ 39 North Dakota 81 @ Threshold Rationale: Best value set according to zero deprivation: end poverty.
15 Washington 250 ® 40 Oklahoma 80 ® Worst value set according to 2.5th percentile. Dashboard set according to
16 Connecticut 235 @ 41 Indiana 72 @ expert guidance.
17 Tennessee 232 ® 42 Idaho 71 @
18 New Mexico 25 @ 43 North Carolina 70 ©
19 Ohio 24 © 44 Mississippi 67 ©
20 Nevada 22 © 45 Arizona 62 ©
21 lowa 219 @ 46 Wyoming 49 @
22 Maine 217 @ 47 Arkansas 48 @
23 Kentucky 203 © 48  Georgia 47 @
24 Nebraska 199 e 49 Texas 43 ®
25 Wisconsin 198 @ 50 Louisiana 42 @
S,
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1 NO
POVERTY

Working poor
(% of population 16-64)

Rank State Value Rating
1 New Hampshire 09 e 26 Nebraska 28 @ .
2 Massachusetts 13 @ 27 Indiana 29 © Workmg poor
3 Connecticut 14 o 28 Kansas 30 e Description: Percent of population aged 16-64 living below the poverty level
4 Hawaii 15 @ 28 Montana 30 ® and working full-time, year-round.
4 Maryland 15 ® 28 Nevada 30 @ .
6  RhodeIsland 16 © 31 Missouri 31 @ Vear: 2016 Units: %
7 Washington 17 ® 31 Oregon 31 e Source: American Community Survey, US Census Bureau
8 Alaska 18 ® 33 California 32 @ o
8 Vermont 18 ® 33 North Carolina 30 e Minimum Value: 0.9 Target Value: 0.0
10 Minnesota 19 33 WestVirginia 37 @ Maximum Value: 5.1 Green/Yellow Threshold: 1.9
10  North Dakota 1.9 36 South Carolina 33 @ Sort Order: Descending \(;ellow/;)l;a:?riTh:s::I::slB
12 Delaware 20 36 Tennessee 33 © SDG Alignment: Target 1.2 range/Re reshoid: 3.
12 New Jersey 20 36 Wyoming 33 @ Worst Value: 4.9
14 Pennsylvania 2.1 39  Florida 34 © Threshold Rationale: Best value set according to zero deprivation: end poverty.
14 South Dakota 21 39 Idaho 34 @ Worst value set according to 2.5th percentile. Dashboard set according to
16 Maine 27 41 Kentucky 35 @ summary statistics, and adjusted for clustering.
16  Virginia 22 42 Georgia 36 ©
16 Wisconsin 22 43 Arkansas 37 @
19 Colorado 24 44 Alabama 39 e
19 lowa 24 44 Arizona 39 @
21 lllinois 26 44 Oklahoma 39 e
21 Ohio 26 47 Texas 41 @
23 Michigan 27 48  Louisiana 47 @
23 New York 27 49 Mississippi 49 @
23 Utah 27 50 New Mexico 51 @

((( Elderly food insecurity (%)
w

Rank State Value Rating
1 North Dakota 34 @ 25 Nebraska 7.1 . .
2 Colorado 38 @ 27 New York 73 Elderly food insecurity
3 Minnesota 39 o 28 Massachusetts 74 Description: Percent of Americans over the age of 60 facing food insecurity as
4 Hawaii 47 @ 28 Michigan 74 measured on the Food Security Supplement of the Current Population Survey.
4 ldaho 47 ® 28 New Jersey 74 .
4 Wisconsin 47 e 31 Alaska 76 ® Vear: 2016 Units: %
7 Washington 49 © 32 Ohio 77 @ Source: The State of Senior Hunger in America, Feeding America
8  Virginia 50 ® 32 Pennsylvania 77 @ .
9 South Dakota 53 34 California 3 e Minimum Value: 3.4 Target Value: 0.0
10 Delaware 5 35 Rhode Island 90 e Maximum Value: 14.1 Green/Yellow Threshold: 5.0
10 Maryland 55 36  Arkansas 92 @ Sort Order: Descending ;eIIOW/?;:?rETh':S:::I::'s
10 Missouri 55 36  Georgia 92 © SDG Alignment: Target 2.1 range/ne ) reshold:=.
13 Connecticut 6.0 38 West Virginia 93 @ Worst Value: 12.8
13 Nevada 6.0 39  Texas 95 © Threshold Rationale: Best value set according to SDG mandate to end hunger.
15 Oregon 6.2 40 Indiana 99 @ Worst valge set according to 2.5th percentile. Dashboard set according to
15 Utah 6.2 41 Tennessee 103 @ expert guidance.
15 Wyoming 6.2 42 Oklahoma 05 @
18 lowa 6.3 43 South Carolina 107 @
18 Kansas 6.3 44 Arizona 108 @
18 Montana 6.3 44 Kentucky 108 @
18  Vermont 6.3 46 North Carolina 116 @
22 Florida 6.8 47 Mississippi 19 e
23 Maine 6.9 48  New Mexico 127 @
24 New Hampshire 7.0 49  Alabama 128 @
25 lllinois 7.1 50 Louisiana 141 @
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2 Wew

(¢ Living in a food desert (%)
A 4

Rank State Value Rating
1 New York 10.9 26 Texas 208 ® .
2 California 11.0 27 Michigan 20 @ Living in food desert
3 Vermont 1> 28 Indiana 214 ® Description: Percent of population with low-access to large grocery stores. Low
4 Maine 129 29  Oklahoma 214 @ access defined as more than 1 mile from a supermarket, supercenter or large
5  Nevada 143 30 South Carolina 215 @ grocery store if in an urban area, or more than 10 miles if in a rural area.
6 Oregon 153 31 Missouri 217 @ Year: 2015 Units: %
7 Kentucky 15.7 32 Mississippi 220 ©
8 Virginia 172 ® 33 New Jersey 27 @ Source: Food Environment Atlas, US Department of Agriculture
9 Colorado 173 @ 34 Rhode sland 22 © Minimum Value: 10.9 Target Value: 0.0
10 North Carolina 175 © 35 Montana 25 Maximum Value: 31.3 Green/Yellow Threshold: 7.0
11 West Virginia 177 @ 36 Tennessee 26 © Yellow/Orange Threshold: 16.0
12 lllinois 178 ® 37 Louisiana 27 © Sort Order: Descending Orange/Red Threshold: 24.0
13 Wisconsin 180 @ 38  Ohio 27 ® SDG Alignment: Target 2.1 Worst Value: 30.3
14 Nebraska e 39 North Dakota B2 Threshold Rationale: Best value set according to SDG mandate to ensure
[ L 40 Kansas B3 access to sufficient fo.od for all. Worst value set according to 2.5th percentile.
16 Arizona 184 @ 41 Georgia 233 © Dashboard set according to summary statistics, and adjusted for clustering.
17 Utah 184 @ 42 Minnesota 239 o
18 Delaware 185 ® 43 Massachusetts 252 @
19 Idaho 191 @ 44 Hawaii 255 @
20 Maryland 196 @ 45 New Hampshire 258 @
21  Florida 197 @ 46 Connecticut 288 @
22 Pennsylvania 197 @ 47 South Dakota 288 @
23 Arkansas 197 @ 48 Wyoming 292 @
24 Alabama 98 ® 49 Alaska 303 ©
25 Washington 208 © 50 New Mexico 312 @
2 fem
(¢ Food insecurity
(% of households)
Rank State Value Rating
1 Hawaii 8.7 26 Wyoming 127 © . 5
2 North Dakota 88 27 Rhode Island 128 ® Food insecurity
3 New Hampshire 96 28 Montana 129 ® Description: Percent of households experiencing food insecurity and very low
4 Minnesota 9.7 29  South Carolina 130 © food security, 2014-2016 average.
5 Virginia 9.9 30 Tennessee 134 © .
6 Maryland 01 e 31 Georgia 140 o Vear:2014-2016 Units: %
7 Vermont 101 @ 32 Missouri 142 © Source: Economic Research Service, US Department of Agriculture
8 Colorado 03 e 33 Michigan 143 @ o
9 Massachusetts 103 ® 34 Texas 143 e Minimum Value: 8.7 Target Value: 0.0
10 South Dakota 106 @ 35 Kansas 145 @ Maximum Value: 18.7 Green/Yellow Threshold: 5.0
1 lowa 107 ® 36 Oregon 146 ® Sort Order: Descending ‘(;e”°‘”/ O:;‘?ET"ESIZ""“: 100
12 Wisconsin 107 ® 37 Arizona 146 © SDG Alignment: Target 2.1 range/Re reshold: 15.5
13 Delaware 08 ® 38 Nebraska 147 o Worst Value: 18.3
14 lllinois 111 e 39 Ohio 148 © Threshold Rationale: Best value set according to SDG mandate to end hunger.
15 New Jersey 11 @ 40 West Virginia 149 @ Worst value set according to 2.5th percentile. Dashboard set according to
16 Utah 15 e 41 North Carolina 51 e average of OECD top 5 and summary statistics, and adjusted for clustering.
17 Washington 16 @ 42 Oklahoma 152 @
18  California 18 ® 43 Indiana 152 @
19 Florida 120 © 44 Maine 164 @
20 Idaho 121 @ 45 Kentucky 173 @
21 Nevada 121 @ 46 Arkansas 175 @
22 Connecticut 123 ® 47 New Mexico 176 @
23 New York 125 © 48  Alabama 181 @
24 Pennsylvania 125 © 49 Louisiana 183 @
25 Alaska 127 @ 50 Mississippi 187 @
S,
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2 fikim
(¢ Prevalence of obesity
(% adult population)

Rank State Value Rating
1 Colorado 20 © 26 Pennsylvania 29.5 p | f obesi
2 Massachusetts 230 @ 27 Wisconsin 301 @ revalence of obesity
3 Hawai 22 o 28 Delaware 302 o Description: Percent of adult population reporting a BMI of 30 or higher.
4 California 248 ®© 29 Kansas 309 @
5 New York 250 ® 29 Ohio 309 @ Vear 2016 Unite: o
6 Montana 251 @ 31 Georgia 310 ® ear nits:%
7 Connecticut 254 © 32 lllinois 317 e Source: Behavioral Risk Factor Surveillance System, Centers for Disease
8 Nevada 255 @ 32 Missouri 311 @ Control and Prevention
° °
190 EtahH Hi ;ZS 22 Q‘asiac i ;: . Minimum Value: 22.0 Target Value: 23.8
. t .
T orth Laroing Maximum Value: 37.3 Green/Yellow Threshold: 25.9
11 Rhode Island 26.1 36 lowa 316 ©
Yellow/Orange Threshold: 29.6
12 New Jersey 26.5 36 Nebraska 316 © Sort Order: Descending
Orange/Red Threshold: 33.3
13 Vermont 266 38  North Dakota 317 e SDG Alignment: Target 2.2 Worst Value: 37.3
14 Florida 27.1 39 Indiana 320 © LA
15 Idaho 272 39  South Carolina 320 © Threshold Rationale: Best value set according to average of top 5. Worst
15 Minnesota 272 41 Michigan 21 @ value set according to 2.5th percentile. Dashboard set according to summary
) ! ’ statistics, and adjusted for clustering.
17 Wyoming 27.5 42 Oklahoma 327 @
18 Oregon 284 43 Texas 334 @
18  Washington 284 44 Kentucky 340 @
20 New Mexico 285 45 Tennessee 348 @
20 Virginia 285 46 Louisiana 353 @
22 Arizona 289 47 Alabama 356 ©
23 Maine 29.1 48 Arkansas 360 ©
24 South Dakota 293 49 Mississippi 373 @
25 Maryland 294 49 West Virginia 373 @

2 i

(¢ Pesticide exposure
(per 100,000 people)

Rank State Value Rating
1 Nevada 161 @ 26 Maryland 32.1 Pesticid
2 Massachusetts 190 @ 27 Virginia 333 @ esticide exposure
3 Rhodesland 192 @ 28 Indiana 36 ® Description: Rate of reported exposures to all pesticides per 100,000 people.
4 New Jersey 199 e 29 North Carolina 340 ©
5 lllinois 204 © 30 Louisiana 342 ® Vear 2014 Units: Count per 100,000 |
6 NewYork 21 e 31 Georgia 353 @ ear nits: Lotnt per T, 007 peope
7 Colorado 237 @ 32 Nebraska 358 @ Source: National Environmental Public Health Tracking Network, Centers for
8  Michigan 37 ® 33 Tennessee 361 @ Disease Control
9 Florida 253 34 lowa 373 @
I . . . Minimum Value: 16.1 Target Value: 18.9
10  Connecticut 254 35 New Mexico 373 ® Max Value: 54.5 G Nellow Threshold: 24.4
11 Alaska 259 36 Vermont 385 ® armum alue: o5 Yrﬁe" o T:es E s
12 California 264 37 South Dakota 387 @ . ; ellow/Orange Threshold: 32.7
Sort Order: Descending .
13 Wisconsin 264 38 Kansas 388 @ . Orange/Red Threshold: 40.0
- : SDG Alignment: Target 2.4 Worst Value: 49.1
14 Hawaii 26.7 39 Mississippi 390 orstValue: 2.
15 Ohio 27.1 40 Wyoming 390 © Threshold Rationale: Best value set according to average of top 5. Worst
16 Pennsylvania 273 41 Missouri 397 @ value set according to 2.5th percentile. Dashboard set according to summary
17 Arizora 205 4 Alabama 300 @ statistics, and adjusted for clustering.
18  South Carolina 30.1 43 Maine 410 @
19 Washington 304 44 West Virginia 413 @
20 Delaware 305 45 QOregon 420 @
21 Texas 30.7 46 Idaho 48 @
22 New Hampshire 30.7 47 Arkansas 446 @
23 Minnesota 31.7 48  Kentucky 455 @
24 Montana 320 49  Oklahoma 491 @
25 North Dakota 320 50 Utah 545 @
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2 Wew

1§ Rural infrastructure index
(worst 0-100 best)

Rank State Value Rating
1 Maryland 854 @ 26 Wisconsin 568 ® . .
2 Delaware 770 ® 27 North Dakota 565 © Rural infrastructure index
3 Florida 766 @ 28 Virginia 565 @ Description: Composite indicator of rural infrastructure including: conditions
4 Utah 743 @ 29 lowa 560 @ of rural roads, structurally deficient bridges, road deaths rate, interstate access
5 Massachusetts 725 @ 30 New Mexico 558 ® and broadband access. Indicators normalized to a 0-100 scale, then averaged
6 New Jersey 708 ® 31 Arizona 557 ® for a score of 0 (worst)-100 (best).
7 New York 674 32 Maine 549 @ Year: 2015,2016 Units: Index (0-100)
8 M|nn§sota 665 33 Hawail ) 43 e Source: TRIP; Federal Communications Commission
9 Georgia 66.1 34 South Carolina 532 ®
10 Alabama 65.9 35 Kansas 530 © Minimum Value: 16.2 Target Value: 100.0
11 Washington 659 36 Arkansas 500 @ Maximum Value: 85.4 Green/Yellow Threshold: 69.4
12 Colorado 64.7 37 Nebraska 493 @ Yellow/Orange Threshold: 57.0
13 New Hampshire 64.3 38  Pennsylvania 479 @ Sort Order: Ascending Orange/Red Threshold: 43.2
14 lllinois 64.0 39 Missouri 466 ®© SDG Alignment: Target 2.a Worst Value: 24.7
1> Loizaiau, il 40 Louisiana 3@ Threshold Rationale: Best value set according to universal access: basic
16 Ohio 629 41 Montana 53 @ infrastructure. Worst value set according to 2.5th percentile. Dashboard set
17 Idaho 62.7 42 Michigan 438 © according to summary statistics, and adjusted for clustering.
18 Vermont 624 43 Alaska 437 @
19 Tennessee 624 44 Rhode Island 437 @
20 North Carolina 60.1 45 South Dakota 434 ©
21 Kentucky 59.7 46 Wyoming 423 @
22 Texas 595 47 West Virginia 400 @
23 Nevada 59.3 48  Oklahoma 281 @
24 Indiana 59.0 49 Mississippi 247 @
25 Oregon 588 50 California 162 @

2 fiew

(¢ WIC coverage rate
w (% of eligible families)

Rank State Value Rating
1 California 710 ® 26 Arizona 511 @ WIC "
2 Vermont 646 27 NothCarolina 511 ® coverage rate
3 Maryland 635 28 Louisiana 508 @ Description: Percent of population that is eligible for the Special Supplemental
4 Minnesota 63.4 29 Ohio 502 ® Nutrition Program for Women, Infants, and Children (WIC) benefits, that
5 Texas 589 @ 30 Georgia 488 @ receives WIC benefits.
6 Washington 569 @ 31 Indiana 484 @ Year:2014,2015 Units: %
7 Massachusetts 5683 @ 32 lllinois 481 @
8 Michigan 563 @ -~ 480 ® Source: Food and Nutrition Service, US Department of Agriculture
9 NewYork 547 @ 34 South Carolina 478 @ Minimum Value: 39.1 Target Value: 100.0

10 Rhode Island 536 ® 35 Virginia 477 @ Maximum Value: 71.0 Green/Yellow Threshold: 70.0
11 Nevada 536 @ 36 Idaho 76 @ ) Yellow/Orange Threshold: 60.0
12 Alabama 535 @ 37 Wisconsin 472 ® sort Or.der. Ascending Orange/Red Threshold: 50.0
13 Kentucky 534 @ 38 lowa 472 @ SDG Alignment: Target 2.1 Worst Value: 39.7

14 Oklahoma 531 @ 39 Kansas 462 @ Threshold R o B | g | b

reshold Rationale: Best value set according to universal access: public
° °

By 230 40 Tennesseé 8 service. Worst value set according to 2.5th percentile. Dashboard set according
16 New Jersey 524 @ 41 New Mexico a7 e to summary statistics, and adjusted for clustering.

17 Mississippi 523 @ 42 South Dakota 450 @

18  Pennsylvania 519 ® 43 Alaska 443 @

19 West Virginia 519 @ 44 Wyoming 441 @

20  Delaware 517 @ 45 Connecticut 431 @

21 Hawaii 516 ® 46 New Hampshire 427 @

22 Missouri 515 @ 47 Colorado 410 @

23 Nebraska 515 @ 48 Utah 402 @

24 Florida 514 ® 49 North Dakota 397 @

25 Maine 513 @ 50 Montana 391 @
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GOODHEALTH
AND WELL-BEING

_,\,\/\. Adolescent pregnancy rate
(births per girl/woman aged 15-19)

Rank State Value Rating
1 Massachusetts 85 @ 26 Idaho 20.1
2 New Hampshire 93 ® 27 North Dakota 20.3 Adolescent pregnancy rate
3 Connecticut e 28 Ohio 218 ® Description: Fertility rate of girls/women aged 15-19.
4 Vermont 103 @ 29 North Carolina 218 ©
5 New Jersey 10 @ 30 Kansas 219 ® o
6 Minnesota 16 e 31 Missouri 34 ® Year: 2016 Units: births per 1,000 women aged 15-19
7 Rhode Island 129 @ 32 Indiana 235 ® Source: National Center for Health Statistics, Center for Disease Control
8  New York 132 @ 33 Arizona 236 © and Prevention
ot 7 33 Georgia 236 @ Minimum Value: 8.5 Target Value: 9.7
10 V\./is§olnsin 150 35 Montana i 27 Maximum Value: 34.6 Green/Yellow Threshold: 13.9
11 Virginia 155 36 South Carolina 237 ® Yellow/Orange Threshold: 20.7
12 Utah 156 37 Nevada a2 Sort Order: Descending Orange/Red Threshold: 27.5
13 Pennsylvania 158 38 South Dakota 251 @ SDG Alignment: Target 3.7 Worst Value: 33.4
14 Maryland 159 39 Alaska 258 ®
15 Washington 16.6 40  Wyoming 261 © Threshold Rationale: Best value set according to average of top 5. Worst
16 Oregon 166 41 Tennessee %0 ® valt{e set accordi_ng to 2.5th percgntile. Dashboard set according to summary
statistics, and adjusted for clustering.
17 California 17.0 42 Alabama 284 @
18 lowa 17.2 43 West Virginia 293 @
19 Michigan 17.7 44 New Mexico 298 ©
20 Colorado 17.8 45 Louisiana 306 @
21 lllinois 187 46 Kentucky 309 @
22 Nebraska 19.1 47 Texas 310 @
23 Hawaii 19.2 48 Mississippi 326 ©
24 Florida 19.3 49  Oklahoma 334 @
25 Delaware 195 50 Arkansas 346 @

GOODHEALTH

AND WELL-BEING

_,\,\/. HIV prevalence

(per 100,000 people)

Rank State Value Rating
1 North Dakota 534 ® 26 Hawaii 2331
2 Wyoming 597 @ 27 Missouri 2340 HIV prevalence
3 Montana 661 @ 28 Colorado 2536 Description: Persons aged 13 and older with diagnosed HIV infection.
4 South Dakota 733 ® 29 Rhode Island 259.5
5 Idaho 792 © 30 Arizona 270.0 .
6 lowa B5 e 31 Tennessee 974 ® Year: 2015 Units: Count per 100,000 people
7 New Hampshire  107.6 32 Alabama 3024 ® Source: HIV Surveillance Report, Centers for Disease Control and Prevention
8 Alaska 109.3 33 Virginia 3077 ® o
9 WestVirginia 1133 34 Pennsylvania 3144 ® Minimum Value: 53.4 Target Value: 66.3
10 Utah 164 35 llinois 3301 @ Maximum Value: 768.8 Green/Yellow Threshold: 98.4
11 Kansas 1186 36 Massachusetts 3384 @ Sort Order: Descending ;eIIOW/?;a:?rETh':S::T;;iO
12 Wisconsin 1220 37 Connecticut 3387 @ SDG Alignment: Target 3.3 range/ne reshold: .
13 Vermont 1237 38 NorthCarolina 3549 @ Worst Value: 657.8
14 Maine 1285 39 Texas 3689 ®© Threshold Rationale: Best value set according to average of top 5. Worst
15 Nebraska 1316 40 Nevada 3710 @ value set according to 2.5th percentile. Dashboard set according to summary
16 Minnesota 1713 4 sl 3740 @ statistics, and adjusted for clustering.
17 Michigan 174.6 42 California 3764 ®
18  Kentucky 179.6 43 South Carolina 3946 ©
19 Oklahoma 179.9 44 Delaware 4049 ©
20 New Mexico 186.5 45  New Jersey 4737 @
21 Oregon 193.7 46  Louisiana 5047 @
22 Indiana 195.7 47 Georgia 5880 @
23 Washington 2083 48  Florida 6152 ®
24 Ohio 212.5 49 Maryland 6578 @
25 Arkansas 2148 50 New York 7688 ®
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GOODHEALTH
AND WELL-BEING

Primary health care practitioners
(% of need met)

e

Rank State Value Rating
1 Indiana 784 26 Kansas 513 ® . .
2 Tennessee 09 EeT— 52 Primary health care practitioners
3 Hawaii 698 28 ldaho 84 © Description: Percent of need for primary care health practitioners met.
4 South Carolina 69.5 29 Minnesota 477 @
5 Louisiana 682 30 North Carolina 472 @ .
6 Texas 673 31 Maryland 472 ® Vear: 2017 Units: %
7 Rhodelsland 67.0 32 California 459 @ Source: Kaiser Family Foundation
8 Utah 66.9 33 West Virginia 452 @ o
9 Wisconsin 657 34 Arizona 51 e Minimum Value: 0.2 Target Value: 100.0
10 Virginia 631 35 Georgia 438 ® Maximum Value: 78.4 Green/Yellow Threshold: 80.0
11 Arkansas 626 ® 36 SouthDakota 438 @ Sort Order: Ascending Yellow/Orange Threshold: 65.0
12 lowa 622 ® 37 Maine 53 e ) Orange/Red Threshold: 50.0
SDG Alignment: Target. 3.8
13 Kentucky 610 ® 38 New York 418 ® Worst Value: 17.0
14 Alabama 576 ® 39 Mississippi 412 @ Threshold Rationale: Best value set according to universal access: public
15 1linois 574 @ 40  Massachusetts 387 @ service. Worst value set according to 2.5th percentile. Dashboard set according
16 New Hampshire 67 @ 41 Colorado 384 @ to summary statistics, and adjusted for clustering.
17 Oklahoma 565 © 42 Montana 384 @
18  Pennsylvania 561 @ 43 North Dakota 358 @
19 Nebraska 560 ® 44 Delaware 319 @
20 Michigan 559 @ 45 Washington 316 @
21 Wyoming 557 @ 46 Alaska 291 @
22 Ohio 552 © 47 New Mexico 230 ©
23 New Jersey 549 © 48  Florida 218 @
24 Oregon 545 @ 49 Missouri 170 @
25 Vermont 536 @ 50  Connecticut 02 ©

GOODHEALTH

AND WELL-BEING

_,\,\/. Infant mortality rate

(per 1,000 live births)

Rank State Value Rating

1 Massachusetts 46 26 Maine 63 © ;

2 New Hampshire 46 27 Wyoming 63 © Infant mortallty rate

3 Vermont 48 28 Florida 66 ® Description: Infant deaths per 1,000 live births, 8-year average.

4 California 4.8 29 lllinois 67 ®

5  Washington 48 30 Virginia 67 @ . o

6 New Jersey 49 31 Missouri 67 Year: 2014 Units: Count per 1,000 live births

7 lowa 5.0 32 Kansas 68 @ Source: 2018 Social Progress Index, Social Progress Imperative

8 Utah 50 e 33 Kentucky 68 @ o

9 Minnesota 51 e 34 South Dakota 69 ® Minimum Value: 4.6 Target Value: 2.0

10 Oregon 51 e 35 Pennsylvania 69 ® Maximum Value: 9.5 Green/Yellow Threshold: 3.5
11 New York 52 ® 36 Maryland 71 @ Sort Order: Descending ‘:”°‘”/ ?:Z?ETTS;:I:?O
12 Nebraska 54 © 37 Michigan 72 @ SDG Alignment: Target 3.2 range/red Threshold: 6.

13 Connecticut 55 @ 38 Georgia 72 @ Worst Value: 8.9

14 Alaska 56 © 39 West Virginia 73 @ Threshold Rationale: Best value set according to average of OECD top 5. Worst
14 Idaho 56 @ 40 Indiana 73 @ value set according to 2.5th percentile. Dashboard set according to summary
16 Colorado 56 @ 41 South Carolina 74 @ statistics, and adjusted for clustering.

