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Date
MINUTES OF THE HOUSE ENERGY AND UTILITIES COMMITTEE

The meeting was called to order by Chairman Carl Holmes at 9:00 A.M. on March 2, 2011, in Room 785
of the Docking State Office Building.

All members were present except:
Representative Rob Bruchman-excused
Representative Don Hineman-excused
Representative Mike Slattery-excused

Committee staff present:
Matt Sterling, Office of the Revisor of Statutes
Cindy Lash, Kansas Legislative Research Department
Corey Carnahan, Kansas Legislative Research Department
Renae Hansen, Committee Assistant

Conferees appearing before the Committee:
Stan Adams, Department of Commerce Rural Development

Others attending:
Twenty-one including the attached list.

Informational hearing on Kansas Broadband initiatives.

Stan Adams, Department of Commerce, (Attachment 1), spoke to the committee about their broadband
mapping and planning grant; where Kansas has been and where Kansas plans to go. They shared data that
has been collected, they set the stage for a technical demonstration of the broadband map by Connected
Nation.

Brent Lagg, Connect Kansas, Connected Nation, (Attachment 2), presented a power point on the
broadband initiative in Kansas. He spoke about the objectives of the program, noting the website,
www.broadbandmap.gov, that allows consumers all over the country to see what kind of broadband
service is available at their address location. He handed out information to each committee member giving
specific information to the them about their own district. He spent time demonstrating the Kansas web-
page, www.connectkansas.org and explaining what the data on the system can express. He further went
on to break down statistically the users and non users of the internet in Kansas and the demographic break
down of the usage of technology.

The committee also received information on:

 Estimated Availability of Broadband Service by County (Attachment 3)
+ Broadband Statistics Report (Attachment 4)

Questions were asked and comments made by Representatives: Phil Hermanson, Vern Swanson,
Reynaldo Mesa, Annie Kuether, Tom Sloan, Mike Burgess, Carl Holmes, Nile Dillmore, and Gail Finney.

The next meeting is scheduled for March 3, 2011.

The meeting was adjourned at 10:31 A.M.

Unless specifically noted, the individual remarks recorded herein have not been transcribed verbatim. Individual remarks as reported herein have not been submitted to the individuals

appearing before the committee for editing or corrections. Page 1
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/5 Phone: (785) 296-3481
Fax: (785) 296-5055 TTY: 711

admin@kansascommerce.com
: . KansasCommerce.com

Pat George, Secretary Department of Commerce Sam Brownback, Governor

1000 S.W. Jackson St., Suite 100
Topeka, KS 66612-1354

House Utilities Committee
Stanley Adams
Broadband Planning Manager, Rural Development Division
Kansas Department of Commerce
March 2, 2011

Good afternoon Chairman Holmes and members of the committee. Thank you for inviting us here today to
update you on the Kansas Broadband initiatives. Work over the past year has given us valuable information that
will allow our state to address broadband accessibility issues in un-served and under-served communities. Our
goal is to foster economic growth in Kansas by leveraging universal broadband (high speed Internet) availability
and adoption, and to provide information for policy decision-making.

Today | will be speaking to you about our Broadband mapping and planning grant; where we have been and
where we have plans to go; sharing some of the early data that have been collected; and setting the stage for a
technical demonstration of the Broadband map by our mapping designee, Connected Nation.

Where We Have Been

The Department of Commerce has coordinated the state’s broadband initiatives since 2009 when we formed
planning groups of state agency partners and broadband providers. We began engaging other stakeholders from
communities across the state to guide our initial work. Economic development, health care, education and
electronic governmental services are key areas of focus.

We received a federal grant under the State Broadband Data Development (SBDD) program in December 2009.
This allowed us to really begin our broadband work. Each state received a similar mapping and planning grant.
No state dollars have been used to directly fund this effort. Through the federal grant, we began to conduct
detailed data collection and research to build an interactive map of broadband service availability. The non-
profit organization, Connected Nation, leads our-data collection and mapping efforts and launched the
interactive map, Broadband Stat. Representatives from Connected Nation will present Broadband Stat to you
today as well as explain the data behind the maps.

The initial SBDD grant also funded other broadband planning efforts, including the creation of a senior-level
Broadband Task Force last summer, research and surveys to understand the needs of local business and
residents, and funding for the recruitment and hiring of a dedicated resource to coordinate the State’s
broadband efforts and develop an integrated broadband plan — | am pleased to serve in that capacity now and
to be able to provide you with this update today.

Our grant also called for convening a statewide Broadband Summit with a goal of building increased awareness

of broadband services and the efforts underway, and engaging stakeholders in dialogue across key private and

public sectors (i.e., health care, education, government and economic development). The summit was this past
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October in Wichita and was attended by more than 200 people. Presentations addressed the key areas of focus
previously identified and built on our ability to engage at the regional and local community level. We had a wide
range of local, regional and national presenters to take up key broadband issues important to Kansans.

Where We Are Going

The initial grant request, approved for $2 million, was to cover a period of approximately two years (some
elements of the program started immediately, others did not, so the actual window of funding varies slightly).
Last fall, the NTIA approved our supplemental grant request for an additional $4 million. This secondary award,
in part, covered the extension of funding programs from the initial grant through 2014. For example, this
included additional data collection required to refresh the interactive mapping tool, and provides funding for the
broadband manager position. v

Secretary George and the staff at the Kansas Department of Commerce are continuing a review process of all
previous activity as well as future plans to ensure aspects of the Connect Kansas initiative are working to
improve the state of Kansas, particularly un-served areas of rural Kansas.

Mr. Chairman, we still have much work to do as we assess the precise nature of gaps in availability and adoption
across the state. What we do know, however, is that too many Kansans, especially in rural communities, still rely
on slow, narrowband Internet access or do not use the internet at all. The Kansas Department of Commerce has
turned a federal requirement by NTIA to map broadband availability into an opportunity to identify gaps in
service.

We look forward to working with you in the future, and to answering any questions you might have.
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Percent of all Kansas reSIdents

Use dial-up from home
5%

Use the Internet
someplace other than
home

8%

Do not use the

Use broadband from Internet
home 12%
72%

Don't know if home
Internet service is dial-
up or broadband

3%
Q: Do you have an internet connection at home?,
Q: Do you have access to the Internet from any locations outside of your own home?, Source: 2010 Connect Kansas
and " T f

Q: Which of the following describe the type of Internet service you have at home? www.connectkansas.org
{n=1,200 KS residents) s
+2010 ® Connect Kansas.. All Rights Reserved Do Not cOpy W|

CANSAS

Computer ownership Broadband adoption

83% 82%
2%

Statewide Adults with Age 65 Low-income  Low-income Minority Rural residents
disabilities or older households*  households
with children

*Low-income=household income less than $25,000

Q: Does your household have a computer? and Source: 2010 Connect Kansas
Q: Which of the following describe the type of Internet service you have at home? i ial T ! A
{n=1,200 KS residents) www.connectkansas.org

+2010 © Connect Kansas. All Rights Resérved. Do Not Copy Without W




Barriers to

-4 Broadband Adoption
KANSAS » R I

Percent of Kansas residents with no home broadband service*

1 don't need broadbandithe Internet or don't i 1%
know why 1 don't subscribe heien ! o

| don't have a computer

Broadband is too expensive “
Broadband is not available where | live
| access broadband someplace else
Concerns about fraud or identity theft
I don't know enough about broadband

Available broadband service is not fast enough

*Percentages do not add up to 100% because individuals could give multiple responses.’ Source: 2010 Connect Kansas
Q: Why don’t you subscribe to broadband at home? hnol A
{n=348 KS residents who do not have home broadband service) www.connectkansas.org

o

+2010 ® Connect Kansas, All Rights Reserved.. Do Not ‘CDpvy Without W itte

Broadband Download Speeds

KANSAS : R
Download speeds among Kansas broadband subscribers

Over 10.0 Mbps

Kansas broadband

About 10.0 Mbps
subscribers who know

About 6.0 Mbps 7% their download speeds
. report an average
About 3.0 Mbps 7% speed of 5.7 Mbps.

About 1.5 Mbps
About 768 Kbps

Less than 768 Kbhps

Don't know 159%
Q: To the best of your knowledge, what Is the approximate download Source: 2010 Connect Kansas
speed or bandwidth provided by your Internet service provider? i i hnology A
(n=852 KS i with home broadband service) ' www.connectkansas,org

+2010 © Connect Kansas. ‘Al Rights Reserved. Do Not Copy Withotit Wiitten Permission.







Estimated Availability of Broadband Service by County

Terrestrial Broadband (Excluding Mobile)

> 768 Kbps Download/
200 Kbps Upload Speeds

2 3Mbps Download’
Speeds

Allen
Anderson
Atchison
Barber
Barton
Bourbon
Brown
Butler
Chase
Chautauqua
Cherokee
Cheyenne
Clark
Clay
Cloud
Coffey
Comanche
Cowley
Crawford
Decatur
Dickinson
Doniphan
Douglas
Edwards
Elk
Ellis
Ellsworth
Finney
Ford
Franklin
Geary
Gove
Graham
Grant
Gray
Greeley
Greenwood

1148

5.53
14.51
1.97
12.74
9.67
7.57
15.08
1.61
2.8
16.12
1.33

5.62
5.82
5.54
1.11
12.47
26.15
1.67
9.32
8.09
84.24
2.34
2.18
12.44
3.47
9.95
9.88
16.47
27.19
1.16
1.41
4.77
2.35
0.77
2.84

3,221
6,275
2,235
11,393
6,161
4,318
21,527
1,246
1,796
8,875
1,360
979
3,617
4,163
3,489
872
14,039
15,504
1,494
7,903
3,173
38,486
1,455
1,412
11,193
2,481
12,948
10,852

9,452
10,458
1,245
1,263
2,742
2,045
602
3,234

5,775

5.93%
93.03%
96.66%
95.62%
97.55%
93.04%
95.83%
92.48%
71.75%
66.60%
96.71%
83.85%
98.99%
98.87%
97.39%
89.54%
97.90%
97.93%
99.55%
79.39%
98.50%
89.38%
99.03%
96.35%

- 81.56%
99.17%
91.17%
99.57%
99.93%
86.69%
98.45%
89.67%
60.58%
99.97%
99.97%
93.27%
73.48%

82.70%
72.70%
94.18%
91.37%
97.27%
68.09%
77.57%
80.95%
56.44%
64.61%
73.81%
56.06%
90.04%
91.61%
93.90%
77.90%
80.74%
92.83%
85.17%
79.37%
94.63%
81.31%
97.91%
77.82%
80.17%
97.45%
84.41%
95.97%
93.52%
80.77%
- 98.00%
86.88%
60.39%
99.87%
99.53%
85.44%
67.77%
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2 768 Kbps Download/

200 Kbps_UpIoad Speeds Speeds

2 3Mbps Download

Hamilton
Harper
Harvey
Haskell
Hodgeman
Jackson
Jefferson
Jewell
Johnson
Kearny
Kingman
Kiowa
Labette
Lane
Leavenworth
Lincoln

Linn

Logan

Lyon
McPherson
Marion
Marshall
Meade
Miami
Mitchell
Montgomery
Morris
Morton
Nemaha
Neosho
Ness

Norton °
Osage
Osborne
Ottawa
Pawnee
Phillips
Pottawatomie
Pratt
Rawlins

1,695
174,570
1,542
3,371
1,365
9,194

910
23,071
1,629
3,807
1,243
13,691
11,205
5,114
4,458
1,728
10,365
2,850
14,903
2,539
1,306
3,959
6,739
1,516
2,266
6,490
1,940
2,430
2,739
2,496
6,771
3,963
1,269

99.99%
99.61%
99.81%
99.69%
97.77%
93.68%
90.82%
93.69%
99.77%
99.88%
96.98%
96.88%
97.72%
99.14%
89.83%
95.81%
84.33%
96.88%
92.15%
99.40%
98.16%
97.99%
95.53%
88.97%
97.36% -
94.19%
98.35%
99.87%
93.99%
94.62%
100.00%
75.31%
90.59%
99.72%
98.61%
98.99%
75.36%
96.69%
91.86%

99.99%
98.46%
95.75%
91.84%
- 76.36%
72.57%
80.38%
89.45%
99.48%
98.96%
91.65%
95.17%
77.76%
99.02%
87.85%
93.78%
23.62%
© 88.45%
82.46%
86.50%
68.76%
70.66%
78.82%
80.10%
97.28%
86.73%
97.21%
99.87%
59.11%
72.26%
100.00%
75.31%
89.69%
99.72%
97.51%
84.32%
75.36%
92.01%
89.53%

75.54%

75.63%

3-2



2 768 Kbps Download/

200 Kbps Upload Speeds Speeds

2 3Mbps Download

Reno
Republic
Rice

Riley
Rooks
Rush
Russell
Saline
Scott
Sedgwick
Seward
Shawnee
Sheridan
Sherman
Smith
Stafford
Stanton
Stevens
Sumner
Thomas
Trego
Wabaunsee
Wallace
Washington
Wichita
Wilson
Woodson
Wyandotte
State Total

2033

3.57
5.57
36.32
2.66
2.16
3.63
29.79
2.85
176.55
11.6
125.35
1.25
2.61
2.18
2.54
1.26
2.73
8.37

1.59
3.3
0.74
2.98
1.35
7.32
3.28
394.35
12.69

25,498
2,657
4,050

22,137
2,362
1,548
3,207

21,436
2,045

176,444
7,419

68,920
1,124
2,758
1,953
2,010

858
1,988
9,888
3,226
1,412
2,633

674
2,673

967
4,203
1,642

59,700

1,037,891

99.10%
97.12%
97.07%
96.08%
77.70%
98.64%
99.97%
99.79%
99.09%
99.40%
89.71%
98.90%
78.59%
97.29%
88.52%
76.10%
100.00%
98.05%
99.80%
97.78%
92.35%
87.35%
81.19%
99.57%
92.54%
91.44%
86.27%
99.14%
97.16%

97.93%
79.89%
89.06%
95.67%
73.61%
97.10%
99.97%
99.15%
95.71%
97.16%
88.86%
98.50%
78.19%
88.37%
88.46%
67.93%
100.00%
98.05%
99.30%
88.15%
92.21%
79.72%
71.05%
40.89%
77.69%
80.02%
71.91%
99.00%
92.74%




Broadband Statistics Report

_ Arcas with No Broadband Availability
National Broadband Map

Report Description:
This report illustrates census tracts in each state with no reported availability for any technology
(wireline or wireless), wireline technology and wireless technology. This report also lists individual
census tracts with no reported broadband availability, along with their respective household and
population counts.

- Data as of June 2011, Report published February 2011

Any Availability _
This section illustrates census tractsin |
each state with no reported J
availability (wireline or wireless). E

Number of Census Tracts with No Reported Availability (Wireline or Wireless)

- Map |
- This map displays the number of
| tracts in each state with no

- availability (wireline or wireless).

’ Lale ‘ Number of Tract

~ This table illustrates the number State Name | i o Avallabily
- of census tracts, by state, in which | Rlaska i

. there was no reported availability | L] 1

|
| (wireline or wireless).
4 :
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National Broadband Map
A el

ected g my co

Wireline Availability

This section illustrates census tracts in
each state with no reported wireline
availability.

Map

This map displays the number of
tracts in each state with no
reported wireline availability.

Table

of census tracts, by state, in which

there was no reported wireline
availability.

i
|
! This table illustrates the number |
1
|

Broadband Statistics Report
Areas with No Broadband Availability

Number of Census Tracts with No Reported Wireline Availability

Number of Tracts
StateName | i No Availabllity |
Alabama 3
Alaska 23
Arizona 28
California 31
Colorado 3
Florida 1
Georgia 3
Hawaii 3
Idaho 4
lllinois 6
Kentucky 6
Louisiana 1
Michigan 4
Mississippi 1
[Missouri 2
Montana 5
Nebraska 1
Nevada 5
New Mexico 14
New York 1
North Carolina 3
North Dakota 1
Oklahoma 12
Oregon 6
Pennsylvania 3
South Carolina 5
South Dakota 2
Tennessee 4
Texas 27
Utah 1
Virginia 1
Washington 3
West Virginia 1
Wisconsin 8




National Broadband Map

Wireless Availability
This section illustrates census tracts in
each state with no reported wireless

availability.

Map

This map displays the number of
tracts in each state with no
reported wireless availability.

Table

This table illustrates the number
of census tracts, by state, in which

there was no reported wireless
availability.

Number of Census Tracts with No Reported Wireless Availability

Broadband Statistics Report
Areas with No Broadband Availability

Number of Tracts
StateName | /jth No Availability
Alaska 28
Arizona 8
California 3
Idaho 3
lllinois 3
Indiana 3
Louisiana 22
Maryland 5
[Mississippi 2
|Missouri 9
Montana 3
Nebraska 5
INevada 2
New Mexico 1
New York 1
North Carolina i
Ohio 1
Oklahoma 12
Pennsylvania 1
Texas 9
Virginia 72
West Virginia 32




National Broadband Map

Census Tracts with No Availability (Wireline or Wireless)

Broadband Statistics Report
Areas with No Broadband Availability

State Name | County Name Tract FIPS | Households | Population
Alaska Bethel 02050000100 2,013 8,784
Alaska Wade Hampton 02270000100 1,736 7,655
Alaska Nome 02180000100 1,486 5,648
Alaska Aleutians West 02016000200 738 4,246
Alaska Northwest Arctic 02188000100 909 4,178
Alaska Aleutians East 02013000100 508 2,770
Alaska Dillingham 02070000200 963 2,695
Alaska Dillingham 02070000100 610 2,296
Texas Sabine 48403950100 1,015 2,214
Alaska Yukon-Koyukuk 02290000300 590 1,776
Alaska Lake and Peninsula 02164000100 516 1,576
Alaska Bethel 02050000300 453 1,488|
Nevada Elko 32007940300 378 1,159
Alaska Bristol Bay 02060000100 390 1,018]
Alaska Yakutat 02282000100 243 699
Idaho Owyhee 16073940300 80 246
Idaho Lewis 16061950300 21 56