16 Nevada 56 © 42 Arkansas 75 @

18  Hawaii 57 ® 43 Ohio 76 ®

19 New Mexico 57 @ 44 North Carolina 76 @

20 Texas 60 @ 45 Oklahoma 76 @

21 Arizona 61 @ 46 Tennessee 76 @

22 Montana 61 © 47  Delaware 77 @

23 Wisconsin 61 @ 48  Louisiana 84 ©

24 Rhode Island 63 © 49 Alabama 89 e

25 North Dakota 63 @ 50 Mississippi 95 @
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Life expectancy at birth

i

(years)
Rank State Value Rating
1 Hawaii 813 @ 26 Maine 79.0 ) .
2 California 809 @ 27 Montana 789 Life expectancy at birth
3 Connecticut 808 @ 28 Delaware 786 Description: Life expectancy at birth, both sexes.
3 Minnesota 808 @ 29 Kansas 785
5 New York 805 © 29  Pennsylvania 785 .
6 Massachusetts 804 © 29 Texas 785 Vear: 2016 Units: Years
7 Colorado 802 @ 32 Wyoming 784 ® Source: Journal of the American Medical Association (JAMA)
7 New Jersey 802 ® 33 Alaska 781 @ o
7 Wil 02 e 33 Nevada 81 ® Minimum Value: 74.7 Target Value: 83.0
10 New Hampshire 709 35 Michigan 780 ® Maximum Value: 81.3 Green/Yellow Threshold: 80.0
10 Vermont 799 36  North Carolina 779 ® Sort Order: Ascending \(()e"‘)W/?F:a:?r:Th:S::I;‘; 28'5
12 North Dakota 79.8 37 New Mexico 778 ® SDG Alignment: Goal 3 range/hed fhreshold: /7.
13 Florida 796 38 Ohio 75 Worst Value: 75.3
13 Rhode Island 79.6 39 Georgia 774 @ Threshold Rationale: Best value set according to average of OECD top 5. Worst
13 Utah 796 39 Missouri 774 @ value set according to 2.5th percentile. Dashboard set according to summary
16 Arizona 795 41 Indiana 77 @ statistics, and adjusted for clustering.
16 lowa 79.5 42 South Carolina 768 @
16 Oregon 79.5 43 Tennessee 761 @
16 Wisconsin 79.5 44 Arkansas 758 @
20 Nebraska 794 44 Kentucky 758 @
21 Maryland 79.2 46 Oklahoma 757 @
21 Virginia 79.2 47 Louisiana 756 @
23 Idaho 79.1 48  Alabama 754 @
23 lllinois 79.1 49 West Virginia 753 @
23 South Dakota 79.1 50  Mississippi 747 @

GOODHEALTH

AND WELL-BEING

_,\,\/. Maternal mortality

(per 100,000 live births)

Rank State Value Rating
1 Massachusetts 015 @ 23 West Virginia 032 o .
2 Maine 018 ® 27 Pennsylvania 033 ® Maternal mortality
2 Minnesota 018 @ 28 Idaho 034 ® Description: Deaths per 100,000 live births. Ages include range from 10 to 54
2 Vermont 018 @ 28 Kansas 034 © years.
5  Alaska 019 @ 28  Kentucky 034 o . o
5 New Hampshire 019 e 28 Tennessee 034 ® Year: 2014 Units: Count per 100,000 live births
7 Colorado 020 ® 28  Wyoming 034 o Source: 2018 Social Progress Index, Social Progress Imperative
7 Washington 020 ® 33 Indiana 035 © o
S g 0wl e 33 Montana 035 ® Mml.mum Value: 0.15 Target Value: 0.18
10 Rhode lsland 022 35 Michigan 036 @ Maximum Value: 0.58 Green/Yellow Threshold: 0.22
11 Arizona 0.3 35 New Mexico 03 ® Sort Order: Descending ‘:’"°W/ ;’l;a:‘-;?h':sl':':;‘;”
12 California 024 37 Missouri 037 e SDG Alignment: Target 3.1 range/red fhreshold: 0.
12 Wisconsin 024 38 Alabama 040 ® Worst Value: 0.54
14 lowa 0.25 38 Delaware 040 @ Threshold Rationale: Best value set according to average of top 5. Worst
15 Virginia 027 38 Florida 040 ® value set according to 2.5th percentile. Dashboard set according to summary
16 Connecticut 0.28 41 South Carolina 043 @ statistics, and adjusted for clustering.
16 Nebraska 0.28 42 Maryland 044 @
16 Nevada 0.28 42 Texas 044 @
19 North Dakota 029 o 44 Oklahoma 047 @
20 Hawaii 030 ® 45 Arkansas 050 @
20  South Dakota 030 ® 45 Louisiana 050 @
22 Utah 031 ® 47  Georgia 051 @
23 lllinois 032 © 48  New York 052 @
23 North Carolina 032 © 49 Mississippi 054 @
23 Ohio 032 o 50 New Jersey 058 @
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Non-communicable diseases
(per 100,000 people aged 35-75)

e

Rank State Value Rating
1 Utah 2957 @ 26 Maine 3828 . .
2 Colorado 014 o 27 Florida 3837 Non-communicable diseases
3 Connecticut 3027 ® 28 Maryland 384.7 Description: Age-adjusted death rate for non-communicable diseases (chronic
4 Massachusetts 3041 @ 29 lowa 389.3 respiratory, diabetes, cancer, cardiovascular) per 100,000 people aged 35-75.
5  Minnesota 3056 @ 30 lllinois 3936 )
6 Hawai 3917 S e 3967 Year: 2016 Units: Count per 100,000 people
7 California 3274 32 Delaware 3972 Source: Centers for Disease Control and Prevention
8  Washington 330.2 33 Texas 399.6 -
9 awlamey 3349 34 Kansas 4008 Minimum Value: 295.7 Target Value: 301.9
10 1daho 3375 35 North Carolina 169 ® Maximum Value: 607.3 Green/Yellow Threshold: 320.0
11 NewHampshie 3402 36 Michigan M0 ® Sort Order: Descending ‘:”"‘”’ 7:;“-;:Th:es::':;g%5'°
12 Rhode Island 3406 37 Nevada 4442 @ SDG Alignment: Target 3.4 range/Red fhreshold: 250.
13 Vermont 3465 38 Georgia 4550 ® Worst Value: 566.0
14 Oregon 3492 39 Ohio 4586 © Threshold Rationale: Best value set according to average of top 5. Worst
15 Wisconsin 3493 40 Indiana 4506 @ value set according to 2.5th percentile. Dashboard set according to summary
16 NewYork 3505 41 Missouri 4604 ® statistics, and adjusted for clustering.
17 North Dakota 3522 42 South Carolina 4741 @
18 Nebraska 355.7 43 Louisiana 5224 ©
19 Arizona 3619 44 Tennessee 5263 @
20 Wyoming 365.8 45 West Virginia 5345 ®
21 Montana 365.9 46 Alabama 5478 @
22 New Mexico 367.1 47  Oklahoma 5606 ®
23 South Dakota 3714 48  Kentucky 5624 @
24 Virginia 3754 49  Arkansas 5660 ®
25 Alaska 3788 50  Mississippi 6073 @

GOODHEALTH

AND WELL-BEING

_,\,\f. Drug overdose deaths
(per 100,000 people)

Rank State Value Rating
1 Nebraska 69 © 26 Florida 16.2
2 South Dakota 84 @ 27 New Jersey 16.3 Drug overdose deaths
3 North Dakota 86 @ 28 Wyoming 164 Description: Age-adjusted deaths due to drug overdose per 100,000 people.
4 Texas 94 © 29  Vermont 16.7
5 lowa 103 @ 30 Missouri 179 Year: 2015 Units: Count 100,000 |
6 Minnesota 06 ® 31 Arizona 190 ® ear fitssount per THR,EUE people
7 California 13 31 Louisiana 190 @ Source: 2018 Social Progress Index, Social Progress Imperative
7 Hawaii 13 31 Oklahoma 90 @ Mini Value:6.9 Taraet Value: 8.7
9 Kansas 18 34 Indiana 195 ® fnimum value:o. arget Yalue: S.
10 Oregon 120 35 Michigan 04 ® Maximum Value: 41.5 Green/Yellow Threshold: 11.0
11 Mississippi 123 35 Nevada 204 o : : Yellow/Orange Threshold: 18.0
Sort Order: Descending o /Red Threshold: 24.0
12 Virginia 124 37 Maryland 209 © . . range/Re reshold: 24.
SDG Alignment: Target 3.5 Worst Value: 34.3
13 Georgia 12.7 38 Maine 212 @ orst Value: 34.
14 New York 13.6 39 Delaware 220 © Threshold Rationale: Best value set according to average of OECD top 5. Worst
15 Arkansas 138 40 Connecticut 2”1 e value set according to 2.5th percentile. Dashboard set according to summary
15 Montana 138 41 Tennessee 27 e statistics, and adjusted for clustering.
17 llinois 14.1 42 Utah 234 ©
18 Idaho 14.2 43 New Mexico 253 @
19 Washington 14.7 44 Massachusetts 257 @
20 Colorado 154 45 Pennsylvania 263 @
21 Wisconsin 15.5 46 Rhode Island 282 ©
22 Alabama 15.7 47 Kentucky 299 @
22 South Carolina 15.7 47 Ohio 209 @
24 North Carolina 15.8 49 New Hampshire 343 @
25 Alaska 16.0 50  West Virginia 415 @
R
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_,\,\/\. Smoking rate

(% of adults who are current smokers)

Rank State Value Rating

1 Utah 88 © 26 Kansas 172 @ Smoki

2 California 10 @ 27  Delaware 177 @ moking rate

3 Hawaii 131 e 28 Georgia 179 ® Description: Percent of adults who are current smokers. A current smoker is an
4 Connecticut 133 ® 28  North Carolina 179 @ adult who has smoked 100 cigarettes in his or her lifetime and who currently

5 Massachusetts 136 ® 30 New Hampshire 180 © smokes cigarettes.

6 Maryland 137 ® 30 Pennsylvania 180 @ Year: 2016 Units: %

7 Washington 139 e 32 South Dakota 81 @

8 New Jersey 4o e 8 e 185 ® S(_)urce: State Tobacco Activit_ies Tracking and Evaluation System, Centers for

i Disease Control and Prevention

9 New York 14.2 34 Wyoming 89 @

10 Texas 143 35 Alaska 190 e Minimum Value: 8.8 Target Value: 12.0

11 Rhode Island 14.4 36 Oklahoma 196 @ Maximum Value: 24.8 Green/Yellow Threshold: 14.0

12 Idaho 145 37 Maine 198 ® ) Yellow/Orange Threshold: 17.0

13 Arizona 147 37 North Dakota 198 ® Sort Or.der. Descending Orange/Red Threshold: 24.0

14 Minnesota 152 39 South Carolina 200 SDG Alignment: Target 3.a Worst Value: 24.5

15 Virginia 153 40 Michigan 204 © . )

16 Florida 155 41 Indiana N1 e Threshold Rationale: Best value set according to average of top 5. Worst

’ ’ value set according to 2.5th percentile. Dashboard set according to summary

17 Colorado 156 42 Alabama 215 @ statistics, and adjusted for clustering.

18 Illinois 158 43 Missouri 21 @

19 Oregon 16.2 43 Tennessee 221 e

20 Nevada 16.5 45 Ohio 225 ©

21 New Mexico 16.6 46 Mississippi 227 ®

22 lowa 16.7 47 Louisiana 228 ©

23 Nebraska 17.0 48 Arkansas 236 ©

23 Vermont 17.0 49 Kentucky 245 @

25 Wisconsin 171 @ 50  West Virginia 248 @

GOODHEALTH

AND WELL-BEING

_,\,\/. Suicide rate

(per 100,000 people)

Rank State Value Rating
1 New Jersey 79 @ 26 South Carolina 14.2 .
2 NewYork 81 e 27 Alabama 144 Suicide rate
3 Massachusetts 8> @ 28 Washington 147 ® Description: Age-adjusted deaths due to intentional self-harm per 100,000
4 Maryland 93 © 29 Tennessee 149 @ people, five year average.
5 Connecticut 96 @ 30 New Hampshire 150 © .
6 llinois 99 e 31 Kansas 156 ® Year:2010-2015 Units: Count per 100,000 people
7 California 103 o 32 Missouri 158 ® Source: 2018 Social Progress Index, Social Progress Imperative
7 Rhode Island 103 @ 33 Kentucky 160 @ o
9 Nebraska 119 34 Maine 160 ® Minimum Value: 7.9 Target Value: 8.7
9 Texas 9 35 Vermont 62 @ Maximum Value: 24.6 Green/Yellow Threshold: 11.0
11 Georgia 121 36 NorthDakota 164 ® Sort Order: Descending ‘:’"°W/ ;:a:‘-;ETh':SEf':‘; ‘04-5
12 Minnesota 124 37 WestVirginia 170 ® SDG Alignment: Target 3.4 range/ne reshold: 1.
13 Delaware 125 38 Arkansas 172 ® Worst Value: 23.6
14 Virginia 126 39 Oregon 175 @ Threshold Rationale: Best value set according to average of OECD top 5. Worst
15 North Carolina 128 40 South Dakota 176 @ value set according to 2.5th percentile. Dashboard set according to summary
16 Ohio 129 41 Arizona 178 @ statistics, and adjusted for clustering.
17 Michigan 13.0 42 Oklahoma 85 @
18 Hawaii 13.0 43 Nevada 186 @
19 Pennsylvania 132 44 Colorado 90 @
20 Mississippi 133 45 ldaho 197 @
21 Louisiana 133 46 Utah 210 ®
22 Wisconsin 134 47 New Mexico 213 ®
23 lowa 136 48  Alaska 230 ©
24 Florida 14.1 49 Montana 236 ©
25 Indiana 14.1 50  Wyoming 246 ©

Sy,

%ﬂﬁ Sustainable Development Report of the United States 2018 163



GOODHEALTH
AND WELL-BEING

Incidence of tuberculosis
(per 100,000 people)

e

Rank State Value Rating
1 Montana 03 @ 25 Mississippi 1.8 Incid ftub losi
1 Wyoming 03 ® 25 New Mexico 1.8 ncidence ot tuberculosts
3 Idaho 05 o 28 North Dakota 19 Description: Tuberculosis incidence per 100,000 people.
3 Vermont 05 @ 28 Tennessee 1.9
5 Utah 09 30 South Carolina 20 Vear: 2017 Unite: Count ber 100,000 |
5 West Virginia 09 31 North Carolina 21 ear nits: Lount per 1U0,071 people
5 Wisconsin 09 32 Virginia 24 @ Source: Centers for Disease Control and Prevention
8 Kansas 1.0 33 Alabama 25 @ Mini Value: 0.3 Taraet Value: 0.5
8 Maine 10 34 Florida 26 @ nimum value: o arget va'ue:".
8 Nebraska 10 34 Illinois 6 @ Maximum Value: 8.1 Green/Yellow Threshold: 0.8
11 Rhode sland 12 36 Arizona 27 . - Yellow/Orange Threshold: 2.2
Sort Order: Descending o /Red Threshold: 3.5
12 Michigan 13 36 Nevada 27 @ . i range/rRe reshold: 3.
SDG Alignment: Target 3.3 Worst Value: 7.0
12 Ohio 13 38 Arkansas 28 @ orst Value: 7.
14 Missouri 14 38 Georgia 28 © Threshold Rationale: Best value set according to average of top 5. Worst
14 New Hampshire 14 38 Washington 28 @ value set according to 2.5th percentile. Dashboard set according to summary
14 Oklahoma 14 41 Louisiana 30 @ statistics, and adjusted for clustering.
17 Colorado 15 42 Massachusetts 31 e
17 Indiana 15 42 New Jersey 31 @
17 lowa 1.5 44 Minnesota 32 ®
17 Kentucky 15 45  Maryland 34 ©
17 Pennsylvania 1.5 46 Texas 40 @
22 Delaware 16 47 New York 41 @
22 South Dakota 16 48  California 52 @
24 Oregon 1.7 49 Alaska 70 @
25 Connecticut 18 50 Hawaii 81 @

GOODHEALTH

AND WELL-BEING

_,\,\f. Deaths due to road collisions
(per 100,000 people)

Rank State Value Rating

1 Rhode Island 46 @ 26 Nevada 10.9 L.

2 New York 49 @ 27 North Dakota 15 e Deaths due to road collisions

3 Massachusetts 56 @ 28 Oregon 15 @ Description: Deaths due to road collisions per 100,000 people. Pedestrians
4 New Jersey 62 ® 29 Texas 16 © killed by vehicles also included.

5 Washington 69 @ 30 West Virginia 117 ® .

6 Minnesota 69 ® 31 Maine 19 e Year: 2016 Units: Count per 100,000 people

7 Utah 73 32 Missouri 121 @ Source: Centers for Disease Control and Prevention

8 lllinois 74 33 Kansas 121 o

S 75 34 North Carolina 23 e Minimum Value: 4.6 Target Value: 5.6

10 Connecticut 77 35 Arizona 14 Maximum Value: 22.4 Green/Yellow Threshold: 7.0

11 Nebraska 79 36 Georgia 130 © Sort Order: Descending ;eIIOW/f’F:aZ?':Th:SEI:’; 181 :
12 Pennsylvania 79 37 Idaho 131 @ SDG Alignment: Target 3.6 range/Red fhreshold: 14.

13 Hawaii 83 38 Wyoming 135 ® Worst Value: 19.3

14 Maryland 84 39 Florida 141 © Threshold Rationale: Best value set according to average of OECD top 5. Worst
15 New Hampshire 86 40 Kentucky 147 ® value set according to 2.5th percentile. Dashboard set according to summary
16 Virginia 87 41 South Dakota 143 @ statistics, and adjusted for clustering.

17 California 838 42 Tennessee 144 ®

18 Vermont 9.0 43 Louisiana 150 @

19 Colorado 9.0 44 Arkansas 156 @

20 Ohio 94 45 Montana 157 @

21 Alaska 10.0 46 South Carolina 171 @

22 Delaware 10.1 47  Oklahoma 176 @

23 lowa 10.1 48 New Mexico 182 @

24 Wisconsin 10.5 49  Alabama 193 @

25 Indiana 10.6 50 Mississippi 24 @
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_,\,\/\. Child vaccine coverage

(% of population 19-35 months)

Rank State Value Rating
1 Massachusetts 933 @ 26 Virginia 83.1 . )
2 New Hampshire 910 @ 27 Florida 829 Child vaccine cOverage
3 Nebraska 82" e 28 ldaho 827 Description: Percent of children aged 19-35 months who have been
4 Georgia 890 @ 29  Alabama 821 @ administered the combined 3-vaccine series. Combined 3 vaccine series
5 RhodeIsland 874 @ 30 Nevada 820 ® includes: 3 or more doses of DTaP, 3 or more doses of Polio, and 1 or more doses
6 Vermont 89 ® 31 Indiana 818 ® of MMR.
7 Delaware 8.0 ® 32 North Dakota 817 @ Year: 2016 Units: %
8 Connecticut 85 33 Mfss.ou_rl ) 10 @ Source: Centers for Disease Control and Prevention
9 New York 853 34 Mississippi 803 ©
10 Maryland 84.9 35 Texas 801 @ Minimum Value: 74.5 Target Value: 100.0
11 Hawaii 84.8 36 Arkansas 799 @ Maximum Value: 93.3 Green/Yellow Threshold: 86.0
12 Washington 84.4 36  South Dakota 799 @ Yellow/Orange Threshold: 82.5
12 Wisconsin 84.4 38 Michigan 797 @ Sort Order: Ascending Orange/Red Threshold: 79.0
14 New Jersey 843 39 Tennessee 795 ® SDG Alignment: Target 3.8 Worst Value: 74.7
15 Maine 842 39 WestVirginia 95 Threshold Rationale: Best value set according to Leave No One Behind. Worst
16 lllinois 840 41 Utah 793 @ value set according to 2.5th percentile. Dashboard set according to summary
16 lowa 84.0 42 Louisiana 781 @ statistics, and adjusted for clustering.
18  Kentucky 83.8 42 Oklahoma 781 @
18 Minnesota 83.8 44 California 776 @
20 North Carolina 83.7 45 Ohio 766 @
21 South Carolina 83.6 46 Arizona 760 @
22 Colorado 83.5 47 Alaska 758 @
22 Kansas 835 48 Montana 750 @
22 Pennsylvania 83.5 49 Wyoming 747 @
25 New Mexico 834 50 Oregon 745 @

GOODHEALTH

AND WELL-BEING

_,\,\/. Subjective Wellbeing index
(worst 0-100 best)

Rank State Value Rating
1 South Dakota 641 @ 24 New Mexico 61.6 L. L.
1 Vermont 641 @ 24 Wisconsin 61.6 SUbJeCtlve We"bemg index
3 Hawai 634 @ 28 New Jersey 615 @ Description: Subjective wellbeing index on topics of: purpose, social, financial,
4 Minnesota 631 @ 28 Tennessee 615 @ community, and physical. Measured on a scale of 0 (worst)-100 (best).
4 North Dakota 631 @ 30 Georgia 613 @ .
6 Colorado 629 @ 30  Maryland 613 @ Vear: 2017 Units: Index (0-100)
7 ldaho 628 @ 30 Michigan 613 © Source: 2017 Well-Being Index, Gallup
7 New Hampshire 628 © 33 Kansas 612 @ o
7 Utah 613 @ 33 Pennsylvania 610 e Minimum Value: 58.8 Target Value: 63.6
10 Montana 626 35 lllinois 611 ® Maximum Value: 64.1 Green/Yellow Threshold: 62.7
11 Massachusetts 62.5 35 Oregon 611 @ Sort Order: Ascending :;ellow/j):z_g;Thn:st:lj;T 2
12 Florida 624 37 South Carolina 610 ® SDG Alignment: Target 3.4 range/Red Threshold: 60.
13 California 623 38 Alabama 608 Worst Value: 58.9
13 Texas 62.3 39 Delaware 60.7 @ Threshold Rationale: Best value set according to average of top 5. Worst
15 Arizona 622 39 Missouri 607 ® value set according to 2.5th percentile. Dashboard set according to summary
16 Nebraska 621 41 Rhode Island 605 ® statistics, and adjusted for clustering.
16 Wyoming 62.1 42 Indiana 604 @
18 Virginia 619 43 Nevada 602 @
19 North Carolina 61.8 44 Ohio 600 @
20 Connecticut 61.7 45 Kentucky 508 @
20 lowa 61.7 46 Oklahoma 597 @
20 New York 61.7 47 Mississippi 506 @
20 Washington 617 48  Arkansas 594 @
24 Alaska 61.6 49 Louisiana 589 @
24 Maine 61.6 50  West Virginia 588 @
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Higher education
(% aged 25-34, bachelor's degree or higher)

]

Rank State Value Rating

1 Massachusetts 513 @ 26 North Carolina 329 ® . .

2 New Jersey 445 @ 27 Ohio 326 © ngher education

2 NewYork M“s o 28 Delaware 325 @ Description: Percent of population aged 25-34 with bachelor’s degree or
4 Connecticut 434 @ 29 Montana 321 @ higher.

5 lllinois 417 @ 30 Michigan 318 @ .

6 New Hampshire 416 ® 31 Georgia 315 @ Vear: 2016 Units: %

7 Maryland 415 © 32 Tennessee 311 e Source: American Community Survey, US Census Bureau

8 Virginia 411 e 33 Hawaii 307 ® .

9 Rhode Island 406 ® 34 Indiana 306 Minimum Value: 22.7 Target Value: 45.1

10 Colorado 04 ® 35 Texas 00 e Maximum Value: 51.3 Green/Yellow Threshold: 40.1
11 Minnesota 40.1 36 Florida 290 o Sort Order: Ascending ;eIIOW/O:Z?_ETh':SEISZ 330
12 Vermont 394 36  South Carolina 290 o SDG Alignment: Target 4.3 range/Red Threshold: 27.1
13 Pennsylvania 39.0 38 Alaska 276 ® Worst Value: 23.0

14 Nebraska 374 39  Kentucky 273 @ Threshold Rationale: Best value set according to average of top 5. Worst
15 Washington 373 40 Wyoming 277 @ value set according to 2.5th percentile. Dashboard set according to summary
16 North Dakota 364 41 Arizona 71 e statistics, and adjusted for clustering.

17 Wisconsin 35.7 42 Oklahoma 268 @

18  Kansas 356 43 Louisiana 264 @

19 California 355 44 Alabama 2063 ©

20 Oregon 349 44 |daho 263 ©

21 lowa 345 46 WestVirginia 257 @

22 South Dakota 343 47 Arkansas 248 @

23 Maine 34.0 48  New Mexico 237 @

24 Missouri 337 49 Mississippi 230 @

25 Utah 336 50 Nevada 27 @

QUALITY

EDUCATION

|!!|| Students with debt

(% of college graduates)

Rank State Value Rating

1 Utah 43 e 25  Georgia 60 © )

2 Wyoming 45 @ 25 Kansas 60 © Students with debt

3 Alaska 9 e 25 Massachusetts 6 e Description: Percent of graduates from 4-year public and private nonprofit

3 Arizona 49 @ 25 Mississippi 60 © colleges with student debt.

5 Alabama 50 @ 25  Montana 60 ® .

5 Hawaii 50 ® 25 South Carolina 60 ® Vear: 2016 Units: %

5 Louisiana 50 @ 25 Tennessee 60 ® Source: The Institute for College Access and Success

5 Oklahoma 50 © 33 lllinois 61 ® o

9 Forida 5 33 Nebraska 61 e Minimum Value: 43 Target Value: 47

9 Nevada 55 33 New Jersey 61 ® Maximum Value: 77 Green/Yellow Threshold: 51
1 California 53 33 Rhodelsland 61 ® Sort Order: Descending ;e"°w’;”:a;‘??h’:5&‘f':;59
11 Colorado 53 37 Delaware 63 ® SDG Alignment: Target 4.3 range/red Threshold:

11 Washington 53 37 Kentucky 63 ® Worst Value: 75

14 Maryland 54 37 Michigan 63 ® Threshold Rationale: Best value set according to average of top 5. Worst
15 Maine 55 37 Vermont 63 ® value set according to 2.5th percentile. Dashboard set according to summary
15 New Mexico 55 41 Ohio 6 ® statistics, and adjusted for clustering.

17 Arkansas 56 42 lowa 65 ©

17 Texas 56 43 Idaho 66 ®

17 Virginia 56 44 Wisconsin 67 @

20 Missouri 57 45 Minnesota 68 ®

21 New York 58 45 Pennsylvania 68 ®

21 North Carolina 58 47 New Hampshire 74 @

21 Oregon 58 48 South Dakota 5 @

24 Indiana 59 e 49 West Virginia 77 @

25 Connecticut 60 - North Dakota NA @
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!ﬂ' Career and technical education

(% of graduates placed)

Rank State Value Rating

1 Indiana 6 @ 26 Wyoming 777 @ . .

2 Georgia 09 e 27 Michigan E——— Career and technical education

3 Colorado 974 @ 28 Montana 770 @ Description: Percent of postsecondary career and technical education (CTE)
4 Idaho 92 © 29  Rhode Island 766 ® graduates placed or retained in employment, military service, or apprenticeship
5 Nevada 9.1 @ 30 Vermont 756 @ programs.

6 Pennsylvania 929 e 31 Texas 752 @ Year: 2016 Units: %

7 North Dakota 916 @ 32 New Jersey 727 @

3 Wisconsin 913 @ 33 Alabama 777 @ Source: Carl D. Perkins Career and Technical Education Act, US Department

’ ’ of Education

9 Maine 89.8 34 Oregon 722 @

10 Tenr\essee 893 35 Virginia nr.-e Minimum Value: 47.9 Target Value: 97.3

L F\?nfia. } 821 36 Alaska s o Maximum Value: 99.6 Green/Yellow Threshold: 90.0

12 Mississippi 879 37 Arkansas 708 ® Yellow/Orange Threshold: 80.0

13 Delaware 874 38  Oklahoma 700 ® Sort Order: Ascending Orange/Red Threshold: 67.0

14 New York 86.8 39 New Hampshire 696 @ SDG Alignment: Target 4.3 Worst Value: 56.8 o

15 Minnesota 84.6 40 Utah 690 ® o

16 South Carolina 845 41 Maryland 690 ® Threshold Rationale: Best value set according to average of top 5. Worst

) value set according to 2.5th percentile. Dashboard set according to summary

17 lowa 84.2 42 North Carolina 689 @ statistics, and adjusted for clustering.

18 Kansas 834 43 |llinois 689 @

19 South Dakota 824 44 Missouri 670 @

20 Kentucky 793 ® 45 New Mexico 670 @

21 Massachusetts 786 ® 46  Hawaii 662 @

22 Connecticut 785 ® 47 Nebraska 634 @

23 California 784 ® 48  Louisiana 60.7 @

24 Ohio 781 @ 49 Washington 588 @

25  WestVirginia 781 ® 50 Arizona 479 @

QUALITY
EDUCATION

High school graduation rate
(% of public students)

|

Rank State Value Rating
T lowa 913 @ 25 lllinois 85.5 ) .
2 New Jersey 01 e 27 Utah 852 High school graduation rate
3 WestVirginia 88 @ 28 South Dakota 89 ® Description: The percentage of students from the original cohort who
4 Nebraska 803 @ 29 Ohio 85 o graduated in four years with a regular high school diploma.
5 Texas 891 @ 30 California 830 © Vear:SY 20152016 Unite: o4
6 Missour 890 ® 31 Rhode Island 828 ® ear ) its:%
7 Kentucky 83.6 32 Hawaii 827 ® Source: US Department of Education
8 Tennessee 88.5 33 South Carolina 826 ® Mini Value: 71.0 Taraet Value: 89.9
9 NewHampshie 882 34 Mississippi 823 fimum vaiues 71 arget Value: 5.
9 Wisconsin 882 35 Minnesota 7 e Maximum Value: 91.3 Green/Yellow Threshold: 88.6
11 Vermont 877 36 Oklahoma gl6 ® ) - Yellow/Orange Threshold: 85.0
Sort Order: Ascending o /Red Threshold: 80.0
12 Maryland 87.6 37 Florida 80.7 @ . . range/ke reshold: 80.
SDG Alignment: Target 4.1 Worst Value: 73.6
13 Massachusetts 875 38 New York 804 ® orst Value: 73,
13 North Dakota 87.5 39 Wyoming 800 @ Threshold Rationale: Best value set according to average of top 5. Worst
15 Connecticut 874 40 Idaho 797 @ value set according to 2.5th percentile. Dashboard set according to summary
16 Alabama 871 ) Midisan 797 ® statistics, and adjusted for clustering.
17 Arkansas 87.0 40 Washington 797 @
17 Maine 87.0 43 Arizona 795 @
19 Indiana 86.8 44 Georgia 794 @
20 Virginia 86.7 45 Colorado 789 @
21 Pennsylvania 86.1 46  Louisiana 786 @
22 North Carolina 859 47 Alaska 761 @
23 Kansas 85.7 48  Oregon 748 @
24 Montana 85.6 49  Nevada 736 @
25 Delaware 85.5 50 New Mexico 710 @
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M| Early education (%)

Rank State Value Rating
1 Connecticut 65.8 26 Oregon 459 @ .
2 New Jersey 63.1 27 Kansas 455 @ Early education
3 Massachusetts 597 28 Wisconsin 52 o Description: Percent of population aged 3-4 enrolled in school.
4 New York 584 29  Kentucky 450 ©
5 Vermont 57.7 30 Missouri 449 © .
6 llinois 574 31 Ohio s ® Year:2016  Units:%
7 Mississippi 54.0 32 Montana 440 © Source: American Community Survey, US Census Bureau
8 Louisiana 526 33 Alabama 430 o o
9 Arkansas 510 33 Wyoming 80 e Minimum Value: 28.6 Target Value: 100.0
10 Delaware 505 35 Nebraska 0 @ Maximum Value: 65.8 Green/Yellow Threshold: 80.0
10 Florida 505 36 Indiana 26 ® Sort Order: Ascending ;e”"‘”’ ;’:3?‘:}“’:5:;?':; 50°'°
12 Rhode Island 504 36 Texas 426 ® SDG Alignment: Target 4.2 range/Red threshold: 3>.
13 SouthCarolina 493 ® 36 Washington 06 ® Worst Value: 33.8
13 Virginia 493 @ 39 North Carolina 421 @ Threshold Rationale: Best value set according to SDG mandate to ensure that
15  Colorado 489 ® 40 New Mexico 19 @ all have access to pre-primary education. Worst value set according to 2.5th
16 California 185 @ 41 Utah s @ percen'tile. Dashboard set according to summary statistics, and adjusted for
16 Pennsylvania 485 @ 42 Oklahoma 413 © clustering.
18  New Hampshire 484 ® 43 Tennessee 401 ®
19 Michigan 483 44 Nevada 398 ®
20 lowa 481 @ 45 Arizona 396 @
21  Georgia 480 © 46 South Dakota 371 @
22 Maryland 477 @ 47 Alaska 358 ®
23 Maine 473 @ 48  West Virginia 351 @
24 Hawaii 465 @ 49 Idaho 338 @
25 Minnesota 462 © 50 North Dakota 286 ©

QUALITY
EDUCATION

Basic reading achievement
(% of grade 8 students)

]

Rank State Value Rating

1 New Hampshire 850 @ 26 Washington 76.8 Basi di hi t
2 Vermont 833 © 27 Maryland 76.2 asic reading achievemen
3 Massachusetts 829 @ 28 Oklahoma 760 @ Description: Percent of eighth-grade public and nonpublic school students at
4 Montana 824 @ 29  Ohio 759 © or above “basic” in NAEP reading exam.
5 Connecticut 819 e 30 Tennessee 757 @ Year: 2015 Units: %
6 Nebraska 815 o 31 Rhode Island 756 ® ear s
7 Minnesota 812 32 Michigan 756 ® Source: National Assessment of Educational Progress
8 Maine 81.1 33 Florida 750 © Mini Value: 62.5 T Value: 100.0
9 Idaho 81.1 34 Arizona 739 ® fnimum value: 2. arget Value: 100.
10 Wyoming 810 35 Georgia 135 @ Maximum Value: 85.0 Green/Yellow Threshold: 81.2
M lowa 8038 36 Delaware 734 @ _ ) Yellow/Orange Threshold: 76.2

Sort Order: Ascending .
12 Utah 805 37 NewYork 729 e . Orange/Red Threshold: 71.1

SDG Alignment: Target 4.6 Worst Value: 65.1
13 North Dakota 803 38 Texas 725 @ orstValue: 65.
14 New Jersey 80.0 39 West Virginia 723 @ Threshold Rationale: Best value set according to SDG mandate for all youth to
15 South Dakota 79.8 40 North Carolina 717 @ achieve literacy. Worst value set according to 2.5th percentile. Dashboard set
16 Indiana 795 41 Alabama 715 according to summary statistics, and adjusted for clustering.
17 Wisconsin 793 42 South Carolina 74 @
18 Oregon 78.8 43 Alaska 708 @
19 Kansas 78.6 44 Nevada 705 @
20 Colorado 783 45 California 702 @
21 Kentucky 779 46 Arkansas 701 @
22 Pennsylvania 77.6 47 Hawaii 681 @
23 lllinois 77.5 48  Louisiana 660 @
24 Virginia 773 49 New Mexico 651 @
25 Missouri 77.0 50 Mississippi 628 @

R
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GENDER
EQUALITY

g‘ Contraceptive deserts
(% of persons in need located in a desert)

Rank State Value Rating
1 WestVirginia 769 @ 26 Oregon 982 @ .
2 Maine 72 ® 27 Nevada 984 ® Contraceptive deserts
3 Arkansas 86 @ 28 Maryland %6 @ Description: Percent of persons in need of publicly funded clinics, who are in
4 Alaska 8.2 ® 29 Ohio 9288 @ contraceptive deserts. Contraceptive deserts are defined as fewer than 1 clinic
5 Vermont 872 @ 30 New York 088 @ per 1,000 persons in need. Data on percent of women in need is from 2014.
6 North Dakota 877 @ 31 North Carolina 9289 @ Year: 2018 Units: %
7 Wyoming 80 @ 32 Indiana 989 @
8 Mississippi 896 @ 33 Michigan 989 @ Source: Bedsider.org, Power to Decide
9 Oklahoma 06 @ 34 Florida 91 e Minimum Value: 76.9 Target Value: 0.0
10 New Mexico 914 @ 35 Texas 93 Maximum Value: 100.0 Green/Yellow Threshold: 25.0
11 Montana 914 @ 36 South Carolina 94 @ Yellow/Orange Threshold: 50.0
12 Virginia 916 @ 37 Pennsylvania 94 @ Sort Order: Descending Orange/Red Threshold: 75.0
13 New Hampshire 919 @ 38 Kansas 96 © SDG Alignment: Target 5.6 Worst Value: 100.0
14 ldaho 20 e 39 South Dakora zoe Threshold Rationale: Best value set according to SDG mandate to ensure
15 lowa _ 9025 @ 40" Missour 06 @ universal access to se;(ual and reproductive health. Worst value set according to
16 Georgia 9530 e 41 Massachusetts %7 e 2.5th percentile. Dashboard set according to summary statistics, and adjusted
17 Colorado %6 @ 42 lllinois 998 @ for clustering.
18  Louisiana 954 @ 43 Arizona 99 e
19 Tennessee 959 @ 44 California 1000 @
20 Kentucky %0 @ 45 Alabama 1000 @
21 Minnesota %8 @ 45 Connecticut 1000 @
22 Nebraska 973 @ 45 Delaware 1000 ®
23 Wisconsin 974 @ 45 Hawaii 1000 @
24 Washington 981 @ 45  New Jersey 1000 @
25 Utah %1 @ 45 Rhode Island 1000 @
9 iy
g‘ Female labor force
(% of total labor force participation)
Rank State Value Rating
1 Vermont %0 @ 26 lllinois 94.8
2 Maine %69 ® 27 SouthCarolina 948 Female labor force
3 Wisconsin %6 @ 28 Kentucky 947 Description: Women labor force participation as a ratio to total labor force
4 Delaware %4 @ 29  Arkansas 94.7 participation, population aged 20-64.
5 Massachusetts %3 @ 30 New York 94.7 .
6 Minnesota %2 ® 31 Indiana 945 ® Vear: 2016 Units:%
7 Maryland 95.8 32 Florida 93 ® Source: American Community Survey, US Census Bureau
8  Connecticut 95.8 33 Alabama 942 ® o
9 Mississippi 953 34 Virginia Ul e Mml.mum Value: 89.0 Target Value: 100.0
10 New Hampshire %56 35 Oregon 90 ® Maximum Value: 98.0 Green/Yellow Threshold: 96.0
11 Pennsyhania 956 36 Georgia %39 ® Sort Order: Ascending Yellow/Orange Threshold: 94.5
12 Nebraska 956 37 Alaska 938 ® . Orange/Red Threshold: 93.0
SDG Alignment: Target 5.5 Worst Value: 90.8
13 Montana 95.6 38 New Jersey 937 ®
14 Rhode Island 954 39 North Carolina 936 @ Threshold Rationale: Best value set according to SDG mandate to ensure
15 lowa 954 40 Tennessee B4 ® women’s full and effective participation. Worst value set according to 2.5th
16 North Dakota 954 41 Colorado %33 e Zir;zrr\itrl‘ls: Dashboard set according to summary statistics, and adjusted for
17 South Dakota 954 42 Wyoming 933 ®
18 Louisiana 95.3 43 Nevada 931 @
19 Missouri 95.2 44 Arizona 929 @
20 Hawaii 95.0 45 Oklahoma 928 @
21 Ohio 95.0 46 Washington 927 @
22 Michigan 95.0 47 California 919 @
23 Kansas 949 48  Texas 911 @
24 New Mexico 949 49 Idaho 9038 @
25 West Virginia 94.9 50 Utah 890 @
M, ) )
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GENDER
EQUALITY

LGBT inclusion in hate crime laws
(worst 1-4 best)

Rank State Value Rating
1 California 4 @ 18 New Hampshire 3 . L. .
! Colorado 4 e 18 NewYork E LGBT inclusion in hate crime laws
1 Connecticut 4 O 18 Tennessee 3 Description: 1-4 scale on LGBT inclusion in hate crime laws (1 = no hate
1 Delaware 4 @ 18 Texas 3 crime law, 2 = law does not cover sexual identity, 3 = law only covers sexual
1 Hawaii 4 @ 18  Wisconsin 3 orientation, 4 = law covers sexual orientation and gender identity).
1 lllinois 4 @ 31 Alabama 2 e Year: 2018 Units: Categorical
1 Maryland 4 @ 31 Alaska 2 e
1 Massachusetts 4 @ 31 Georgia ) e Source: Movement Advancement Project
1 Minnesota 4 @ 31 Idaho 2 Minimum Value: 1 Target Value: 4
1 Missour 4 o 31 Michigan 2. e Maximum Value: 4 Green/Yellow Threshold: 3.5
1 Nevada 4 C 31 Mississippi 2 ® ) Yellow/Orange Threshold: 2.5
T New Jersely 4 @ 31 Montana , 2 o sort Or.der. Ascending Orange/Red Threshold: 1.5
1 New Mexico 4 @ 31 North Carolina 2 e SDG Alignment: Target 5.c Worst Value: 1
1 Oregon 4 @ 31 North Dakota 2 e
1 Rhode Island i e 31 Ohio ) e Threshold Rationale: Best value set according to category “law covers sexual
orientation and gender identity.” Worst value set according to category “no
1 Vermont 4 31 Oklahoma 2. hate crime law.” Dashboard set according to summary statistics, and adjusted
1 Washington 4 @ 31 Pennsylvania 2 e for clustering.
18  Arizona 3 31 South Dakota 2 e
18 Florida 3 31 Utah 2 e
18 lowa 3 31 Virginia 2 e
18 Kansas 3 31 West\Virginia 2 e
18  Kentucky 3 47 Arkansas 1 @
18 Louisiana 3 47 Indiana 1 e
18  Maine 3 47 South Carolina 1 e
18  Nebraska 3 47 Wyoming 1T e
O caain
g‘ Women in government
(% in state legislature)
Rank State Value Rating
1 Arizona 400 @ 26 Michigan 250 © W . t
1 Vermont 400 @ 27 North Carolina 247 @ omen In governmen
3 Nevada 381 28 Massachusetts 245 ® Description: Percent of women in state legislature.
4 Colorado 38.0 29 California 242 ®
5  Washington 374 29 Wisconsin 242 ® Vear 2018 Unite: o4
6 lliinois 356 31 Missouri B4 @ ear nits:
7 Maine 339 32 lowa 233 ® Source: National Conference of State Legislatures
8 Oregon 333 33 Ohio 20 o Mini Value: 111 Taraet Value: 50.0
9 Maryland 324 34 Delaware 20 o fnimum value: 1. arget Yalue: 55.
10 Minnesota 323 35 Texas 04 ® Maximum Value: 40.0 Green/Yellow Threshold: 40.0
11 Rhode Island 319 36 Indiana 00 o . - Yellow/Orange Threshold: 30.0
. Sort Order: Ascending Orange/Red Threshold: 20.0
12 Alaska 31.7 37 Pennsylvania 194 @ SDG Alignment: Target 5.5 Woret Value: 14.1
13 New Jersey 308 38 Arkansas 93 @ orst Value: 14.
14 ldaho 30.5 39 Utah 192 @ Threshold Rationale: Best value set according to SDG mandate to ensure
15 New Mexico 304 40 South Dakota 190 @ women’s full and effective participation. Worst value set according to 2.5th
- percentile. Dashboard set according to summary statistics, and adjusted for
16 Hawaii 289 © 41 North Dakota 184 @ clustering.
17 New Hampshire 288 © 42 Kentucky 167 @
18  Kansas 285 ® 43 South Carolina 159 @
19 New York 282 © 43 Tennessee 159 @
20 Montana 280 © 45 Alabama 150 @
21 Connecticut 273 © 46 Mississippi 149 @
22 Virginia 271 @ 46 West Virginia 149 @
23 Georgia 207 @ 48 Louisiana 146 @
24 Nebraska 205 © 49  Oklahoma 141 @
25 Florida 263 © 50  Wyoming n1 e
M
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GENDER
EQUALITY

g‘ Sexual violence
(lifetime prevalence)

Rank State Value Rating
1 Louisiana 29.5 26 Nebraska 372 @ S viol
2 Rhodelsland 306 % Texas 372 exuat violence
3 North Dakota 308 @ 28 Connecticut 374 @ Description: Percent of women who have experienced contact sexual violence
4 Utah 311 e 28 Mississippi 374 ® in their lifetime (prevalence).
5 North Carolina 319 e 28 Pennsylvania 374 @ Year: 20102012 Units: %
6  WestVirginia 321 o 31 Arkansas 375 o car 2ot nits: %
7 Georgia 326 @ 31 Indiana 375 @ Source: The National Intimate Partner and Sexual Violence Survey (NISVS),
8  South Dakota 328 © 31 New Jersey 375 @ Center for Disease Control and Prevention
i ° ichi °
190 l:\ond? ziz o 2: 'I:lmcmr\aan‘ ;Z o Minimum Value: 29.5 Target Value: 0.0
awal ’ eniiexico ' Maximum Value: 47.5 Green/Yellow Threshold: 20.0
10 lowa 333 @ 36 Vermont 381 @
Yellow/Orange Threshold: 30.0
12 Delaware 336 © 37 Maryland 382 © Sort Order: Descending
. Orange/Red Threshold: 40.0
13 Alabama 340 © 38  Wyoming 383 @ SDG Alignment: Target 5.2 Worst Value: 44.8
14 Massachusetts 342 ® 39 New Hampshire 387 © o
14 Oklahoma 342 ® 40 Kentucky 391 e Threshold Rationale: Best value set according to SDG mandate to eliminate all
16 Missouri U6 @ 41 Nevada 390 @ types of violence against women and girls. Worst value set according to 2.5th
o ’ ) ’ percentile. Dashboard set according to summary statistics, and adjusted for
17 Virginia 348 ® 42 South Carolina 401 @ clusterin
g.
18  California 350 @ 43 Maine 403 @
19 Kansas 353 @ 44 |daho 405 @
20 New York 355 @ 45 Arizona 413 @
20 Wisconsin 355 @ 46 Montana 414 @
22 Tennessee 360 © 47 Minnesota 425 @
23 Colorado 362 © 48 Alaska 446 @
24 lllinois 366 © 49 Washington 448 @
25  Ohio 371 @ 50 Oregon 475 @

5 GENDER
EQUALITY

g‘ Gender wage gap
(% of men's median wage)

Rank State Value Rating

1 New York 89.1 26 Oregon 793 ® Gend

2 California 885 27 llinois 793 ® enderwage gap

3 Florida 868 28 Pennsylvania 793 ® Description: Percent of men’s earnings that women earn, when comparing full-

4 Vermont 86.0 29  Missouri 785 @ time workers over the age of 16.

5 Colorado 84.3 30 Arkansas 783 ® Vear: 2016 Unite: o

6 Alaska 842 31 Michigan 783 ® ear s

7 Maine 84.0 32 Wisconsin 783 @ Source: American Community Survey, US Census Bureau

8 Maryland 83.6 33 South Dakota 781 @ Mini Value: 69.5 . Value: 100.0

9 Hawaii 835 34 SouthCarolina 778 ® fimum vaiues 62, arget Value: 100.

10 New Hampshire 831 35 Nebraska 775 @ Maximum Value: 89.1 Green/Yellow Threshold: 90.0

11 Minnesota 83.0 36 Kansas 774 @ . : Yellow/Orange Threshold: 80.0
Sort Order: Ascending o /Red Threshold: 72.0

12 Tennessee 823 37 Ohio 771 @ . . range/ne reshold: /2.
SDG Alignment: Target 5.1 Worst Value: 70.5

13 Massachusetts 82.2 38 Wyoming 768 ® orst Value: 70.

14 Delaware 82.0 39 Washington 765 @ Threshold Rationale: Best value set according to SDG mandate to end all forms

15 New Mexico 820 40 lowa 765 ® of discrimination against all women and girls everywhere. Worst value set

16 Georgia 819 41 Idaho 759 ® accordl_ng to 2.5th percgntlle. Dashboard set according to summary statistics,
and adjusted for clustering.

17 North Carolina 819 42 Mississippi 753 @

18 Arizona 8138 43 Alabama 744 @

19 Rhode Island 815 44 North Dakota 742 @

20 New Jersey 812 45 Indiana 741 @

21 Nevada 80.9 46 Oklahoma 738 @

22 Virginia 80.3 47 Montana 731 @

23 Kentucky 797 ® 48 West Virginia 722 @

24 Connecticut 794 ® 49 Utah 705 @

25 Texas 794 © 50 Louisiana 695 @
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g Women-owned businesses
(% of solely-owned businesses)

Rank State Value Rating
1 New Mexico 454 @ 26 Montana 388 @ Wi d busi
2 Georgia 439 27 Missouri 387 ® OMEN-OWNEd DUSINESSES
3 Maryland 431 28 Alaska 385 ® Description: Percent of individual-owned businesses that are owned by
4 Florida 427 29 Delaware 385 @ women. Excludes businesses owned by both women and men, and is limited
5 Arizona 427 30 Nebraska 383 @ to businesses whose ownership can be classified by gender (excludes jointly
6 Oregon 426 31 WestVirginia 382 owned and publicly owned firms).
7 Hawaii 424 32 Arkansas 381 @ Year: 2012 Units: %
8 Nevad 420 33 K 381 @
5 Wev&;]‘ ’ . X U | anses 378 Source: Survey of Business Owners, US Census Bureau
ashington . owa .
10 Mississippi 416 35 Oklahoma 376 ®
11 California 416 36 Ohio 376 ® Minimum Value: 33.4 Target Value: 50.0
12 Louisiana 413 37  Minnesota 370 ® Maximum Value: 45.4 Green/Yellow Threshold: 45.0
13 Texas 409 38 Utah 366 © Sort Order- Ascendi Yellow/Orange Threshold: 40.0
14 Michigan 408 39 Kentucky 365 o ort Order: Ascending Orange/Red Threshold: 35.0
15 llinois 406 40 Connecticut 362 ® SDG Alignment: Target 5.5 Worst Value: 34.5
16 Colorado 406 41 Vermont 62 ® Threshold Rationale: Best value set according to SDG mandate to ensure
17 Alabama 403 42 Wisconsin 362 © women'’s full and effective participation. Worst value set according to 2.5th
18  Virginia 40.1 43 South Dakota 359 @ percen.tile. Dashboard set according to summary statistics, and adjusted for
19 NorthCarolina 397 ® 44 Rhode Island 358 @ clustering.
20 South Carolina 394 © 45 Massachusetts 358 ©
21 Tennessee 393 @ 46 North Dakota 354 ©
22 Wyoming 392 o 47 New Jersey 353 @
23 Indiana 391 e 48  Maine 347 ©
24 Idaho 390 © 49 Pennsylvania 345 @
25  New York 389 @ 50 New Hampshire 334 @
CLEAN WATER
AAND SANITATION
E Dams with Emergency Action Plans
(% of high hazard potential dams)
Rank State Value Rating
1 Louisiana 1000 © 25 North Dakota 857 @ ) )
1 Maine 1000 ® E=—— —— Dams with Emergency Action Plans
3 Utah #2.® 28 Oregon 833 Description: Percent of high hazard potential dams with emergency action
4 New Jersey 91 e 29 lllinois 823 plans (EAPs). Dams assigned the high hazard potential classification are those
5 Massachusetts 979 @ 30 Connecticut 819 where failure or mis-operation will probably cause loss of human life.
6 Maryland 975 @ 31 Wisconsin 813 Vear: 2016 Units: %
7 NewYork %69 32 Texas 789 ear s
8  Hawaii %38 @ 33 Vermont 776 Source: National Inventory of Dams, Army Corps of Engineers
9 Idaho %.5 @ 34 Tennessee 77.0 i Value: 10.1 T Value: 100.0
10 Minnesota %4 ® 35 WestVirginia 748 ® nimum value: 18, arget Value: 100.
11 Colorado %) e 36 Ohio 44 ® Maximum Value: 100.0 Green/Yellow Threshold: 85.0
12 SouthCaolina 962 ® 37 Virginia 714 : i Yellow/Orange Threshold: 75.0
Sort Order: Ascending Orange/Red Threshold: 50.0
13 Nebraska 958 ® 38 Arkansas 691 ® SDG Alignment: Target 6.5 WorstValue: 15.5
14 NewHampshire 956 @ 39 Kentucky 655 ® orst Value: 15.
15 South Dakota 945 @ 40  California 640 ® Threshold Rationale: Best value set according to universal access: basic
16 Michigan 929 @ 41 Delaware 619 ® infrastructure. Worst value set according to 2.5th percentile. Dashboard set
17 Montana 28 e 4 North Carolina D9 e according to summary statistics, and adjusted for clustering.
18  Wyoming 918 @ 43 New Mexico 387 @
19 Pennsylvania 912 @ 44 Indiana 316 @
20  Oklahoma 9.5 @ 45 lowa 304 ©
21 Washington 885 @ 46 Missouri 292 @
22 Mississippi 879 © 47  Florida 289 @
23 Arizona 877 @ 48  Rhode Island 167 @
24 Kansas 859 @ 49 Alabama 155 @
25 Alaska 857 @ 50 Georgia 101 @
S,
172 Sustainable Development Report of the United States 2018 %, &



CLEANWATER
AND SANITATION

E Incomplete plumbing
(% of occupied housing units)