Census Tracts with No Wireline Availability

State Name County Name Tract FIPS | Households | Population | State Name | County Name | Tract FIPS | Households Pogulation{
Alabama Limestone 01083020300 1,315] 3,417|California Imperial 06025012301 501 6,618
Alabama Greene 01063060000 638 1,57 1}California Kern 06029004302 0| 6,164
Alabama Perry 01105986800 491 1,121]California Kings 06031001602 0 6,059
Alaska Bethel 02050000100 2,013 8,784]California Marin 06041122000 57 6,050
Alaska Wade Hampton 02270000100 1,736 7,555]California Riverside 06065046200 1,868 5,521
Alaska Nome 02180000100 1,486 5,648] California Tulare 06107000302 1,187, 4,972
Alaska Southeast Fairbanks 02240000200 1,547 4,742|California Kern 06029006002 0 4,382
Alaska Aleutians West 02016000200 738] 4,246]California Riverside 06065046103 1,224 3,839
Alaska Northwest Arctic 02188000100 909| 4,178|California Trinity 06105000300 1,555 3,613
Alaska Kenai Peninsula 02122000800 1414 3,663|California Humboldt 06023010101 1,105] 3,484
Alaska Aleutians East 02013000100 508 2,770]California Riverside 06065046101 1,158| 3,161
Alaska Dillingham 02070000200 963| 2,695)California Mendocino 06045010100 1,097 3,105
Alaska Dillingham 02070000100 610 2,296]California Kern 06029005600 1,090, 2,763
Alaska North Slope 02185000200 571 2,202]California Inyo 06027000600 1,129 2,585
Alaska Anchorage 02020002900 987, 2,084]California Trinity 06105000200 1,041 2,359
Alaska Yukon-Koyukuk 02290000300 590! 1,776]California Imperial 06025012302 970 2,183
Alaska Lake and Peninsula 02164000100 516 1,576|Califomla Riverside 06065045900 751 2,081
Alaska Bethel 02050000300 453 1,488|Ca|ifomla Sutter 06101050900 719 1,941
Alaska Yukon-Koyukuk 02290000100 448 1,158]California Plumas 06063000201 953 1,928
Alaska Yukon-Koyukuk 02290000400 361 1,026]California Mendocino 06045010802 586 1,605|
Alaska Bristol Bay 02060000100 390 1,018|California Monterey 06053010802 365) 1,510}
Alaska Kenai Peninsula 02122000300 398 941|California Riverside 06065046000 575 1,446
Alaska Wrangell-Petersburg Census Area 02280000100 315] 870]California Trinity 06105000400 445 1,069]
Alaska Kenai Peninsula 02122001200 325 777|California San Bernardino  |06071940100 487 1,021
Alaska Yakutat 02282000100 243 699 California Inyo 06027000700 293 526
Alaska Prince of Wales-Outer Ketchikan Census Area  [02201000300 57 102]California Kern 06029004601 0 478
Arizona Apache 04001944200 2,508 9,762|California Riverside 06065940100 171 298
Arizona Apache 04001944900 2,764 9,752|California Kern 06029005504 0 67,
Arizona Navajo 04017944400 2,199 8,753| California San Bernardino  |06071940500 63 32,
Arizona Coconino 04005942200 1,990 8,136]California San Luis Obispo 06079011400 [§] 16)
Arizona Coconino 04005002100 2,661 8,018]Colorado Fremont 08043979400 0 4,137
Arizona Apache 04001944300 2,109 7,287|Colorado Montezuma 08083941000 644 2,133
Arizona Navajo 04017944700 1,716 6,798]Colorado Moffat 08081000100 298 1,110
Arizona Navajo 04017942500 1,754 6,798]Florida Lafayette 12067960100 427 2,678
Arizona Apache 04001944000 1,856/ 6,629] Georgia Charlton 13049990200 783 2,135
Arizona Apache 04001942700 1,696 5,670} Georgia Baker 13007960200 529 1,372]
Arizona Apache 04001944100 1,398 5,348} Georgia Telfair 13271950300 540 1,354
Arizona Graham 04009991100 1,506 4,701 Hawaii Kauai 15007041000 28 143
Arizona Graham " 04009940500 1,054 4,701fHawaii Kalawao 15005031900 79 122
Arizona La Paz 04012940300 1,540 4,597 Hawaii Honolulu 15003006803 0| 13]
Arizona La Paz 04012940200 1127 3,265]Idaho Idaho 16049960100 803 1,972
Arizona La Paz 04012020200 1,567 3,261]1daho Clark 16033950100 332 940
Arizona Navajo 04017942300 847 3,164]1daho Owyhee 16073940300 80 246
Arizona Navajo 04017942400 757 2.852]|dah0 Lewis 16061950300 21 56
Arizona Apache 04001945100 579 2,130]llinois Greene 17061973600 1,420 3,692
Arizona Yuma 04027010600 525 1,859IIIIInois Jasper 17079977400 1,264 2,893
Arizona Apache 04001942600 450 1,793]llinois Pike 17149952800 1,027 2,561
Arizona La Paz 04012020600 746 1,792]illinois Alexander 17003957700 789 1,928
Arizona Yuma 04027010500 396 1,321[lllinois Alexander 17003957800 712 1,640]
Arizona Navajo 04017944800 304 11 04||llinois Alexander 17003957900 686 1,647
Arizona Navajo 04017944500 17 463]Kentucky Lewis 21135990300 1,166 2,875
Arizona Maricopa 04013940700 30 151]Kentucky Fleming 21069980300 1,003, 2,698
Arizona Apache 04001940300 8 18[Kentucky Knox 21121990100 861 2,144
Arizona Yuma 04027011300 0 2[Kentucky Lewis 21135990400 684 1,724
California Lassen 06035040400 429 8,434]Kentucky Clay 21051950600 569 1,510]

C



National Broadband Map

Broadband Statistics Report
Areas with No Broadband Availability

State Name | County Name Tract FIPS | Households | Population | State Name | County Name | Tract FIPS | Households | Population
Kentucky McCreary 21147960200 396 1,104]Pennsylvania_[Schuylkill 42107000500 1,885 4,125
Louisiana East Carroll 22035990200 539 2,012)Pennsylvania_|Schuylkill 42107000800 1,790 4,020
Michigan Lapeer 26087338500 1,507 4,325]Pennsylvania |Schuylkill 42107002300 1,431 3,091
Michigan St. Clair 26147652100 1,275 3,659 South Carolina|Horry 45051080100 4,278 11,007
Michigan St. Clair 26147658100 1,047 3,150)South Carolina|Horry 45051020200 3,343 9,121
Michigan Gladwin 26051990300 1,129 2,561]South Carolina|Horry 45051020300 3,176 8,496
Mississippi Clay 28025950200 1,039 2,749)South Carolina|Horry 45051080200 2,691 7,148]
Missouri Bollinger 29017950100 1,628 4,228} South Carolina|Horry 45051020100 1,109 2,728
Missouri Wayne 29223990100 1,365 3,108]South Carolina|Bamberg 45009960300 497 1,158
Montana Park 30067000500 904 1,829 South Dakota |Stanley 46117940100 8 20
Montana Yellowstone 30111940500 119 404]South Dakota |Bennett 46007940100 0 [§
Montana Glacier 30035976300 9 32| Tenr Meigs 47121960100 1,110 2,769
Montana Park 30067000600 8 26]Tenr Claiborne 47025970400 531 1,425
Montana Gallatin 30031001400 11 25]Tenr Hancock 47067960100 365 906
Nebraska Richardson 31147940100 53 162fTenr Hancock 47067960300 357 884
Nevada Lyon 32019960700 4,125 10,559) Texas Wilson 48493980300 1,883 5,480
Nevada Lyon 32019960800 3,082 7,714]Texas Van Zandt 48467950100 1,925 5,188]
Nevada Elko 32007940300 378 1,159 Texas Van Zandt 48467950800 1,931 5,146
Nevada Mineral 32021940200 360 1,054 Texas Live Oak 48297950100 1,427 4,975
Nevada Clark 32003940500 12 22|Texas Rusk 48401950800 1,842 4,559
New Mexico |McKinley ' 35031940300 1,365 5,802 Texas Navarro 48349970100 1,603 4,463
New Mexico |Cibola 35006945800 704 2,424)Texas Cherokee 48073950900 1,153 4,414
New Mexico |McKinley 35031945700 625 2,116]Texas Houston 48225950700 935 4,380
New Mexico |McKinley 35031940200 319 1,291 Texas Cherokee 48073950700 1,430 4,220
New Mexico |Valencia 35061940100 224 884 Texas Van Zandt 48467950200 1,431 3,921
New Mexico |McKinley 35031945800 169 541]Texas Madison 48313980100 531 3,767
New Mexico |Cibola 35006946000 53 199 Texas Van Zandt 48467950700 1,403 3,563
New Mexico |Cibola 35006945900 34 141 Texas Rusk 48401950900 1,306 3,201
New Mexico _|Rio Arriba 35039943300 39 135]Texas Wilson 48493980402 1,021 3,124
New Mexico _|Rio Arriba 35039000600 66 128 Texas Rusk 48401950700 1,151 3,044
New Mexico |McKinley 35031940400 39 99 Texas Shelby 48419950500 1,122 2,853
New Mexico |Sandoval 35043940900 0 10jTexas Liberty 48291700700 950 2,606
New Mexico |Cibola 35006940400 0 7]Texas Jasper 48241950800 978 2,541
New Mexico  |McKinley 35031972100 0 2]Texas Newton 48351950300 874 2,350
New York Livingston 36051031000 0 T]Texas Jefferson 48245011203 0 2,239
North Carolina[Clay 37043950100 2,326 5,195 Texas Sabine 48403950100 1,015 2,214
North Carolina|Currituck 37053110102 898 2,211 Texas Wilson 48493980202 701 1,984
North Carolina]Graham 37075980100 773 1,711) Texas Coke 48081950200 811 1,832
North Dakota |Richland 38077940200 34 87]Texas Houston 48225950200 542 1,234
Oklahoma McCurtain 40089998500 2,253 5,950 Texas Refugio 48391950100 428 1,064
Oklahoma McCurtain 40089998600 1,963 5,009] Texas Red River 48387950200 348 829
Oklahoma Adair 40001977000 1,658 4,981 Texas Loving 48301950100 31 59
Oklahoma Adair 40001976900 1,897 4,823jUtah Wasatch 49051992500 0 11
Oklahoma Adair 40001976800 1,606 4,673} Virginia Southampton 51175200300 3 1,371
Oklahoma Pushmataha 40127997600 1,239 2,986]Washington |Okanogan 53047970400 1,448 3,788
Oklahoma McCurtain 40089998200 1,091 2,824]Washington _|Ferry 53019980200 1,275 3,126
Oklahoma Pittsburg 40121986800 915 2,302jWashington _|Pierce 53053072700 0 1,335
Oklahoma Latimer 40077987300 833 2,248]West Virginia |McDowell 54047954400 185 419
Oklahoma Love 40085994300 797 1,935jWisconsin Washington 55131470202 2,606 7,706
Oklahoma Beckham 40009966500 779 1,904 Wisconsin Waukesha 55133203406 2,157 6,747
Oklahoma McCurtain 40089998300 651 1,758 Wisconsin Waukesha 55133200102 2,740 6,156
Oregon Coos 41011001000 3,011 6,924 Wisconsin Waukesha 55133201701 1,869 4,939
Oregon Coos 41011001100 2,715 6,675]Wisconsin Waukesha 55133200101 1,821 4,533
Oregon Marion 41047010502 1,869 5,110 Wisconsin Waukesha 55133203403 1,612] 4,339
Oregon Union 41061970100 1,201 2,996]Wisconsin Waukesha 55133200103 1,384 3,524
Oregon Wallowa 41063960200 814 1,951 Wisconsin Lincoln 55069980400 788 2,016
Oregon Union 41061970300 628 1,624]
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Census Tracts with No Wireless Availability

State Name County Name Tract FIPS | Households | Population | State Name [ CountyName | Tract FIPS | Households [ Population
Alaska Bethel 02050000100 2,013] 8,784]Louisiana East Feliciana 22037951300 1,254 3,448
Alaska Wade Hampton 02270000100 1,736 7,555]Louisiana Vernon 22115950600 1,188 3,373
Alaska Kodiak Island 02150000200 2,144 6,526]Louisiana Vernon 22115950100 1,350 3,364
Alaska Bethel 02050000200 2,085 6,514]Louisiana Avoyelles 22009030300 1,291 3,331
Alaska Nome 02180000100 1,486 5,648]Louisiana Vernon 22115950800 1,149 3,102
Alaska Aleutians West 02016000200 738 4,246]Louisiana Beauregard 22011960400 1,139 3,016]
Alaska Northwest Arctic 02188000100 909 4,178]Louisiana Avoyelles 22009030800 1,057 2,751
Alaska North Slope 02185000100 1,147| 4,074|Louisiana Rapides 22079013600 983 2,735
Alaska Valdez-Cordova 02261000300 1441 3,911]Louisiana Vernon 22115950400 1,140 2,547
Alaska Nome 02180000200 1,146 3,546]Louisiana Avoyelles 22009030100 779 2,016
Alaska Northwest Arctic 02188000200 1,006| 3,463|Maryland Garrett 24023000600 2,494 6,296]
Alaska Valdez-Cordova 02261000100 1,273 3,330|Maryland Garrett 24023000700 2,151 5,625)
Alaska Aleutians East 02013000100 508 2,770|Maryland Garrett 24023000200 1,489 4,012)
Alaska Dillingham 02070000200 963 2,695]Maryland Garrett 24023000100 1,583 3,998]
Alaska Valdez-Cordova 02261000200 989 2,599Maryland Garrett 24023000500 1,604 3,765|
Alaska Dillingham 02070000100 610 2,296 Mississippi Wilkinson 28157950100 1,324 3,416|
Alaska Kodiak Island 02150000300 507 1,916]Mississippi Claiborne 28021950200 521 1,385)
Alaska Yukon-Koyukuk 02290000300 590 1,776Missouri Wayne 29223990300 1,819 4,223
Alaska Kodiak Island 02150000500 466 1,638 Missouri Reynolds 29179980100 1,349 3,339
Alaska Lake and Peninsula 02164000100 516 1,576|Missouri Gasconade 29073960400 1,381 3,281
Alaska Kodiak Island 02150000100, 502 1,496 Missouri Iron 29093970300 1,205 3,039
Alaska Bethel 02050000300 453 1,488[Missouri Gasconade 29073960300 1,177 3,003
Alaska Kodiak Island 02150000400 564 1,387 Missouri Gasconade 29073960100 1,221 2,837,
Alaska Bristol Bay 02060000100 390 1,018 Missouri Oregon 29149980300 1,089 2,645
Alaska Aleutians West 02016000100 372 989Missouri Iron 29093970400 820 1,981
Alaska Southeast Fairbanks 02240000300 257| 905 Missouri Gasconade 29073960200 801 1,977,
Alaska Yakutat 02282000100 243 699]Montana Blaine 30005000100 573 1,454
Alaska Skagway-Honnah-Angoon Census Area | 02232000200 44 140|Montana Blaine 30005940100 400, 1,424
Arizona Apache 04001944200 2,508 9,762fMontana Blaine 30005940200 369 1,293
Arizona Navajo 04017944400 2,199 8,753]Nebraska Hooker 31091956700 335 780)
Arizona Navajo 04017942500 1,754 6,798 Nebraska Grant 31075956300 260 618
Arizona Navajo 04017941000 1,003] 3,457 Nebraska Thomas 31171957100 285, 614|
Arizona Apache 04001942600 450 1,793]Nebraska Blaine 31009972400 200 456]
Arizona Mohave 04015940400 301 1,196fNebraska Sheridan 31161940500 5 12|
Arizona Navajo 04017944800 304 1,104]Nevada Lincoln 32017950100 973 2,494|
Arizona Maricopa 04013940700 30 151|Nevada Elko 32007940300 378 1,159
California Los Angeles 06037577501 1,482 2,959]New Mexico |Taos 35055952900 944 1,754
California Orange 06059063006 1,481 2,629 New York Ulster 36111950700 351 836
California Orange 06059062900 747, 1,646]North Carolina|Ashe 37009970500 2,576 6,024]
Idaho Lewis 16061950100 703 1,628]North Carolina|Ashe 37009970400 1,900 4,236
Idaho Owyhee 16073940300 80 246 North Carolina|Alleghany 37005950200 1,580 3,607
Idaho Lewis 16061950300 21 56]North Carolina| Alleghany 37005950300 1,314 3,073
lllinois Lawrence 17101981100, 1,299 3,179]North Carolina|Ashe 37009970200 1,300 3,020
|minois Greene 17061973900 986 2,399] North Carolina|Ashe 37009970100 1,157, 2,759)
lllinois Lawrence 17101981000 920 1,896 North Carolina|Ashe 37009970600 1,090 2,472
Indiana Gibson 18051050500 3,343 7,838]0hio Ottawa 39123050100 289 601
Indiana Owen 18119955800 1,814 4,409fOklahoma Woodward 40153953500 2,321 5,610]
Indiana Martin 18101950200 1,521 3,621jOklahoma Woodward 40153953300 1,693 4,224
Louisiana Vernon 22115950700 3,150 12,638]Oklahoma Woods 40151954200 1,664 4,123]
Louisiana Avoyelles 22009030700 2,201 7,920jOklahoma Woodward 40153953400 1,635 4117
Louisiana Avoyelles 22009030400 2,819 7,637]Oklahoma Woodward 40153953200 1,219 3,896
Louisiana Avoyelles 22009030500 2,568 6,866}Oklahoma Ellis 40045952600 1,216 2,696
Louisiana Allen 22003950200 1,289| 5,814]Oklahoma Woods 40151954300 873 2,426
Louisiana West Feliciana 22125951702 198 5,582JOklahoma Woodward 40153953100 790 2,038
Louisiana Beauregard 22011960200 1,874 5,043]Oklahoma Harper 40059952200 766 1,696
Louisiana Beauregard 22011960300 1,933 4,954]Oklahoma Harper 40059952100 703 1,678,
Louisiana Beauregard 22011960500 1,815 4,565]Oklahoma Dewey 40043959200 560 1,273]
Louisiana Vernon 22115950900 1,664 4,482]Oklahoma Ellis 40045952800 635 1,153
Louisiana Vernon 22115950500 1,735 4,400§Pennsylvania_|Wayne 42127960900 1,628 6,071
Louisiana Avoyelles 22009030900 1,208] 3,492]Pennsylvania_|Pike 42103950200 2,089 5,143
Louisiana Allen 22003950300 1,383] 3,481]Pennsylvania_|Wayne 42127961000 1,928 5,127|
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State Name County Name Tract FIPS | Households | Population | State Name | County Name | Tract FIPS | Households | Population
Pennsylvania [Wayne 42127960800 1,915 4,911}Virginia Alleghany 51005080201 1,401 3,387
Pennsylvania |Wayne 42127960600 1,991 4,909} Virginia Charlotte 51037990200 1,322 3,324
Pennsylvania [Wayne 42127960700 1,997 4,467}Virginia Westmoreland 51193990200 1,376 3,303]
Pennsylvania |Pike 42103950300 1,665 3,943} Virginia Smyth 51173990600 1,468 3,291
Pennsylvania |Wayne 42127960500 1,460 3,681}Virginia Dickenson 51051990200 1,339 3,206,
Pennsylvania |Wayne 42127961100 1,389 3,479} Virginia Halifax 51083990100 1,290 3,205
Pennsylvania [Wayne 42127960400 1,164 3,068} Virginia Covington 51580060100 1,353 3,144
Pennsylvania |Wayne 42127960300 1,012 2,506} Virginia Tazewell 51185990500 1,282 3,132
Texas Shelby 48419950400 2,454 7,204} Virginia Alleghany 51005080100 1,303 3,106
Texas Sabine 48403950300 2,227 4,996} Virginia Buchanan 51027990200 1,240 3,065]
Texas Presidio 48377950200 1,559 4,788} Virginia Lee 51105990400 1,173 2,928
Texas Sabine 48403950200 1,285 3,214} Virginia Dickenson 51051990400 1,207 2,916
Texas Shelby 48419950600 1,306 3,132} Virginia Wise 51195991100 1,233 2,799
Texas San Augustine 48405950200 966 2,653} Virginia Alleghany 51005080202 1,089 2,679,
Texas Runnels 48399950200 947 2,444}Virginia Covington 51580060200 1,223 2,581
Texas Sabine 48403950100 1,015 2,214}Virginia Highland 51091970100 1,161 2,566
Texas Menard 48327950200 659 1,577}Virginia Wise 51195990800 1,011 2,530
Virginia Russell 51167990400 3,241 8,925} Virginia Wise 51195990700 979 2,394
Virginia Washington 51191010600 2,894 7,621} Virginia Russell 51167990500 966 2,375
Virginia Tazewell 51185990300 2,852 6,944} Virginia Buchanan 51027990400 1,020 2,353
Virginia Smyth 51173990300 2,868 6,824} Virginia Tazewell 51185990900 1,046] 2,292
Virginia Washington 51191010500 3,133 6,793} Virginia Wise 51195991000 939 2,284
Virginia Buckingham 51029990100 2,560 6,476} Virginia Mecklenburg 51117990500 879 2,138
Virginia Mecklenburg 51117990400 2,558 6,031} Virginia Tazewell 51185990800 845 2,094
Virginia Dickenson 51051990300 2,520 5,991} Virginia Wise 51195991700 809 1,849
Virginia Charlotte 51037990100 2,405 5,870} Virginia Alleghany 51005080302 660 1,769
Virginia Wise 51195991200 2,403 5,760} Virginia Alleghany 51005080301 683 1,654
Virginia Wise 51195991500 2,196 5,625] Virginia Buchanan 51027990500 577 1,412
Virginia Russell 51167990200 2,193 5,337jWest Virginia |Nicholas 54067980200 2,641 6,181
Virginia Russell 51167990100 2,099 5,173jWest Virginia [Preston 54077964000 2,212 5,424
Virginia Buchanan 51027990100 1,919 5,016]West Virginia |Nicholas 54067980600 2,070 5,196
Virginia Lunenburg 51111990200 2,070 4,931jWest Virginia |Grant 54023969600 2,185 5,017
Virginia Smyth 51173990200 2,048 4,890 West Virginia_[Nicholas 54067980400 1,965 4,850
Virginia Tazewell 51185991000 1,989 4,631jWest Virginia_|Barbour 54001965700 1,847 4,672
Virginia Wise 51195991300 1,902 4,572 West Virginia_|Webster 54101970100 1,895 4,628
Virginia Lee 51105990200 1,752 4,530jWest Virginia [Preston 54077964200 1,685 4,398
Virginia Washington 51191010700 1,887 4,523 West Virginia_|Barbour 54001965600 1,586 4,110
Virginia Washington 51191010900 1,892 4,494} West Virginia_|Preston 54077964300 1,582 4,002
Virginia Tazewell 51185990600 1,734 4,493]West Virginia_|Clay 54015958000 1,609 4,000]
Virginia Lee 51105990500 1,942 4,444]West Virginia_[Pocahontas 54075960200 1,746 3,979
Virginia Wise 51195990900 1,838 4,355)West Virginia_|Pendleton 54071970500 1,534 3,733
Virginia Wise 51195991400 1,632 4,333 West Virginia_[Preston 54077964100 1,396 3,397
Virginia Campbell 51031020900 1,707 4,296fWest Virginia |Nicholas 54067980700 1,299 3,286
Virginia Buchanan 51027990600 1,454 4,292jWest Virginia |Wayne 54099021000 1,266 3,261
Virginia Tazewell 51185990400 1,779 4,200jWest Virginia |Preston 54077963900 1,275 3,167,
Virginia Dickenson 51051990100 1,671 4,110fWest Virginia_|Preston 54077964400 1,175 3,072
Virginia Lee 51105990300 1,802 4,103} West Virginia |Tucker 54093965400 1,254 2,984
Virginia Scott 51169030600 1,754 4,023jWest Virginia_[Preston 54077964500 1,173] 2,965
Virginia Lee 51105990100 1,617 4,016jWest Virginia_[Clay 54015958100 982 2,543
Virginia Russell 51167990300 1,595 3,974]West Virginia |Webster 54101970200 1,109 2,489
Virginia Scott 51169030200 1,577 3,914]West Virginia_|Pocahontas 54075960100 1,022 2,333
Virginia Buchanan 51027990700 1,590 3,909)West Virginia [Webster 54101970300 923 2,284
Virginia Mecklenburg 51117990800 1,705 3,833 West Virginia_|Pocahontas 54075960300 838 2,145
Virginia Scott 51169030300 1,580 3,819 West Virginia_[Harrison 54033031700 735 1,911
Virginia Scott 51169030400 1,534 3,604 West Virginia [Nicholas 54067980500 814 1,838
Virginia Wise 51195991600 1,497 3,543 West Virginia |Tucker 54093965300 801 1,825
Virginia Charlotte 51037990300 1,389 3,486]West Virginia_|Nicholas 54067980300 676 1,708]
Virginia Russell 51167990600 1,441 3,462 West Virginia |McDowell 54047953600 687 1,697,
Virginia Buchanan 51027990300 1,404 3,447} West Virginia |Tucker 54093965200 676 1,621
Virginia Norton 51720990100 1,539 3,437]West Virginia |Pendleton 54071970400 669 1,597|
Virginia Scott 51169030100 1,515 3,399
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How connected Is my community?
Report Description:
This report highlights the differences in broadband availability in rural vs. urban areas. The metrics used to illustrate these differences include speed,
technology and provider availability.