Rank State Value Rating
1 Utah 027 @ 26 Louisiana 038 @ | lete bl bi
2 Connecticut 027 @ 27 Pennsylvania 039 e ncompiete plumbing
3 llinois 028 @ 28 Kansas 039 e Description: Percent of occupied housing units lacking complete plumbing.
4 Delaware 028 ® 29 New York 039 e Complete plumbing is defined as 1) both hot and cold water, and 2) a shower
5  Florida 028 @ 30 Oklahoma 039 e and/or tub. 5-year averages.
° i i °
6 New Jersey 0.29 31 Missouri 040 Year: 2012-2016 Units: %
7 Nebraska 029 ® 32 California 043 @
8 lowa 029 © 33 Oregon 043 © Source: American Community Survey, US Census Bureau
i ° i °
]90 Il\r/w"chana . 82? . 32 xéshmgton gi o Minimum Value: 0.27 Target Value: 0.00
nesotd ’ peonsin ’ Maximum Value: 4.06 Green/Yellow Threshold: 0.50
11 Colorado 031 @ 36 Vermont 045 @
o R Yellow/Orange Threshold: 1.00
12 Virginia 031 @ 37 Mississippi 046 @ Sort Order: Descending Oranae/Red Threshold: 2.00
13 North Carolina 032 © 38 Texas 047 ® SDG Alignment: Target 6.2 Wors?VaIueﬂ " o
14 Maryland 032 © 39 Montana 047 @ Ll
15 North Dakota 032 ® 40 Kentucky 047 © Threshold Rationale: Best value set according to SDG mandate to achieve
16 Georgia 033 ® 41 Arkansas 050 access to adequate and equitable sanitation and hygiene for all. Worst value set
) o ’ according to 2.5th percentile. Dashboard set according to summary statistics,
17° Nevada 033 o 42 West Virginia 053 and adjusted for long tail end of this distribution.
18 Massachusetts 034 © 43 Idaho 0.55
19 Michigan 034 © 44 New Hampshire 0.55
20 Alabama 035 ® 45 South Dakota 0.56
21 Wyoming 036 @ 46 Hawaii 0.65
22 South Carolina 037 @ 47 Arizona 0.66
23 Ohio 037 © 48  Maine 0.76
24 Rhode Island 037 ® 49 New Mexico 102 ©
25 Tennessee 037 @ 50 Alaska 406 @
CLEANWATER
AND SANITATION
E Water stress index
(Normalized Deficit Index)
Rank State Value Rating
1 Vermont 0.002 @ 26 Texas 0124 @ Wat t ind
2 NewHampshie 0007 ® 27 Colorado 0130 ® CLA AT 2
3 Oregon 0013 @ 28 Florida 0132 @ Description: Normalized Deficit Index (NDI) is a metric of water stress. It is the
4 Wyoming 0016 @ 29 Missouri 0135 e ratio of the maximum accumulated water deficit in a given year to the average
5 Maine 0021 @ 30 Kansas 0140 @ annual rainfall across the historical period 1949-2009. County-level data was
6 Connecticut 0023 ® 31 Pennsylvania 0149 ® aggregated to the state-level by population-weighting the median (NDI) from
) ) ) ’ the period 1949-2009 for each county.
7 New Mexico 0032 © 32 Ohio 0168 @
8  Mississippi 0035 @ 33 Michigan 0184 @ Year: 1949-2009 Units: Ratio
9 Montana 0037 ® 34 Rhode Island 0191 @
10 Louisiana 0042 @ 35 Wisconsin 0211 @ Source: America’s Water Stress Index, Columbia Water Center
11 Utah 0047 ® 36 Minnesota 043 @ Minimum Value: 0.002 Target Value: 0.000
12 Tennessee _ 0050 @ 37 Idaho DZEL Maximum Value: 1.377 Green/Yellow Threshold: 0.300
13 North C;ro\ma 0.050 : 38 Nebraska 0.278 : . Yellow/Orange Threshold: 0.600
1;1 E/lassscc UST»HS 8822 : iz :\Twetah - gi?g Sort Order: Descending Orange/Red Threshold: 1.000
t ! t . i :
outh Carolina orth Dakota SDG Alignment: Target 6.4 Worst Value: 2.000
16 Alabama 0069 @ 41 South Dakota 0315
17 Georgia 0071 ® 42 lllinois 0345 Threshold Rationale: Best value set according to scientific standard. Worst
: value set according to 2.5th percentile. Dashboard set according to scientific
18 Washington 0073 ® 43 New Jersey 0404 standard
19  Arizona 0080 ® 44 California 0413
20 West Virginia 0084 @ 45 Indiana 0.442
21 Arkansas 008 ® 46 Delaware 0.575
22 Maryland 0087 ® 47 New York 0972 ®
23 Oklahoma 0089 ® 48 Virginia 1377 @
24 Nevada 0090 e - Alaska NA ®
25 Kentucky 0093 @ - Hawaii NA @
M
%"  Sustainable Development Report of the United States 2018 173



CLEAN WATER
AND SANITATION

E Safe drinking water violations
(% of people drinking water with violations)

Rank State Value Rating
1 Minnesota 13 @ 26 Kansas 159 Safe drinki t iolati
2 Nevada 42 @ 27 Montana 16.8 are drinking water violations
2. Mirginia 42 ® 28 Arkansas 171 Description: Percent of people served by a community water system with at
4 Hawaii 49 29 Idaho 19.7 least one EPA Safe Drinking Water Act (SDWA) violation. Violations include
5 New Hampshire 50 @ 30 Wyoming 202 health-based and monitoring and reporting violations.
6 Michigan 54 @ 31 New Mexico 204 Year: 2015 Units: %
7 lllinois 6.1 32 Ohio 255 ©
8 South Dakota 63 33 Massachusetts %5 ® Source: Threats on Tap, Natural Resources Defense Council
9  California 66 34 Alaska 266 @ Minimum Value: 1.3 Target Value: 0.0
10 North Dakota 75 35 Utah 03 @ Maximum Value: 61.2 Green/Yellow Threshold: 6.0
11 NewYork 8.2 36 Arizona 360 @ ) Yellow/Orange Threshold: 21.0
12 Colorado 9.0 37 Mar}/\and 364 © Sort Or.der. Descending Orange/Red Threshold: 38.0
13 Nebraska 9.2 38  Florida 372 © SDG Alignment: Target 6.1 Worst Value: 53.0
14 Mississippi 10.1 38 Oklahoma 372 @ ) ) )
15 Rhode Island 102 40 Georgia 377 @ Th!reshold Ratlongle. Best value set according to SDG n?an.date to achieve
i . , universal and equitable access to safe and affordable drinking water for all.
16 Indiana 105 41 Wisconsin 383 @ Worst value set according to 2.5th percentile. Dashboard set according to
16 North Carolina 105 42 Connecticut 401 ® summary statistics, and adjusted for clustering.
18 Missouri 1.1 42 West Virginia 4001 @
19 lowa 11.6 44 Louisiana 411 @
20 Alabama 11.7 45 Washington 417 @
21 Maine 121 46 Texas 439 @
22 Tennessee 133 47 Pennsylvania 441 @
23 Oregon 14.0 48  New Jersey 501 @
23 South Carolina 14.0 49 Kentucky 530 ©
25 Vermont 14.7 50 Delaware 612 @
CO, intensity of electricity
(MtCO,/TWh)
Rank State Value Rating
1 Vermont 0006 @ 26 Louisiana 0494 ® 0. int ity of electricit
2 Washington 0089 ® 27 Minnesota 0497 ® 2 Intensity of electricity
3 Idaho onz e 28 Delaware 0498 @ Description: Carbon intensity of the electricity supply, converted to million
4 NewHampshire 0131 @ 29 Maryland 0499 o metric tons of CO, per terrawatt hour for international comparison. Carbon
5 Oregon 0136 ® 30 Tennessee 0502 @ intensity is defined as the amount of carbon emitted per unit of energy
6 Maine 0222 e® 31 Texas 0520 ® consumed.
7 South Dakota 0232 e 32 Michigan 0522 ® Year: 2015 Units: mtCO,/TWh
8  New York 0232 ® 33 Ark 0524 @
ew Or. fransas Source: US Energy Information Administration
9  Connecticut 0235 @ 34 Kansas 0540 ©
10  California 0238 @ 35 Alaska 0546 ® Minimum Value: 0.006 Target Value: 0.047
11 New Jersey 0.271 36 lowa 0554 ® Maximum Value: 0.945 Green/Yellow Threshold: 0.253
12 South Carolina 0.288 37 Montana 0591 @ ) Yellow/Orange Threshold: 0.480
13 Nevada 0.365 38  Wisconsin 0628 ® Sort Or.der: Descending Orange/Red Threshold: 0.690
14 lllinois 0.385 39 Nebraska 0629 ® SDG Alignment: Target 7.2 Worst Value: 0.900
15 Virginia 0.39%4 40  Colorado 0661 ®
16 Pennsylvania 0.395 41 Ohio 0685 @ Threshold Rationale: Best value set according to scientific standard (Deep
17 Massachusetts 0397 42 New Mexico 0703 @ Decarbonization Pathways Project Target). Worst value set according to 2.5th
18 North Carolina 0401 B e 0728 ® percentile. Dashboard set according to summary statistics, and adjusted for
‘ ) clustering.
19 Alabama 0405 44 Utah 0739 ® J
20 Rhode Island 0.406 45 North Dakota 0788 ®
21 Arizona 0.409 46 Missouri 0797 @
22 Mississippi 0417 47 Indiana 0837 ®
23 Georgia 0450 48  West Virginia 0900 e
24 Florida 0462 49  Kentucky 0900 ®
25 Oklahoma 0471 50  Wyoming 0945 ®
R
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Low-income energy burden
(% of income spent on energy)

25
25
25
25
25
31
31
31
34
34
34
37
38
38
38
41
42
43
43
45
46
47
48
49
50

Kentucky
Michigan
Oklahoma
South Dakota
Wisconsin
Alaska
Indiana

Utah

Arizona

New Hampshire
North Carolina
Connecticut
Florida
llinois

North Dakota
Minnesota
Maine
Delaware
lowa

Georgia
Vermont
Virginia
Alabama
Arkansas
Washington

(thousand BTU/dollar of GDP)

Rank State Value Rating
1 Hawaii 19 e
2 Nevada 20 e
3 Montana 2 e
3 New Mexico 2 e
5 New Jersey 23 @
6 Oregon 24 e
6  Wyoming 24 @
8 (California 25 @
8  South Carolina 25 @
10 Nebraska 26 @
10 Rhode Island 26 @
12 Pennsylvania 27 ®
13 Missouri 28 @
13 New York 28 @
15  Ohio 29 @
15 Tennessee 29 @
15 Texas 29 e
18  Kansas 30 @
18  Massachusetts 30 @
20 Idaho 31 @
20 Louisiana 31 @
20 Maryland 31 @
20 Mississippi 31 @
20 West Virginia 31 @
25 Colorado 32 @

Energy efficiency

Rank State Value Rating
1 New York 29 ©
2 Connecticut 33 ©
2 Massachusetts 33 @
4 (California 34 @
5 Hawaii 39 @
6  Rhode Island 4.1
7 Maryland 43
8  New Hampshire 4.5
8  New Jersey 4.5
10 Delaware 46
11 Oregon 48
11 Vermont 4.8
13 Washington 5.0
14 Colorado 5.2
14 Nevada 52
16  Florida 54
17 Arizona 55
17 Virginia 55
19  lllinois 5.7
19 North Carolina 57
21 Minnesota 6.0
21 Pennsylvania 6.0
21 Utah 6.0
24 Georgia 6.4
25 Michigan 6.5

26
27
28
29
30
31
3]
33
34
35
36
37
38
39
39
39
42
43
44
45
46
47
48
49
50

Wisconsin
Ohio
Missouri
Tennessee
New Mexico
Kansas
Maine
Nebraska
Texas

Idaho
Oklahoma
South Carolina
South Dakota
Indiana

lowa
Montana
Arkansas
Kentucky
Alabama
West Virginia
North Dakota
Mississippi
Alaska
Wyoming
Louisiana

6.6
69
7.0
77
78
79
79
85
8.6
89
9.1
9.2
94
9.6
9.6
9.6
9.8
10.1
10.7
1.5
119
120
124
14.7
20.6

Low-income energy burden

Description: Percent of income spent on household energy by those at less
than 50% of the poverty level.

Year: 2017 Units: %
Source: Fisher Sheehan & Colton, Home Energy Affordability Gap

Minimum Value: 19 Target Value: 2
Green/Yellow Threshold: 3
Yellow/Orange Threshold: 6
Orange/Red Threshold: 11
Worst Value: 50

Maximum Value: 64

Sort Order: Descending
SDG Alignment: Target 7.1

Threshold Rationale: Best value set according to expert guidance. Worst value
set according to 2.5th percentile. Dashboard set according to expert guidance
and scientific standard.

Energy efficiency

Description: Energy consumption per real dollar of GDP, in thousand BTU per
chained 2009 dollar.

Year: 2015 Units: Thousand BTU/real dollar GDP
Source: US Energy Information Administration

Minimum Value: 2.9 Target Value: 3.4
Green/Yellow Threshold: 4.0
Yellow/Orange Threshold: 7.5
Orange/Red Threshold: 10.8
Worst Value: 14.7

Maximum Value: 20.6

Sort Order: Descending
SDG Alignment: Target 7.3

Threshold Rationale: Best value set according to average of OECD top 5. Worst
value set according to 2.5th percentile. Dashboard set according to summary
statistics, and adjusted for clustering.
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Renewable energy consumption (%)

Rank State Value Rating
1 Oregon 454 @ 26 Colorado 86 © )
2 Washington 439 @ 26 South Carolina 86 © Renewable energy consumption
3 Maine 365 o 28 North Carolina 80 ® Description: Renewable energy consumption as a percent of total energy
4 South Dakota 346 © 29 Michigan 73 © consumption.
5 Montana 306 @ 30 Florida 71 e )
6 lowa 77 e 31 Virginia 69 ® Vear: 2015 Units: %
7 Idaho 274 @ 32 WestVirginia 67 © Source: America’s Goals for 2030; US Energy Information Administration
8  Vermont 249 @ 33 New Mexico 65 © o
9 e 193 34 llinois 64 @ Minimum Value: 2.8 Target Value: 38.2

10 Nebraska 186 34 Mississippi 64 ® Maximum Value: 45.4 Green/Yellow Threshold: 23.0
11 NorthDakota 182 36 Indiana 59 @ Sort Order: Ascending ;e"°""/ O:Z?r:-rhr:st:ld:; 23
12 Minnesota 14.5 37 Massachusetts 57 ®© SDG Alignment: Target 7.2 range/Red Threshold: 5.

13 Alabama 14.2 38 Connecticut 54 ® Worst Value: 3.5

14 Kansas 13.7 38 Maryland 54 @ Threshold Rationale: Best value set according to average of top 5. Worst
15  Nevada 13.1 40 Missouri 53 @ value set according to 2.5th percentile. Dashboard set according to summary
16 OKlahoma 1 e 41 Pennsylvania ) e statistics, and adjusted for clustering.

17 Arkansas 15 @ 42 Kentucky 51 ®

18  California n2 e 42 Texas 51 e

19 New York n1 e 44 Utah 39 e

20 Georgia 104 © 45 Ohio 38 ©

21 Arizona 102 © 46 New Jersey 37 @

21 Hawaii 102 o 47 Rhode Island 36 @

23 Wisconsin 94 @ 48 Alaska 35 @

24 Wyoming 93 ® 48 Louisiana 35 @

25 Tennessee 87 © 50 Delaware 28 @

Renewable energy production (%)

Rank State Value Rating
1 Delaware 1000 © 26 Kansas 211 @ )
1 Hawaii 1000 ® 27 Arizona 08 ® Renewable energy production
1 Idaho 1000 @ 28 Maryland 204 © Description: Renewable energy production as a percent of total primary
1 Maine 1000 @ 29 Alabama 197 © energy production.
1 Rhode Island 1000 ® 30  South Carolina 178 @ .
1 Vermont 1000 ® 31 Virginia 145 ® Vear: 2015 Units:%
7 Oregon %98 @ 32 Mississippi 144 @ Source: US Energy Information Administration
8 Nevada 979 @ 33 Connecticut 133 o o
9 lowa 09 e 34 New Jersey 16 e M|n|‘mum Value: 0.5 Target Value: 100.0
10 Washington 09 e 35 |llinois 125 e Maximum Value: 100.0 Green/Yellow Threshold: 74.7
11 SouthDakota 897 ® 36 Montana 106 ® Sort Order: Ascending ;e"°""’ 7:;‘3:“’:5;""':;40'0
12 Minnesota 722 37 Arkansas 83 e SDG Alignment: Target 7.2 range/red Threshold: 5.
13 Nebraska 713 38 Ohio 70 ® Worst Value: 1.1
14 Wisconsin 64.3 39 Louisiana 49 @ Threshold Rationale: Best value set according to average of top 5. Worst
15 Massachusetts 527 40 Oklahoma 45 @ value set according to 2.5th percentile. Dashboard set according to summary
16 Missouri 448 41 Kentucky i e statistics, and adjusted for clustering.
17 New York 44.1 42 North Dakota 39 e
18 Florida 432 43 Colorado 37 @
19 Georgia 431 44 Texas 32 @
20 Tennessee 385 @ 45 Pennsylvania 23 ©
21 New Hampshire 347 @ 46 Utah 21 @
22 California 316 © 47  Alaska 13 ®
23 Michigan 201 @ 48  New Mexico 13 ®
24 North Carolina 276 ® 49 West Virginia 11 e
25 Indiana 29 o 50  Wyoming 05 e
S,
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DEGENT WORK AND
ECONOMIC GROWTH

Banking access
(per 10,000 people)

o

Rank State Value Rating
1 North Dakota 71 @ 23 New Hampshire 42 .
2 Nebraska 62 © 23 Ohio 42 Banking access
2 South Dakota G218 28 Virginia 4l @ Description: Banking institutions per 10,000 people. Banking institution
4 lowa 57 @ 29 New Jersey 40 @ defined as commercial banks, savings institutions, and credit unions.
4 Kansas 57 @ 29 Oklahoma 40 o .
6 Maine 56 @ S e 30 @ Year: 2015 Units: Count per 10,000 people
7 Vermont 53 @ 31 Minnesota 39 © Source: Opportunity Index, Opportunity Nation
8  Arkansas 5.1 33 Oregon 37 @ o
9 Montana 49 33 Rhode Island 37 e Minimum Value: 2.4 Target Value: 6.2
10 Wisconsin 47 33 South Carolina 37 @ Maximum Value: 7.1 Green/Yellow Threshold: 5.2
11 Kentucky 46 36 Colorado 36 @ Sort Order: Ascending ;eIIOW/;):Z?r:Th:ﬁ'::':;‘"z
11 Wyoming 46 36 Maryland 36 @ SDG Alignment: Target 8.10 rangermec Tresnot =
13 Connecticut 45 36 North Carolina 36 © Worst Value: 2.5
13 Delaware 45 36  Washington 36 @ Threshold Rationale: Best value set according to average of top 5. Worst
13 Idaho 45 40 Florida 34 @ value set according to 2.5th percentile. Dashboard set according to summary
13 Mississippi 45 40 NewYork 34 @ statistics, and adjusted for clustering.
13 Missouri 4.5 40 Utah 34 @
13 West Virginia 4.5 43 Alaska 33 @
19 Pennsylvania 44 44 Georgia 32 @
20 lllinois 43 44 Hawaii 32 ®
20 Indiana 43 44 New Mexico 32 ®
20 Tennessee 43 47 Texas 30 ©
23 Alabama 4.2 48  Arizona 26 @
23 Louisiana 42 49  California 25 ©
23 Massachusetts 4.2 50 Nevada 24 @

DEGENT WORK AND
ECONOMIC GROWTH

Employment discrimination
(per 100,000 people)

o

Rank State Value Rating

1 Maine 23 © 26 New Jersey 21.1 E | t discriminati

2 New Hampshire 42 @ 27 Ohio 230 mployment discrimination

3 Montana 43 @ 28 Kansas 232 Description: Employment discrimination charges per 100,000 people for

4 Vermont 46 @ 29 South Carolina 261 © discrimination on the basis of sex, national origin, religion, color, retaliation,
5 Nebraska 53 @ 30 Oklahoma 270 ® age, disability, equal pay, or genetic information.

6 Idaho 55 @ 31 Michigan 271 e Year: 2016 Units: Count per 100,000 people

7 lowa 61 @ 32 Texas 334 ©

8 WestVirginia 62 ® B (dweng 335 @ Source: 2018 Social Progress Index, Social Progress Imperative

9 South Dakota 62 @ 34 Nevada 349 @ Minimum Value: 2.3 Target Value: 0.0

10 Oregon 1 e 35 Virginia 350 @ Maximum Value: 69.3 Green/Yellow Threshold: 10.0

11 Connecticut 71 @ 36 Missouri 352 @ . Yellow/Orange Threshold: 24.0

12 Massachusetts 74 @ 37 Pennsylvania 357 @ Sort Or‘der. Descending Orange/Red Threshold: 40.5

13 Utah 85 @ 38 Colorado 360 © SDG Alignment: Target 8.5 Worst Value: 62.4

14 Wyoming 94 © 39 Louisiana 363 @ ) ) )

15 North Dakota 107 40 Florida 369 @ Threshold Ratlo_nale: Best value set.accordlng to Leave No OI:le Behind. Worst

value set according to 2.5th percentile. Dashboard set according to summary

16 Rhode Island 124 41" Maryland 81 @ statistics, and adjusted for clustering.

17 Alaska 128 42 Indiana 382 @

18  California 15.0 43 lllinois 396 ©

19 Minnesota 16.2 44 Tennessee 412 @

20 Delaware 176 45 North Carolina 431 @

21 Washington 18.8 46 New Mexico 442 @

22 New York 189 47 Arkansas 493 @

23 Wisconsin 19.0 48  Georgia 5117 e

24 Hawaii 204 49 Mississippi 624 @

25 Kentucky 20.5 50 Alabama 693 @
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DEGENT WORK AND
ECONOMIC GROWTH

Employment to population ratio
(% of population aged 20-64)

o

Rank State Value Rating
1 Minnesota 811 @ 26 ldaho 729 ® . .
2 North Dakota 809 @ 26 Washington 729 © Employment to population ratio
3 Nebraska C U 28 Hawaii 27 @ Description: Percent of total civilian noninstitutional population aged 16-64
4 lowa 795 @ 29 New York 726 ® that is employed.
5 South Dakota 790 @ 29 Oregon 726 ® .
6  New Hampshire 789 @ 31 Delaware 724 ® Vear: 2016 Units: %
7 Wisconsin 783 ® 32 Texas 722 Source: American Community Survey, US Census Bureau
8 Vermont 774 @ 33 Nevada 720 ® .
9 Massachusetts 773 ® 34 California 713 ® M|n|.mum Value: 63.0 Target Value: 80.2
10 Maryland 766 35 Michigan 17 @ Maximum Value: 81.1 Green/Yellow Threshold: 77.0
11 Kansas 76.2 36 Alaska 711 e Sort Order: Ascending Yellow/Orange Thresht?ld: 73.1
12 Utah 761 37 Georgia 708 ® SDG Alignment: Target 8.5 Orange/Red Threshold: 69.0
- Worst Value: 65.2
13 Colorado 76.0 38 Florida 707 ®
14 Connecticut 759 38 North Carolina 707 ® Threshold Rationale: Best value set according to average of top 5. Worst
15 Wyoming 756 40  Arizona 608 @ value set according to 2.5th percentile. Dashboard set according to summary
16 Montana 749 40 South Carolina 98 ® statistics, and adjusted for clustering.
17 New Jersey 74.8 42 Tennessee 696 ©
18 Maine 74.6 43 Oklahoma 694 @
19 lllinois 744 44 Arkansas 683 @
20 Indiana 74.1 45 Kentucky 677 @
21 Virginia 73.8 46 Louisiana 666 @
22 Rhode Island 736 47 New Mexico 665 @
23 Ohio 733 48 Alabama 664 @
24 Missouri 732 49 Mississippi 652 ®©
25 Pennsylvania 731 @ 50  WestVirginia 630 @

DECENT WORK AND
ECONOMICGROWTH

Youth not in employment, education or training
(NEET) (%)

o

Rank State Value Rating

1 Minnesota 75 © 26 ldaho 121 ® . ) L.

2 New Hampshire 6 e 26 NewYork T Youth not in employment, education or training (NEET)

2 Vermont 6 ® 28 Oregon 122 ® Description: Percent of youth aged 16-24 who are not enrolled in school (full-
4 North Dakota 78 ® 28  Wyoming 122 ® or part-time) and not employed (full- or part-time).

5 Massachusetts 80 30 Washington 123 @ Vear: 2015 Unite: o

6 Nebraska 81 31 California 124 o ear s

7 lowa 84 @ 32 Michigan 126 © Source: KIDS COUNT, The Annie E. Casey Foundation

7 Wisconsin 84 © 33 Tennessee 127 @ Mini Value: 7.5 T tValue: 7.7

9  Connecticut 9.7 34 North Carolina 130 @ fnimum vaiue: 7. arget Yalue: 7.

9 Utah 97 35 Florida 131 e Maximum Value: 17.0 Green/Yellow Threshold: 9.0
11 Rhode sland 98 36 Montana 132 ® . : Yellow/Orange Threshold: 11.9

Sort Order: Descending
12 Maine 99 37 Kentucky 135 @ ) Orange/Red Threshold: 14.0
) ’ SDG Alignment: Target 8.6 Worst Value: 17.0

13 Virginia 10.2 38 Texas 136 © orst Value: 17,

14 Colorado 10.7 39  Oklahoma 138 @ Threshold Rationale: Best value set according to average of top 5. Worst
14 South Dakota 107 40 Nevada 140 @ value set according to 2.5th percentile. Dashboard set according to summary
16 Maryland 108 41 South Carolina 145 @ statistics, and adjusted for clustering.

17 Hawaii 109 42 Arizona 148 @

18  Kansas 1.0 43 Alaska 150 @

19 Delaware 1.3 44 Alabama 151 @

19 Ohio 13 44 Arkansas 151 @

21 Missouri 1.5 44 Georgia 151 @

21 Pennsylvania 1.5 47 New Mexico 163 @

23 Indiana 11.6 48 West Virginia 165 @

24 New Jersey 11.8 49 Louisiana 170 @

25 lllinois 119 49 Mississippi 170 @

R
178 Sustainable Development Report of the United States 2018 %, &



DEGENT WORK AND
ECONOMIC GROWTH

Real GDP growth
(%, average of 5 years)

o

Rank State Value Rating
1 Washington 359 @ 26 Ohio 1.62
2 California 346 © 27 Delaware 1.57 Real GDP growth
3 Utah s3ae 28 Montana 156 ® Description: 5-year average of annual real GDP growth rates.
4 Colorado 330 e 29 Maryland 141 @
5 Texas 304 © 30  Arkansas 135 @ Vear: 20122017 Unite: %
6 Idaho 283 @ 31 South Dakota 128 ® carsnie it
7 Florida 277 @ 32 Maine 106 ® Source: Bureau of Economic Analysis
8 Georgia 275 @ 33 Rhode Island 103 @ o
9 South Carolina 254 34 Kansas 103 ® Minimum Value: -2.60 Target Value: 3.35
10 Nevada 739 35 NewYork 100 ® Maximum Value: 3.59 Green/Yellow Threshold: 2.66
11 Tennessee 235 36 lllinois 099 ® . i Yellow/Orange Threshold: 1.56
Sort Order: Ascending Orange/Red Threshold: 0.46
12 Nebraska 224 37 Kentucky 095 @ SDG Alignment: Target 8.1 Woret Value: 0.3 e
13 lowa 219 38 Virginia 090 @ orst Value: -0.
14 Minnesota 2.07 39 New Jersey 088 @ Threshold Rationale: Best value set according to average of top 5. Worst
15 Oregon 2.02 40  Alabama 083 @ value set according to 2.5th percentile. Dashboard set according to summary
16 North Carolina 201 41 Missouri 082 ® statistics, and adjusted for clustering.
17 Michigan 1.94 42 New Mexico 080 ®
18 Arizona 1.92 43 Vermont 073 ®
19 Indiana 1.92 44 North Dakota 059 e
20  Oklahoma 1.90 45 West Virginia 058 @
21 Massachusetts 1.88 46 Mississippi 041 @
22 New Hampshire 1.87 47 Wyoming 021 @
23 Hawaii 1.84 48  Louisiana 013 @
24 Pennsylvania 1.80 49 Connecticut 030 @
25 Wisconsin 1.65 50 Alaska -260 @
DECENT WORK AND
ECONOMIC GROWTH
m Unbanked rate (%)
Rank State Value Rating
1 Vermont 15 @ 26 Ohio 58
2 New Hampshire 18 @ 27 Florida 59 Unbanked rate
3 Maine 23 @ 28 Michigan 60 Description: Percent of US households that are unbanked. Unbanked is defined
4 Hawaii 24 ® 29 California 6.2 as no one in the household having a checking or savings account.
4 Wyoming 24 © 29 Connecticut 6.2 Vear: 2015 Units: 9%
6 North Dakota 30 @ 31 lllinois 71 e ear: nits: %
7 Minnesota 34 32 New Jersey 74 @ Source: Federal Deposit Insurance Corporation
7 Wisconsin 34 33 Kansas 76 © .
9 Alaska 35 34 North Carolina 77 @ Minimum Value: 1.5 Target Value: 0.0
10 Idaho 36 35 NewYork 80 @ Maximum Value: 14.0 Green/Yellow Threshold: 3.3
11 Utah 39 35 West Virginia 80 ® . - Yellow/Orange Threshold: 6.4
Sort Order: Descending 0 /Red Threshold: 9
12 Montana 40 37 Arizona 85 ® . . range/Red Threshold: 9.4
SDG Alignment: Target 8.10 Worst Value: 12
13 Washington 4.1 37 Missouri 85 © orst Value: 12.6
14 lowa 42 39 Nevada 89 e Threshold Rationale: Best value set according to universal access: public
14 South Dakota 42 39 South Carolina 89 @ service. Worst value set according to 2.5th percentile. Dashboard set according
16 Colorado 44 41 Kentucky 9w e to summary statistics, and adjusted for clustering.
17 Virginia 46 42 New Mexico 94 ®
18  Pennsylvania 47 42 Texas 94 ©
19  Delaware 48 44 Arkansas 97 @
19 Indiana 48 45 Tennessee 108 @
19 Maryland 48 46 Oklahoma 110 @
22 Rhode Island 50 47  Georgia 19 e
23 Nebraska 5.1 48  Alabama 125 @
23 Oregon 5.1 49 Mississippi 126 @
25 Massachusetts 5.7 50 Louisiana 140 @
M
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DEGENT WORK AND
ECONOMIC GROWTH

Unemployment rate
(% of population 25-64)

o

Rank State Value Rating
1 North Dakota 22 © 26 Delaware 59 o
2 Nebraska 32 @ 26 Ohio 59 ® Unemployment rate
2 South Dakota 2208 26 Pennsylvania 59 Description: Percent of population aged 25-64 years old that is unemployed,
4 lowa 36 @ 29  Kentucky 62 © five-year estimate.
5 Utah 39 e 29 Tennessee 62 © .
5 Vermont 39 e 31 Louisiana 63 @ Vear: 2012:2016  Units: %
7 Minnesota 40 e 31 NewYork 63 ® Source: American Community Survey, US Census Bureau
7 New Hampshire 40 © 31 West Virginia 63 @ o
9 Wyoming 4l e 34 Alaska 65 ® Minimum Value: 2.2 Target Value: 3.2
10 Kansas 4 e 34 Aizona 65 ® Maximum Value: 8.1 Green/Yellow Threshold: 4.3
11 Wisconsin 46 34 Rhode Island 65 ® Sort Order: Descending Yellow/Orange Threshold: 5.6
12 Hawai 47 37 Alabama 66 ® ) ) Orange/Red Threshold: 6.9
_ SDG Alignment: Target 8.5 Worst Value: 7.7
12 Montana 4.7 38 Connecticut 67 ®
12 Virginia 4.7 38 New Jersey 67 © Threshold Rationale: Best value set according to average of top 5. Worst
15 Colorado 48 40 Illinois 68 ® value set according to 2.5th percentile. Dashboard set according to summary
15 1daho 48 40 New Mexico 68 ® statistics, and adjusted for clustering.
15  Oklahoma 48 40 North Carolina 68 ®
18 Maine 49 40 Oregon 68 ©
19  Texas 52 40  South Carolina 68 ®
20  Arkansas 55 45 Georgia 69 @
20 Maryland 55 46 Michigan 70 @
20 Missouri 55 47  Florida 72 ©
23 Indiana 56 © 48  California 73 @
23 Washington 56 © 49 Mississippi 77 @
25 Massachusetts 57 © 50 Nevada 81 @

DECENT WORK AND
ECONOMICGROWTH

Fatal occupational injuries
(per 100,000 workers)

o

Rank State Value Rating
1 New York 20 © 26 Florida 46 Fatal ti liniuri
2 Massachusetts 24 ® 27 Idaho 4.7 CLEl ) el e LIS
3 Washington 25 e 27 Nevada 47 Description: Number of fatal occupational injuries in construction,
4 Minnesota 28 @ 29 Georgia 438 manufacturing, trade, transportation, utilities and professional and business
5 California 30 @ 29 Missouri 48 services per 100,000 workers.
6 New Hampshire 31 31 Kansas 50 Year:2013-2015 Units: Count per 100,000 workers
7 Oregon 34 31 Nebraska 5.0
8 Connecticut 35 B el 51 e Source: America’s Health Rankings, United Health Foundation
9 New Jersey 37 33 Tennessee 51 @ Minimum Value: 2.0 Target Value: 2.5
10 Arizona 39 35 Alabama 55 @ Maximum Value: 12.6 Green/Yellow Threshold: 3.0
10 Hawai 39 35 lowa 55 @ ) Yellow/Orange Threshold: 5.0
10 lllinois 39 35  Kentucky 55 @ Sort Or.der- Descending Orange/Red Threshold: 7.0
10 Maryland 39 38 Montana 56 ® SDG Alignment: Target 8.8 Worst Value: 9.5
10 North Carolina 39 38 Texas 56 @ Threshold R o8 | J ] W
) . reshold Rationale: Best value set according to average of top 5. Worst
)
[ORRiconEl) 39 40 Alaska > value set according to 2.5th percentile. Dashboard set according to summary
16 Colorado 40 41 South Dakota 62 ® statistics, and adjusted for clustering.
16 Michigan 4.0 42 South Carolina 64 ©
16 Vermont 4.0 43 New Mexico 69 @
19 Maine 4.1 44 Arkansas 75 @
20 Pennsylvania 42 44 Louisiana 75 @
20 Virginia 4.2 46 West Virginia 77 @
22 Ohio 43 47 Oklahoma 81 @
22 Rhode Island 43 48 Mississippi 93 @
24 Delaware 44 49 North Dakota 95 @
24 Utah 44 50  Wyoming 126 @
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INDUSTRY, INNOVATION

ANDINFRASTRUCTURE
& Scientific journal articles
(per 1,000 doctorate holders)
Rank State Value Rating
1 Massachusetts 13875 @ 26 Delaware 891.7 . . .
2 Rhode Island 13819 @ 27 Missouri 865.0 Scientific Joumal articles
3 Arizona 1359 @ 28 Nebraska 8527 Description: Academic science and engineering article output per 1,000
4 Connecticut 10849 ® 29 Virginia 8384 science, engineering, and health doctorate holders in academia.
5 Florida 10698 ® 30 lowa 835.5 .
6 Michigan 10433 @ 31 Oklahoma 3028 Year: 2015 Units: Count per 1,000 doctorate holders
7 NorthCarolina 10258 @ 32 Mississippi 802.1 Source: National Science Board, National Science Foundation
8 Wyoming 10244 ® 33 Kansas 7869 ® o
9 SouthCarolina 10091 ® 34 Alabama 7846 ® M|n|.mum Value: 397.9 Target Value: 1212.0
10 Maryland 10080 @ 35 NewHampshie 7759 ® Maximum Value: 1387.5 Green/Yellow Threshold: 1000.0
11 California 10036 ® 36 NewMexico 7695 @ Sort Order: Ascending :)e"°""/ 2:"‘;‘1:“':5::':(’):?'0
12 lllinois 10008 ® 37 WestVirginia 7593 @ SDG Alignment: Target 9.5 range/hed fhreshold: 659.
13 Georgia 999.1 38 South Dakota 7486 ® Worst Value: 474.0
14 Pennsylvania 996.6 39 Kentucky 7450 ® Threshold Rationale: Best value set according to average of OECD top 5. Worst
15 New York 9953 40 Louisiana 7400 ® value set according to 2.5th percentile. Dashboard set according to summary
16 North Dakota 9882 41 Nevada 170 ® statistics, and adjusted for clustering.
17 Texas 982.7 42 Minnesota 7038 ®
18 Indiana 9773 43 Hawaii 6856 @©
19 Tennessee 9334 44 |daho 6270 ®
20 Wisconsin 911.2 45 Oregon 6264 ©
21 Utah 906.7 46 Montana 5277 @
22 New Jersey 904.6 47 Alaska 5113 ®
23 Colorado 900.9 48  Vermont 5022 ®©
24 Washington 898.2 49 Arkansas 4740 ©
25  Ohio 898.2 50 Maine 3979 @
Broadband access
(% of households)
Rank State Value Rating
1 New Hampshire 775 @ 26 Nevada 673
2 Massachusetts 768 @ 27 South Dakota 67.1 Broadband access
3 Washington 756 @ 28 Nebraska 666 Description: Percent of households with broadband internet subscription.
4 Connecticut 751 @ 29 Wisconsin 665 @
5 New Jersey 747 @ 30 Georgia 664 © .
6 Maryland 743 @ 31 North Carolina 658 ® Vear: 2016 Units:%
7 Colorado 736 ®© 32 Wyoming 654 © Source: American Community Survey, US Census Bureau
8 Hawaii 734 @ 33 Michigan 649 ® .
9 Rhode lsland 733 34 Kansas 613 ® Minimum Value: 46.0 Target Value: 100.0
10 Delaware 732 35 Montana 638 ® Maximum Value: 77.5 Green/Yellow Threshold: 73.2
11 California 723 36 lowa 630 ® Sort Order: Ascending ;e"°""/ j’;‘”’;‘g‘:jh:s&"":;?'s
12 NewYork 708 37 Texas 627 ® SDG Alignment: Target 9.c range/hed threshold: 5.
13 Oregon 706 38 Indiana 624 ® Worst Value: 49.1
13 Utah 70.6 39 Idaho 620 © Threshold Rationale: Best value set according to universal access: public
15 North Dakota 703 40 West Virginia 619 ® service. Worst value set according to 2.5th percentile. Dashboard set according
16 Vermont 201 41 Missour 618 ® to summary statistics, and adjusted for clustering.
17 Maine 69.8 42 Kentucky 617 ®
18  Alaska 69.4 43 South Carolina 615 ®
19 Minnesota 69.2 44 Tennessee 602 ®
20 Pennsylvania 69.1 45 Louisiana 575 @
21 Virginia 69.0 46 New Mexico 567 @
22 Florida 63.6 47  Alabama 559 @
23 Arizona 679 48  Oklahoma 557 @
24 lllinois 674 49  Arkansas 491 @
24 Ohio 674 50  Mississippi 460 @
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Deficient bridges (%)

Rank State Value Rating
1 Nevada 16 @ 26 Kansas 86 - :
2 Texas 17 @ 27 Wisconsin 8.7 Deficient b"dges
j /I;I(l)rida i; : ig montjana 32 Description: Percent of bridges that are structurally deficient.
rizona . ew Jersey I
5 Utah 31 e 30 Idaho 9.2 .
6 Georgia 4.7 31 Massachusetts 93 @ Vear: 2016 Units: %
7 Washington 4.8 32 Alaska 97 © Source: Federal Highway Administration, US Department of Transportation
8 Delaware 49 33 North Carolina 99 e .
9  Tennessee 50 34 South Carolina 103 @ Minimum Value: 1.6 Target Value: 0.0
10 Oregon 53 35 Wyoming 1o e Maximum Value: 24.9 Green/Yellow Threshold: 4.2
11 California 55 36 New York 10 o Sort Order: Descending Yellow/Orange Threshold: 9.3
12 Vermont 56 37 Michigan 1.1 @ SDG Ali . Orange/Red Threshold: 14.5
gnment: Target 9.1
13 Hawail 57 38 NewHampshie 122 @ Worst Value: 20.5
14 Colorado 5.7 39 Mississippi 123 @ Threshold Rationale: Best value set according to universal access: basic
15 Maryland 58 40 Missouri 131 ® infrastructure. Worst value set according to 2.5th percentile. Dashboard set
16 Minnesota 6.0 41 Louisiana 135 @ according to summary statistics, and adjusted for clustering.
17 Arkansas 6.3 42 Maine 144 @
18 New Mexico 6.5 43 Oklahoma 150 @
19 Virginia 6.7 44 North Dakota 150 @
20 Ohio 6.9 45 Nebraska 154 @
21 Alabama 76 46 West Virginia 173 @
22 Indiana 8.0 47 South Dakota 196 @
23 Connecticut 8.0 48  Pennsylvania 198 @
24 Kentucky 8.1 49 lowa 205 @
25 lllinois 84 50 Rhode Island 249 @
Internet use (%)
Rank State Value Rating
1 New Hampshire 869 @ 26 Kansas 794 ®
2 Washington 864 @ 27 New Jersey 792 @ Internet use
i Sregon :Z; : ;2 ,T\Iexa; ool ;:: : Description: Internet use (any location), total population aged 15+.
ta X orth Carolina b
5 Minnesota 854 @ 30 Connecticut 781 @ .
6 lowa 852 ® 31 Oklahoma 780 ® Vear: 2015 Units:%
7 Nevada 846 @ 32 California 779 @ Source: National Telecommunications and Information Administration, US
8  Wisconsin 845 ® 33 Michigan 778 ® Department of Commerce
9 lllinois 842 @ 34 Alabama 777 @
10 Idaho 39 @ 35 Alaska 76 ® Minimum Value: 73.1 Target Value: 86.2
10 Maine B39 e 36 Kentucky 75 @ Maximum Value: 86.9 Green/Yellow Threshold: 83.4
12 Wyoming 38 @ 37 Ohio 769 ® c ) ) Yellow/Orange Threshold: 79.9
ort Order: Ascending
13 Virginia 822 37 Tennessee 769 ® ) Orange/Red Threshold: 76.3
SDG Alignment: Target 9.c
14 North Dakota 81.7 39 Arkansas 768 ® Worst Value: 75.2
15 Georgia 816 40 Montana 767 ® Threshold Rationale: Best value set according to average of top 5. Worst
16 Nebraska 815 41 South Dakota 766 @ value set according to 2.5th percentile. Dashboard set according to summary
17 Maryland 313 41 WestVirginia 766 ® statistics, and adjusted for clustering.
18 Florida 80.9 43 New York 765 @
19  Vermont 80.7 44 Hawaii 763 @
20 Rhode Island 80.1 45  New Mexico 760 @
20 South Carolina 80.1 46 Massachusetts 756 @
22 Arizona 80.0 47 Colorado 754 @
23 Missouri 79.9 47 Pennsylvania 754 @
24 Indiana 797 @ 49 Mississippi 752 @
25 Louisiana 795 @ 50 Delaware 731 @
S
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INDUSTRY, INNOVATION

ANDINFRASTRUCTURE
& Patents
(per 1,000 individuals in S&E occupations)

Rank State Value Rating

1 California 437 @ 26 Kansas 146 © Patent

2 Oregon 314 ® 27  Florida 145 @ atents

3 Vermont 514 @ 28 Delaware 141 @ Description: Patents per 1,000 individuals in science and engineering (S&E)
4 New Hampshire 306 © 29 South Carolina 140 @ occupations.

5 Washington 291 @ 30  Kentucky 128 © Vear 2016 Unite: Count 1000 S2E .

6  Massachusetts 286 © 31 New Mexico 127 © ear nits: Lount per 1, workers

7 Connecticut 285 © 32 Georgia 127 ® Source: National Science Board, National Science Foundation

8  Minnesota 283 @ 33 Wyoming 123 @ Vini Value: 2.0 TaraetValue: 33.3

9 ldaho %63 34 Tennessee 19 e nimum value: 2. arget va'ue: 3.

10 Nevada %1 @ 35 Missouri 104 ® Maximum Value: 43.7 Green/Yellow Threshold: 25.2
11 Michigan 242 36 South Dakota 100 o . . Yellow/Orange Threshold: 16.5

Sort Order: Ascending Orange/Red Threshold: 7.9

12 New York 230 37 Montana 99 e SDG Alignment: Target 9.5 Woret Value: 4.9

13 New Jersey 210 38 Oklahoma 96 ® orstValue: 4.

14 Indiana 19.5 39 Louisiana 95 @ Threshold Rationale: Best value set according to average of top 5. Worst
15 Arizona 194 40 Maryland 94 @ value set according to 2.5th percentile. Dashboard set according to summary
16 Utah 194 41 Maine 85 statistics, and adjusted for clustering.

17 lllinois 19.0 42 Nebraska 84 ©

18  North Carolina 17.8 43 North Dakota 77 @

19  Texas 17.7 44 Virginia 74 @

20 Wisconsin 175 45 Arkansas 71 @

21 Colorado 174 46  Alabama 70 @

22 lowa 173 47 Hawaii 60 @

23 Rhode Island 153 @ 48 Mississippi 59 @

24 Ohio 147 ® 49 West Virginia 49 @

25 Pennsylvania 147 ® 50 Alaska 40 ©

Poor roads (%)

Rank State Value Rating

1 Alabama 2 ® 25 lowa 18 P d

2 Georgia 4 @ 25 Texas 18 LAt ALz

3 Indiana 8 o 28 WestVirginia 19 Description: Percent of roads in poor condition.

3 Kentucky 8 o 29  Alaska VAR

3 Tennessee 8 @ 29  Colorado 21 o Vear: 2015 Units: %

6 New Hampshire 9 e 29 Maine 21 @ ear nits:%

6  North Dakota 9 e 29 Michigan 21 e Source: American Society of Civil Engineers

6 Wyoming 9 e 33 Virginia 23 e o | |

9 Montana 0 e 34 Arkansas u e Minimum Value: 2 Target Value: 0

9 Nebraska 0 e 34 Maryland u e Maximum Value: 57 Green/Yellow Threshold: 10

’ . Yellow/Orange Threshold: 20

9 Utah 0 e 34 Missouri % ® Sort Order: Descending 0 /Red Threshold: 30

12 Florida 1 34 Vermont 2% ® . ) range/Red threshold:

SDG Alignment: Target 9.1 Worst Value: 54

12 Oregon 1 38 Louisiana % e orst Value: 5

14 Kansas 13 38 New Mexico 2% o Threshold Rationale: Best value set according to universal access: basic
14 Nevada 13 38  Oklahoma % @ infrastructure. Worst value set according to 2.5th percentile. Dashboard set
14 North Carolina 13 41 Wisconsin 7 e according to summary statistics, and adjusted for clustering.

17 Arizona 15 42 Mississippi 28 @

17 Idaho 15 42 New York 28 ©

17 Minnesota 15 44 Washington 31 @

20 Delaware 16 45 Pennsylvania 32 e

20 Massachusetts 16 46 New Jersey 38 @

20 South Carolina 16 47 Hawaii 39 @

23 Ohio 17 48  California 50 @

23 South Dakota 17 49 Rhode Island 54 @

25 lllinois 18 50  Connecticut 57 @
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Research and development expenditure

(% of GDP)
Rank State Value Rating
1 New Mexico 65 @ 26 Ohio 20 © .
5 Massachusetts 59 ® 57 lowa T Research and development expenditure
3 Maryland °6.® 28 Kansas 18 ® Description: Research and development (R&D) as percentage of state Gross
4 California 50 ® 29 New York 15 @ Domestic Product (GDP).
5 Washington 45 ® 30 Texas 15 ® .
6 Michigan 42 ® 31 Tennessee 14 @ Vear: 2015 Units: %
7 Delaware 42 © 32 Georgia 4 ® Source: National Science Board, National Science Foundation
8  Connecticut 39 e 33 Vermont 12 ® o
9 1daho 34 34 South Carolina 1 e Minimum Value: 0.4 Target Value: 5.5
10 Oregon 33 35 Florida 11 e Maximum Value: 6.5 Green/Yellow Threshold: 3.7
11 New Hampshire 3.1 36 Montana 0 o Sort Order: Ascending ;ellow/(/)Rra(r;i:Thr:sII::I::72.2
12 New Jersey 28 37 Kentucky 10 @ SDG Alignment: Target 9.5 range/hed threshold: 0.
13 Utah 28 38 Nebraska 0 e Worst Value: 0.5
14 Rhode Island 26 39 Mississippi 09 e Threshold Rationale: Best value set according to average of OECD top 5. Worst
15 Missouri 25 40 Maine 09 @ value set according to 2.5th percentile. Dashboard set according to summary
16 Minnesota 25 41 North Dakota 08 @ statistics, and adjusted for clustering.
17 Arizona 24 42 Hawaii 08 ©
18  North Carolina 24 43 West Virginia 07
19 Indiana 23 44 Oklahoma 07
20 Colorado 21 e 45 Wyoming 06 @
21 lllinois 21 @ 46  Alaska 06 @
22 Virginia 21 e 47 South Dakota 06 ©
23 Alabama 21 e 48 Arkansas 05 ®
24 Pennsylvania 21 @ 49  Louisiana 05 @
25 Wisconsin 20 o 50 Nevada 04 @©

STEM employment
(% of employed population)

Rank State Value Rating
1 Maryland 93 @ 24 Vermont 58 ©
2 Washington 92 e 24 Wisconsin 58 © STEM employment
3 Massachusetts %50 o 28 Nebraska 57 @ Description: Percent of employed persons in the science, technology,
4 Colorado 87 ® 29 Missouri 56 ® engineering, and math (STEM) occupational group.
4 Virginia 87 @ 30 Kansas 55 ® Vear: 2017 Units: o4
6 Delaware 74 ® 31 New York 53 © car: nits:7o
7 California 73 32 Alabama 52 ® Source: Bureau of Labor Statistics, US Department of Labor
7 Michigan 73 32 Montana 52 © o
9 Uth 71 3 Oklahoma 5) e Minimum Value: 3.3 Target Value: 9.0
10 Oregon 7‘O 35 |ndiana 4'9 ® Maximum Value: 9.3 Green/Yellow Threshold: 7.4
11 New Hampshire 69 35 Jows 49 ® ) ) Yellow/Orange Threshold: 5.9
: Sort Order: Ascending Orange/Red Threshold: 4.4
12 Connecticut 6.8 37 North Dakota 48 ® SDG Alignment: Target 9.5 Woret Value: 3.4
12 Minnesota 6.8 37 South Carolina 48 ® orst Value: 3.
14 Arizona 6.7 39 Maine 47 @ Threshold Rationale: Best value set according to average of top 5. Worst
15 Alaska 6.5 39 Tennessee 47 @ value set according to 2.5th percentile. Dashboard set according to summary
16 New Jersey 64 41 Florida 46 statistics, and adjusted for clustering.
17 Texas 6.3 42 South Dakota 45 ®
18  North Carolina 6.2 43 Wyoming 44 ®
19 New Mexico 6.1 44 Hawaii 43 @
20 Georgia 6.0 45 Arkansas 41 @
20 Idaho 6.0 46 West Virginia 40 ©
20 Ohio 6.0 47 Kentucky 39 e
20 Pennsylvania 6.0 48 Louisiana 36 @
24 lllinois 58 © 49 Nevada 34 @
24 Rhode Island 58 © 50  Mississippi 33 @
R
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10 REDUCED
INEQUALITIES
-~

=) Case for Inclusion index
v (worst 0-100 best)
Rank State Value Rating
1 Arizona 855 @ 26 Connecticut 69.2 L.
2 Vermont 830 © 27 Washington 69.1 Case for Inclusion index
3 New Hampshire S2INe 28 Florida 683 @ Description: United Cerebral Palsy index on how well states serve Americans
4 Michigan 813 ® 29 Alaska 682 ® with intellectual and developmental disabilities. Index on a 0-100 scale, with
5  Hawaii 812 @ 30 Wisconsin 631 @ 100 being the best index score.
6  California 810 @ 31 Louisiana 675 @ Year: 2016 Units: Index (0-100)
7 Missouri 77.5 32 West\Virginia 661 ®
8 South Dakota 767 33 New Jersey 658 ® Source: The Case for Inclusion, United Cerebral Palsy
9 Maryland 766 33 Tennessee 658 ® Minimum Value: 30.2 Target Value: 100.0
10 Colorado 764 35 Rhode Island 652 @ Maximum Value: 85.5 Green/Yellow Threshold: 78.2
11 Minnesota 763 36 Nevada 650 @ Yellow/Orange Threshold: 68.6
12 New York 76.0 37 North Carolina 643 @ Sort Order: Ascending Orange/Red Threshold: 59.0
13 South Carolina 745 38 Virginia 633 © SDG Alignment: Target 10.2 Worst Value: 54.2
14 Delaware 74.1 39  New Mexico 630 @
15 Ohio 734 40 Nebraska 620 ® Threshold Ratiqnale: Best value setAaccording to Leave No Ope Behind. Worst
value set according to 2.5th percentile. Dashboard set according to summary
16 Maine 730 41 Idaho 94 @ statistics, and adjusted for clustering.
17 Oregon 724 42 Wyoming 503 @
18  Kentucky 723 43 Oklahoma 592 @
19 Indiana 722 44 lowa 588 @
20 Pennsylvania 718 45 North Dakota 579 @
21 Alabama 71.6 46 llinois 558 @
22 Georgia 71.0 47 Montana 557 @
22 Utah 71.0 48  Arkansas 556 @
24 Kansas 70.9 49 Texas 542 @
24 Massachusetts 709 50 Mississippi 302 ©

10 REDUCED
INEQUALITIES
VN

=) Gini coefficient
= (best 0-1 worst)