- “Rural” and “Urban” definitions: Census bureau (2000).
- Data as of June 2011, Report published February 2011
Urban vs. Rural- Difference in Speed Availability (DL > 3 mbps, UL > 768 kbps)
(Percent Population)

Speed Availability
This section illustrates the differences in download, upload, and combination
download/ upload speed availability in rural vs. urban areas.

The map illustrates the difference in speed availability,
in terms of percent of population, for the download > 3

mbps, upload > 768 kbps speed tier. This is calculated 2l Legend
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Download Speed Availability
This graph displays the percent of rural and urban populations with
reported availability for various download speed tiers.

Broadband Statistics Report

Broadband Availability in Urban vs. Rural Areas

Upload Speed Availability
This graph displays the percent of rural and urban populations with reported
availability of various download speed tiers.

Download Speed Availability - Rural vs. Urban Areas

[ Upload Speed Availability - Rural vs. Urban Areas
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Download, Upload Speed Availability Difference in Speed Availability
This graph displays the percent of rural and urban populations with This graph compares differences in reported DL speeds, UL speeds and
reported availability for download, upload speed combinations. combinations of DL and UL speeds in rural vs. urban areas.
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Technology Availability
This section illustrates the differences in any (wireline or wireless) technology

availability in rural vs. urban areas.

Map

The map illustrates the difference in technology
availability, in terms of percent of population, for any
(wireline or wireless) technology. This is calculated by
subtracting the percent of the population with access
to any technology in rural areas from the percent of the
population with access to any technology in urban
areas.

10
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Urban vs. Rural - Difference in Technology Availability (Wireline or Wireless)
(Percent Population)
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Technology Availability

The chart to the right displays the percent of population in rural
vs. urban areas with reported access to various broadband
technology types. Wireline technologies (DSL, Copper, Cable,
Optical/Fiber) are shown in the center, while Wireless
technologies (Terrestrial Fixed and Terrestrial Mobile) are
displayed on the right.

Difference in Technology Availability

The graph to the right compares the percent difference of reported
technology types in rural vs. urban areas. This is calculated by
subtracting the percent of the population with access to a given
technology in rural areas from the percent of the population with
access to that technology in urban areas.

Difference

Broadband Statistics Report
Broadband Availability in Urban vs. Rural Areas

Technology Availability - Rural vs. Urban Areas
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Providef Avaji;l;ili;y |

This section illustrates the differences in provider availability (in terms of access
to a given number of providers) in rural vs. urban areas.

Chart
This chart displays the
percent of urban and
rural populations within
each state with access to
three or more providers
(wireline or wireless).

Map

The map illustrates the difference in provider
availability, in terms of percent of population, of three
or more providers (wireline or wireless). This is
calculated by subtracting the percent of the population
with access to three or more providers in rural areas
from the percent of the population with access to three
or more providers in urban areas.

Broadband Statistics Report
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Urban vs. Rural- Difference in Provider Availability (3 or more - Wireline or Wireless Providers)
(Percent Population)
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Any Provider Availability

National Broadband Map

How connected Is my community?

Wireline Provider Availability

This graph displays the percent of rural and urban populations This graph displays the percent of rural and urban

with access to a given number of providers (wireline or
wireless).

populations with access to a given number of wireline

Modem, Optical/ Fiber, and Electric Power Line.

providers. Wireline technologies include DSL, Copper, Cable

Broadband Statistics Report
Broadband Availability in Urban vs. Rural Areas

Wireless Provider Availability
This graph displays the percent of rural and urban populations
with access to a given number of wireless providers. Wireless
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technologies include Terrestrial Fixed Wireless and Terrestrial
Mobile Wireless.

Any Provider Availability - Rural vs. Urban Areas Wireline Provider Availability - Rural vs. Urban Areas Wireless Provider Availability - Rural vs. Urban Areas
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Broadband Statistics Report

National Broadband Map Broadband Availability in Urban vs. Rural Areas

How connected Is my community?

Urban vs. Rural - Speed Data by State

Geﬂnphy Information
State Name State Abbe Urban/ Rural Population 2786kbps | 215mbps | 23mbps | 26mbps | 210mbps | 225 mbg 2100 mbps | 21gbps 2768kbps | 21Smbps | 23mbps | zGmbps | 210mby 2100mbps | 21gbps 2 3 mbps, 2 768 kbps
ATIONWIDE Rural 67,224.943] 92 8%] %0 n_».{ 86.1%f 66.5%| 89 0%| 34 6%) 0 5%) 0.2%]
Urban 243,181.422| 99.8%| 9.8%] 93.7%| 97.2%) 99.5%| 70 5% 36%) 13%)
Alaska AK Rural 42,363' 72 a_x]‘ 43.6%] 69.9%| T.2%) 0.0,
Jalaska AK Urban 93 0% 93.7%) 10| 0.0
[akama AL Rural 55.@{ 0.4%] 045,
Alabama AL Urban 57.4% 6.0%) 6.0%)
[Arkansas AR Rural 0.0%] 0.0%)
Arkaneas AR Urhan 0.0%| 0.0%)
American Samoa AS Rural
B AS Urban
Arizona AZ Rural 812,557|
Arizona AZ Urban 5,827,580
Caliloruia A Rural 2.126.718)
California [7) Urban 35.146.813)
Colorado. c© Rural 782,
Colorado ) Urbian 4,129,
onnecticut cr Rural 434313]
nnecticut or rban 3.092.683)
District of Columbia DC wral N/A)
istrict of Columbia DC ban 588,461
Delaware DE ural 195,921
Delaware DE Urban 688,916,
Flonida fL Rural 2.219.611]
Florida FL Urban 16.740.803]
Georpia GA Rural 2,733.98() 9 B X
Georia GA Urban 7,135,630 100 0% 10
Hawail HE Rural 124,737 97.8%) 3635
[Hawaii HI Urban 1.180,933[ 99.7%| 99.2%]
lowa 1A Rural 1113.661] 98.6%, 96.6%
lowa A Urban 1.873.321 100.0% 100.0%)
daho D Rural 430,279 50.3%, 68.8%
idaho D Urban 1,046,910) 100.0%) 985%)
ilinols [y Rural 1,550,676 97 7% 96.2% 95.6%)
ilinots [y Urban 11.368.631] 100.0%) 100 0% 100.0%]
ndiana N Rural 50.6%
indiana IN Urban
Kansas KS Rural
framas KS Urban
xentucky KY Rural
Kentucky KY Urban
Louisiana %) Rural
Louisiana [y Urban
MA Rural
(hassachusetts MA Urban
1 Aaryland MD Rural
iaryland MD Urban
iAaine ME Rural
[(Aaine ME Urban
i dichigan M Rural
[ Aichigan MI Urban 100 0%
| Ainnesota MN Rural 98 25| 97.6%| 95.9%|
( Ainnesota MN Urban 100 0% 100.0%) 100.0%)
[ issourt 10 Rural 92.7% 506%, 8785
[(Aissourt ) Urban 95.9%| 99.8%
[Mississippl Rural 89, s-,;l 88.4%|
isslssippi Urban 99.9%, 99.7%)| %
iiontana MT Rural X 93.5%] 92.0% 88.3%|
i7ontana MT Urban 522.173) 98.9% 98.9%) 1000 ;;1




National Broadband Map

How cennected Is my community?

Broadband Statistics Report
Broadband Availability in Urban vs. Rural Areas
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[ Geography Infarmation
State Name State Abbr Urban/ Rural Population 2736Gkbps | :1Smbps | x3mbps | 2Gmbps | z10mbps 21¢gbps | 2200 kbps 2768kbps | 215mbps | >3mbps | 26mbps [ 210mbps | 225mbps | 2S0mbps | 2300mbps [ 23gbps 2 768 kbps, 2 200 kbps. 2 3 mbps, 2 768 kbps
TIONWIDE Rural 67.224.93) 928% 90.0%| 6.1%) 6.5%] 02 533/ 83.0%) 80.1%| 34 6% 25.2%) 2.0%] 1.1%) 0.8%] 0.2%]
TIONWIDE Urban 243,161,427 99.8% 99.8%, 97.2%) 13%] 99,95 99.5%] 97.25) 70.5%] 60.5%] 8.2%) 5.0%] 364 133
orth Carolina NC Rural 628,287 SG1%] 959%| 0.0%] 47.5%] 33 dﬁl 3.1%)] 0.0% 0.0%] 003
Horth Caroling NC Urban 53u.13-)| 100.0%, 100.0%| 0.0s] 66.9%| 21.7%) 125 0.0} 0.0%) 0.03
lorth Dakota ND Rural 98.5%, 98.4%| 27.9%| 3 2.7%] 0.0%| 0.0%] 0.0%]
{orth Dakota ND. Urban 355,a58] 100.0%| 23.a%| 0.0%| 0.0%] A
INcbrasha NE ural 511.684| -ul{ 1.6%] 1.6::.,
INubrasha NE Urban 1,271,690 1 24.3%)
[New Hainpshire NH Rural 551,929 0.0%|
iew Hompshire NH Urban 784.28) 0.0%|
New Jersey. NI Hural 510,398 0.7%]
ticw Jersey NI Urban 8,253,905 13%
New Mexico N Rural 486517 0.0%)
New Mexico N Urban 1511, 0.0%]
[Nevada [ Rural 221, 0
[Nevada [ Urban 2,499.41 )
New York NY Rural 2.422.450] r
liew York NY Urban 16.915,181 T
Gl ol Rural 2,679,054 1%
[ohio oil Urban 8.799.083| 0.0%]
[oniahoma oK Rural 1.274.377| 0.0%)
Oklahoma [ Urban. 2.363.957| 0.0
Oregon OR Rural 116%)
Orepon [ Urbian 5254%)
Fennsvivania PA Rural 7.0%
I PA Urban 4.7%]
Pucrto Rico PR Rural 0%
Pucrto flico [ Urban &r_m!
thode Island ] Rural 0%|
hode istand ] Urban 2|
South Carolina 5C Rural 2%)
South Carolina SC Urban 1)
S0uth Dakota ) Rural 14.7%)
South Dakota ) Urban 75.5%)
[Tennessee ™ Rural X 0.0%|
Tennessee ™ Urban B ml 0.0%)
[Texas 23 Rural 4,326,067 0.0%)
Texas T Urban 20,216.340] 0.0%)
tah uT Rural 307.271]
Utah ut Urban 2,425,015
}\Z’gmh VA Rural 2,159,349)
Virginia VA Urban 5.724.,645|
Virgin 1slands Vi Rural 35.400)
irgin lslands Vi Urban 73,199)
vermont VT Rural 383.377| 97.8%)
Vermont VT Urban 237,133 10005
WA Rural 1208918 97.4%)
] WA Urban s.m.:zul 100.0%
Wisconsin wi Rural 1.625,953] 98.8%)
Visconsin Wi Urban 3.825.905| 100.0%
West Virginia wy Rural 993,313' 71.9%|
[West Virginia WV Urban 810,400 9s.§|
Viyoming WY Rural u7,m_e_| 92.7%|
[Wioming WY Urban 335,095] 5.9%) 83.5%] 100.0%)




Broadband Statistics Report
National Broadband Map Broadband Availability in Urban vs. Rural Areas

How connected Is my community?

Urban vs. Rural - Technology Data by State

Geography Information
Any Asym Cable Optical/ Any Wireless (No| ixed
State Name State Abbr Urban/ Rural Population Any Technology Wireline | DSL DSL |SymDSL| Copper | Modem DOCsIS Other Fiber Pwr Line Satellite) Wireless (Unlic.) Fixed(Llc.) Moblle Other
INATIONWIDE Rural 67,224,943 94.2%] 77.2%) 65.9%|  65.1%| 2.0% 5.2%| 48.9% 12.1% 38.5%| 4.4%] 0.1% 87.4%) 22.8%| 17.8% 8.9% 85.4%] 1.0%|
INATIONWIDE Urban 243,181,422 100.0%| 98.9%| 92.3%| 92.1%| 16.0%|  26.7% 91.4%) 33.7%(] 64.7% 17.3%] 0.0%) 99.6% 35.6%) 22.5%] 21.3%| 99.3%|  1.7%
Alaska AK Rural 242,368 72.6%| 54.1%] 39.0%| 38.0%[ 1.0% 0.0%|  34.8% 0.8%) 34.0%| 1.2% 0.0% 63.0% 17.1%| 16.6% 10.0% 60.5%|  0.0%]
Alaska AK Urban 456,792 99.3%! 98.6%| 17.0%| 17.0%|  0.0%| 0.0%|  97.9% 0.0%) 97.9%| 1.9% 0.0% 93.5%| 66.3% 53.2%| 61.6%] 93.1%| _ 0.0%]
Alabama AL Rural 2,046,152] 94.3%| 75.3%| 64.9%| 64.9%| 0.0% 0.0%|  43.5% 0.5%| 43.3%| 1.3% 0.9%| 87.6%| 6.4% 6.4%) 0.0%| 87.6%| _ 0.0%
INabama AL Urban 2,596,703 100.0% 97.8%| 93.0%| 93.0%|  0.0%| 0.0%|  90.4% 8.2%| 88.7%| 6.2% 0.0%| 99.9%| 2.7%| 2.7%| 0.0%, 99.9%|  0.0%
Arkansas AR Rural 1,327,277 96.7%| 74.7%| 67.5%| 67.5%| 0.0% 0.0%|  34.9% 2.2%| 32.9%| 0.3%) 0.0%| 92.1%| 16.3%| 16.3% 0.0% 92.1%]  0.0%
Arkansas AR Urban 1,534,788 100.0% 98.9%)| 95.6%| 95.6%|  0.0% 0.0%|  92.4% 21.5% 71.8%] 0.0%) 0.0%| 99.8%| 21.5% 21.5%) 0.0% 99.8%]  0.0%
[American Samoa AS Rural 54,009 14.9% 3.7%| 3.7%|  3.7%|  0.0% 0.0%) 0.0%| 0.0% 0.0%| 1.9% 0.0%| 13.1%) 13.1% 13.1%| 0.0% 0.0%]  0.0%]
American Samoa AS Urban 3,282 97.3% 94.3%| 94.3%| 94.3%(  0.0% 0.0%| 0.0%, 0.0%, 0.0% 53.2%] 0.0%| 64.5% 64.5%] 64.5%, 0.0%| 0.0%]  0.0%]
Arizona AZ Rural 812,557, 88.2%| 54.5%| 49.7%| 49.2%|  3.8% 8.9% 18.8%, 0.0%, 18.8%] 0.1% 0.0%) 86.7% 33.8%| 29.7% 5.8% 86.4%|  0.0%
Arizona AZ Urban 5,827,580] 99.6%| 96.5%)| 92.9%| 92.0%| 42.0%|  78.0%|  87.2%| 0.0%, 87.2% 0.3% 0.0% 99.5%| 82.4%] 81.9%| 36.9%] 99.5%|  0.0%
California CA Rural 2,126,718 94.9%| 57.4%)| 45.0%| 45.0%|  0.0% 0.7%|  32.1% 12.7% 19.5% 2.3% 0.0%| 90.9%| 28.5% 27.4%] 1.7%) 8825  9.6%
California cA Urban 35,146,813 100.0%| 98.0%| 83.5%| 83.5%| 0.5% 1.6%|  86.3%) 32.1% 56.1%| 13.6% 0.0%| 99.7%| 39.7%] 21.3%) 18.4%| 99.7%]  3.7%
Colorado co Rural 782,805/ 97.1%] 73.1%| 68.4%| 68.4%|  0.7%|  19.2%| 19.3%, 0.3% 18.9% 0.5%) 0.0%| 47.4%) 39.0%] 10.7% 92.7%|  0.0%
Colorado co Urban 4,129,198 100.0%, 99.3%) 98.3%| 98.3%| 36.3%| 80.9% 87.4% 0.1% 87.3%| 1.9%) 0.0% 63.8%)| 62.2%) 1.8%) 100.0%| 0.0%
Connecticut cr Rural 434,313 99.7%| 95.7%| 88.9%| 88.9% 09%| 12.1%|  87.9%| 37.9%| 66.7% 2.9%) 0.0%| 88.7%| 0.0% 88.7%| 92.3%|  0.0%
Connecticut T Urban 3,092,683 100.0%, 99.8% 99.1%| 99.1%| 30.2% 47.2%, 96.9%| 64.6%| 59.4%) 5.9%| 0.0%) 98.6%) 0.0%) 98.6:] 99.2%| 0.1%]
District of Columbla DC Rural N/A N/A] N/A|__N/A N/A| N/A| N/A| N/A] N/A] N/A| N/A| N/A N/A] N/A| N/A| N/A| N/A]
District of Columbia nC Urban 588,461 100.0% 99.9%) 99.8%| 99.8%| 99.8%|  99.9%|  98.6%| 98.6% 60.1%| 31.6%| 0.0%, 100.0% 100.0%| 100.0%| 99.8%| 100.0%]  0.0%
Delaware DE Rural 195,921 100.0%| 95.1%)| 77.2%| _ 77.2% 0.0% 3.7%|  90.5% 88.7% 4.5% 17.2% 0.0%) 99.9%| 6.3%) 6.2% 0.0%) 99.9%|  0.0%
Delaware DE Urban 688,916 100.0% 99.6%| 84.1%| _ 84.1%| 19.3%|  36.8%|  98.6% 98.6%| 0.0%, 63.2%| 0.0%) 100.0%, 2.5% 2.5%| 0.0%) 100.0%)  0.0%
Florida FL Rural 2,219,611 99.0%| 82.4%) 70.2%)  70.2%| 0.0%| 0.0%| 60.9%| 15.4%| 49.6% 7.5%) 0.0%} 95.7%| 2.3% 1.2%) 2.3% 95.7%| 0.0%]
Florida FL Urban 16,740,803 100.0% 99.1%| 91.6%| 91.6%|  0.0% 0.0%|  93.1% 48.0%| 55.2%] 24.4%| 0.0% 98.5%| 6.8% 0.4% 6.8% 98.5%|  0.0%
Georgia GA Rural 2,733,986 97.8% 85.8%| 72.7%|  72.6% 0.5% 40.4%) 53.7%| 32.2% 25.6%| 6.4% 0.0% 93.0%) 5.4%) 2.7%) 2.7%) 93.0%| 2.6%]
Georgia GA Urban 7,135,630 100.0%| 99.4%] 96.2%| 96.2%| 20.4%|  87.3% 93.8% 71.8%| 29.1% 7.1% 0.0%| 100.0% 45.1%| 3.1% 42.1%| 100.0%|  0.5%
Hawail HI Rural 124,737, 97.8% 85.6%| 74.0%| _ 74.0%(  0.0% 0.1% 78.4% 0.0%| 78.4%| 0.0% 0.0% 88.5%| 0.0% 0.0%) 0.0%| 88.5%|  0.0%
Hawaii HI Urban 1,180,933 99.7%| 98.8%| 96.4%| 96.4%|  0.0% 1.3%|  97.6%) 0.0% 97.6%| 2.0% 0.0%| 98.8%| 0.0%| 0.0%| 0.0% 98.8%|  0.0%
lowa 1A Rural 1,113,661 98.6%| 85.6%| 81.4%| 79.6%|  3.2% 0.0%|  403% 2.1% 38.4%| 9.2% 0.0%) 91.9%| 46.0%| 39.2%) 13.9% 84.8%|  0.0%|
lowa 1A Urban 1,873,321 100.0%|  100.0%| 99.2%| 99.0%|  5.6% 0.0%|  99.3% 7.3% 98.2%| 35.0%| 0.0% 99.2%| 70.5%] 60.7% 26.1% 96.6%]  0.0%
Idaho ) Rural 490,279 92.1%| 63.6%| 55.8%| 55.8%|  0.0% 0.0%|  33.6% 0.2%, 33.4%| 0.9%) 0.0%) 87.4%| 43.2%| 37.0% 8.1%, 86.2%|  0.03|
idaho ) Urban 1,046,910 100.0% 98.8%) 92.7%|  92.7%|  0.0% 0.0%|  96.2% 0.0%, 96.2% 2.7% 0.0% 100.0% 82.0%| 64.9% 21.5%| 100.0%|  0.0%
illinois IL Rural 1,550,676 97.7% 73.7%)| 47.9%| 38.9%| 9.7% 3.6%|  53.4% 0.0%, 53.4% 0.5% 0.0% 95.8%| 57.1% 55.2%| 4.4% 94.6%|  0.0%
Illinois IL Urban 11,368,631 100.0%! 99.79| 91.3%|  90.8%| 0.7%, 0.8% 99.0%) 0.0%| 99.0%| 0.2%) 0.1% 99.8%) 85.9% 39.1%) 61.8%| 99.8%] 0.0%
indiana IN Rural 1,836,797, 98.6%| 94.4%| 85.5%| 85.5%| 0.3% 3.5% 72.1% 55.0%] 28.8%| 13.7% 1.4% 89.6%| 78.6%] 2.7%] 78.2%) 53.6%|  8.8%
Indiana IN Urban 4,552,673 100.0% 99.8%) 95.2%| 95.2%| 14.9%|  36.1%|  96.2% 59.6% 66.5%] 29.9%| 0.3%) 98.9%] 71.7%] 0.3% 71.7% 90.2%) 14.7%
Kansas KS Rural 763,106 99.0% 76.8%| 64.4%| 61 1% 3.5%| 0.0%) 35.1%) 9.8%| 25.6%) 9.8%| 0.0%| 95.0%) 52.6%) 49.7%| 15.5%| 93.4%) 0.0%)
Kansas KS Urban 2,018,346 100.0% 99.1%| 96.6%| 96.3%) 0.2%) 0.0%| 95.4% 14.5%] 81.1%)] 2.2% 0.0%) 99.7%| 55.3%) 55.0%| 10.2%| 99.6%) 0.0%)
Kentucky KY Rural 1,915,856 89.5% 70.5%| 60.5%| 60.4%|  1.7%) 1.7% 26.7%) 0.6%) 26.3% 1.5%, 0.0%| 71.9% 3.9%| 3.7% 0.2%| 712%|  0.0%
Kentucky KY Urban 2,358,095 99.9%| 98.0%| 97.0%| 97.0%| 14.6%|  26.6% 16.9% 0.5%| 16.4%| 2.4% 0.0% 98.1%| 9.8%| 9.6%) 0.2%| 98.0%|  0.0%
Louisiana LA Rural 1,297,081 95.1%| 82.5%] 77.3%| 64.2%| 40.2%|  33.1%|  51.9% 15.7% 37.2%| 5.3% 0.0%| 82.5%| 8.4%) 8.4%) 0.0% 82.4%|  0.0%
Louisiana LA Urban 3,056,115| 99.9%| 99.79:] 98.2%| 94.6%| 66.6%| 596%|  92.8%) 37.8% 57.4%] 8.1%) 0.0%| 98.0%| 10.7%, 10.7% 0.0% 98.0%|  0.0%
Massachusetts MA Rural 564,519 98.5%| 94.74%] 87.2%| 87.2%|  0.8% 1.4%|  86.4% 57.2% 30.4%| 30.1%| 0.0%| 87.2%] 2.6%| 2.6%| 0.0%| 86.7%|  0.0%
Massachusetts MA Urban 5,887,771 100.0% 99.6%| 94.2%|  94.2%[  2.7% 1.5%|  98.7%) 87.8%| 25.1% 49.2%| 0.0%) 99.7% 0.0%, 0.0%, 0.0%, 99.7%|  0.3%
Maryland MD Rural 827,437| 98.9%| 87.9%| 71.1%| 71.1%]| 1.4%| 17.5% 70.3%| 58.5%| 13.8%| 15.2%) 0.0%| 94.5%| 7.7%) 7.7%) 0.0%, 94.5%) 4.7%
Muryland MD Urban 4,898,593 100.0% 99.74%) 94.5%| 94.5%| 51.3%|  83.1%|  94.2%| 92.1%| 11.4% 60.8% 0.0%) 99.6%| 9.4%| 9.4%| 0.0%, 99.6%|  1.9%|
Maine ME Rural 798,043 98.8%| 90.7%| 70.3%| 70.3%|  0.0% 0.8%|  85.6%| 1.8% 84.3%| 0.3% 0.0%| 96.6%| 47.4%) 47.4%) 0.0%| 91.1%|  0.0%
Maine ME Urban 525,403 100.0%) 99.7%| 98.0%| 98.0% 0.9% 2.3% 99.4%| 3.4%) 96.2%| 0.0%} 0.0% 99.9%| 30.5%| 30.5%) 0.0% 99.8%| 0.0%
Michigan [ Rural 2,637,593 98.4%| 78.4%| 61.6%| 61.6%  1.0%) 1.0%|  60.0%) 10.0% 50.3%| 0.6%) 0.0%| 95.9%| 41.4%) 35.8%) 15.6%| 95.4%|  0.0%
Michigan MI Urban 7.483,890] 100.0% 99.5%| 96.6%| 96.6%| 5.8% 5.8%|  93.6% 23.1% 70.7%| 1.8% 0.0% 99.7%| 22.0% 19.4%, 6.8% 99.6%|  0.0%
Minnesota MN Rural 1,550,714 98.29%| 85.0%)| 80.4%| 78.3%(  2.2% 0.0% 36.0%| 9.2% 27.6% 10.3% 0.0%) 93.5%| 33.2%| 27.2%| 17.5% 91.8%|  0.0%
i MN Urban 3,707,002 100.0% 99.9%) 98.7%| 98.1% 0.6%) 0.0% 97.9%| 64.7%] 34.7%| 2.8%| 0.0%| 99.9%)| 18.0%| 13.9% 11 4% 99.8%| 0.0%]
MO Rural 1,873,343 92.9%| 67.7%| 62.9%| 62.9%[  0.9% 2.6% 16.8% 1.1% 15.8% 0.5% 0.0% 84.5%| 12.24) 8.5% 7.0%) 83.6%|  0.0%
s MO Urban 4,059,962 100.0% 99.0%| 97.5%| 97.5%| 30.3%|  56.5% 78.4% 7.0%) 71.7%] 4.2% 0.0% 99.6% 5.5% 4.3% 3.3% 99.5%]  0.0%
Mississippi VS Rural 1,520,877 93.1%| 69.8%| 63.2%| 63.2%| 07%| 19.2%|  28.9%| 0.0%| 28.9%| 1.8% 0.0%| 87.6%| 0.6% 0.6%| 0.0% 87.6%|  0.0%
i ippi MS Urban 1,404,579 100.0%) 97.8%| 95.5%| _ 95.5% 4.3%) 60.9%) 56.5%) 0.0% 56.5%) 24.1%| 0.0%| 99.8%) 4.0%) 4.0%} 0.0% 99.8%] 0.0%,
MT Rural 440,590 97.3% 84.6%| 82.1%| 82.1%| 5.2% 0.0%|  23.8%) 0.0% 23.8%] 5.2%) 0.0%| 84.9% 18.1% 12.9% 5.5% 82.7%|  0.0%|
[Montana MT Urban 522,173 100.0%! 99.8%| 99.7%| 99.7%|  1.8% 0.0%|  92.7% 0.0%) 92.7%| 0.0% 0.0% 100.0%| 31.3%| 27.8% 3.8%) 98.9%|  0.0%)
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Broadband Statistics Report
National Broadband Map Broadband Availability in Urban vs. Rural Areas

How connected Is my community?

Geography Information
Any Asym Cable Cable Cable- Optical/ | Electric |Any Wireless (No| Fixed Fixed lal

State Name State Abbr Urban/ Rural Population Any‘rudmalg Wireline | DSL DSL |SymDSL| Copper | Modem DOCSIS Other Fiber Pwr Une Satellite) Wireless (Unlic.) Fixed{Lic.) Mobile Other
North Carolina NC Rural 3,628,287 96.9% 89.4%| 68.0%|  66.6% 1.5% 6.1%) 73.5% 0.3%) 73.3%| 1.1%]| 0.0% 88.8%) 10.6% 10.7%) 0.0%| 88.6%) 0.0%]
North Carolina NC Urban 5,630,139 100.0% 99.7%)| 86.5%| 86.3%| 16.7% 42.0% 96.6% 0.0% 96.6% 1.0% 0.0%) 99.9%) 5.7%) 5.7%) 0.0%)| 99.9%| 0.0%|
North Dakota ND Rural 278,969 98.6%) 75.4%)| 61.1%| 61.1% 4.5%) 0.0%!| 31.9% 7.4%| 28.0%| 16.6%| 0.0%, 95.8%) 46.5%) 26.9%| 28.2% 94.8%] 0.0%]|
North Dakota ND Urban 355,458 100.0%) 99.9%)| 96.1%| 96.1% 1.9%) 0.0% 99.7%, 6.6%| 99.6%| 3.5%) 0.0%| 99.6%| 78.5%) 41.8%) 52.9%) 99.6% 0.0%|
Nebraska NE Rural 511,684 96.8%) 68.0%| 56.4%| 56.4%| 0.1%] 0.1%] 25.1%| 0.6%| 25.19% 1.4%| 0.0%| 91.4%| 31.7%) 29.3%| 13.9% 90.0%|  25.6%
Nebraska NE Urban 1,271,699 100.0%] 95.1%| 32.6%|  32.5% 0.1%| 0.9%| 92.1%| 9.2%) 92.1%) 1.7%] 0.0%| 99.9% 17.4%) 16.5%| 10.0%)| 99.9%)  70.6%
New Hampshire NH Rural 551,929 97.6%) 92.1%| 70.1%| _ 70.0%] 2.5% 9.0%| 83.2% 38.4% 45.2%)| 0.0%) 0.0%| 91.3% 10.2%| 10.2%) 0.1%) 91.2%| 0.0%|
New Hampshire NH Urban 784,283 100.0%) 99.8%) 97.0%|  97.0%| 31.0% 53.4% 98.6% 82.4% 16.2%) 0.0%| 0.0%)| 99.8% 2.9%] 2.9%)| 0.0%) 99.8%| 0.0%
INew Jersey NJ Rural 510,398 99.9% 97.2%| 87.5%| 87.5% 2.1% 19.2%) 94.9% 66.3%) 35.6% 24.8%) 0.0%) 99.5%) 0.0%) 0.0% 0.0%| 99.5%] 0.0%}
New Jersey NJ Urban 8,253,905 100.0% 99.7%| 95.3%| 95.3%| 50.4%|  76.4%|  98.7% 53.6% 51.9% 58.2% 0.0%| 100.0% 0.24f 0.2%] 0.0%| 100.0%|  0.0%]
New Mexico NM Rural 486,517 89.0%| 56.5%)| 51.2%| 51.2%) 0.4%) 8.4%) 24.9%) 2.0%)| 22.9% 0.6%) 0.0%) 81.0%| 9.1%) 4.2%) 5.8% 77.3%) 0.0%
[New Mexico NM Urban 1,511,411 100.0%) 97.1%| 93.6%| 93.6%| 27.5% 58.3% 88.9%) 6.2% 82.8% 1.0%) 0.0%| 99.6%) 12.2%) 4.9%| 8.6%] 97.3%] 0.0%|
Nevada NV Rural 221,726 94.3% 70.2%| 59.7%| _ 59.7%| 0.0%) 0.0%| 34.3Y%) 1.5%) 32.8% 5.3% 0.0%| 89.6%) 58.1%) 6.8%| 87.3%) 0.0%|
Nevada NV Urban 2,499,412 100.0%| 99.5%| 97.8%|  97.8% 0.0%) 0.0%)| 94.2% 1.7% 93.2%| 0.9%) 0.0%) 100.0% 96.0%) 95.8%) 74.6%) 100.0%] 0.0%)
New York NY Rural 2,422,450 98.5% 90.3%| 79.3%| 79.3% 0.4% 0.8%| 71.3% 10.2%| 70.7%) 4.9% 0.0%) 93.1% 3.0%)| 3.0%) 0.0%] 93.1% 0.0%]
New York NY Urban 16,945,181 100.0%)| 99.7%)| 97.4%| 97.4%| 58.7% 68.8% 98.4% 48.8%) 98.2%| 46.5%) 0.0%) 99.9%| 2.2%) 2.2% 0.0%) 99.9%| 0.0%|
Ohio OH Rural 2,679,058 97.5%) 87.9%| 75.0%|  74.8% 0.1%) 0.0%) 71.1% 7.1%) 65.2% 2.1%) 0.0%| 92.9%)| 35.3% 30.4% 10.2%) 92.1%| 0.0%}
Ohio OH Urban 8,799,083 100.0%) 99.6%)| 97.9%|  97.9%) 0.1% 0.0%) 95.8% 5.2%)| 91.3% 6.4%)| 0.0% 99.8%) 38.8% 31.5% 13.2%) 99.7%| 0.0%}
Oklahoma oK Rural 1,274,377, 96.7%| 58.6%)| 52.8%| 52.8%| 0.3% 0.0%) 19.6% 1.2%) 18.5%) 5.2 0.0% 93.8%) 25.5% 21.0%| 5.8% 91.3% 0.1%)]
Oklahoma OK Urban 2,363,957 100.0%| 97.7%| 95.2%|  95.2% 0.0%| 0.7%| 90.5%| 4.4%) 86.4% 0.9%) 0.0%) 99.1%| 35.4%) 35.0% 0.4%} 98.7%) 0.1%]
Oregon OR Rural 792,530, 96.2% 82.9%| 76.6%| 67.2%| 28.0% 13.7%) 42.9%) 25.8%) 19.0% 5.8% 0.0%| 87.0% 48.7%) 39.3%) 9.4%| 84.7%) 0.0%|
Oregon OR Urban 3,015,524 100.0%) 98.8%) 96.1%| 92.1%| 54.8% 73.9% 83.5% 74.4% 9.3%) 41.1%) 0.0% 100.0% 81.1% 76.8% 4.3% 100.0%| 0.0%
i PA Rural 2,966,746 98.1% 91.6%| 71.8%|  71.4% 0.8%] 5.4%! 73.6% 40.4%)| 36.7%) 10.0%) 0.0%) 88.5%) 8.1%] 2.0%) 6.1%] 87.8%) 0.0%]
Pennsylvania PA Urban 9,469,216 100.0%) 99.0%| 86.2%|  86.2%| 36.4%| 53.1% 95.5% 72.3%) 27.4%| 35.9%| 0.0%, 99.8%) 18.8%) 15.9% 11.7%| 99.8% 0.0%
Puerto Rico PR Rural 2,666,671 50.2%| 35.9%| 32.1%|  32.1%| 0.0%) 0.0%| 9.5%) 0.0%| 9.5%| 0.0%) 0.0%] 41.3%) 0.0%] 0.0% 0.0%] 41.3%) 0.0%|
Puerto Rico PR Urban 1,300,658 99.0% 94.1%| 92.3%| 92.3% 0.0%) 0.0%| 35.2% 0.0% 35.2% 0.0%) 0.0%| 95.2%| 0.0%] 0.0%)] 0.0%| 95.2%) 0.0%}
Rhode Island RI Rural 97,711 99.9%) 97.4%| 77.5%| 77.5% 1.5% 8.9%| 92.8% 0.0%| 92.8% 51.2%) 0.0%) 99.2%) 0.0%) 0.0%| 0.0%| 99.2%|  93.1%|
Rhode Island RI Urban 965,903 100.0%| 99.9%| 95.4%| 95.4%| 47.0% 71.9%) 99.4% 0.1%) 99.4% 77.2% 0.0%| 99.8%) 0.0%| 0.0%) 0.0%) 99.8%)  98.9%
South Carolina SC Rural 1,761,489 98.2%| 82.2%| 72.0%|  72.0% 0.0%) 0.0%) 56.7% 5.8% 52.2% 3.2% 0.0%] 94.4%) 6.7%) 6.7%)| 0.0%| 94.2%) 0.0%|
South Carolina SC Urban 2,717,142 100.0%) 98.8%| 92.3%|  92.3% 0.0%] 0.0%) 95.0% 6.7%] 88.9% 2.3% 0.0%] 99.4%| 4.7%) 4.7%) 0.0% 99.4%| 0.0%)
South Dakota SD Rural 376,414 98.5% 86.5%| 73.2%|  73.2% 1.1% 1.5%] 34.2% 23.6%| 10.7% 27.7%| 0.0%| 95.6% 36.2%] 34.1%) 2.1%] 95.4% 0.0%)
South Dakota SD Urban 426,069 100.0%) 100.0%| 97.9%| 97.9%| 27.6% 49.5% 92.2%) 89.2% 3.0%| 83.3% 0.0%| 99.9% 63.0%) 58.8% 4.2%| 99.9%| 0.0%
N Rural 2,289,197 97.4%) 83.7%)| 72.5%|  72.5%| 0.0%) 0.0%| 59.8%| 0.0%) 59.8%) 3.6%| 0.0% 92.6% 15.5%) 14.7%) 0.8%| 92.6%| 0.0%|