Rank State Value Rating
1 Alaska 0408 @ 26 Ohio 0468 ® .. ..
2 Utah 0426 © 27  Pennsylvania 0469 @ Gini coefficient
3 NewHampshire 0430 @ 28 Michigan 0470 ® Description: Gini coefficient by state. Gini coefficient measures the degree of
4 Wyoming 043 @ 29 Virginia 0471 ® income inequality on a 0-1 scale. The more equal a state’s income distribution,
5 Hawaii 0442 ® 30 West Virginia 0471 ® the lower its Gini coefficient.
6 lowa 0445 ® 31 Arizona 0471 @ Year: 2016 Units: Ratio (0-1)
7 Nebraska 0448 ® 32 Arkansas 0472 ®
8 South Dakota 0450 ® B Seuith Caelig 0474 @ Source: American Community Survey, US Census Bureau
9 Minnesota 0450 @ 34 New Mexico 0477 @ Minimum Value: 0.408 Target Value: 0.300
10 Wisconsin 0450 ® 35 NorthCarolina 0478 @ Maximum Value: 0.513 Green/Yellow Threshold: 0.350
11 Maryland 0450 © 36 Rhode Island 0478 ® Yellow/Orange Threshold: 0.400
12 Idaho 0450 ® 37 Massachusetts 0479 @ Sort Order: Descending Orange/Red Threshold: 0.450
13 Maine 0452 ®© 38 Tennessee 0479 @ SDG Alignment: Target 10.1 Worst Value: 0.499
14 Delaware 0452 @ 39 Texas 0480 ® ) ) )
Sobdms b e a W o e elimlomenstiues s osoetgudne Wote
16 North Dakota 0453 ® 41 Georgia 0481 ®
17 Vermont 0454 ® 41 Kentucky 0481 ®
18  Kansas 0455 ® 41 New Jersey 0481 @
19 Nevada 0458 @ 44 Mississippi 0483 @
20 Oregon 0458 ® 45 Alabama 0485 ®©
21 Colorado 0459 © 46 Florida 0485 ©
22 Washington 0459 @ 47 California 0490 ©
23 Oklahoma 0465 ® 48  Connecticut 0495 ©
24 Missouri 0465 @© 49  Louisiana 049 e
25 Montana 0467 ® 50 New York 0513 @
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10 REDUGED
INEQUALITIES

V'S

=) Hate groups
v (per 100,000 people)

Rank State Value Rating
1 Alaska 000 @ 26 Oregon 0.27 Hat
1 Hawaii 000 ® 27 Michigan 028 ate groups
3 Rhode sland 009 e 28 Washington 0.29 Description: Number of hate groups per 100,000 people. Hate group are
4 New Mexico 010 e 29 Colorado 0.29 defined as groups that have beliefs or practices that attack or malign an entire
5 Utah 010 @ 30 Louisiana 0.30 class of people, typically for their immutable characteristics.
6 lowa 013 31 Maryland 030 Year: 2016 Units: Count per 100,000 people
7 North Dakota 0.13 32 Ohio 030
8 Nevada 014 33 North Carolina 031 ® Source: 2018 Social Progress Index, Social Progress Imperative
9 Connecticut 014 34 Florida 031 ® Minimum Value: 0.00 Target Value: 0.00
10 Oklahoma 0.15 35 Georgia 031 ® Maximum Value: 0.96 Green/Yellow Threshold: 0.11
11 Wisconsin 0.16 36  Pennsylvania 031 @ ' Yellow/Orange Threshold: 0.30
12 Vermont 0.16 37 Wyoming 034 Sort Order: Descending Orange/Red Threshold: 0.50
13 New Jersey 0.17 38 Indiana 039 o SDG Alignment: Target 10.3 Worst Value: 0.81
14 Massachusetts 0.18 39 Missouri 039 @ ) ) )
15 Minnesota 018 40 Delaware 042 @ Threshold Rathnale. Best value set.accordlng to Leave No Ope Behind. Worst
. value set according to 2.5th percentile. Dashboard set according to summary
16 Texas 020 41 NewHampshire 045 @ statistics, and adjusted for clustering.
17  California 0.20 42 Virginia 046 ©
18 West Virginia 0.22 43 Kentucky 052 @
19 Maine 0.23 44 Arkansas 054 @
20 New York 0.24 45 Alabama 056 @
21 Kansas 0.24 46 Tennessee 057 @
22 South Carolina 0.24 47 Mississippi 060 @
23 lllinois 0.25 48 Idaho 071 @
24 Arizona 0.26 49 South Dakota 081 @
25 Nebraska 026 50 Montana 0% @

10 REDUCED
INEQUALITIES
-

Pollution Burden

(=)
~ (% point difference for people of color)

Rank State Value Rating

1 Montana 02 © 24 North Carolina 1.7 .

1 North Dakota 02 © 27 lllinois 1.9 Pollution Burden

3 South Dakota or e 28 Missouri 20 o Description: Difference between people of color’s population share and people
4 Texas 02 ® 28 Washington 20 © of color’s exposure to cancer-causing pollutants.

5 New Mexico 05 @ 30 California 21 e . .

5 Wyoming 05 @ 30 Nebraska )1 e Year: 2015 Units: Percentage points

7 Vermont 0.6 30 Ohio 21 @ Source: National Equity Atlas, Policy Link

8 Idaho 0.7 30 Utah 21 @ o

8 South Carolina 07 30 Wisconsin 1 e Minimum Value: -0.2 Target Value: 0.0

8 WestVirginia 07 35 Alabama ) e Maximum Value: 7.9 Green/Yellow Threshold: 0.5

11 Maine 09 35 Louisiana 22 © Sort Order: Descending :)eHOW/?:Z?_:Th':SEO.ISI 2

11 Oklahoma 09 37 Delaware 23 @ SDG Alignment: Target 10.3 range/hed fhreshold: 3.

13 New Hampshire 1.1 37 Tennessee 23 ® Worst Value: 4.1

14 Alaska 12 39  Virginia 24 © Threshold Rationale: Best value set according to Leave No One Behind. Worst
14 Arkansas 12 40  Massachusetts 30 @ value set according to 2.5th percentile. Dashboard set according to summary
14 Florida 1 41 Michigan 33 e statistics, and adjusted for clustering.

14 Mississippi 12 42 Rhode Island 34 @

18 Hawaii 13 43 Connecticut 35 @

19 Indiana 14 43 Maryland 35 @

20 lowa 1.5 45  Minnesota 36 ©

20 Kansas 1.5 46 Colorado 38 @

22 Arizona 1.6 47 Pennsylvania 39 @

22 Oregon 16 48  New Jersey 40 @

24 Georgia 1.7 49  Nevada 41 ®

24 Kentucky 1.7 50 New York 79 @
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1 U REDUCED
INEQUALITIES

-~ . .
=) Racism index
v (best 0-100 worst)
Rank State Value Rating
1 Montana 259 26 Texas 439 Raci ind
2 Hawaii 285 27 Missouri 446 acismindex
3 Kentucky 341 28 Utah 451 Description: Structural racism index comprised of five dimensions: (1)
4 NewHampshire 344 29 Indiana 464 © residential segregation; and gaps in (2) incarceration rates; (3) educational
5 Nevada 34.7 30 South Carolina 467 ® attainment; (4) economic indicators; and (5) employment status. Index on a
6  Arizona 348 N (euidEE 480 ® 0-100 scale, with 0 being the best index score.
7 Wyoming 356 32 Virginia 492 ®© Year: 2013-2015 Units: Index (0-100)
New Mexi X Maryl 497 ®
8 ewiexico 360 3 a.ry 2 ? Source: School of Public Health, Boston University
9 Idaho 36.1 34 Maine 501 @
10 West Virginia 36.2 35 Ohio 504 ® Minimum Value: 25.9 Target Value: 0.0
11 Oregon 36.5 36  Kansas 512 @ Maximum Value: 74.9 Green/Yellow Threshold: 25.0
12 Tennessee 380 37 Rhode Island 520 ® ) Yellow/Orange Threshold: 46.4
13 Delaware 385 38 Nebraska 534 @ Sort Or-der: Descending Orange/Red Threshold: 57.4
14 Washington 386 39 Massachusetts 546 ® SDG Alignment: Target 10.3 Worst Value: 70.0
°
1o Oklaﬁoma 392 40 Cg\orado 295 Threshold Rationale: Best value set according to SDG mandate to eliminate
16 Florida 397 41 Michigan 556 @ discriminatory laws, policies, and practices. Worst value set according to 2.5th
17  Georgia 403 42 California 568 ® percentile. Dashboard set according to summary statistics, and adjusted for
18 Alaska 408 43 lowa 591 @ clustering.
19  Alabama 412 43 Pennsylvania 501 @
20 Arkansas 413 45 New York 603 @
21 Vermont 416 46 Connecticut 639 @
22 North Dakota 419 47 lllinois 678 @
23 Mississippi 423 48 New Jersey 685 @
24 North Carolina 433 49 Minnesota 700 ©
24 South Dakota 433 50  Wisconsin 749 ®
10 25
- .
=) Uninsured (%)
v
Rank State Value Rating
1 Massachusetts 25 © 25 New Jersey 80 © Uni d
2 Hawaii 35 @ 27 Indiana 81 ® ninsure
31 Vermont 37 ® 27 Montana 81 o Description: Percent of the population without health insurance.
4 Minnesota 41 @ 29 Nebraska 86 ©
5 lowa 43 @ 30 Kansas 87 © Vear: 2016 Unite: 04
5 Rhode Island 43 @ 30 South Dakota 87 ® ear s
7 Connecticut 49 © 30 Virginia 87 @ Source: American Community Survey, US Census Bureau
8  Kentucky 5.1 33 Utah 88 © Mini Value: 2.5 Taraet Value: 0.0
9 West Virginia 53 34 Missouri 89 ® |n|Amum alue s arget Ya'ue:".
9 Wisconsin 53 W TS 90 e Maximum Value: 16.6 Green/Yellow Threshold: 5.0
11 Michigan 54 36 Alabama 91 e ) ) Yellow/Orange Threshold: 8.0
Sort Order: Descending 0 /Red Threshold: 11.0
12 Ohio 56 37 New Mexico 92 ® : . range/red threshold: T1.
SDG Alignment: Target 10.4 Worst Value: 14.0
12 Pennsylvania 56 38 Arizona 00 © orst Value: 14,
14 Delaware 57 38  South Carolina 100 o Threshold Rationale: Best value set according to universal access: public
15 New Hampshire 59 40 Idaho 101 @ service. Worst value set according to 2.5th percentile. Dashboard set according
16 Washington 60 41 Louisiana 103 e to summary statistics, and adjusted for clustering.
17 Maryland 6.1 42 North Carolina 104 o
17 New York 6.1 43 Nevada 114 @
19 Oregon 6.2 44 Wyoming 15 @
20 lllinois 6.5 45 Mississippi 118 @
21 North Dakota 7.0 46 Florida 125 @
22 California 73 47  Georgia 129 @
23 Colorado 75 48  Oklahoma 138 @
24 Arkansas 79 49 Alaska 140 @
25 Maine 80 © 50 Texas 166 @
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Sustainable transportation
(% of commuters)

Rank State Value Rating

1 New York 350 @ 26 Arizona 50 @ ) )

2 Massachusetts 156 @ 27 South Dakota 48 © Sustainable transportation

3 New Jersey 146 ® 28 ldaho @6 e Description: Percent of commuters 16+ commuting to work by public transit,
4 llinois 129 @ 29  North Dakota 45 @ bike, or walking, 5-year estimate.

5 Hawaii 122 @ 30 Florida 43 ® )

6 Maryland 16 ® 31 Ohio 43 e Vear: 2012:2016 Units: %

7 Oregon 108 32 New Mexico 41 @ Source: American Community Survey, US Census Bureau

8  Washington 107 @ 33 Michigan 41 @ o

9 Alaska 103 ® 34 New Hampshire 0 e Mlnl.mum Value: 1.6 Target Value: 18.1

10 Pennsylvania 99 35 Nebraska 40 e Maximum Value: 35.0 Green/Yellow Threshold: 10.0
1 California 90 36 West Virginia 39 @ Sort Order: Ascending ‘:”°‘”’ 7:;“-;:Th:~‘sgf':;7'5
12 Connecticut 8.1 37 Georgia 39 e SDG Alignment: Target 11.2 range/Red fhreshold: 5.

13 Vermont 77 38 Kentucky 37 @ Worst Value: 2.0

14 Colorado 74 @ 39 Indiana 37 @ Threshold Rationale: Best value set according to average of top 5. Worst
15 Montana 73 @ 40 Missouri 37 @ value set according to 2.5th percentile. Dashboard set according to summary
16 Virginia 79 @ 41 Louisiana 36 @ statistics, and adjusted for clustering.

17 Minnesota 71 @ 42 Texas 34 @

18  Rhode Island 70 @ 43 Kansas 32 e

19 Wyoming 64 © 44 North Carolina 31 @

20 Nevada 61 ® 45 South Carolina 31 e

21 Utah 60 © 46 Oklahoma 25 @

22 Wisconsin 59 e 47 Arkansas 23 ©

23 Delaware 53 @ 48 Tennessee 23 ©

24 lowa 52 ® 49 Mississippi 20 ©

25 Maine 51 ® 50 Alabama 16 ©

‘Eé_ Overcrowded housing
nZkE (% of occupied housing units)

Rank State Value Rating
1 New Hampshire 13 ® 24 South Dakota 22 .
2 Ohio 14 ® 24 Tennessee 22 Overcrowded housing
2 WestVirginia 14 ® 28 Georgia 23 Description: Percent of occupied housing units that are overcrowded.
4 Pennsylvania 5 28 Maryland 23 Overcrowded is defined as units with more than 1 occupant per room.
5 Alabama 16 28 North Carolina 23 .
6 Delaware 1.7 31 Louisiana 24 Vear: 2016 Units: %
6 Maine 1.7 31 Mississippi 24 Source: American Community Survey, US Census Bureau
6 Michigan 1.7 33 lllinois 25 o
6 Missouri 17 34 Colorado 57 Minimum Value: 1.3 Target Value: 0.0
6 South Carolina 17 34 ldaho 27 Maximum Value: 9.1 Green/Yellow Threshold: 1.5
6  Wisconsin 17 36 Oklahoma 2.8 Sort Order: Descending ;elIOW/?;aS?_ETh':SE:T:S3'0
12 Connecticut 18 37 Florida 30 SDG Alignment: Target 11.1 range/ned threshold: 2.
12 Indiana 18 38  Arkansas 31 e Worst Value: 8.4
12 Rhode Island 18 38 New Jersey 31 @ Threshold Rationale: Best value set according to SDG mandate to ensure
15 lowa 19 40 Oregon 32 @ access for all to adequate, safe, and affordable housing. Worst value set
15 Massachusetts 19 41 Washington 33 @ accordi.ng to 2.5th percgntile. Dashboard set according to summary statistics,
and adjusted for clustering.
17 Kentucky 20 42 Utah 36 ©
17 Virginia 20 43 Nevada 41 @
19 Kansas 2.1 43 New Mexico 41 ®
19 Nebraska 2.1 45 Arizona 46 ®©
19 North Dakota 2.1 46 Texas 50 @
19 Vermont 2.1 47 New York 53 @
19 Wyoming 2.1 48 Alaska 68 @
24 Minnesota 2.2 49  California 384 @
24 Montana 22 50  Hawai 91 @
S
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Park access (%)

Rank State Value Rating
1 Hawaii 83 o 24 Ohio 41 @ Park
2 Utah 75 @ 27 Nebraska 40 © arkaccess
3 Colorado e L 28 Florida 39 o Description: Percent of population living within half a mile of a park.
4 Oregon 68 @ 28 Kansas 39 e
5 Massachusetts 67 ® 30 North Dakota 38 © Vear: 2015 Unite: o
6 California 65 ® 31 Virginia 37 @ ear ks
6 Nevada 65 ® 32 South Dakota 36 © Source: National Environmental Public Health Tracking Network, Centers for
8  Arizona 64 @ 32 Texas 36 @ Disease Control and Prevention
8 Maryland S 34 Missouri #oe Minimum Value: 14 Target Value: 100
i ° °
181 \/i\:yokmlng 2: . iz :Swa " ;; o Maximum Value: 83 Green/Yellow Threshold: 63
" Més a . 6 - OiTtEC y P Yellow/Orange Threshold: 44
innesota ahoma : i
) ) Sort Order: Ascending Orange/Red Threshold: 26
12 Washington 62 38  Georgia 27 @ SDG Alignment: Target 11.7
o L Worst Value: 17
14 lllinois 59 38 Louisiana 27 ®
14 New Mexico 59 40 Indiana % @ Threshold Rationale: Best value set according to SDG mandate to provide
universal access to green and public spaces. Worst value set according to 2.5th
[ ]
16 Montana > Sl il » percentile. Dashboard set according to summary statistics, and adjusted for
17 New York 57 41 Vermont 25 @ clustering.
18 New Jersey 55 43 Alabama 23 e
19  Delaware 53 43 North Carolina 23 @
20 Idaho 52 45 Arkansas 2 e
20 Rhode Island 52 45 Mississippi 2 e
22 Wisconsin 50 47 Maine 17 @
23 Pennsylvania 47 47 New Hampshire 17 @
24 Connecticut 41 @ 47 South Carolina 17 @
24 Michigan 41 @ 50  WestVirginia 14 @
1 Swcowionmes
Eé PM 2.5 exposure
A ﬁ 3
. (Hg/m’)
Rank State Value Rating
1 Wyoming 38 © 25 Louisiana 7.8
2 North Dakota 42 @ 25 North Carolina 78 PM 2.5 exposure
3 South Dakota > @ 25 South Carolina 78 Description: Average exposure of the general public to particulate matter of
3 Vermont 55 @ 25 Washington 7.8 2.5 microns or less in size (PM2.5), in micrograms per cubic meter.
5 New Mexico 57 ® 30 Oklahoma 81 o Year: 2014-2016 Units: 1a/m?
6 Hawai 59 e 30 Utah 81 @ car 2o s rem
6 Idaho 59 e 32 Tennessee 82 ® Source: America’s Health Rankings, United Health Foundation
6 New Hampshire 59 @ 33 Missouri 83 e i Value: 3.8 Taraet Value: 4.9
9 Montana 60 © 34 New Jersey 85 @ |n|.mum aluess. arget value: 2.
10 Massachusetts 6.2 35 Connecticut 86 @ Maximum Value: 11.7 $rﬁen//\2;allow T:Lesh:Idl.d&O
. ellow/Orange Threshold: 8.0
11 Maine 6.4 36 Alaska 87 @ Sort Order: Descending o JRed Threshold: 10.0
12 Colorado 66 36 Michigan 87 ® . . range/red fhreshold: 10.
SDG Alignment: Target 11.6 Worst Value: 12.0
13 Florida 638 38 Kentucky 88 ® orstValue: 12.
13 Oregon 6.8 39 Alabama 89 e Threshold Rationale: Best value set according to average of OECD top 5. Worst
15 Nebraska 70 39 Texas 89 @ value set according to scientific standard (EPA emissions standard). Dashboard
16 Arkansas 75 41 Georgia 9w e set according to summary statistics, and adjusted for clustering.
16 New York 72 41 Maryland 90 o
18  Kansas 73 43 Delaware 91 e
19 Wisconsin 74 43 Nevada 91 e
20 Minnesota 75 45 Ohio 96 ®©
20 Mississippi 75 46  Arizona 97 ©
20 Rhode Island 75 46 Indiana 97 @
20 Virginia 75 48  Pennsylvania 101 e
24 West Virginia 77 49 lllinois 102 @
25 lowa 78 50 California 17 e
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11 SUSTAINABLE CITIES

Eé_ Rent burdened population (%)
=]

A
n
Rank State Value Rating
1 North Dakota 396 26 New Mexico 475 @ Rent burd d lati
2 SouthDakota 408 o 27 Arizona 478 ent burdened population
3 Wyoming a3 e 28 Mississippi 481 e Description: Percent of occupied rentals units, who's occupents pay a gross
4 Alaska 419 o 29 West Virginia 484 ® rent that is 30 percent of their income or greater (GRAPI). Units for which no
5 Montana 436 © 30 Rhode Island 485 @ rent is paid and units occupied by households that reported no income or a net
6 Kansas 87 e 31 llinois 86 loss are not included. Gross rent is the cost of rent plus the cost of utilities.
6 Missouri 437 @ 32 Georgia 487 ® Year: 2016 Units: %
8  Nebrask 471 e 33 South Caroli 488 ®©
ebrasia outh taroling Source: American Community Survey, US Census Bureau
8  Oklahoma 447 @ 34 Maryland 489 o
10 lowa 444 @ 35  Alabama 491 @ Minimum Value: 39.6 Target Value: 0.0
10 New Hampshire 444 ® 35 Virginia 491 @ Maximum Value: 56.2 Green/Yellow Threshold: 20.0
10 Wisconsin 444 @ 37 Michigan 494 o ) Yellow/Orange Threshold: 40.0
13 Arkansas 45 @ 38 Massachusetts 496 © sort Or.der: Descending Orange/Red Threshold: 50.0
14 Utah 450 39 Nevada 498 ® SDG Alignment: Target 11.1 Worst Value: 55.6
° °
= Ker.wtucky = 40 Delaware 499 Threshold Rationale: Best value set according to SDG mandate to ensure
16 Ohio 453 @ 41 Vermont 507 e access for all to affordable housing. Worst value set according to 2.5th
17 Minnesota 457 @ 42 Connecticut 513 @ percentile. Dashboard set according to summary statistics, and adjusted for
18 Idaho 459 @ 43 Oregon 514 @ clustering.
19 Indiana 461 @ 44 New Jersey 518 @
20 Maine 466 © 45 Colorado 523 @
21 North Carolina 469 @ 46 New York 529 @
21 Pennsylvania 469 © 47 Louisiana 545 @
23 Tennessee 472 @ 48  California 554 @
24 Texas 473 ® 49 Hawaii 556 @
25 Washington 474 ® 50 Florida 562 @
12 Goishenon
ANDPRODUCTION
m Chemical pollution
(Ibs/mi?)
Rank State Value Rating
1 New Hampshire 202 © 26 Arkansas 588.2 Chemical polluti
2 Vermont 432 @ 27  Arizona 7488 @ emical pofiution
3 South Dakota 820 @ 28 Texas 7703 @ Description: Toxic industrial waste released into the air, water, and soil in
4 New Mexico 1594 29 Georgia 9394 @ pounds per square mile from reporting facilities.
5 Oregon 174.6 30 Missouri 9738 ® Vear: 2016 Units: Ibs/mi?
6 Wyoming 188.2 31 Virginia 9895 ® ear nis: fhsrmi
7 Kansas 2228 32 SouthCarolina 11225 @ Source: 2016 Toxic Release Inventory National Analysis, Environmental
8  California 2252 33 NorthCarolina 11303 @ Protection Agency
i )
190 'l:l/lebraska i;éi i: FMk‘)m.ja' . };(9);; o Minimum Value: 29.2 Target Value: 97.7
t . 5
ontana |55|55|pp|l Maximum Value: 3628.4 Green/Yellow Threshold: 150.0
11 Rhode Island 2854 36 Pennsylvania 12405 ®©
12 New York 2977 37 Michigan 12416 ® i Yellow/Orange Threshold: 600.0
) ' g. - ) Sort Order: Descending Orange/Red Threshold: 1500.0
13 Minnesota 301.9 38  West Virginia 13365 @ li .
SDG Alignment: Target 12.4 Worst Value: 3305.4
14 Maine 307.8 39  Kentucky 13521 @ ! :
15  Colorado 3126 40 New Jersey 14298 ® Threshold Rationale: Best value set according to average top 5. Worst value set
16 Massachusetts 3395 4 Alaska 14614 ® according to 2.5th percentile. Dashboard set according to summary statistics,
) ’ ) and adjusted for clustering.
17 Connecticut 356.0 42 Alabama 16283 ®
18  Oklahoma 4347 43 Tennessee 19679 @
19  Hawaii 458.1 44 llinois 19732 @
20 Washington 510.8 45 Delaware 19912 @
21 North Dakota 524.1 46 Ohio 23614 @
22 lowa 531.7 47 Nevada 28859 @
23 Wisconsin 543.0 48 Utah 33018 @
24 ldaho 559.6 49 Louisiana 33054 @
25 Maryland 5854 50 Indiana 36284 @
S,
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1 RESPONSIBLE

CONSUMPTION

ANDPRODUCTION
(X) Lead emissions
(kg/capita)
Rank State Value Rating
1 Rhode Island 00007 @ 26 Pennsylvania 0.0024 L.
2 NewYork 00008 ® 27 Wisconsin 00025 Lead emissions
3 Connecticut 00008 ® 28 Washington 00025 Description: Air emissions data for lead, converted from US tons (short tons) to
4 New Jersey 00009 @ 29 Ohio 0.0025 kilograms per capita using 2014 US Census population data for standardization.
5 Maryland 00010 @ 30 Mississippi 0.0026 . .
6  Massachusetts  0.0011 31 Minnesota 0.0028 Vear: 2014 Units: kg/capita
7 Delaware 0.0011 32 WestVirginia 0.0028 Source: National Emissions Inventory 2014 Version 2, Environmental
8  Georgia 00013 33 SouthDakota 00028 Protection Agency
9  California 0.0014 34 Maine 0.0028 -
Minimum Value: 0.0007 Target Value: 0.0008
10 Texas 0.0014 35 Oklahoma 0.0030 .
11 NorthCarolina 00014 36 Louisiana 00032 ® Maximum Value: 0.0239 Green/Yellow Threshold: 0.0010
12 Michigan 00015 37 lowa 00032 ® Sort Order: Descending ;er::"": 7;:;‘%::;::;:'::;2230
13 Tennessee 0.0017 38 Kansas 00033 ® SDG Alignment: Target 12.4 9 ) o
14 Vermont 00018 39 Alabama 00034 ® Worst Value: 0.0083
15 Virginia 0.0018 40 New Hampshire 00034 @ Threshold Rationale: Best value set according to average of top 5. Worst
16 South Carolina 00019 41 Arizona 00035 @ value set according to 2.5th percentile. Dashboard set according to summary
17 New Mexico 00019 o Utah 00035 ® statistics, and adjusted for clustering.
18  Florida 0.0020 43 Wyoming 00038 @
19 llinois 0.0020 44 Nebraska 00038 @
20 Colorado 0.0020 45 Idaho 00042 @
21 Hawaii 0.0023 46 Arkansas 00053 @
22 Kentucky 0.0024 47 Indiana 00053 @
23 Oregon 0.0024 48 Montana 00058 @
24 Missouri 0.0024 49 North Dakota 00083 @
25 Nevada 0.0024 50 Alaska 00239 @
12 Gistieron
AANDPRODUCTION
(X) NOx emissions
(kg/capita)
Rank State Value Rating
1 California 137 @ 26 Wisconsin 367 ® L.
2 New York 152 @ 27 Tennessee 373 @ NOx emissions
3 Connecticut 159 @ 28 Texas a5 e Description: Air emissions data for Nitrogen Oxides (NOx), converted from US
4 New Jersey 159 29 Colorado 427 © tons (short tons) to kilograms per capita using 2014 US Census population data
5 Massachusetts 171 @ 30 Minnesota 453 ® for standardization.
6 Maryland 211 31 Idaho 498 © Year: 2014 Units: kg/capita
7 Rhode Island 213 32 Mississippi 524 @
8 Vermont 278 33 Utah 536 @ Source:hNationaI Emissions Inventory 2014 Version 2, Environmental
. ) Protection Agency
9 Florida 259 34 Indiana 546 @
10 New Hampshire 26.0 35  Missouri 550 @ Minimum Value: 13.7 Target Value: 10.5
11 Delaware 26.9 36 Kentucky 589 @ Maximum Value: 249.4 Green/Yellow Threshold: 20.0
12 Nevada 276 37 lowa 608 @ Yellow/Orange Threshold: 30.0
13 NorthCarolina 2811 38 Alabama 620 ® Sort Order: Descending Orange/Red Threshold: 50.0
14 Arizona 298 39 Arkansas 648 ® SDG Alignment: Target 12.4 Worst Value: 213.3
S Vlrgm@ 02@ 40 Louisiana 125 Threshold Rationale: Best value set according to average of OECD top 5. Worst
16 Georgia 313 @ 41 South Dakota 732 @ value set according to 2.5th percentile. Dashboard set according to OECD
17 lllinois 320 © 42 New Mexico 814 @ average and summary statistics, and adjusted for clustering.
18  Washington 324 @ 43 Oklahoma 815 @
19  Oregon 332 @ 44 Nebraska 845 @
20 South Carolina 335 @ 45 Kansas 881 @
21 Ohio 336 © 46 WestVirginia 917 @
22 Pennsylvania 350 © 47 Montana 1006 @
23 Michigan 351 @ 48 Alaska 1802 @
24 Hawai 357 @ 49 North Dakota 2133 ®
25 Maine 358 © 50  Wyoming 2494 ®
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12 RESPONSIBLE