3 N Urban 3,957,214 100.0%| 99.5%| 97.5%| 97.5%| 0.0%| 0.0%| 97.2% 0.0%]| 97.2%) 9.4%| 0.0%| 99.9%) 30.3% 11.2%) 19.1%) 99.9%| 0.0%]
Texas X Rural 4,326,067, 97.6%) 65.3%| 57.1%| 57.1% 0.1%) 0.0%) 29.2% 2.4%) 27.4%) 1.9%]| 0.0%) 95.0%| 58.7%) 53.6% 40.5%) 93.1%) 0.0%
lexas TX Urban 20,216,340 100.0%] 98.0%| 94.1%| 94.1%| 0.0%] 0.0%!| 84.5% 7.2%)| 77.6% 0.7%} 0.0%| 99.8% 88.5%) 56.8% 84.2%| 99.7% 0.0%}
Utah ut Rural 307,271 95.8% 79.6%| 65.6%| 64.7%) 2.2%) 17.0% 28.6% 18.1%) 10.6%) 9.4%| 0.0%] 90.8%| 38.6% 34.79%)| 6.7%) 90.3%| 0.0%)
Utah Ut Urban 2,425,015 100.0% 99.3%| 92.2%| 91.9%| 39.5% 73.5%) 94.2% 87.7% 7.3%)| 48.2%| 0.0%)] 99.9% 91.7%) 89.9%) 3.5% 99.9%) 0.0%]
Virginia VA Rural 2,159,349 88.1% 80.3%| 70.8%|  70.8%) 0.0%| 4.8%) 57.1%| 14.8% 45.0%| 2.8% 0.0%| 61.1%] 3.1%] 2.1%) 1.0%) 58.8%| 0.1%
Virginia VA Urban 5,724,695 99.9¢%/ 99.3%| 91.2%| 91.2%| o00%| 17.0%[  97.0% 57.9% 40.0%| 12.5% 0.0%| 98.0% 0.4%| 0.1%) 0.3%] 97.9%|  1.2%
Virgin Islands of the Ur v Rural 35,400 72.9%) 51.0%| 51.0%| 51.0% 0.0%) 0.0% 0.0%) 0.0%| 0.0%| 0.0%, 0.0% 61.7%) 61.7%] 44.9% 50.4% 0.0%| 0.0%|
Virgin Islands of the Ur VI Urban 73,199 100.0%| 99.0%| 99.0%| _ 99.0%| 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%] 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%| 0.0%| 97.9%)] 97.9%] 94.9% 94.7% 0.0%| 0.0%}
Vermont VT Rural 384,377 97.8% 90.7%)| 85.7%| 85.7% 0.0%] 0.0%| 73.8% 0.0%| 73.8% 2.2% 0.0%| 80.7%) 31.7%] 31.7% 0.0%| 71.9%) 0.0%
Vermont VT Urban 237,143 100.0%| 99.0%)| 97.6%| _ 97.6% 0.0%] 0.0%| 99.0% 0.0%| 99.0%| 25.5% 0.0%) 99.6%| 26.8% 26.8% 0.0%| 99.5%| 0.0%
i WA Rural 1,208,918 97.4%| 79.4%)| 67.7%| 67.5%) 0.8%| 9.6%| 50.8% 29.0%) 24.4% 7.1%) 0.0%| 93.2%) 44.1% 44.0% 0.9%| 88.5%| 0.0%]

h WA Urban 5,381,330 100.0%)| 99.2%| 95.1%| 95.1%| 32.4%| 65.2% 96.3%| 76.7%| 28.2%) 15.5% 0.0%| 99.8%) 29.3% 29.3%| 0.2%) 99.8%| 0.2%
Wisconsin wi Rural 1,825,953 98.9%) 77.7%| 66.3%|  66.3%| 0.0%!| 0.1% 38.7%| 0.6%) 38.0%) 2.9%| 0.0%] 96.1% 6.6%| 6.5%)| 0.1%) 96.1%)| 0.0%|
Wisconsin Wi Urban 3,825,905 100.0%) 96.1%| 92.5%| 92.5% 0.0%) 0.4% 92.4%) 1.1%) 91.4% 1.0%) 0.0%| 100.0%) 6.9%] 6.5%] 0.3%) 100.0%| 0.0%|
West Virginia wv Rural 993,323 74.8% 61.8%| 47.4%| _ 47.4%| 0.0%) 0.0%) 47.9% 22.9%) 27.8%) 0.2% 0.0%| 51.7% 0.2%| 0.2%] 0.0% 51.7%| 0.0%|
West Virginia WV Urban 810,400 99.5% 95.1%| 87.8%| 87.8% 0.0%| 0.2%] 90.9% 60.9%) 40.7%) 0.1% 0.0%| 95.9% 0.7%) 0.7% 0.0% 95.9%] 0.0%|
Wyoming wy Rural 187,106 93.1%) 57.6%| 53.4%| _ 48.7% 8.8% 0.0%) 20.6%| 0.0%| 20.6%| 3.3%) 0.0%, 87.7%)| 21.2% 21.2% 0.0%| 87.4% 0.0%]
\Wyoming WY Urban 335,095/ 100.0%| 97.3%| 93.5%| 93.5% 3.5%| 0.0%| 93.7%| 0.0% 93.7%) 5.4%) 0.0% 100.0%| 35.5% 35.5% 0.0%) 100.0%] 0.0%)
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Urban vs. Rural - Number of Provider Data by State

Broadband Statistics Report

Broadband Availability in Urban vs. Rural Areas

Geography Information
State Name State Abbr Urban/ Rural Population z1 22 z3 24 z5 26 z7 28 21 22 23 z4 25 26 27 28 21 22 23 z4 z5 26 27 28

A Rural 67,224,943 97.1%|  91.4%| 79.1%| 62.0%| 42.7%| 26.3%| 15.2%} 7.9%| 81.9%| 46.5%| 11.6%| 2.6%|  0.4%)] 0.1%] 0.0%) 0.0%| 93.9%| 74.6%| 49.1%| 28.0% 13.6% 6.2%} 3.0%] 1.7%
INATIONWIDE Urban 243,181,422| 100.0%| 99.8%| 99.0%| 96.3%| 88.9%| 69.0%) 46.0%| 26.1%] 98.9%| 89.2%| 37.2%| 11.8%| 2.4% 0.9%| 0.5%] 0.2%| 99.8%| 97.7%| 912%| 77.6%| 46.4%| 25.1%( 11.1%| 6.0%
Alubama AL Rural 2,046,152 98.7%| 88.2%| 65.4%| 39.1% 16.3%) 3.4% 0.6%| 0.0%| 82.7%| 39.4%) 4.3%) 0.2%| 0.0% 0.0%| 0.0%)| 0.0%] 96.8%| 62.0%| 30.4%| 12.5%) 1.7%) 0.0%) 0.0%| 0.0%]
lAlabama AL Urban 2,596,703] 100.0%| 99.9%| 98.5%| 90.9%| 65.2%| 21.8%) 2.8% 0.1%| 98.1%| 88.7%| 27.2% 4.2%| 0.0% 0.0%| 0.0% 0.0%) 100.0%| 95.2% 79.3%| 52.6%) 2.3%)| 0.0%] 0.0%] 0.0%)
Alaska AK Rural 202.368] 74.3%| 52.9%| 379% 97%| 00%| 00%| _00%| 00%| 582%| 216%| 00%| 00%| 00%| 00%| 0.0%| 00%| esaw| dazu| 1225 874 oox[ oo0%| o00%| 0.0%
Alaska AK Urban 456,792 99.3%| 90.2%| 80.6%| 63.1%| 0.0% 0.0%| 0.0%| 0.0%| 99.1%| 16.3%) 0.0%| 0.0%] 0.0% 0.0%| 0.0% 0.0%| 93.6%| 88.7%| 70.0%| 58.9% 0.0%] 0.0%) 0.0%| 0.0%}
Arizona AZ Rural 812,557] 100.0%| 100.0%| 91.3%| 73.2%| 53.4%| 43.0%| 34.0%| 24.8%| 61.0%| 23.5%) 8.2%)| 0.7%| 0.1%, 0.0%| 0.0%| 0.0%| 90.4%| 54.9%| 42.7%| 35.2%| 23.8%| 11.6% 1.3%) 0.3%)
[Arizona AZ Urban 5,827,580] 100.0%| 100.0%| 99.7%| 97.9%| 92.8%| 89.1%) 86.4%| 85.3%| 96.7%| 88.3%| 75.1%| 31.7%| 2.8% 0.6%| 0.1%| 0.0%| 99.6%| 90.9%| 87.1%| 85.9%| 84.2%| 74.2%| 37.4%| 11.5%)
Arkansas AR Rural 1,327,277| 100.0%| 100.0%| 99.7%| 93.9%| 65.1%| 37.0%) 18.6% 8.2%| 83.0%| 32.4% 1.4%) 0.0%] 0.0% 0.0%| 0.0% 0.0%| 98.7%| 63.8%| 34.0%| 16.8% 6.2%) 0.4%) 0.0%} 0.0%}
Arkansas AR Urban 1,534,788] 100.04| 100.0%| 100.0%| 99.9%| 96.8%| 86.3% 55.6%| 14.3%] 98.9%| 89.0%] 1.2% 0.0 0.0%, 0.0%| 0.0% 0.0%] 100.0%) 90.1%| 71.5%| 44.6%| 11.2% 0.5%) 0.0%} 0.0%
California CA Rural 2.126.718]  98.5%| 9L9%| 82.4%| 64.3%| 309%| 19.9%| o.2%| a0u| 64.2%| 261% 24%| 024 oox| oox[ oox| oox] gesx| ssoxl 733x| s20x| 222%| 8e%] 44xf 15%
California CA Urban 35,146,813| 100.0%| 99.9%| 99.5%| 98.2%| 91.5%| 49.8%| 14.3%) 5.6%| 98.0%| 77.2%| 11.1% 0.7%| 0. 0.0%| 0.0%] 0.0%| 99.9%| 99.3%| 98.7%| 95.3%| 50.3%| 6.4%) 3.1%) 0.5%]
Colorado co Rural 782,805) 99.7%| 97.1%| 89.2%| 75.0%| 56.4%| 38.9%| 23.2%| 12.2%| 81.7%| 33.1%| 12.1% 0.4%| 0.0% 0.0%4| 0.0% 0.0%]| 98.9%| 92.8%| 77.5%| 53.2%| 32.3%| 13.1%| 3.3% 0.0%|
Colorado co Urban 4,129,198| 100.0%| 100.0%| 99.9%| 98.3%| 93.9%| 91.6%| 85.8%| 80.5%| 99.4%| 89.7%| 78.7% 4.9%| 0.5% 0.0%| 0.0% 0.0%| 100.0%| 99.9%| 98.1%| 92.5%| 86.4%| 59.4% 3.4% 0.0%|
Connecticut CT Rural 434,313] 100.0%| 100.0%| 99.9%| 98.3%| 83.4%| 19.0% 1.6%| 0.2%| 98.5%| 86.9%| 20.4% 1.8%|  0.2%) 0.0%| 0.0%| 0.0%]| 99.9%| 97.1%| 85.2%| 0.0%| 0.0%} 0.0%] 0.0%} 0.0%)
Connecticut =3 Urban 3,092 683| 100.0%| 100.0%| 100.0%| 99.9%| 97.0%| siew|  7.1%| o.6%| 99.8%| o7.0u| s21%| 7a%| o06x| 01| oox| oox| 1000%| 99.9%| 981%| 00% 00%| 00%| 00% 00%
Delaware DE Rural 195,921| 100.0%| 100.0%| 100.0%| 100.0%| 99.9%| 98.3%( 81.3% 33.0%| 96.3%| 80.5%| 10.8%) 0.5%| 0.0% 0.0%| 0.0%] 0.0%| 100.0%| 99.7%| 87.2%) 27.3%) 8.0% 0.0%| 0.0%} 0.0%}
Delaware DE Urban 588.916| 100.0%| 100.0%| 100.0%| 1000%| 100.0%| 99.9%| o5.3%| 87.0x| 99.6%| o7.a%| a02x| 82%| 11%| o00%| oox| o00x| 100.0%| 1000% 953%| 8694 712%| 0.0%] 00% 00%
District of Columbia DC Rural N/A| N/A| N/A N/A N/A| N/A N/A N/A|_ N/A| n/A| - N/Al N/Al NAl NA[ N/AL N/AL /A N/A N/A N/A| N/A N/A| N/A| N/A| N/A
District of Columbla DC Urban 588,461] 100.0%| 100.0%| 100.0%| 100.0%| 100.0%| 100.0%| 100.0%| 99.9%) 99.9%| 99.9%| 99.8%| 99.8%| 99.7%| 96.0%| 71.9%| 43.8%| 100.0%| 100.05%| 100.0%| 100.0%| 100.0%| 100.0%| 100.0%] 99.8%
Florida FL Rural 2,219611] 99.9%| 97.0%4| 88.2%| 68.9%| 42.2%| 14.7% 3.4%) 0.5% 91.2%| 65.5%| 12.4%| 2.2%|  0.1%) 0.0%| 0.0% 0.0%] 99.2¢%| 88.7%| 57.3%| 21.6% 0.9%] 0.0%)| 0.0%, 0.0%}
Florida FL Urban 16,740,803| 100.0%| 100.0%| 99.3%| 96.0%| 78.2%| 22.9% 5.0%] 0.5%) 99.3%| 92.0%| 11.4% 3.3%|  0.1%) 0.0%] 0.0% 0.0%| 100.0%| 99.5%| 94.0%| 53.2%) 4.1%] 0.0%| 0.0%] 0.0%}
Georgia GA Rural 2,733,986] 100.0%| 99.8%| 97.1%| 85.9%| 65.9%| 48.1%| 32.1% 19.3%| 91.5%| 61.4%| 33.9%| 17.4%] 2.6%) 0.3%] 0.0% 0.0%| 99.5%| 86.3%| 52.1%| 28.8% 8.6%] 0.5% 0.0% 0.0%}
Georgia GA Urban 7,135,630] 100.0%| 100.0%| 100.0%| 99.6%| 98.3%| 94.9%| 87.5% 80.1%| 99.5%| 96.3%| 85.6%| 67.8%| 9.2% 0.9%] 0.2%) 0.0%| 100.0%| 99.3%| 93.8%| 85.4%| 71.5% 3.4%| 0.0%] 0.0%
Hawalii HI Rural 124,737| 99.4%| 97.9%| 94.7%| 82.4%| 58.1%) 7.5%) 0.1% 0.0%| 87.4%| 69.2% 0.6% 0.0%| 0.0%) 0.0%] 0.0% 0.0%] 99.2%| 97.2% 78.4%| 8.0%) 0.0%} 0.0%] 0.0%)| 0.0%)
Hawail HI Urban 1,180,933 100.0%| 100.0%| 100.0%| 99.2%| 93.5%) 67.1%} 2.3%| 0.0%] 98.8%| 95.3%] 3.3% 0.0%|  0.0% 0.0%] 0.0%) 0.0%| 100.0%| 99.9%| 97.0%| 67.8%) 0.0%] 0.0%] 0.0%} 0.0%)
Idaho 1D Rural 490,279] 97.44%| 86.6%| 68.2%| 46.1%| 28.3% 18.9%| 12.3%] 8.2%| 69.8%| 28.3%| 1.2%) 0.0%]  0.0%) 0.0%| 0.0%) 0.0%] 94.0%| 71.6%| 50.5%| 24.9%| 16.6%| 12.1%| 3.6%) 1.29)
idaho D Urban T1046.910| 100.0%| 99.9%| 98.5%| 93.6%| 89.1%| 67.3%| 59.6%| 54.9%| 08.9%| 005%| 3.2%| 0a%| 00x| 00%| 00% 00%] 1000%| 947%| 90.2%| 68.9%| 615% S6.5%| 29.9%f 7.7%
illinois IL Rural 1,550,676] 99.3%| 95.2%| 84.64%| 68.8%| 49.6%| 32.5% 19.1% 9.9% 75.0%| 31.0% 2.1% 0.1%]  0.0%| 0.0%| 0.0% 0.0%| 98.9%| 89.6%| 70.9%| 49.6%| 31.5%| 20.3%| 10.2%| 5.7%]
Illinois L Urban 11,368,631| 100.0%| 99.9%| 99.2%| 97.6%| 94.6%| 89.0%| 79.9%| 32.6%] 99.7%| 91.4% 7.2% 0.0%|  0.0%| 0.0%] 0.0%| 0.0%| 99.9%| 99.2%| 96.7%| 92.7%| 87.7%| 79.1%| 25.7%| 15.0%
Indiana IN Rural 1,836,797 99.1%| 93.9%| 84.4%| 68.0%| 49.2%| 29.8%| 14.4% 5.7%| 94.4%| 75.6%| 43.8%| 17.0%| 5.2%| 1.5%| 0.2%) 0.0%| 91.6%| 54.8% 18.5%| 5.6%] 0.5% 0.0% 0.0%] 0.0%
Indiana IN Urban 4,552,673| 100.0%| 99.8%| 98.4%| 93.7%| 87.1%| 71.6%| 43.1%| 15.7%] 99.8%| 97.3%| 69.6%| 40.0%| 15.1%] 4.1%| 0.8% 0.0%| 99.2%| 86.4%| 48.1%| 23.9%| 0.6%] 0.0%] 0.0% 0.0%
lowa 1A Rural L113.661| 99.9%| 95.1%| 76.2%| S0.4%| 209%| 15.7%|  7.5%| 3.6%| 88.1%| 44.8%| 89%| 12%| 00%| 00%| 00%| 00%| 97.2%| 724%| 443%| 19.5%| 8.8%| 29%| 03%| 00%
lowa 1A Urban 1,873,321] 100.0%| 99.9%| 99.1%| 94.4%| 84.3%| 60.7%| 53.290| 37.1%| 100.0%| 98.5%| 56.1%| 10.2%| 0.1%) 0.0%| 0.0%| 0.0%| 99.6%| 92.6%| 79.2%| 59.4%| 46.8%| 17.0% 3.3%| 0.0%}
Kansas KS Rural 763,106 99.7%| 96.0%| 8L8%| 59.6%| 405%| 24.7%| 132%| 53%| 785%| 202%| 10%| o00x| o0ox| oox| oox| o0o%| o7.0%| 8s2%| 621%| 408%| 265% 152% 60% 13%)
Kansas KS Urban 37018.346] 100.0%| 100.0%| 99.7%| _956% 90.5%| 77.4%| 39.8%| 24.8%| 991%| 934%| 14%| oox| o00%| oon| 00%| 00%| oosw| 987%| o27%| s19%] 732%) 37.1%| 222% 10.7%
Kentucky KY Rural 1.915.856|  98.4%| 86.6%| 566%| 263%| 14.0%| _ S.4%|  04%| 00%| 8isw| 261%| 25%| 02%| o00%| 00%| 00%| 00%| 953%f 49.3%| 23.7%( 135%| S55%| 09%( 0.0% 00%
Kentucky KY Urban 2,358,095| 100.0%| 99.4%| 90.8%| 79.1%| 68.3% 54.7%| 8.8%| 0.5%) 98.0%| 43.4%) 3.2%) 0.1%|  0.0%| 0.0%| 0.0%) 0.0%| 99.5%| 88.9%| 76.9%| 69.8%| 58.8%| 17.7%| 0.0%] 0.0%
Louisiana LA Rural 1,297,081 98.0%| 86.1%| 68.8%| 52.1%| 36.1%| 17.0% 5.1%) 0.2%] 89.4%| 62.6%| 32.6% 5.3%| 0.1%) 0.0%| 0.0% 0.0%| 88.8%| 61.6%| 43.3%) 17.3%) 2.6%| 0.1% 0.0% 0.0%}
Louisiana LA Urban 3,056,115| 100.0%| 99.1%| 96.5%| 87.5%| 71.2%| 53.8%| 28.9%] 3.4%| 99.8%| 95.0%| 64.74%| 28.2%| 0.9%| 0.0%| 0.0%| 0.0%| 98.1%| 92.3%| 84.7%| 55.1% 5.2%| 0.0% 0.0%| 0.05%)
(Maine ME Rural 798,043| 100.0%| 99.9%| 99.8%| 99.4%| 97.4%| 88.1%| 73.9% 53.1%| 95.4%| 76.9%| 57.1%| 28.6%| 4.8%) 0.4%| 0.0%) 0.0%| 99.5%| 97.4%| 77.1%| 37.0%] 5.0% 0.0% 0.0%] 0.0%
Maine ME Urban 525,403] 100.0%| 100.0%| 100.0%| 100.0%| 100.0%| 99.9%| 99.2%| 98.0%| 99.8%| 98.3%| 97.9%| 92.0%| 83% 0.4%| 0.0%) 0.0%| 100.0%| 100.0%| 95.3%| 67.2%| 28 1% 0.0%| 0.0%| 0.0%]
Maryland MD Rural 827,437| 100.0%| 100.0%| 100.0%| 99.8%| 98.6%| 93.6%| 77.3%| 44.7%| 93.8%| 66.6%| 22.2%] 1.7%| _ 0.1% 0.0%| _0.0%) 0.0%| 97.1%| 93.8%| 87.2%| 38.1%| 23.1% 8.6%| 0.5% 0.0%)
Maryland MD Urban 4,898,593 100.0%| 100.0%| 100.0%| 100.0%| 99.9%| 99.0%| 97.8%| 93.6%| 99.7%| 94.8%| 82.5%| 36.4%| 5.8%) 1.6%| 0.5%| 0.1%| 99.9%| 98.8%| 98.4%| 90.8%| 87.3%| 69.6% 11.9%] 0.0%)
Massachusetts MA Rural 564,519 100.0%| 100.0%| 99.8%| 95.3%| 85.2%| 65.1%) 48.5%| 9.3%| 98.2%| 85.0%| 12.5% 1.1%|  0.0% 0.0%] 0.0%| 0.0%| 97.9%| 87.7%| 64.2%| 46.5% 0.2% 0.0%] 0.0%] 0.0%}
Massachusetts MA Urban 5,887,771| 100.0%| 100.0%| 100.0%| 100.0%| 99.6% 95.5%| 89.9%| 31.7%| 99.6%| 98.4%| 32.4%| 6.1%| 0.5%) 0.0%| 0.0% 0.0%| 100.0%| 99.8% 95.2%|  90.2%) 0.0%] 0.0%] 0.0%| 0.0%)
[Michigan MI Rural 2,637,593 99.8%| 96.4%| 86.3%| 68.6%| 46.3%] 26.2%| 11.4%)| 3.4%| 80.2%| 49.9%| 19.4% 3.6%| 0.6%| 0.1%| 0.0%| 0.0%] 99.4%| 89.5%| 66.3%| 37.2%| 15.6% 5.0%] 1.0%) 0.1%)
Michigan Ml Urban 7,483,890| 100.0%| 100.0%| 99.7%| 98.3%| 91.2%) 72.2%| 54.1%| 16.0%] 99.5%| 94.9%| 71.4%| 48.6%| 7.8% 0.0%| 0.0%) 0.0%| 100.0%| 99.2%| 93.9%| 83.7%| 16.5% 9.6%) 4.9%) 0.1%}
[Minnesota MN Rural 1,550,714 99.6%| 96.3%| 82.6%| 64.1%| 44.3%| 27.5%| 13.2%]| 3.6%| 88.8%| 41.8%] 8.4% 0.8%| 0.0% 0.0%| 0.0%| 0.0%| 97.5%| 82.8%| 57.7%| 36.9%| 17.5%] 2.9%] 0.2%] 0.0%}
Minnesota MN Urban 3,707,002] 100.0%| 100.0%| 99.8%| 99.04| 94.3% 85.9%| 20.9%) 4.8%| 100.0%| 97.8%| 15.6% 1.3%|  0.1% 0.0%| 0.0%) 0.0%| 100.0%| 99.2%| 92.2%| 84.2%| 12.8%] 3.4%) 0.0% 0.0%]
MS Rural T520877| 97.0%| 83.24| 59.8%| 33.04| 19.4%| 7.2%| 23%| 01%| 74.8%| 3664 127%| 3.0%| 02%| o0ox| oow[ o0ox oaox| ed8x| 33.0%] 9% 25%f 00% 00% 00%

MS Urban 1,404,579] 100.0%| 99.7%| 96.0%| 75.3%| 63.2% 43.2%|  26.9%) 6.9%| 97.9%| 77.2%| 54.5%| 31.0%| 9.9% 4.3%| 0.0% 0.0%| 99.8%4| 96.0%| 82.6%| 31.8%| 7.5%] 0.0%) 0.0%] 0.0%

Missouri MO Rural 1,873,343| 100.0%| 100.0%| 100.0%| 96.9%| 84.0% 62.2%| 32.9%| 17.7%4| 70.1%| 16.2% 2.5%| 0.2%| 0.0% 0.0%| 0.0% 0.0%| 92.3%| 71.9%| 41.8%| 17.7%) 8.3%] 0.6%| 0.0%} 0.0%|
Missouri MO Urban 4,059,962| 100.0%| 100.0%| 100.0%| 100.0%| 99.6%| 97.7%| 89.0%| 78.4%| 99.0%| 84.1%| 56.5% 0.7%| 0.0% 0.0%| 0.0% 0.0%| 99.7%| 97.3%| 89.6%| 74.6%| 66.6% 0.1%| 0.0% 0.0%
MT Rural 490.590| 100.0%| 100.0%| 100.0%|  99.3%| 86.5%| 63.5%| 343%| 10.8%| soon| 313%| aox| 01%| o0ox| o00x| 00x[ o00%| o134l esew| 145%| 68x[ 00%] 00%| 00% 0.0%

MT Urban 522,173| 100.0%| 100.0%| 100.0%| 100.0%| 98.9% 96.1%| 91.2%| 57.6%| 99.9%| 93.2%| 43.1% 0.7%|  0.0% 0.0%| 0.0% 0.0%| 100.0%| 94.0%| 28.7%| 12.3%| 0.0%]| 0.0%] 0.0%)| 0.0%]

Nebraska NE Rural 511,684] 99.2%| 88.9%| 59.8%| 29.5%| 10.8% 3.7% 1.3% 0.2%] 70.5%| 16.4%| 1.2% 0.1%| 0.0% 0.0%| 0.0% 0.04| 95.7%| 60.5%| 21.9%| 3.3%] 0.3%)| 0.0%] 0.0%) 0.0%]
Nebraska NE Urban 1,271,699] 100.0%| 99.8%| 99.4%| 93.2%| 76.8% 14.4%)| 2.0%)| 0.0%| 95.2%| 32.0%| 11.7% 0.2%|  0.0%| 0.0%| 0.0% 0.0%| 100.0%| 95.1%| 79.2%| 2.3%) 0.0%) 0.0%) 0.0%) 0.0%)
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Geography Information
State Name State Abbr Urban/ Rural Population 21 24 25 26 27 28 21 22 23 24 25 26 27 28 21 22 23 24 25 26 27 28

INA Rural 67,224,943  97.1%| 62.0%) 427%| 26.3%| 15.2%) 7.9%|  81.9%| 46.5%] 11.6% 26%| 04%| 01%| 00%| 00%] 93.9%| 74.6%| 49.1%| 280%| 13.6% 6.2% 3.0%) 1.7%

IATIONWIDE Urban 243,181,422] 100.0% 96.3%| 88.9%| 69.0%| 46.0%| 26.1%| 98.9%| 89.2%| 37.2%| 11.8%| 2.4%| 09%| 05%| 0.2%| 99.8%| 97.7%| 91.2%| 77.6%| 46.4%| 25.1%| 11.1%| 6.0%]
Nevada NV Rural 221,726]  97.4% 55.99)| 44.4%[ 28.9%| 21.2%| 15.7%| 74.0%| 29.9% 1.7%] 0.0%| 0.0%] 0.0%] _ 0.0%) 0.0% 93.8%| 85.0%| 59.5%| 45.4%| 29.2%|  21.8Y%) 14.9%) 9.6%
Nevada NV Urban 2,499,412| 100.0%| 97.9%| 96.1%| 93.5%| 91.6%| 88.9%| 99.5%| 92.8%| 0.9%| 0.0%| 0.0%| 0.0%] 0.0%| 0.0%]| 100.0%| 99.9%| 97.8%| 95.0%| 92.5%| 91.7%| 89.1%] 75.2¢%
New Hampshire NH Rural 551,929] 99.3%) 81.6%| 59.1%| 29.5%| 12.2%| 3.3%| 93.7%| 67.1%| 11.8%] 11%) 0.0%| 0.0%| 0.0%| 0.0%) 99.0%| 95.4%| 75.6%| 33.4%) 7.1%) 0.3%| 0.0%|  0.0%)
[New Hampshire NH Urban 784,283| 100.0% 99.4%| 95.5%| 84.3%| 58.4%| 37.4%| 99.8%| 97.3%| 56.8%| 8.74%| 0.0%| 0.0%| 0.0%| 0.0%| 100.0%| 99.9%| 96.6%| 84.0%| 37.1%| 0.0% 0.0%| 0.0%
[New Jersey NJ Rural 510,398] 100.0% 97.6%| 83.7%| 44.1%| 12.1%| 0.6%| 985%| 91.8%| 31.8%| 6.1%| 04% 0.1%| 00%| 0.0%| 100.0%| 99.8%| 88.8%| 69.8%| 18.6% 0.0% 0.0%|  0.0%
New Jersey. NJ Urban 8,253,905 100.0% 99.19%| 96.5%| 83.9%| 21.2%| 1.6%| 99.8%| 98.7%| 77.1%| 8.1%| 0.5%| 0.1%| 0.0%| 0.0%| 100.0%| 100.0%| 98.4%| 95.9%| 20.5%| 0.0% 0.0%|  0.0%}
[New Mexico NM Rural 486,517 93.6% 28.3%|  12.6%| 7.2%) 2.2%| 0.0%) 63.8%| 28.8%| S5.6%| 04% 0.0%| 00%| 0.0%| 00%| 864%| 48.3%| 18.8%| 7.2%) 0.0%) 0.0%, 0.0%| 0.0%4
[New Mexico NM Urban 1,511,411 _100.0% 86.3%| 69.0%| 6L4%| 46.8%| 04w 97.1%| 887%| 55.3%| 21%| oow| o0.0%| o0.0%| oox| 99ex| 8s9%| 700%| s5.7%| oo%| o00%| 0.0%| o00%
New York NY Rural 2,422,450  99.7% 55.4%|  26.9% 9.6%) 3.6%| 1.5%| 93.0%| 65.3%) 6.8%| 0.5%| 0.0%| 00%| 0.09%| 0.0%| 97.9%| 77.4%| 49.6%| 19.0% 4.7%) 2.1%) 0.0%| 0.09
[New York NY Urban 16,945,181| 100.0%| 97.8% 93.1%) 82.5%| 29.3%| 9.1%| 99.7%| 98.4%| 72.8%| 22.4%| 4.2% 0.9%| 0.4%| 0.2%] 100.0%| 99.4%| 96.7%| 91.2%| 14.2% 5.7%) 0.0%| 0.0%
North Carolina NC Rural 3,628,287|  99.4% 64.8%| 37.5%|  19.8%] 8.4%| 1.0%| 92.9%] 67.3%| 13.7% 10%| 0.2%| 0.0%]| 0.0%| 00%| 96.9%| 76.2%| 40.7%| 23.0%| 10.3% 1.3%) 0.0%]  0.0%
[North Carolina NC Urban 5,630,139| 100.0% 96.8%| 84.5%| 69.2%| 488%| 1.3%] 99.74| 92.7%| 43.0%| 0.7%| 0.0%| 00%| 0.0%| 00%| 100.0%| 98.2%| 85.5%| 74.3%| 55.8% 1.1%] 0.0%] 0.0%]
North Dukota ND Rural 278,969|  99.9%| 45.8%|  18.1%) 8.9% 2.9%| 0.7%) 77.4%| 31.0%| 2.5%| 0.79%| 0.0%| 0.0%| 0.0%| 0.0%| 99.3%| 95.5%| 49.7%| 19.8% 4.0%] 0.0%) 0.0%| 0.0%4
North Dakota ND Urban 355,458 100.0%! 99.7%| 76.8%| 50.8%| 41.9%| 6.9%] 100.0%| 96.0%| 34.6%) 6.9%| 0.1%| 0.0%| 0.0%| 0.0%| 100.0%] 100.0%| 79.3%| 50.2%| 41.4% 0.0%| 0.0%|  0.0%]
Ohio OH Rural 2,679,058|  99.2% 73.4%| 50.8%| 30.5%| 15.4%| 5.4%| 89.8%| 611%| 6.1% 0.2%| 0.0%) 00%| 00%| 00%] 98.0%| 87.1%| 68.5%| 45.5%| 24.3%| 10.7% 3.0%|  0.7%]
Ohio OH Urban 8,799,083| 100.0% 97.6%| 88.5%| 68.0%| 40.3%| 12.5%] 99.7%| 95.3%| 29.2%] 01%] 0.0%| 0.0%| 0.0%| 0.0%] 100.0%| 98.8%| 95.1%| 86.3%) SZAG%I 25.3%| 9.1%|  4.8%
Oklahoma OK Rural 1,274,377|  98.7% 55.6%| 38.3%| 22.2%| 8.6%| 129 61.4%| 164%| 05%| 00%[ 0.0%| 00%| 0.0%| 00%| 96.7%| 80.3%| 61.8%|) 46.6%| 29.2%| 13.9%| 2.3%|  0.0%
Oklshoma OK Urban 2,363,957 100.0% 94.2%| 87.3%| 78.3%| 65.4%| 29.5%] 98.0%| 88.8% 15%| 0.1%| 0.0%) 0.0%| 0.0%| 0.0%] 99.1%| 96.6% 90,6?6‘ 84.8%| 74.8'»] 66.7%| 25.0%| 0.0%
Oregon OR Rural 792,530 100.0% 93.0%| 82.8%| 72.3%| 63.0%| 50.8%| 87.5%| 58.3%| 29.6%| 11.0%| 3.7%| 0.6%| 0.1%| 0.0%| 97.3%| 82.9%| 69.5%| 52.0% 37.5%[ 25.9%| 17.4%| 8.1%
Oregon OR Urban 3,015,524] 100.0%| 99.9%| 99.2%| 97.2%| 95.2%| 91.4%| 98.8%| 92.9%| 82.0%)| 66.3%| 48.6%| 34.5%| 20.7%| 2.3%| 100.0%| 98.7%| 96.9%| 90.4%| 84.3%| 76.3%| 69.3%| 22.1%
Pennsylvania PA Rural 2,966,746|  99.3%) 53.1%| 35.8%| 17.5% 6.0%| 14%| 93.4%| 62.9%| 15.2%| 2.1%| 0.2%| 0.0%| 0.0%| 0.0%] 95.0%| 65.3%| 48.3%| 23.9%| 8.7%| 1.9%) 0.1%]  0.0%}
Pennsylvania PA Urban 9,469,216| 100.0% 90.8%| 84.8%| 72.5%| 58.5%| 33.9%] 99.0%| 89.5%| 49.7%| 5.1%| 03%| 00%| 00%| 0.0%| 999%| 93.3%| 89.3%| 803% 67.7%| 36.1% 9.3%|  0.0%}
Rhode Island RI Rural 97,711 100.0%) 94.2%|  70.1%) 7.7%) 0.9%| 0.1%] 99.3%| 88.5%| 9.2% 10%| 0.0%| 0.0%| 00%| 00%]| 100.0%| 96.8%| 69.3% 0.0%, 0.0%} 0.0%| 0.0%| 0.0%
[Rhode Islund RI Urban 965,903] 100.0%| 99.6%| 96.6%| 76.3%| 52.9%| 3.8%] 99.9%| 99.4%| 76.4%| 55.9%| 3.8%| 0.0%| 0.0%| 0.0%] 100.0%| 99.6%| 92.9% 0.0%| 0.0%, 0.0%) 0.0%|  0.0%]
South Carolina SC Rural 1,761,483]  99.7% 57.0%|  20.0%| 2.7%| 0.7%| 0.2%) 85.7%| 50.0%| 5.2%| 0.2%) 0.0%) 0.0%| 0.0%| 0.0%| 99.4%| 82.5%| 46.2%| 12.7% 0.7%) 0.0%| 0.0%]  0.0%
South Carolina SC Urban 2,717,142| 100.0% 94.4%| 42.0%| 8.6%| 4.8%| 0.0%] 98.8%| 88.1%| 5.6%| 0.1%| 0.0%| 00%| 00% 00%] 100.0%| 98.0%| 87.4%| 34.5% 4.8%| 0.0%) 0.0%|  0.0%]
South Dakota SD Rural 376,414]  99.5%) 44.8%| 23.8%| 12.7%) 8.3%| 4.8%| 89.5%| 25.5%| 9.2%| 2.1%| 0.2%| 0.0%| 0.0%| 0.0%| 98.6%| 86.5%| 38.7%| 16.5% 8.6%| 5.3%) 0.0%|  0.0%]
South Dakota SD Urban 426,069] 100.0%) 97.5%) 92.0%| 66.8%| 48.5%] 39.2%| 100.0%| 89.8%] 79.7%| 45.0%| 1.0%| 00%| 0.0%| 0.0%| 100.0%| 99.2%| 65.9%| 51.9%| 37.8%| 36.3%) 8.9%| 0.0
[Tennessee N Rural 2,289,197| 99.7% 54.5%) 28.9%| 13.8% 4.2%| 0.7%] 89.8% 5&9‘}_\’1 7.0%| 0.3%] 0.0%| 0.0%| 0.0%| 0.0%] 99.0%f 70.8%| 39.3%| 20.6% 8.5% 2.5%)| 0.0%| 0.0
[Tennessee N Urban 3,957,214| 100.0% 97.0%| 87.0%| 76.4%| 50.6%| 2.6%] 99.6%| 96.0%| 12.2%| 0.4%| 0.0% 0.0%| 0.0%| 0.0%| 100.0%| 97.6%| 90.0%| 79.6%| 65.5%| 44.6% 0.0%|  0.0%
lexas 1es Rural 4,326,067|  99.0% 74.7%) 62.7%| 48.8%| 36.9%| 26.0%) 72.8%| 29.0%| 4.1%| 0.8%| 0.1%) 0.0%| 0.0%| 0.0%| 97.8%| 89.4%| 78.2%| 66.6%| 51.7%| 39.0%| 27.4%| 18.6%]
Fexas X Urban 20,216,340| 100.0%] 97.6%| 94.2%| 89.1%| 78.9%| 46.6%| 98.1%| 83.1%| 7.6%) 03%| 0.0%| 0.0%| 0.0%| 0.0%] 99.9%| 99.2%| 97.6%| 94.1%| 90.8%| 80.2%| 44.6%| 23.6%
Utah ut Rural 307,271] 100.0%)| 98.2%| 88.7%| 63.9%| 49.1%| 38.4%) 82.3%| 32.4%| 11.2% 5.8%| 1.0%| 0.0%| 00%| 0.0%] 95.2%| 66.3%| 46.8%| 35.7%| 25.7%| 15.6%| 12.0%| 6.5%
Utah ur Urban 2,425,015] 100.0% 100.0%| 99.9%| 98.6%| 96.5%| 93.8%| 99.3%| 95.0%| 77.6%| 58.6%| 7.8% 1.2%| 0.2%| 0.0%| 99.9%| 97.9%| 94.8%| 92.2%| 87.6%| 82.5%| 79.2| 65.6%]
Vermont VT Rural 384,377| 100.0%| 98.8%| 95.1%| 87.6%| -77.3%| 59.4%| 90.7%| 79.5%| 55.5% 6.8%| 0.3%| 0.0%] 0.0%| 0.0%| 94.1%| 77.5%| 51.4%) 24.1%] 2.8%) 0.0%| 0.0%|  0.0%}