CONSUMPTION
ANDPRODUCTION

CX) Recycling index

(worst 0—4 best)

Rank State Value Rating
1 California 4 @ 15 North Dakota 2 e R ling ind
1 Connecticut 4 @ 15 Ohio 2 e S RS
1 Rhode Island 4 C 15 Oklahoma 2 Description: Recycling index measuring if states have: a disposal ban, a
1 Vermont 4 o 15 Oregon 2 e mandatory recycling law, an electronic waste law, and food waste law. One
5 lllinois 3 15 South Carolina 2 e point given for each of the 4 categories, for a maximum score of 4.
5 Indiana 3 15 South Dakota 2 e Year: 2018 Units: Index (0-4)
5 Maine 3 15 Utah 2 e
5 Minnesota 3 15 WestVirginia 7 e Sourc'e: Northeast Recycling Council; Electronics Recycling Coordination
Clearinghouse; ReFED
5 New Jersey 3 34 Alabama 1T e
5 Pennsylvania 3 34 Alaska 1T @ Minimum Value: 0 Target Value: 4
5 Texas 3 34 Arizona 1T e Maximum Value: 4 Green/Yellow Threshold: 3.5
5 Virginia 3 34 Arkansas 1 e ) Yellow/Orange Threshold: 2.5
5 Washington 3 34 Colorado 1 e sort Or'der: Ascending Orange/Red Threshold: 1.5
5 Wisconsin 3 34 Delaware 1 e SDG Alignment: Target 12.5 Worst Value: 1
15 Georgia 2 e 34 Florida 1T e . ) ) )
Hawai ° K ~ Threshold Rationale: Best value set according to universal access: public
15 Hawail 2 34 Kansas 1 service. Worst value set according to 2.5th percentile. Dashboard set to align
15 Idaho 2 e 34 Kentucky 1T e with index values 1-4.
15 lowa 2 e 34 Louisiana 1T e
15 Maryland 2 e 34 Mississippi 1T e
15  Massachusetts 2 e 34 Nebraska 1T e
15 Michigan 2 e 34 Nevada 1 e
15 Missouri 2. 0 34 New Hampshire 1T @
15 New Mexico 2 e 34 Tennessee 1T e
15 New York 2 e 34 Wyoming 1 @
15 North Carolina 2 e 50 Montana 0o e
12 Goisheron
AANDPRODUCTION
(m SO, emissions
(kg/capita)
Rank State Value Rating
1 California 11 e 26 Tennessee 131 @ o L.
2 New Jersey 12 @ 27 Kansas 135 @ 2 €missions
3 Vermont 22 o 28  llinois 135 @ Description: Air emissions data for Sulfur Dioxide (SO2), converted from US
4 NewYork 24 © 29 Hawaii 136 © tons (short tons) to kilograms per capita using 2014 US Census population data
5 Massachusetts 25 ® 30 Wisconsin 140 © for standardization.
6 Rhode Island 29 ® 31 Texas 155 @ Year: 2014 Units: kg/capita
7 Connecticut 31 @ 32 Michigan 170 ©
8 Delaware 4 @ 33 South Dakota 172 @ Source:.NationaI Emissions Inventory 2014 Version 2, Environmental
. Protection Agency
9 Washington 50 ® 34 Montana 23 @
10 Nevada 52 @ 35 Pennsylvania 234 @ Minimum Value: 1.1 Target Value: 1.6
11 Oregon 54 © 36 Oklahoma 256 @ Maximum Value: 88.3 Green/Yellow Threshold: 6.0
12 Idaho 56 @ 37 Missouri 261 o ) Yellow/Orange Threshold: 11.0
13 Colorado ' 57 ® 38  Alaska 271 @ Sort Or.der. Descending Orange/Red Threshold: 18.0
14 New Hampshire 58 © 39 lowa 271 @ SDG Alignment: Target 12.4 Worst Value: 76.4
15  Arizona 6.2 40  Arkansas 279 ® Threshold R e:B | J £ OECD W
) : reshold Rationale: Best value set according to average o top 5. Worst
°
16 North Carlollna 65 oo e value set according to 2.5th percentile. Dashboard set according to OECD
17" New Mexico 638 42 Nebraska 318 @ average and summary statistics, and adjusted for clustering.
18 Maryland 74 43 Mississippi 329 @
19  Florida 75 44 Louisiana 347 @
20 Maine 7.7 45 Alabama 378 @
21 Utah 83 46 Kentucky 462 @
22 Virginia 84 47 Indiana 476 @
23 Minnesota 85 48 West Virginia 557 @
24 Georgia 9.2 49 North Dakota 764 @
25 South Carolina 9.9 50  Wyoming 883 @
R
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12 RESPONSIBLE

CONSUMPTION
ANDPRODUCTION
m VOC emissions
(kg/capita)
Rank State Value Rating
1 New Jersey 178 @ 26 Colorado 447 L.
2 Maryland 189 @ 27 Nebraska 52.1 VOC emissions
3 NewYork 190 ® 28 lowa 554 Description: Air emissions data for Volatile Organic Compounds (VOC),
4 Massachusetts 194 ® 29 Minnesota 556 converted from US tons (short tons) to kilograms per capita using 2014 US
5 Rhode Island 20.2 30 Missouri 504 Census population data for standardization.
6 Delaware 204 31 Hawaii 60.1 @ Year: 2014 Units: kg/capita
7 Connecticut 20.8 32 Kentucky 612 ® ) o ) )
8 New Hampshire 279 B TS 636 ® Source:'NatmnaI Emissions Inventory 2014 Version 2, Environmental
o o Protection Agency
9 lllinois 280 34 Mississippi 636 ©
10 Ohio 292 35 Utah 656 @ Minimum Value: 17.8 Target Value: 9.0
11 Virginia 305 36 Washington 740 @ Maximum Value: 685.8 Green/Yellow Threshold: 20.0
12 Georgia 305 37 Alabama 760 ® ) Yellow/Orange Threshold: 60.0
13 Nevada 307 38 Arkansas 871 ® Sort Ofdert Descending Orange/Red Threshold: 100.0
14 Arizona 323 39 Kansas 913 @ SDG Alignment: Target 12.4 Worst Value: 678.6
15 North Carolina 325 40 West Virginia 984 ® . .
16 Pennsvlvania 345 41 Lovisiana 017 Threshold Rationale: Best value set according to average of OECD top 5. Worst
€ . 4 . ’ ’ value set according to 2.5th percentile. Dashboard set according to OECD
17 California 349 42 South Dakota 1090 @ average and summary statistics, and adjusted for clustering.
18 Florida 357 43 Oklahoma 1100 @
19 Michigan 36.2 44 Oregon 1168 ®
20 Wisconsin 377 45  New Mexico 1185 @
21 Indiana 389 46 ldaho 1321 @
22 Vermont 40.1 47 Montana 1696 @
23 Maine 40.2 48  Wyoming 4274 @
24 Tennessee 414 49 North Dakota 6786 @
25 South Carolina 430 50 Alaska 6858 @

13 ionov

@ Resilient building codes

(% of jurisdictions subject to hazards)

Rank State Value Rating
1 New Mexico 97 @ 26 Texas 65 . .
2 Florida % ® 27 South Dakota 63 LI e
3 Oregon 92 @ 2/ Wyoming 63 Description: Percent of jurisdictions subject to hazards (seismic, hurricane, or
3 Washington 92 e 29  Alabama 62 flood) that have disaster-specific codes.
5 Arkansas 91 e 30 Minnesota 57 @ .
5 Nevada 91 e 31 Tennessee 56 @ Vear: 2015 Units: %
7 New Hampshire 89 e 31 Utah 5 ® Source: Mitigation Framework Leadership Group
7 New York 89 e 33 Alaska 53 @ o
9 Oklahoma 88 33 Arizona 53 e Minimum Value: 0 Target Value: 100
10 Louisiana 86 35 llinois 5 e Maximum Value: 97 Green/Yellow Threshold: 88
11 South Carolina 84 36 North Dakota 51 @ Sort Order: Ascending ;ellow/;);a;l?’:Thrhesll:.)I:;59
12 California 82 37 New Jersey 47 ® SDG Alignment: Target 13.1 range/hed fhreshold:
12 Ohio 82 38 WestVirginia 45 e Worst Value: 0
12 Pennsylvania 82 39 Montana 41 e Threshold Rationale: Best value set according to universal access: basic
15  Maine 79 40 Colorado 33 @ infrastructure. Worst value set according to 2.5th percentile. Dashboard set
16 Kentucky 77 41 Delaware 0 e according to summary statistics, and adjusted for clustering.
16 Virginia 77 42 Rhode Island 2] ®
18  Georgia 76 43 Michigan 2% ©
18 Nebraska 76 44 Massachusetts 23 @
20 Idaho 73 45 Mississippi 3 e
20 Missouri 73 46  Connecticut 2 @
20 North Carolina 73 46 Kansas 2 @
23 lowa 72 48  Hawaii 0 e
24 Maryland 68 48  Vermont 0 e
25 Indiana 66 48  Wisconsin 0o e
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13 il

Climate alliance membership
(worst 0—1 best)

Rank State Value Rating
1 California 1 @ 17 lowa 0o e . . .
1 Colorado e p—— — Climate alliance membership
1 Connecticut 1 @ 17 Kentucky 0 e Descrintion: US Cli Al bershi . o). The United S
! DeIaleare e 17 L09|5|ana 0 e Cl?rsncariz tAI\(I’I?a.nce is I;n I;tr;earti;::cceoranlftrign%fs glclJOv(eyriSors ’crc‘)(r)‘nm)iitedetor:gjuci;?es
1 Hawai ] C 17 Maine U 4 greenhouse gas emissions consistent with the goals of the Paris Agreement.
1 Maryland 1 @ 17 Michigan 0 e
1 Massachusetts 1 e 17 Mississippi 0o e Year:2018 Units: Categorical
1 Minnesota e U/ kst L Source: United States Climate Alliance
1 New Jersey 1 e 17 Montana 0 e
1 New York ) 17 Nebraska K ) Minimum Value: 0 Target Value: 1
1 North Carolina 1 @ 17 Nevada 0o e Maximum Value: 1 Green/Yellow Threshold: NA
1 Oregon 1 @ 17 New Hampshire 0 e ) Yellow/Orange Threshold: NA
1 Rhode Island 1 e 17 New Mexico 0 e Sort Order: Ascending Orange/Red Threshold: NA
1 Vermont 1 @ 17 North Dakota 0 e SDG Alignment: Target 13.2 Worst Value: 0
1. Virginia e 17 Ohio 0 o Threshold Rationale: Best value set according to category “yes”. Worst value set
1 Washington 1 e 17 Oklahoma 0 @ according to category “no”. Dashboard set according to binary red-green scale.
17 Alabama 0o e 17 Pennsylvania 0 e
17 Alaska 0o e 17 South Carolina 0 e
17 Arizona 0o e 17 South Dakota 0o e
17 Arkansas 0o e 17 Tennessee 0 e
17 Florida 0o e 17 Texas 0o e
17 Georgia 0o e 17 Utah 0 e
17 Idaho 0 e 17 West Virginia 0 e
17 lllinois 0o e 17 Wisconsin 0 e
17 Indiana 0o e 17 Wyoming 0o e

13 ioov

@ Global warming awareness (%)

Rank State Value Rating
1 Hawaii 785 @ 26 Michigan 684 © Global .
2 New York 770 @ 27 New Hampshire 683 ® obal warming awareness
3 California 52 ® 28 Wisconsin 681 @ Description: Percent of adults who think global warming is happening.
4 Maryland 751 @ 29 Georgia 677 ®
5 New Jersey 751 @ 30 lowa 669 © Vear 2016 Unite: o4
6 Massachusetts 739 @ 31 SouthCaolina 669 ® ear s
7 Vermont 727 @ 32 Ohio 668 ® Source: Yale Climate Opinion Maps, Yale Program on Climate Change
8 llinois 726 ® 33 Missouri 661 ® Communication
9 Washingt 726 34 Mont 66.1 ®
ashington omana Minimum Value: 60.5 Target Value: 76.2
10 Oregon 72.1 35 Mississippi 657 @ Maxi Value: 78.5 G Nellow Threshold: 72.6
11 Connecticut 719 36 Louisiana 655 ® aximum alues 75 Yr:e" /Oe o Tfs : esd
12 Rhode Island 713 37 Kansas 653 ® . i efiow/range Thresholc: 69.
Sort Order: Ascending Orange/Red Threshold: 64.2
13 Virginia 71.1 38  South Dakota 652 ® SDG Alignment: Target 13.3 Worst Value: 60.9
14 Colorado 710 39 Idaho 649 ® orst Yalue: 65
15 New Mexico 709 40 Nebraska 644 @ Threshold Rationale: Best value set according to average of top 5. Worst
16 Delaware 707 4 TRESSR 641 ® value set according to 2.5th percentile. Dashboard set according to summary
) ) ’ statistics, and adjusted for clustering.
17 Nevada 703 42 Indiana 641 @
18  Florida 70.0 43 Arkansas 641 @
19  Alaska 69.6 44 Alabama 635 @
20 Maine 69.2 45  Oklahoma 631 @
21 Pennsylvania 69.0 46 Utah 631 @
22 North Carolina 689 47 Kentucky 624 @
23 Minnesota 689 48  North Dakota 622 ®
24 Texas 689 49 Wyoming 609 @
25 Arizona 68.8 50  West Virginia 605 @
R
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1 CLIMATE

ACTION

@ Climate action plan

(worst 0—1 best)

Rank State Value Rating

1 Alaska 1 @ 1 Pennsylvania 1 e ; .

1 Arizona 1T e 1 Rhode Island 1T e Climate action plan

L Julelss e 1 South Carolina e Description: Indicates whether a state has a climate action plan (yes=1, in

1 California Te 1 Utah 1T e progress=0.5, no=0). The Center for Climate Strategies includes plans written in

1 Colorado 1T e 1 Vermont 1 e 2003 or later.

1 Connecticut T e 1 Virginia L Year: 2018 Units: Categorical

1 Delaware 1 @ 1 Washington 1T e

1 Florida 1 e 1 Wisconsin 1 e Source: Center for Climate Strategies

1 Hawaii 1T e 34 Alabama 0 e Minimum Value: 0 Target Value: 1

1 llinois 1T e 34 Georgia 0o e Maximum Value: 1 Green/Yellow Threshold: 0.75

1 lowa 1 C 34 Idaho o e ) Yellow/Orange Threshold: 0.25

1 Kentucky 1T e 34 Indiana (U ¢ Sort Order: Ascending Orange/Red Threshold: NA

1 Maine 1 @ 34 Kansas 0 e SDG Alignment: Target 13.2 Worst Value: 0

1 Maryland 1 e 34 Louisiana 0 e

V- 1 e 34 Mississippi 0 e Threshpld Rationale: IElBesE value set according.to category ”yes’.’. Worst value set
according to category “no” Dashboard set to align with categorical values.

1 Michigan 1 @ 34 Missouri 0 e

1 Minnesota 1 e 34 Nebraska 0 e

1 Montana 1 e 34 North Dakota 0 e

1 Nevada 1 @ 34 Ohio 0o e

1 New Hampshire 1 @ 34 Oklahoma 0o e

1 New Jersey 1 e 34 South Dakota 0o e

T New Mexico 1T e 34 Tennessee 0 e

1 New York 1 @ 34 Texas 0o e

1 North Carolina 1 @ 34 West Virginia 0 e

1 Oregon 1 @ 34 Wyoming 0o e

13 ionov

@ Energy-related CO, emissions

(tCO,/capita)

Rank State Value Rating

1 New York 85 © 26 South Dakota 166 @ E lated CO L.

2 CGalifornia 93 ® 27 Colorado 166 ® VA B (R I EE S

3 Oregon 95 @ 28  lllinois 170 © Description: Metric tons of energy-related carbon dioxide (CO,) emissions,
4 Massachusetts 97 @ 29 Wisconsin 173 @© converted to per capita using 2015 US Census population data for

5  Vermont 98 @ 30 Pennsylvania 182 @ standardization.

6 Maryland 99 @ 31 Ohio 185 @ Year: 2015 Units: tCO,/capita

7 Connecticut 101 @ 32 Arkansas 199 e

8 Rhode lsland 103 @ B ViU 203 @ Source: US Energy Information Administration

9 Washington 106 o 34 Utah 212 o Minimum Value: 8.5 Target Value: 1.7

10 Idaho 108 ® 35 Kansas 27 e Maximum Value: 110.5 Green/Yellow Threshold: 2.0

11 New Hampshire 114 @ 36 Mississippi 218 © ‘ Yellow/Orange Threshold: 3.0
12 Florida ‘ M4 o 37 Texas ‘ 28 © Sort Or'der- Descending Orange/Red Threshold: 4.0

13 North Carolina 120 @ 38 New Mexico 241 @ SDG Alignment: Target 13.1 Worst Value: 20.0

14 Nevada 122 @ 39 lowa 243 @ ) ) o

15 Virginia 03 e 40 Alabama %7 e Thresholc! Ra'tlonale. Best valge set according to scientific standafrd (Deep

Decarbonization Pathways Project Target). Worst value set according to expert

16 New Jersey 125 @ 41 Oklahoma 200 ® guidance. Dashboard set according to SDSN's Global Index.

17 Maine 126 @ 42 Nebraska 267 @

18 Hawaii 130 @ 43 Indiana 285 @

19  Arizona 134 @ 44 Kentucky 294 @

20 Georgia 134 @ 45  Montana 313 @

21 Delaware 142 @ 46 Louisiana 467 @

22 South Carolina 150 @ 47 Alaska 490 @

23 Tennessee 151 @ 48  West Virginia 500 @

24 Minnesota 60 @ 49 North Dakota 757 @

25 Michigan 164 @ 50  Wyoming 1105 @
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13 ionov

@ Effective carbon rate

(USD/tCO,)
Rank State Value Rating
1 California 146 @ 11 Michigan 00 ® Effecti b t
2 Connecticut 38 © 11 Minnesota 00 @ ective carbon rate
2 Delaware 38 e 11 Mississippi 0o e Description: Carbon price in US dollars per metric ton of CO, at most recent
2 Maine 38 @ 11 Missouri 00 e emissions trading system auction (RGGI Auction 39 clearing price; California
2 Maryland 38 @ 11 Montana 00 @ Cap-and-Trade Program Joint Auction 14 settlement price).
2 Massachusetts 38 e 11 Nebraska 00 ® Year: 2018 Units: $/tCO,
2 New Hampshire 38 © 11 Nevada 00 ®
2 NewYork 38 ® 11 New Jersey 00 ® Source: Regional Greenhouse Gas Initiative (RGGI); California Air Resources
’ ‘ Board
2 Rhodelsland 38 @ 11 New Mexico 00 e
2 Vermont 38 @ 11 North Carolina 00 @ Minimum Value: 0.00 Target Value: 62.00
11 Alabama 00 e 11 North Dakota 00 © Maximum Value: 14.61 Green/Yellow Threshold: 40.00
11 Alaska 00 e 11 Ohio 00 ® ) Yellow/Orange Threshold: 20.00
11 Arizona 00 e 11 Oklahoma 0 e Sort Order: Ascending Orange/Red Threshold: 0.10
11 Arkansas 00 @ 11 Oregon 00 @ SDG Alignment: Target 13.1 Worst Value: 0.00
11 Colorado LY 11 Pennsylvania 00 _© Threshold Rationale: Best value set according to scientific standard
11 Florida 00 11 South Carolina 00 ® (Interagency Working Group Social Cost of Carbon estimate for 2020, using
11 Georgia 00 e 11 South Dakota 00 @ 2.5% discount rate). Worst value set according to 2.5th percentile. Dashboard
11 Hawaii 00 ® R — 00 ® set according to summary statistics, and adjusted for clustering.
11 Idaho 00 e 11 Texas 00 @
11 llinois 00 @ 11 Utah 00 @
11 Indiana 00 @ 11 Virginia 00 @
11 lowa 00 e 11 Washington 00 ®
11 Kansas 00 @ 11 West Virginia 00 @
11 Kentucky 00 e 11 Wisconsin 00 ®
11 Louisiana 00 @ 11 Wyoming 00 @

13 ioov

@ FEMA mitigation coverage (%)

Rank State Value Rating
1 Hawaii 1000 @ 26 Alaska 86.0 . .
2 Virginia 1000 ® 27 North Dakota 837 FEMA mitigation coverage
3 Kansas 97 28 Texas 835 Description: Percent of population in communities covered by an approved, or
4 Maine 95 @ 29 Nevada 83.5 approvable pending adoption, FEMA mitigation plan.
5 Louisiana 92 @ 30 Wisconsin 81.7 Vear: 2015 Unite: o4
6 lowa %91 e 31 Michigan 81.0 ear s
7 Missouri %7 @ 32 New Mexico 80.8 Source: Mitigation Framework Leadership Group
8  Pennsylvania %86 @ 33 Idaho 799 @ Mini Value: 43.9 Taraet Value: 100.0
9 Maryland %82 ® 34 Wyoming 787 fnimum value: 42 arget Yalue: T00.
10 North Carolina 979 @ 35 Delaware 787 ® Maximum Value: 100.0 Green/Yellow Threshold: 90.0
11 Connecticut 973 @ 36 Oregon 781 @ . ; Yellow/Orange Threshold: 80.0
Sort Order: Ascending o /Red Threshold: 70.0
12 Georgia 959 ® 37 Utah 780 ® . . range/Red fhreshold: /0.
SDG Alignment: Target 13.1 Worst Value: 46.9
13 Arizona 9%56 @ 38 Washington 744 @ orst Value: 46.
14 New Hampshire 936 @ 39  Oklahoma 724 @ Threshold Rationale: Best value set according to universal access: public
15 Mississippi 907 e 40 Vermont 771 e service. Worst value set according to 2.5th percentile. Dashboard set according
16 New Jersey 07 e 41 Kentucky 03 ® to summary statistics, and adjusted for clustering.
17 South Carolina 919 e 42 Rhode Island 689 @
18  Nebraska 910 @ 43 South Dakota 665 @
19 Montana %2 e 44 Alabama 655 @
20 Florida 9.1 e 45 California 643 @
21 West Virginia 884 46 Minnesota 600 @
22 Ohio 883 47  Massachusetts 562 @
23 Tennessee 87.2 48  Colorado 519 @
24 llinois 87.2 49 Indiana 469 @
25 New York 87.1 50 Arkansas 439 @
R
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1 CLIMATE

ACTION

@ Weather costs

(% of GDP)
Rank State Value Rating
1 Hawaii 00001 @ 26 Washington 00210 ®
2 Delaware 00004 @ 27 Alaska 00228 @ Weather costs
3 Connecticut 0/0009°"® 28 Missouri 00247 ® Description: Weather-related crop and property losses as a percent of state
4 Rhode Island 0.0014 @ 29 California 00263 @ Gross Domestic Product (GDP), 5-year average.
5 Maryland 00018 @ 30 Vermont 00283 @ .
6 Massachusetts  0.0026 @ 31  Georgia 00344 © Vear: 20132017 Units: %
7 New Jersey 00032 @ 32 Kansas 00362 @ Source: National Weather Service, National Oceanic and Atmospheric
8 New York 00037 ® 33 North Carolina  0.0465 Administration
9 Maine 00038 ® 34 lllinois 00542 Minimum Value: 0.0001 Target Value: 0.0009
10 Pennsylvania 00048 @ 35 North Dakota 00592 Maximum Value: 0.8880 Green/Yellow Threshold: 0.0400
11 Virginia 00061 @ 36 WestVirginia 0.0605 Yellow/Orange Threshold: 0.0800
12 Montana 00064 @ 37 Idaho 0.0794 Sort Order: Descending Orange/Red Threshold: 0.1000
13 Utah 00071 @ 38 Arkansas 0.0799 SDG Alignment: Target 13.1 Worst Value: 0.8091
14 Indiana 00071 @ 39 South Dakota 00852 @
15 New Hampshire 00087 @ 40 New Mexico 01022 @ Threshold Ratiqnale: Best value set~according to average oftpp 5. Worst
) value set according to 2.5th percentile. Dashboard set according to summary
16 Alabama 00097 @ 41 South Carolina 01139 @ statistics, and adjusted for clustering.
17 Kentucky 00097 @ 42 Michigan 01285 @
18 Ohio 00101 @ 43 lowa 01649 @
19 Oregon 00127 @ 44 Colorado 01693 @
20 Minnesota 00134 e 45 Florida 01695 @
21 Arizona 00167 ® 46 Mississippi 0.1844 @
22 Wisconsin 00178 @ 47 Nebraska 01946 @
23 Tennessee 00186 @ 48  Oklahoma 02977 @
24 Nevada 00189 @ 49  Louisiana 08091 @
25 Wyoming 0019 @ 50 Texas 08830 @
13 i
@ Weather injuries/fatalities
(per 100,000 people)
Rank State Value Rating
1 Rhode Island 006 © 26 Arizona 0.58 .. .
2 Connecticut 008 @ 27 Kansas 0.61 Weather Inju"eS/fatahtles
3 Massachusetts 009 @ 28 Georgia 064 Description: Weather-related injuries and fatalities per 100,000 people, 5-year
4 Maine 014 e 29 Nebraska 0.64 average
5 Pennsylvania 015 @ 30 Alaska 0.65 .
6 Califomnia 023 e 31 llinois 067 Year: 2013-2017 Units: Count per 100,000 people
7 Ohio 025 © 32 Delaware 0.67 Source: National Weather Service, National Oceanic and Atmospheric
8  Maryland 026 ® 33 Kentucky 075 Administration
9  Oregon 032 © 34 West Virginia 0.75
10 Tennessee 035 ® 35 Montana 076 Minimum Value: 0.06 Target Value: 0.10
1 Vermont 035 ® 36 Utah 078 Maximum Value: 7.63 Green/Yellow Threshold: 0.50
12 Washington 039 @ 37 New Mexico 0.87 Sort Order: Descending Z)EIIOW/O:;‘?r:Thfs:::I::OL.OO
13 North Carolina 041 @ 38 Louisiana 0.95 SDG Alignment: Target 13.1 range/Re . reshoid: 2.
14 South Carolina 043 ® 39 Texas 0.96 Worst Value: 5.86
15 Michigan 043 @ 40  Alabama 0.96 Threshold Rationale: Best value set according to average of top 5. Worst
16 Virginia 043 @ 41 South Dakota 101 @ value set according to 2.5th percentile. Dashboard set according to summary
— 046 ® 42 NewHampshire 106 @ statistics, and adjusted for clustering.
18 Hawaii 046 ® 43 Minnesota m e
19 Wisconsin 047 ® 44 New Jersey 136 @
20 Idaho 048 ® 45 Wyoming 137 @
21 Florida 049 ® 46 Missouri 162 ©
22 New York 050 @ 47 Mississippi 328 @
23 Indiana 0.52 48  Oklahoma 422 ®
24 Colorado 0.54 49  Nevada 58 @
25 North Dakota 057 50 Arkansas 763 @
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1 LIFE
ON LAND