‘ermont A28 Urban 237,143| 100.0%| 100.0%| 100.0%| 99.8%) 99.1%)| 96.2%| 99.0%| 98.0%| 94.1%| 40.0%| 4.1%| 0.0%| 0.0%| 0.0%' 100.0%|  99.2%) %] 69.2%() 7.1%) 0.2% 0.0%| 0.0%
Virginia VA Rural 2,159,349|  93.9% 37.4%|  12.2% 2.4%)] 0.0%| 0.0%) 88.3%| 59.04| 11.7%| 1.0%| 0.1%| 0.0%| 0.0%| 0.0%| 73.2%| 47.3% % 0.0%| 0.09%| 0.0%, 0.0%|  0.0%
Virginia VA Urban 5,724,695 99.9%) 93.8%| 78.6%| 20.7%) 0.1%| 0.0%] 99.4%| 96.9%| 54.4% 11%| 0.04] 0.0%| 0.0% O,D%l 98.5%| 95.3%| 47.3% 0.0%) 0.0%) O.U%I 0.0%' 0.0%]
Washington WA Rural 1,208,918|  99.3% 76.9%| 58.5%| 43.4%] 28.2%| 14.8%] 51.0%] 15.7%| 3.2%|  03%| 0.2%| 0.1% OAl%l 98.5%| 90.3%| 77.0%| S52.4%| 31.8%| 13.1%] 8.0%| 3.7
[Washington WA Urban 5,381,330| 100.0%| 59.0%] 95.1%| 91.5%| 84.4%| 63.0%| 95.3%| 67.1%| 17.4%| 2.7%| 04%| 0.1%| 0.0%| 100.0%| 99.7%| 98.8%| 92.6%| 83.7%| 20.7¢%| 13.1%| 10.3%)
West Virginia wv Rural 993,323]  83.1% 33.4%|  15.9% 4.5% 0.4%| 0.0% 43.9%| 13.0%| 2.1%| 0.0%| 0.0%| 0.0%| 0.0%| 65.0%| 47.0%| 25.3% 8.0%| 0.0% 0.0%| 0.0%|  0.0%
West Virginia wv Urban 810,400f  99.6% 84.6%| 53.2% 9.5% 0.8%| 0.1%} 84.5%| 19.6%| 2.3%| 0.1%| 0.0%| 0.0% 00%| 96.6%| 91.4%| 71.6%| 32.3% 0.0%) 0.0%!| 0.0%|  0.0%
Wisconsin Wi Rural 1,825,953  99.9% 61.8%) 41.6%| 24.1% 8.5%|  1.2%| . 333%| 2.7%| 0.0%| 0.0%| 0.0%| 0.0%| 0.0%| 99.2%| 85.7%| 58.9%| 40.0%| 25.9%| 5.8%| 0.6%|  0.0%}
Wisconsin Wi Urban 3,825,905| 100.0% 99.0%| 92.7%| 77.5%| 47.9%| 4.6%| 96.1%| 89.3%| 2.9%| 0.0%| 0.0%| 0.0%] 0.0%| 0.0%| 100.0%| 99.6%| 94.8%| 80.8%| 73.3%| 46.8% 3.4%|  0.0%
Wyoming WY Rural 187,106]  97.7% 9.3% 4.7%] 1.2% 0.0%| 0.0%] 65.1%| 20.5%| 0.3%| 0.0%| 0.0%| 00%| 0.0%| 0.0%| 93.5%| 31.0% 8.2% 3.3% 0.0%) 0.0%| 0.0%| _ 0.0%]
Wyoming wy Urban 335,095| 100.0%) 38.9%| 22.9% 3.0%| 0.0%| 0.0%] 97.4%| 90.2%| 6.4%| 0.0%| 0.0%| 00%| 0.0%| 0.0%] 100.0%| 38.4%| 24.5%) 3.2%| 0.0%| 0.0%| 0.0%| _0.0%
JAmerican Samoa AS Rural 54,009  26.0%| 0.0%) 0.0%, 0.0% 0.0%|  0.0%] 3.8%| 2.0%| 00%| 0.0%| 00%| 0.0% 00%| 0.0%| 25.6%) 0.0%| 0.0% 0.0%| 0.0%) 0.0% 0.0%|  0.0%
|American Samoa AS Urban 3,282| 99.7% 0.0%) 0.0%, 0.0% 0.0%| 0.0%| 94.3%| 53.2%| 0.0%| 0.0%| 0.0%] 00%| 0.0%| 0.0%| 96.0%) 0.0%| 0.0% U.O%I 0.0%) 0.0% 0.0%|  0.05
Puerto Rico PR Rural 2,666,671] 57.8% 4.9%] 0.0%| 0.0% 0.0%| 00%| 384%| 6.8% 00%| 00% 00%| 00% 00%| 00%] 56.6%| 32.7%| 0.0% 0.0%) 0.0%) 0.0%) 0.0%| 0.0%}
Puerto Rico PR Urban 1,300,658|  99.7% 27.4% 0.0%| 0.0%) 0.0%| 0.0%| 94.4%| 33.4%| 0.0%| 0.0%| 0.0%| 0.0%| 0.0%| 0.0%| 99.2%| 81.7% 0.0% 0.0%) 0.0%! 0.0%| 0.0%| 0.0%]
Virgin Islands of the U.S. Vi Rural 35,400 90.0%| 63.7%| 51.0%| 39.2%| o.o0x| 00%] o0o0%| oo0x| siox| o00%| oo0%[ oox| o0o0x| o0.0% o0.0% o.uul 90.0%| 59.8%| 43.2%| o0.0%| o0o0x%| o0ox| o0.0%| o004
Virgin Islands of the U.S. VI Urban 73,199] 100.0%| 100.0%| 99.8%| 96.8%| 00%| o00%| 00%| o00%| 99.0%| 00%| 0.0% o0o0x| 0.0%| o0o0%| 00x| o0.0%| 100.0%| 99.8% 97.8%| o0o0%| oo o0.0%]  o0o0x| 0.0%




National Broadband Map
Kow conrectad is my community

Report Description:
This report illustrates the percent of population with reported access to broadband speeds by
technology type.

- Data as of June 2011, Report published February 2011

Graph: Any Technology
This graph illustrates the percent of population nationwide with access
to any technology, by speed tier.
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Graph: Wireline Technology

| This graph illustrates the percent of population nationwide with access
' to wireline technologies, by speed tier.
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Broadband Statistics Report
Access to Broadband Technology by Speed

Naticnal Broadband Map

How cennected s my community?

Graph: Wireless Technology
This graph illustrates the percent of population nationwide with access to
wireless technologies, by speed tier.
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Broadband Statistics Report
Access to Broadband Technology by Speed

National Broadband Map

Nationwide Availability of Broadband Speed (Download, Upload) by Technology Type

Any Speed BB Speed > 768 DL / 200 UL BB Speed >3 DL/ 768 UL
% % % % % %
Technology Margin Margin Margin Margin Margin Margin
of Error of Error of Error of Error of Error of Error

HHU | (+/-) | Pop | (+/-) HHU | (+/-) | Pop | (+/-) HHU | (+/-) | Pop | (+/-)
Any Technology | 98.69%| 0.53%| 98.72%| 0.53%| |98.29%| 0.54%| 98.32%| 0.55%| |95.55%| 0.53%| 95.49%| 0.55%
Wireline 94.29%| 0.00%| 94.22%| 0.00%| |93.73%| 0.00%| 93.67%| 0.00%| |90.41%| 0.00%| 90.25%| 0.00%)
DSL 86.80%| 0.00%| 86.59%| 0.00%| |85.59%| 0.00%|85.39%| 0.00%| |73.00%| 0.00%|72.22%| 0.00%
Asymmetric | 86.49%| 0.00%| 86.28%| 0.00%| |85.26%| 0.00%| 85.06%| 0.00%| |72.86%| 0.00%[72.09%| 0.00%|
Symmetric| 13.43%| 0.00%| 13.01%| 0.00%| |13.09%| 0.00%| 12.71%| 0.00%| | 5.07%| 0.00%| 4.79%| 0.00%
Copper 22.32%| 0.00%] 22.08%| 0.00%| |21.62%| 0.00%| 21.41%| 0.00%| |1817%| 0.00%|17.96% 0.00%
Cable 82.32%| 0.00%| 82.17%| 0.00%| |81.48%| 0.00%|81.34%| 0.00%| |80.20%| 0.00%|80.10%| 0.00%
pOocsis 3.0]29.07%| 0.00%| 29.06%| 0.00%| |27.83%| 0.00%| 27.86%| 0.00%| |27.72%| 0.00%| 27.76%| 0.00%
Cable Other | 59.10%| 0.00%| 59.04%| 0.00%| |58.96%| 0.00%| 58.89%| 0.00%| |57.51%| 0.00%|57.51%| 0.00%]

Fiber 14.37%| 0.00%| 14.51%| 0.00%| |13.46%| 0.00%| 13.63%| 0.00%| |13.25%| 0.00%|13.44%| 0.00%
BPL 0.02%| 0.00%| 0.02%| 0.00% 0.01%| 0.00%| 0.01%| 0.00% 0.01%| 0.00%| 0.01%| 0.00%
Any Wireless 96.84%| 1.63%| 96.93%| 1.62%| |95.21%| 1.63%)| 95.35%| 1.62%| |81.34%| 2.09%|81.33%| 2.17%)

Terrestrial Fixed | 32.34%| 3.45%| 32.80%| 3.53%| |30.77%| 3.45%| 31.26%| 3.53%| |23.07%| 2.60%|23.73%| 2.66%
Unlicensed | 21.29%| 3.08%| 21.53%| 3.12%| |21.25%| 3.08%| 21.49%| 3.11%| |15.80%| 2.29%| 16.12%| 2.31%
Licensed | 18.23%| 1.12%| 18.61%| 1.18%| |16.67%| 1.12%| 17.10%| 1.18%| |13.15%| 0.77%| 13.73%| 0.83%
Terrestrial Mobile | 96.15%| 1.72%| 96.26%| 1.71%| |94.88%| 1.69%| 95.03%| 1.68%| |78.66%| 2.05%|78.53%| 2.14%)
Other 1.55%| 0.08%| 1.54%| 0.08% 0.15%| 0.00%| 0.14%| 0.00%) 0.08%| 0.00%| 0.08%| 0.00%

Nationwide Availability of Broadband Download Speed by Technology Type

BB Speed > 768 mbps DL BB Speed > 1,5 mbps DL BB Speed >3 mbps DL BB Speed > 6 mbps DL

Technology % Margin % Margin % Margin % Margin % Margin % Margin % Margin % Margin
of Error (4 of Error (H of Error (4 of Error (+} of Error (4 of Error (H of Error (+ of Error (+

HHU /-) Pop /-) HHU /-) Pop /-) HHU /) Pop /-) HHU /-) Pop /-)
Any Technology 98.30%) 0.54%| 98.33%| 0.54%] 97.67%| 0.54% 97.70%) 0.55%) 96.05%| 0.49%  95.98% 0.50% 90.39%) 0.17%4 90.33% 0.19%
Wireline 93.80%] 0.00%] 93.73%| 0.00%] 93.47%] 0.00%| 93.40%) 0.00%) 91.72%] 0.00%|  91.52%] 0.00%] 89.25%| 0.00%| 89.08%) 0.00%]
DSL 85.88%) 0.00%| 85.69%) 0.00%] 84.97%) 0.00%| 84.76% 0.00%) 75.69%] 0.00%|  74.78% 0.00%{ 68.45%) 0.00%| 67.62%) 0.00%
Asymmetric|  85.57%) 0.00%] 85.37%] 0.00%] 84.66% 0.00%|  84.45%) 0.00%) 75.42% 0.00%| 74.51%) 0.00%] 68.34%) 0.00%| 67.51% 0.00%]
Symmetric 13.09%) 0.00%| 12.71%) 0.00%] 10.41% 0.00%| 10.07%) 0.00%) 5.88%)| 0.00%) 5.61%) 0.00%] 0.33%| 0.00%) 0.30%, 0.00%]
Copper 21.62%) 0.00%| 21.41%) 0.00%] 21.32%) 0.00%| 21.12% 0.00% 18.19%) 0.00%| 17.98%) 0.00%] 6.27% 0.00% 6.02% 0.00%)
Cable 81.49%) 0.00%| 81.35% 0.00% 81.40%| 0.00%| 81.27%) 0.00%) 81.29%| 0.00%| 81.16%) 0.00%| 80.67%) 0.00%| 80.55% 0.00%]

DOCSIS3.0)  27.83%) 0.00%| 27.86%) 0.00% 27.82%) 0.00%| 27.85% 0.00%) 27.80% 0.00%|  27.83%] 0.00%] 27.75%) 0.00%| 27.78%) 0.00%|
Cable Other| 58.97%) 0.00%] 58.91% 0.00%f 58.90% 0.00%| 58.83%| 0.00%) 58.78% 0.00%| 58.73%) 0.00% 58.17% 0.00%| 58.13% 0.00%)

Fiber 13.54%) 0.00%| 13.71%) 0.00%] 13.52% 0.00%| 13.70%) 0.00%) 13.40%) 0.00%|  13.60%) 0.00%] 13.24%) 0.00%| 13.44%) 0.00%]
BPL 0.01%) 0.00% 0.01%) 0.00% 0.01%| 0.00% 0.01% 0.00%) 0.01%| 0.00%, 0.01%) 0.00% 0.00%| 0.00% 0.00% 0.00%,
Any Wireless 95.22% 1.63%| 95.36%) 1.62%] 91.42% 1.88%| 91.60% 1.90% 81.38%) 2.08%| 81.36%) 2.16% 36.40% 2.53%| 37.15% 2.68%

Terrestrial Fixed| 30.77% 3.45%| 31.26%) 3.53% 29.21%) 3.30%]  29.74%| 3.37% 23.66% 2.69%| 24.28% 2.75%) 18.50%! 1.64%| 19.20%) 1.72%
Unlicensed|  21.25%) 3.08%| 21.49%| 3.11%] 19.68%) 2.89%| 19.95% 2.91% 16.37% 2.38%| 16.66%] 2.40%) 10.90%) 1.47%| 11.23% 1.48%

Licensed 16.67%) 1.12%| 17.10% 1.18%) 16.48%) 1.10%| 16.90%| 1.15%) 13.32%) 0.79%| 13.88% 0.85%] 12.38%) 0.67%| 12.87% 0.72%)
Terrestrial Mobile 94.88% 1.68%| 95.04%] 1.68%] 90.70%) 1.89%| 90.91% 1.92%] 78.66% 2.05%| 78.53%] 2.14%) 25.14%) 1.79%] 25.51% 1.92%)
Other 0.15%) 0.00%] 0.14%| 0.00%] 0.15%| 0.00%] 0.14% 0.00%) 0.12%) 0.00%) 0.12%) 0.00% 0.08%| 0.00%] 0.08%) 0.00%)
BB Speed > 10 mbps DL BB Speed > 25 mbps DL BB Speed > 50 mbps DL BB Speed > 100 mbps DL

Technology % Margin % Margin % Margin % Margin % Margin % Margin % Margin % Margin
of Error (4] of Error (H of Error (4 of Error (4 of Error (4 of Error (4 of Error (+ of Error (4

HHU /-) Pop /-) HHU /-) Pop /-) HHU /) Pop /) HHU /-) Pop /-)
Any Technology 85.48% 0.09%  85.37%] 0.10%] 49.47% 0.14%  49.79% 0.14%) 45.66%) 0.05% 46.11% 0.05%) 10.19%| 0.05% 10.54% 0.05%)
Wireline 84.95%] 0.00%| 84.81%] 0.00% 49.00%) 0.00%| 49.31%) 0.00%) 45.45%) 0.00%|  45.90% 0.00%] 10.01% 0.00%| 10.36% 0.00%]
DSL 51.32%] 0.00%| 50.66%) 0.00%] 10.61%) 0.00%) 10.69%]| 0.00%) 7.89%) 0.00%] 8.07%] 0.00%] 0.01% 0.00% 0.01%) 0.00%)
Asymmetric| 51.23%) 0.00%] 50.57% 0.00%] 10.49%) 0.00%| 10.60%) 0.00% 7.88%) 0.00%) 8.06%) 0.00% 0.00%| 0.00%| 0.00% 0.00%]
Symmetric 0.19%) 0.00%) 0.17% 0.00%) 0.11% 0.00% 0.09%) 0.00% 0.01%) 0.00%) 0.01%| 0.00%) 0.01% 0.00% 0.01%] 0.00%)
Copper 6.00%) 0.00%) 5.77%) 0.00% 0.79%) 0.00% 0.72%| 0.00%) 0.44%) 0.00% 0.40%) 0.00%] 0.40% 0.00% 0.36% 0.00%]
Cable 77.68%| 0.00%| 77.65%] 0.00%] 42.83% 0.00%|  42.94%) 0.00%) 39.95%] 0.00%|  40.19%| 0.00%] 8.12%] 0.00%) 8.50%) 0.00%]
DOCSIS 3.0 27.47%] 0.00%| 27.50%) 0.00%] 24.63%) 0.00%| 24.78% 0.00%) 23.89%| 0.00% 24.05%] 0.00%] 6.36%] 0.00%) 6.70% 0.00%]
Cable Other 55.23% 0.00%| 55.28% 0.00%] 21.29%| 0.00%|  21.40%| 0.00%) 19.14%) 0.00%| 19.38% 0.00%] 4.61%) 0.00%) 4.79%) 0.00%)
Fiber 13.15%] 0.00%|  13.35% 0.00%] 12.26%) 0.00%|  12.45% 0.00%) 11.87%] 0.00%  12.06%| 0.00%] 2.12%] 0.00%) 2.14%) 0.00%)
BPL 0.00%) 0.00%) 0.00%) 0.00%) 0.00%] 0.00%) 0.00%) 0.00%) 0.00%| 0.00%) 0.00% 0.00%) 0.00%) 0.00%! 0.00%) 0.00%)
Any Wireless 7.75%) 1.34%) 7.86%) 1.38%) 3.28% 0.37%] 3.36% 0.37%) 1.11%] 0.15% 1.12% 0.16%) 0.18%) 0.05% 0.18% 0.05%]
Terrestrial Fixed 6.93%] 1.04%| 7.06% 1.07%) 3.28% 0.37%) 3.36%| 0.37%) 1.11%) 0.15%) 1.12% 0.16%| 0.18%] 0.05%) 0.18%) 0.05%]
Unlicensed 4.95%) 0.60% 5.07% 0.59% 2.42% 0.30%] 2.50% 0.30%) 0.28%) 0.10% 0.28%| 0.10%) 0.10%] 0.04%) 0.10% 0.04%]
Licensed 3.67%| 0.50%] 3.74%| 0.53%] 0.85%) 0.07%) 0.86%) 0.07%) 0.83% 0.05% 0.84%)| 0.05%) 0.08% 0.00%) 0.08%) 0.00%)
Terrestrial Mobile 0.82% 0.30%] 0.79%] 0.31% 0.00%) 0.00% 0.00%) 0.00%) 0.00% 0.00%| 0.00%) 0.00%] 0.00%| 0.00%) 0.00%) 0.00%)
Other 0.08%| 0.00%) 0.08%| 0.00% 0.08% 0.00% 0.08%| 0.00%) 0.03%) 0.00%] 0.03%| 0.00%) 0.00%) 0.00%! 0.00% 0.00%|
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National Broadband Map
How ected s my nity

Report Description:

Broadband Statistics Report
Number of Providers by Speed Tier

This report highlights the number of providers who offer broadband service at particular speed tiers

(or above).

- Data as of June 2011, Report published February 2011

- Map
The map illustrates the number of
- providers offering a download speed of
~ greater than 3 mbps, and an upload
speed of greater than 768 kbps.