’i Change in forest area
—— (%, 5 year change)

Rank State Value Rating
1 North Dakota 75 @ 26 Alaska 01 @ .
2 Delaware 62 @ 27 Maryland 01 e Change in forest area
3 Connecticut 26.® 28 Massachusetts 00 _® Description: 5-year percent change in forest area.
4 Rhode Island 29 29  New Mexico 00 e
5 lllinois 27 30 Ohio 01 @ )
6  South Dakota 20 31 Kentucky 02 © Vear: 2012:2017 Units: %
7 Utah 19 32 Missouri 04 © Source: Forest Inventory and Analysis Program, US Forest Service
8 Louisiana 1.8 33 New York 04 ©
9 Toxas 16 34 Oregon 05 @ Minimum Value: -15.8 Target Value: 5.0
10 Arkansas 15 35 Maine 05 @ Maximum Value: 7.5 Green/Yellow Threshold: 3.4
11 Montana 14 o 36 Georgia 05 @ Sort Order: Ascending ;e"m’"/ ‘/)F:a;‘i:Th’:S::':’J 2
12 New Jersey 14 o 37 West Virginia 06 ® $DG Alignment: Target 15.1 range/hed threshold: 0.
13 North Carolina 13 ® 38 Mississippi 08 ® Worst Value: -9.8
14 Arizona 13 © 39  Washington -2 e Threshold Rationale: Best value set according to average of top 5. Worst
15  Alabama 11 @ 40  Florida 12 e value set according to 2.5th percentile. Dashboard set according to summary
16 Kansas 10 e 41 South Carolina 14 e statistics, and adjusted for clustering.
17 Indiana 09 e 42 New Hampshire -15 @
18  Michigan 09 e 43 California -7 @
19 Virginia 09 e 44 Vermont -7 @
20 Pennsylvania 07 @ 45 Nebraska 28 ©
21 Idaho 07 @ 46 Oklahoma 28 ©
22 Wisconsin 06 © 47 lowa 30 @
23 Colorado 03 o 48  Nevada -78 ®
24 Minnesota 02 © 49 Wyoming 98 @
25 Tennessee 02 © 50  Hawaii -158 @

15 oo

Invasive management plan
(worst 01 best)

Rank State Value Rating
1 Alaska 100 @ 1 North Dakota 100 @ .
1 Arizona 100 ® 1 Ohio 100 ® Invasive management plan
1. Arkansas LD 1 Oklahoma 100 e Description: Aquatic Nuisance Species Management Plan status (no plan=0,
1 California 100 @ 1 Oregon 100 e under development=0.33, conditionally approved=0.66, approved=1).
1 Connecticut 100 @ 1 Pennsylvania 100 @ Vear: 2018 Unite: Cat ical
1 Georgia 100 @ 1 Rhode Island 100 @ car: nits: Lategorica
1 Hawaii 100 @ 1 South Carolina 1.00 ® Source: The Aquatic Nuisance Species (ANS) Task Force
1 Idaho 100 e 1 South Dakota 100 @ o
1 llinois 100 ® 1 Tennessee 100 ® Minimum Value: 0.00 Target Value: 1.00
1 Indiana 1‘00 ° 1 Texas 1'00 ° Maximum Value: 1.00 Green/Yellow Threshold: 0.80
A ' Yellow/Orange Threshold: 0.50
1 lowa 100 @ 1 Utah 100 ® Sort Order: Ascending o /Red Threshold: 0.20
1 Kansas 100 ® 1 Virginia 100 @ . . range/re reshold: 0.
SDG Alignment: Target 15.8 Worst Value: 0.00
1 Kentucky 100 @ 1 Washington 100 ® orst Value: 0.
1 Louisiana 100 @ 1 Wisconsin 100 @ Threshold Rationale: Best value set according to category “approved.”
1 Maine 100 e 1 Wyoming 100 @ Worst value set according to category “no plan.” Dashboard set to align with
1 Maryland 100 e 41 Alabama 0.66 categorical values 0-1.
1 Massachusetts 100 @ 42 Colorado 033 o
1 Michigan 100 e 42 Nevada 033 e
1 Minnesota 100 @ 44 Delaware 000 e
1 Mississippi 100 @ 44 Florida 000 @
1 Missouri 100 @ 44 New Hampshire 000 @
1 Montana 100 @ 44 New Jersey 000 @
1 Nebraska 100 @ 44 North Carolina 000 e
1 New Mexico 100 @ 44 Vermont 000 @
1 New York 100 e 44 West Virginia 000 @
S,
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1 LIFE
ON LAND

Non-carbon ecological footprint

(% of biocapacity)
Rank State Value Rating
1 Alaska 12 © 26 South Carolina 559 @ N b logical f .
2 South Dakota 84 @ 27 Washington 594 @ on-carbon ecological footprint
3 Montana 9% o 28 Georgia 659 @ Description: Non-carbon Ecological Footprint compares human consumption
4 Wyoming 163 @ 29 North Carolina 11 e of renewable goods and services (Ecological Footprint) with the Earth’s ability
5 North Dakota 174 @ 30 Indiana 779 @ to provide these goods and services (biocapacity), each measured in global
6  Nebraska 176 ® M TEs %66 ® hectares (a hectare of land with globally average productivity). Non-carbon
) ’ ) ' footprint includes: crops, grazing products, seafood, forest products, and
7 Maine 187 ® 32 NewHampshire 886 @ built-up land as a percent of available biocapacity.
8 Arkansas 194 @ 33 lllinois 983 ®
9 Mississippi 26 © 34 Virginia 1041 @ Year: 2015 Units: %
10 Kansas 229 © 35 Ohio 1055 @
11 WestVirginia 273 36 Pennsylvania 1102 @ Source: Global Footprint Network; Earth Economics
12 Oklahoma 277 37 Florida 130 e Minimum Value: 1.2 Target Value: 10.6
13 lowa 314 38 Colorado 138 o Maximum Value: 523.1 Green/Yellow Threshold: 25.0
14 Vermont 333 39 Utah 1420 - ® ) Yellow/Orange Threshold: 50.0
15 Oregon 339 40 New York 1429 @ Sort Or‘der. Descending Orange/Red Threshold: 100.0
16 Idaho 341 41 Nevada 1561 @ SDG Alignment: Target 15.1 Worst Value: 100.0
17 Alabama 34.5 42 Delaware 2000 © Threshold R B | J ; W
) ) reshold Rationale: Best value set according to average of top 5. Worst
°
18 Mﬁssoun 377 i Ma_rylan'd 2960 value set according to scientific standard (ecological deficit=100% or greater).
19 Minnesota 379 44 California 3158 @ Dashboard set according to summary statistics, and adjusted for clustering.
20 Kentucky 38.1 45 Massachusetts 3882 ®©
21 Louisiana 405 46  Connecticut 3900 ©
22 Wisconsin 447 47 Rhode Island 4133 @
23 New Mexico 46.2 48  Arizona 4909 @
24 Michigan 46.6 49 New Jersey 5231 ®
25 Tennessee 505 © - Hawaii NA @
Protected area
(% of total area with GAP status 1-2)
Rank State Value Rating
1 Alaska 352 @ 26 Georgia 43 @ Protected
2 California 24 © 27 South Carolina 42 ® rotectedarea
3 Nevada [ 28 Mississippi 4l @ Description: Percent of state area protected under GAP Status Code 1 and
4 Washington 144 ® 29 West Virginia 41 e 2. GAP Status Codes describe the degree to which land is managed for
5  New Jersey 142 @ 30 Vermont 41 @ conservation. Only GAP Status Codes 1 and 2 meet the definition of protected
6 ldaho 138 @ 31 North Carolina 38 ® by the International Union for Conservation of Nature (IUCN).
7 Oregon 12.7 32 Virginia 36 © Year: 2016 Units: %
8  Hawaii 125 33  Tennessee 36 ©
9 Utah 16 34 Maryland 35 @ Source: National Gap Analysis Project, US Geological Survey
10 Wyoming 13 35 Missouri 33 @ Minimum Value: 0.9 Target Value: 17.0
Ui H?”da VG d Dellaware AN Maximum Value: 35.2 Green/Yellow Threshold: 13.0
12 An‘zona 100 7 I‘r;dlana O Yellow/Orange Threshold: 6.8
- ° . .
13 Colorado 9.7 38 lllinois . 26 Sort Order: Ascending Orange/Red Threshold: 3.0
14 New York 9.2 39 Pennsylvania 25 © SDG Alignment: Target 15.1 Worst Value: 1.0
15 Arkansas 84 40  Oklahoma 24 ® o
16 Montana 84 41 North Dakota 1 e Threshold Rationale: Best value set according to scientific standard (Aichi
. ) ' Biodiversity Target 11). Worst value set according to 2.5th percentile. Dashboard
17 Michigan 75 42 Connecticut 19 ® set according to summary statistics, and adjusted for clustering.
18 Wisconsin 73 43 Alabama 18 ®
19 Minnesota 66 © 44 South Dakota 16 ©
20 Rhode Island 63 ® 45  Texas 15 ®
21 New Mexico 55 @ 46 Kentucky 14 @
22 New Hampshire 53 ® 47 lowa 13 @
23 Louisiana 52 @ 48  Nebraska 0 ®
24 Maine 47 @ 49  Kansas <l @
25 Massachusetts 44 ® 49 Ohio <1 e
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1 PEACE, JUSTICE
AND STRONG
INSTITUTIONS

Incarceration rate

- (per 100,000 people)

Rank State Value Rating
1 Massachusetts 4225 © 26 Wyoming 10071 @ .
2 Minnesota 4366 @ 27 ldaho 10226 ®© Incarceration rate
3 Maine 339 @ 28 New Mexico 10372 @ Description: Jail and prison incarceration rates of population aged 15-64, per
4 New Hampshire 4760 @ 29 Nevada 10441 @ 100,000 people.
5 Washington 5573 ® 30 Indiana 10668 ® .
6 New Jersey 5649 @ 31 WestVirginia 10725 © Vear: 2015 Units: Count per 100,000 people
7 New York 5698 ® 32 Missouri 10742 © Source: Vera Institute of Justice
8  North Dakota 6014 ® 33 Tennessee 1081.8 @ o
9 Utah 6106 ® 34 Kentucky 11103 ® Minimum Value: 422.5 Target Value: 25.0
10 lowa 6227 ® 35 Alabama 1494 @ Maximum Value: 1558.7 Green/Yellow Threshold: 100.0
11 Nebraska 6580 ® 36 Virginia 1503 @ Sort Order: Descending Yellow/Orange Threshold: 150.0
12 Iliinois 7511 e 37 Texas 11605 ® DG Al _ Orange/Red Threshold: 200.0
gnment: Target 16.3
13 Maryland 7573 38 Florida 1712 Worst Value: 1527.2
14 Oregon 7581 @ 39  Arkansas 12191 ® Threshold Rationale: Best value set according to SDSN's Global Index. Worst
15 California 7657 ® 40 Georgia 12710 ® value set according to 2.5th percentile. Dashboard set according to SDSN'’s
16 Montana 8122 41 Arizona 12760 ® Global Index.
17 North Carolina 8126 © 42 Mississippi 13520 @
18  Kansas 8244 © 43 Louisiana 15272 ®©
19 Colorado 8569 ®© 44 Oklahoma 15587 ®
20  Michigan 8859 @ - Alaska NA ®
21 Ohio 9245 @ - Connecticut NA ®
22 Wisconsin 9254 ® - Delaware NA  ®
23 South Dakota 9282 ®© - Hawaii NA @
24 South Carolina 9756 ® - Rhode Island NA  ®
25 Pennsylvania 9975 @ - Vermont NA ®
PEACE, JUSTICE
16 e
!i State Integrity Index
- = (worst 0-100 best)
Rank State Value Rating
1 Alaska 76 @ 25 Indiana 62 ® )
2 California 73 @ 25 Minnesota 62 ® State Integrity Index
3 Connecticut n.-e 25 Missouri 62 @ Description: Index of the existence, effectiveness, and accessibility of key
4 Hawaii 69 © 25 Utah 62 ® governance and anti-corruption mechanisms. Measured on a scale of 0 (worst)
5 Ohio 68 ® 30 Arkansas 61 ® -100 (best).
5 Rhode Island 68 ® 30 Florida 61 @ Year: 2015 Units: Index (0-100)
7 Alabama 67 @ 30 Mississippi 61 ®
7 Colorado 67 ® 30 New Hampshire 61 ® Source: State Integrity Investigation, The Center for Public Integrity
7 llinois 67 ® 30 New Mexico 61 @ Minimum Value: 51 Target Value: 100
7 lowa 67 ® 30 NewYork 61 o Maximum Value: 76 Green/Yellow Threshold: 90
7 Kentucky 67 © 36  South Carolina 60 © Yellow/Orange Threshold: 85
7 Massachusetts 67 ® 36 Texas 60 ® Sort Order: Ascending Orange/Red Threshold: 60
7 Nebraska 67 @ 36 Vermont 60 ® SDG Alignment: Target 16.5 Worst Value: 51
7 Washington 67 ® 39 Kansas 59 e
15 Tennessee 6 ® 39 Louisiana 50 e Threjshold Rationale: Best valge set according to qniversal access: public .
service. Worst value set according to 2.5th percentile. Dashboard set according
15 Virginia 66 @ 39 Maine 59 e to summary statistics, and adjusted for clustering.
15 West Virginia 66 © 39 North Dakota 5 @
18 New Jersey 65 © 39  Oklahoma 59 @
18 North Carolina 65 @ 39  Oregon 59 e
20 Arizona 64 ® 45 Pennsylvania 58 @
20 Maryland 64 ® 46 Nevada 57 @
20 Montana 64 @ 47 Delaware 56 @
23 Georgia 63 © 47 South Dakota 56 @
23 Wisconsin 63 © 49 Michigan 51 @
25 Idaho 62 © 49 Wyoming 51 @
S,
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z_ Jail admission rate
- (per 100,000 people)

Rank State Value Rating
1 Massachusetts 12766 ® 26 ldaho 62578 @ Jail admissi t
2 NewYork 16861 ® 27 SouthCarolina 65146 ® ailadmission rate
3 New Jersey 21087 @ 28 Oregon 65730 @ Description: Number of unique admissions to jails of population aged 15-64,
4 New Hampshire 23441 @ 29 Virginia 66782 @ per 100,000 people.
5  Pennsylvania 24214 @ 30 Montana 6769.7 @ Vear: 2015 Unite: 100,000 |
6 Maryland 24789 ® 31 WestViginia 68103 @ ear: nits: Count per 100,000 people
7 California 38059 @ 32 Nevada 73762 @ Source: Vera Institute of Justice
8 lllinois 38297 @ 33 Georgia 76772 @ o
9 Washington 53764 ® 34 Kansas 77830 Minimum Value: 1276.6 Target Value: 638.3
10 Arizona 45530 @ 35 Wyoming 80150 @ Maximum Value: 15846.6 Green/Yellow Threshold: 900.0
11 Maine 46671 @ 36 Mississippi 84172 ® . . Yellow/Orange Threshold: 1200.0
Sort Order: Descending 0 /Red Threshold: 1800.0
12 Michigan 47013 @ 37 NorthDakota 88830 @ . . range/Red fhreshold: 1500.
SDG Alignment: Target 16.3 Worst Value: 12472.1
13 Florida 50951 @ 38 Louisiana 91518 @ orst Value: :
14 Ohio 52046 @ 39 Tennessee 95622 @ Threshold Rationale: Best value set according to the Cut50 national initiative.
15 Indiana 52454 @ 40 Kentucky 100996 @ Worst value set according to 2.5th percentile. Dashboard set according to
16 Minnesota 52045 ® 41 Oklahoma 11336 ® summary statistics, and adjusted for clustering.
17 Missouri 53116 @ 42 New Mexico 121251 @
18  Wisconsin 53617 @ 43 South Dakota 124721 @
19 Utah 53785 @ 44 Arkansas 158466 @
20 Texas 55270 @ - Alaska NA ®
21 Alabama 56675 @ - Connecticut NA @
22 Colorado 5689.1 @ - Delaware NA ©
23 Nebraska 58200 @ - Hawaii NA ®
24 North Carolina 60092 @ - Rhode Island NA ®
25 lowa 62150 ® - Vermont NA ®
PEACE, JUSTICE
16 8eem
z Justice Index
= (worst 0-100 best)
Rank State Value Rating
1 Massachusetts 638 @ 26 Nebraska 370 ® Justice Ind
2 Hawaii 62 ® 27 Arkansas %69 ® ustice index
3 Maryland 604 @ 28 lowa 366 @ Description: Index measuring states on their adoption of selected best
4 Connecticut 598 ® 29 Idaho 365 @ practices for ensuring access to justice in 4 categories: Attorney Access, Self-
5 Colorado 555 @ 30 New Hampshire 364 ® Representation, Language Access, and Disability Access. Measured on a scale of
6 Minnesota 546 ® 31 Florida 351 @ 0 (worst)-100 (best).
7 lllinois 530 @ 32 Texas 341 ® Year: 2016 Units: Index (0-100)
8 T 510 ® 33 Ohi 337 @
ennesseg © Source: The Justice Index, National Center for Access to Justice at Fordham
9 New Mexico 506 @ 34 Alaska 336 © Law School
10 Wisconsin 50.5 35 Montana 31 @
11 California 500 36 Missouri 317 @ Minimum Value: 14.7 Target Value: 100.0
12 Oregon 489 37 Georgia 314 @ Maximum Value: 63.8 Green/Yellow Threshold: 50.5
13 Maine 488 38 Pennsylvania 310 Sort Order: Ascendi Yellow/Orange Threshold: 39.3
ort Order: Ascendin
14 Washington 46.5 39 South Carolina 310 © <D Al T g 163 Orange/Red Threshold: 28.0
15 Delaware 437 40 Kansas 302 ® ignment: Target 16. Worst Value: 19.9
16 Michigan 435 41 Louisiana 292 © Threshold Rationale: Best value set according to SDG mandate to ensure equal
17 West Virginia 43.0 42 Vermont 291 ® access to justice for all. Worst value set according to 2.5th percentile. Dashboard
18 North Carolina 47 43 Oklahoma 282 @ set according to summary statistics, and adjusted for clustering.
19 Rhode Island 42.1 44 Alabama 278 @
20 Utah 405 45 North Dakota 270 @
21 New York 399 e 46 Indiana 209 @
22 New Jersey 390 @ 47 South Dakota 243 @
23 Kentucky 383 @ 48 Nevada 239 @
23 Virginia 383 @ 49 Wyoming 199 e
25  Arizona 381 @ 50 Mississippi 147 @
M
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z Lawsuit climate survey
- = (worst 0-100 best)

Rank State Value Rating

1 South Dakota 753 @ 26 Montana 68.7 L it cli

2 Vermont 752 @ 26 Ohio 68.7 awsuit climate survey

3 Idaho 750 @ 28 NewYork g4 @ Description: Index measuring how fair and reasonable US businesses perceive
4 Minnesota 742 @ 28 Washington 684 © states' liability systems to be. Measured on a scale of 0 (worst)-100 (best).

5 New Hampshire 739 @ 30 Oklahoma 683 @ Vear 2017 Uniits: Index (0-100

6  Alaska 738 @ 30 Tennessee 683 @ ear nits: Index (0-100)

7 Nebraska 735 @ 32 New Mexico 682 © Source: US Chamber Institute for Legal Reform

8  Wyoming 733 32 North Carolina 682 ©

9 Mai 73.2 34 South Caroli 677 ®

ane outh Laroina Minimum Value: 56.6 Target Value: 100.0
10 Delaware 72.8 35 Colorado 676 ® .
Maximum Value: 75.3 Green/Yellow Threshold: 73.4
10 Utah 72.8 36 Arkansas 672 ® Yellow/O Threshold: 68.5
10 Virginia 728 37 Nevada 666 ® Sort Order: Ascending ellow/range Thresnolc: 2.
) Orange/Red Threshold: 63.5

13 lowa 726 38  Pennsylvania 663 ® SDG Alignment: Target 16.6

14 Massachusetts 72.1 39 Texas 643 © Worst Value: 58.1

15 Indiana 719 40 Georgia 641 @ Threshold Rationale: Best value set according to maximum index score. Worst
16 Connecticut 718 41 New Jersey 638 ® vall{e Fet accordipg to 2.5th percgntile. Dashboard set according to summary

statistics, and adjusted for clustering.

17 Kansas 71.5 42 Kentucky 617 @

17 North Dakota 71.5 43 Alabama 611 @

19 Maryland 70.8 43 Mississippi 611 @

20 Wisconsin 70.7 45 West Virginia 606 @

21 Michigan 704 46 Florida 605 @

21 Oregon 70.4 47 California 600 @

23 Hawaii 70.0 48 lllinois 501 @

24 Rhode Island 69.9 49 Missouri 581 @

25 Arizona 69.8 50 Louisiana 566 @

16 PEACE, JUSTICE
AND STRONG

INSTITUTIONS
W

Homicides

Y,

- (per 100,000 people)

Rank State Value Rating

1 New Hampshire 13 @ 26 Pennsylvania 52 @ .

2 Maine 15 27 Texas 53 @ Homicides

3 Minnesota 18 28 Florida >4 @ Description: Murder and non-negligent manslaughter rate per 100,000 people.
4 Massachusetts 20 29  Arizona 55 @

5 North Dakota 20 30 Ohio 56 @ Year: 2016 Units: Count per 100,000 people

6  Connecticut 22 31 Virginia 58 © . . . o

7 Vermont 29 32 Kentucky 59 e Source: Uniform Crime Reporting, Federal Bureau of Investigation

8 lowa 23 33 Delaware 59 @ Minimum Value: 1.3 Target Value: 0.3

9 Utah 24 © 34 Michigan 60 ® Maximum Value: 11.8 Green/Yellow Threshold: 1.5

10 Hawaii 25 © 35 Oklahoma 62 @ Yellow/Orange Threshold: 2.3
11 Nebraska 26 © 36 Georgia 66 ® Sort Order: Descending Orange/Red Threshold: 3.0

12 Washington 27 @ 37 Indiana 66 © SDG Alignment: Target 16.1 Worst Value: 8.8

13 Rhode island 2. 38 New Mech? o7 @ Threshold Rationale: Best value set according to SDSN's Global Index best
14 Oregon 28 o 39 North Carolina 67 ® value. Worst value set according to 2.5th percentile. Dashboard set according to
15 Idaho 29 o 40 Alaska 70 @ SDSN'’s Global Index.

16 South Dakota 31 @ 41 Arkansas 72 @

17 New York 32 @ 42 Tennessee 73 @

18 Wyoming 34 ® 43 South Carolina 74 @

19 Montana 35 @ 44 Nevada 76 @

20 Colorado 37 @ 45 Mississippi 80 ©

21 Kansas 38 @ 46 Maryland 80 @

22 Wisconsin 40 @ 47 lllinois 82 e

23 New Jersey 42 ® 48  Alabama 84 @

24 West Virginia 44 @ 49 Missouri 88 @

25 California 49 @ 50 Louisiana 18 @

S,
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i Voter turnout

- (% of voting age citizens)

Rank State Value Rating
1 Maine 72.7 26 Delaware 623 ®
2 Wisconsin 705 27 Idaho 621 ® Voter turnout
3 Colorado 695 28 South Carolina 621 @ Description: Percent of voting age citizens that voted in the 2016 presidential
4 New Hampshire 69.0 29 Louisiana 616 © election.
5 Minnesota 68.7 30 New Jersey 615 ® .
6 Virginia 682 31 Alaska 613 ® Vear: 2016 Units: %
7 Mississippi 67.7 32 Kansas 613 ® Source: US Census
8  North Carolina 67.5 33 Rhode Island 606 @ .
9 Nebraska 66.3 34 Nevada 05 ® Minimum Value: 47.3 Target Value: 86.0
10 Massachusetts 66.7 35 Arizona 604 ® Maximum Value: 72.7 Green/Yellow Threshold: 75.0
11 Oregon 663 36 Georgia 602 ® Sort Order: Ascending :;e"°""/ 7;“‘;‘3:“:5::':; 25'0
12 Washington 66.3 37 Florida 595 ® SDG Alignment: Target 16.7 range/Red fhreshold: 55.
13 Montana 65.9 38 South Dakota 501 ® Worst Value: 50.8
14 Maryland 65.8 39 Arkansas 587 @ Threshold Rationale: Best value set according to average of OECD top 5. Worst
15 Wyoming 648 ® 40 Indiana 583 @ value set according to 2.5th percentile. Dashboard set according to summary
16 Missouri 643 ® 41 California 579 @ statistics, and adjusted for clustering.
17 Michigan 643 ® 42 Alabama 574 @
18 North Dakota 642 ® 43 New York 572 ©
19 Connecticut 639 @ 44 Kentucky 570 ®
20 lllinois 638 ® 45 Oklahoma 566 @
21 Ohio 636 @ 46 Texas 554 @
22 lowa 634 © 47 New Mexico 548 @
23 Utah 627 ® 48 Tennessee 540 @
24 Pennsylvania 626 ® 49 West Virginia 508 @
25 Vermont 625 © 50 Hawaii 473 @

Sy,
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