Number of Broadband Providers (Wireline or Wireless) with Reported
Download Speed of Greater than 3 mbpsand Upload Speed Greater Than 768 kb

110 []

# Providers with # Providers with
State Name State Abbr| DL 2 3 mbps, State Name | State Abbr| DL 2 3 mbps,

UL 2 768 kbps UL 2 768 kbps
Alabama AL 34 {Montana MT 17
Alaska AK 7 Nebraska NE 35
American Samoa AS 1 Nevada NV 25
Arizona AZ 32 New Hampshire NH 11
Arkansas AR 24 New Jersey NJ 17
California CA 38 New Mexico NM 18
- ) Colorado co 36 New York NY 35
T abl e | Connecticut cT 20 North Carolina NC 33
{ ) . L Delaware DE 10 North Dakota ND 20
| ThlS table dlSplaYS the | District of Columbia DC 15 Ohio OH 58
1 : Florida FL 15 Oklahoma OK 36
number Of pl‘OVldﬁI‘S, by Georgia GA 47 Oregon OR 55
state, with reported access Hawaii i 3 Pennsylvania | PA 54
| Idaho ID 25 Puerto Rico PR 2
to download speeds 2 3 Ilinois I 58 Rhode Island RI 10
" mbps and upload speeds Indiana N 3 South Carolina | SC 29
lowa 1A 114 South Dakota SD 20
| 2768 kbpS Kansas KS 48 Tennessee TN 39
I St O Kentucky KY 30 Texas TX 82
Louisiana LA 27 Utah ut 30
Maine ME 18 Vermont VT 18
Maryland MD 29 Virgin Islands Vi 0
Massachusetts MA 14 Virginia VA 22
Michigan Mi 55 Washington WA 44
Minnesota MN 54 West Virginia wv 11
Mississippi MS 18 Wisconsin Wi 51
Missouri MO 35 Wyoming WY 11

1. C
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National Broadband Map

How conrected is my csmmunity?
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National Broadband Map

Jroadband Statistics Report
Number of Providers by Speed Tier

Number of Providers (Wireless or Wireline) by Download Speed Tier

Geography Information | 5 s Kt E R T
State Name State Abbr 2768 kbps 21.5 mbps 23 mbps 2 6 mbps 2 10 mbps 225 mbps 250 mbps 2100 mbps 21gbps

[INATIONWIDE 1,538 1,366 1,109] 683 450 136 84 27| 13

Alaska AK 19 13 8| 3] 2

Alabama AL 53| 45, 37 27| 17] 3] 3| 2| 2|

Arkansas AR 59] S0) 28 20 15

[American Samoa _ |AS 2 1 1]

Arizona AZ 53 49, 38 26) 16, 7] 4 1 1

California CA 53] 47, 39, 34 27 11 10) 4 3]

Colorado CcO 54 46 38 15] 10 7 4 2| 1

Connecticut CT 24 23 20} 18, 15 11 10| 4 4

District of Columbia |DC 27 25 15 13| 10| 6] 5| 3 1

Delaware DE 19, 16 11 9 7| 4 4 1] 1

Florida FL 21 19 18] 17, 15| 6) 4 1

Georgia GA 63| 58] 52| 45) 33| 11 9 4 2

Hawaii HI 8 5| 3 3] 3| 1] 1]

lowa 1A 181 158 127 58 39 7 6 1] 1

Idaho ID 42 35 28 23] 14 S 3| 1] 1]

lllinois L 101 88 69 36) 22| 2| 2|

Indiana IN 6 5) 5| 3 3| 2 2|

Kansas KS 74 67) 55) 35! 26| 6| 4 1

|Kentucky KY 56 52 38 27 15 3| 2 1] 1

Louisiana LA 38, 33| 29 26 21 7 7 1] 1
MA 22| 17] 14 13| 11 7] 4 1 1]

Maryland MD 39 36 32 25 20] 12| 6 4 2]

Maine ME 28, 24 20) 15| 3] 2 1]

Michi Mi 92 75| 62| 37, 20] 2] 1

i MN 78] 71 60 44) 37, 9) 4

Mi: i MO 58, 53] 45 27| 20 11 9 4 2
MS 30] 24 20| 13 11 3] 3 2| 2
MT 35 32 24 16} 8 1]

North Carolina NC 40, 39 34 25 16 4 2| 1]

North Dakota ND 34 28 25 16| 12] 4 1]

Nebraska NE 52 49 43| 25) 15 2| 2|

New F NH 18] 15 12 8| 6| 3 1)

New Jersey NJ 23] 21 17| 16| 14 9 8 2| 2

New Mexico NM 27, 21 18] 13 9) 3] 2

Nevada NV 41] 36| 27 17| 6 4 2]

New York NY 57, 51 39, 30| 22| 15) 11 4 4

Ohio OH 93, 86 70| 34 24 6) 3 1] 1

(] OK 57| 51 41 26 18 8| 4 2| 2|

Oregon OR 72| 64) 57 48] 37] 21 12 4 3]
PA 65 60} 57| 47| 40| 16| 12 4 3]

Puerto Rico PR 4 3] 2] 1 1]

Rhode Island RI 14] 13| 11 10} 7 6) S| 3 3]

South Carolina SC 38, 35 30| 29 22| 3 2

South Dakota SD 35, 30} 26 14 10 2| 1] 1

Tennessee N 66, 59 46 35 22| 7| 4 1

Texas X 127, 115 92 53 30 7 4]

Utah uT 40 38 31 26 19| 10} 8| 2| 1]

Virginia VA 28, 25| 23] 18 15| 7 6 1]

Virgin Islands Vi 4 1

Vermont VT 35| 26 18] 13 10 3 2| 2] 1

\Washington WA 54 50} 43] 36 27| 15| 9 2 2]

Wisconsin Wi 72 61 57, 35 25| 6) 3] 1] 1]

West Virginia wv 20( 16 12 10 6 2| 1]

'\Wyoming WY 22| 18 14 12 8 1] 1] 1] 1
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Broadband Statistics Report
Number of Providers by Speed Tier

National Broadband Map
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Number of Providers (Wireline or Wireless) by Upload Speed Tier and Speed Combinations

Geography Information| i, [ FEs - e B S k i
State Name State Abbr | 2 200 kbps| 2> 768 kbps| 2 1.5 mbps| 2 3 mbps| 2 6 mbps| > 10 mbps| > 25 mbps| > 50 mbps| > 100 mbps| > 1 gbps| > 768 kbps, 2 200 kbps | 2 3 mbps, 2 768 kbps
INATIONWIDE 1,534 1,219] 712 413 234 179 78, 55 24 11 1,534 975
Alaska AK 19| 13 4 3 19 7
|Alabama AL 53 43, 17 12 7| 6 2 2| 2| 2| 53 34
Arkansas AR 59 43 19 6 1 1 59 24
American Samoa  |AS 2 1 2 1
Arizona AZ 52 42 24 10, 6 5 4 3 1 1 53 32
California CA 52 44 34 18] 14 12 8 7 2] 2| 52 38|
Colorado Cco 54 47 27, 18 10, 8| 5 4 2] 1 54 36
Connecticut CT 24 22| 20, 15 13| 12 7 6 3 3 24 20)
District of Columbia |DC 27 24 21 11 9| 8 5 4 3 1 27| 15]
Delaware DE 19 16| 9| 7 6 4 1 1] 1 1 19| 10]
Florida FL 21 15 13| 8 7| 6 2] 2| 1 21 15
Georgia GA 63 53 34 15| 12| 12 6 6 4 2] 63 47,
Hawaii HI 8 5 1 1 1 1 1 1 8| 3
lowa 1A 181 148 82 46 20 15] 4 4 1 1 181 114
Idaho ID 42 33 14 12] 9 5| 2 1 1 42 25|
lllinois L 101] 79 44 18] 11 8| 101] 58]
Indiana IN 8 4 E I 2 1 1 6 3
Kansas KS 74 59 37, 17 8| 6 4 3 . - ollBion . Gemaed 74 48]
Kentucky KY 56 40 19 9 4 2| 2| 2| 1] 1 56 30
Louisiana LA 40 33 25 14 10] 10 4 4 1] 1 38| 27|
M h MA 22 18] 12, 9 7 7 4 2| 1] 1 22 14
Maryland MD 39 33 26 18| 16] 14 9 4 4 2 39| 29)
Maine ME 28, 22 8 4 2] 2 28 18]
Michigan MI 92 69 33| 12 5 3| 92 55)
Minnesota MN 78 63 43 29| 17 14 3 78 54
Mi i MO 58 41 26 15 12] 10] 7 6 4 2] 58 35)
Mississippi MS 28| 20 12| 8 5 5 2] 2 2 2 28 18]
Montana MT 33 20| 12 8 3] 1 33 17
North Carolina NC 44 37 23 12 6 6| 3 1 1] 40| 33|
North Dakota ND 32 24 15 8 3] 2 2| 32 20
lebrask NE 52| 42 26| 8 6 4 1 1 52 35
New Hampshire NH 18 14 7 4 3] 3| 2 18, 11
New Jersey NJ 23] 21 17 13| 11 11] 5 4 1 1 23| 17
New Mexico NM 27 21 13| 6| 3 2 1 1 27, 18]
Nevada NV 41 33 16| 9| 5| 3| 1 1 41 25)
New York NY 55 44 25 21 15 14 9| 6 3] 3 55 35
Ohio OH 93 73 44 21 10j 7 3 2 1] 1 93 58
Oklah OK 57 39 27| 14 8| 7 3 3] 2 2 57 36
Oregon OR 73 62 43 32 23 19| 10 7 3 2 72 55
Pennsylvania PA 65, 59 39 32, 23] 23| 10 8 4 3 65 54
Puerto Rico PR 4 3| 1 4 2]
Rhode Island RI 14 13 12 8 6) 6 4 3 3 3 14 10]
South Carolina SC 38, 30 18 10 7 7 1 38, 29
South Dakota SD 34 26| 11] 5 1 1 1 1] 1 34 20,
Tennessee N 66, 44 28 12] 10] 10] 2| 1 66 39
Texas ™ 127, 98 58] 26 11] 8| 2| 127 82
Utah uTt 40 34 25 17 13 10 6 5 2 1 40, 30
Virginia VA 28| 23 17| 12 8| 8 4 3 1] 28 22
Virgin Islands \A 4 1 4
Vermont VT 35| 21 12 7 6) 5 3 2 2 1 35 18]
|Washington WA 54 48 39 25 20 17 8 6| 2] 2| 54 44
Wisconsin Wi 72| 59 29| 16, 12 9| 3 2| 1 1 72 51
West Virginia wv 21 13 6 4 2| 20| 11
Wyoming Wy 22 17 11] 6 4 3 1 1 1 1 22 11
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National Broadband Map

Broadband Statistics Report
Number of Providers by Speed Tier

Number of Wireline Providers by Download Speed Tier

Geography Information , idrnasia
State Name State Abbr 2768 kbps 2 1.5 mbps 23 mbps 2 6 mbps 2 10 mbps 225 mbps 250 mbps 2 100 mbps 21 gbps
[INATIONWIDE 1,098 1,001 874 587 411 123| 80 27 15|
Alaska AK 10] 6) 6| 3 2
Alabama AL 44 38| 33] 27, 17 3| 3 2] 2
JArkansas AR 35 28] 25, 19| 15,
American Samoa _ |AS 2] 1 1] 1 1] 1] 1] 1 1]
Arizona AZ 32] 31 28| 22| 14 6) 3 1 1]
California CA 35| 32 29| 28] 25 10} 10 4 3
Colorado co 30 26| 24 13] 10] 7 4 2| 1]
Connecticut CcT 21 21 20 17, 15| 11 10, 4 4
District of Columbia |DC 20| 20| 13| 12| 10 6| 5 3 1
Delaware DE 10} 10 9| 8] 7| 4 4 1 1
Florida FL 16 16| 16| 15) 14 6) 4 1]
Georgia GA 52 52 47, 42] 31 10] 8 3] 3|
Hawaii HI 3] 3 3 3 3| 1] 1]
lowa 1A 159 142 116 52 37, 6) 5
ldaho 1D 31 29 24 22| 14 5) 3 1 1]
Illinois L 56, 51 46 26 19 2| 2
Indiana IN 5 5 5 3] 3 2| 2|
[Kansas KS 48| 46| 43 31 25| 5] 4 1
Kentucky KY 38| 38 34 26| 15 3 2 1] 1]
Louisiana LA 32 30] 26 24 20] 7 7] 1 1]
MA 14 13 13| 12| 11] 7| 4 1] 1]
Maryland MD 27| 27 26 21 18| 10j 6 4 2|
Maine ME 16| 16 16| 15 3 2| 1
Michigan MI 59 56) 49| 32, 19| 2] 1)
i MN 62, 57] 54 40} 34 8| 4
Mi i MO 45| 43 39 25 20] 11 9 4 2|
Mit MS 24 20] 17| 12] 11 3| 3 2] 2
MT 20 19 15] 13| 8 1)
North Carolina NC 26| 25 24 20 15 3 2 1]
North Dakola ND 27, 25 22| 15 12 4 1
Nebraska NE 44 44 41 25 14 2 2|
New Hampshire NH 9 9| 9| 7| 6| 3| 1]
New Jersey NJ 19| 19 16 15 14 9| 8 2| 2|
New Mexico NM 23| 18 17, 13| 9 3 2
Nevada NV 21 20] 16| 13 5 4 2|
New York NY 49 45] 35, 28] 22 15| 11 4 4
Ohio OH 52 50| 45| 25 20 S| 2| 1] 1]
O OK 46| 42 36, 24 18] 8| 4 2| 2|
Oregon OR 55| 51 48| 42 33| 19 11 4 3
Pennsylvania PA 51) 49| 47 38| 33| 13 10} 3| 3
Puerto Rico PR 2| 2 2| 1] 1]
Rhode Island RI 11 11 10] 9) 7 ) 5 3] 3
South Carolina SC 30] 30] 29 28 21 2 2|
South Dakota sD 28 25 23| 14 10] 2| 1 1
Te N 42 39 35 32 21 7 4 1]
Texas X 75) 70| 58| 40 25| 6 4
Ulah uTt 26, 26 24 23 19| 9 8 2| 1]
Virginia VA 22 21 19| 16| 15 7| 5 1]
Virgin Islands VI 1|
[Vermont VT 19| 17 15| 13] 10] 3 2 2| 1
i WA 41 39 36 33| 28| 17| 10 4 3
Wisconsin wi 62 57 55 35 25 6| 3 1 1
West Virginia wv 15| 13 11 10f 6 2| 1]
Wyoming WY 15| 14 12| 11 8 1) 1) 1] 1]
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Broadband Statistics Report
Number of Providers by Speed Tier

National Broadband Map

ectad s my commanit )?

Number of Wireline Providers by Upload Speed Tier and Speed Combinations

Geography Information |~ p) peed _ |'pownloadSpeed, Upload
State Name State Abbr | > 200 kbps| 2 768 kbps| 2 1.5 mbps| 2 3 mbps| > 6 mbps| 2 10 mbps| > 25 mbps| 2 50 mbps| 2 100 mbps| 2 1 ghps| 2 768 kbps, 2 200 kbps | 2 3 mbps, 2 768 kbp.

NATIONWIDE 1,093 859 497 304 182 153 68 51 24 13 1,092 754
Alaska AK 10 5 1 al 10| 5)
Alabama AL 44 36 16 12| 7 6 2 2| 2| 2 44 30
Arkansas AR 35 23 11 5 1 1 35 21
American Samoa AS 2 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 2 1
Arizona AZ 32 27 17, 8 5 4 3 2] 1 1 32 24
California CA 34 28 23| 13 11| 11 7, 7 2| 2] 34 28]
Colorado co 30 26 16| 12 9| 8 5 4 2] 1] 30 23]
Connecticut CT 21 21 19 14 12| 12 7 6 3| 3 21 20]
District of Columbia [DC 20, 20 20 11 9 8 5 4 3 1] 20 14
Delaware DE 10| 10, 8 6 5 4 1 1 1 1 10 9)
Florida FL 16 14 12 8 7 6| 2 2| 1 16 14
Georgia GA 52 46 30 14 11 11 5 5 3 3 52 41
Hawaii HI 3 3 1 1 1 1] 1] 1 3 3
lowa 1A 159 128 69 36 17| 13 3 3 159| 102
Idaho D 31 25 13 12 9 5 2 1] 1 1 31 21
lllinois IL 56 40 20| 7 5 5 56 37,
Indiana IN 5 3 2 2 2 2| 1 1 5) 3]
Kansas KS 48 40 26| 16 7 5 3 3 1 a8 37|
Kentucky 32 38 31 17 9 4 2 2 2 1 1 38 28
Louisiana LA 33 29 22 13 9 9| 4 4 1 1 32 24
M. husett: MA 14 13 11 9| 7 7 4 2] 1] 1 14 13]
Maryland MD 27, 26 22 16 15| 13 8| 4 4 2 27, 25]
Maine ME 16 15, 3 3 2| 2 16 15]
Michigan MI 59 48 20 6| 3 3| 59 42
Minnesota MN 62 54 35 26 15| 14 3 62 48]
Missouri MO 45 35 21 14 11 10 7 6| 4 2| 45 31
Missi MS 22 17 9| 6| 5 5| 2 2| 2 22 15
Montana MT 16| 11] 6 5 2 1] 16 10f
North Carolina NC 26 23 15 8 5 5 2] 1 1 26 23]
North Dakota ND 23, 20 12| 7 2| 2 2| 23| 17)
Nebraska NE 45 38 23 7 5 3 1 1 44 33
New Hampshire NH 9 8 4 4 3 3 2 9 8
New Jersey NJ 19, 18 16 13 11 11 5 4 1 1] 19 16
New Mexico NM 23, 18| 12 6} 3 2| 1 1 23 17
Nevada NV 21 17, 7 6 3 2 1 1 21 14
New York NY 47 36 22 19 14 14 9| 6| 3 3 47 31
Ohio OH 52, 40 24 13, 5| 4 2 1 1 1 52 36
Oklahoma OK 46 33 22 12 8| 7 3 3 2] 2 46 31
Oregon OR 55 49 34 25 19 17, 9 6) 3 2| 55 45)
Pennsylvania PA 51 46 30 24 16| 16 7 6) 3 3 51 44
Puerto Rico PR 2 2 1 2 2
Rhode Island RI 11 11 11 8| 6) 6 4 3 3] 3 11 9|
South Carolina SC 30 27, 15| 9 6| 6 30 28]
South Dakota SD 28 20 9 5 1] 1 1 1] 1 27 17|
Tennessee ™ 42 32| 22| 10, 9 9| 2| 1] 42 31
Texas X 75 51 30 14 4 4 1 75 49|
Utah uT 26 25 20 16 12| 10 5 5 2| 1] 26 23]
Virginia VA 22 19 13 10, 8 8| 4 2] 1 22 18]
Virgin Islands Vi 1 1
Vermont VT 19| 14 10 7 [3 5 3 2] 2| 1 19| 15]
Washington WA 41 36 31 22 20, 19 10, 7 4 3 41 36
Wisconsin Wi 62 55 27, 15, 12, 9 3 p 1 1 62 49
West Virginia wv 15 11 4 4 2| 2 15 10]
Wyoming WY 15 11 9 6) 4 3 1 1 1 1 15, 9)

.
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roadband Map

3roadband Statistics Report
Number of Providers by Speed Tier

Number of Wireless Providers by Download Speed Tier

Geography Information | =

ali i nddmiies

e

g

TSR TTIETR PR

State Name State Abbr 2768 kbps 21.5 mbps 23 mbps 2 6 mbps 2 10 mbps 225 mbps 250 mbps 2100 mbps 2 1gbps
INATIONWIDE 656 512 320] 123 51 19| 11 4 1]
Alaska AK 12 8| 2|
[Alabama AL 11 7| 4
Arkansas AR 26 24 3 1
[American Samoa AS 1] 1] 1
Arizona AZ 22 18] 10| 3] 2 1] 1
California CA 21 17| 11 7| 2 1
Colorado co 30] 24 17| 2|
C i CcT 6) 5| 2| 1 1
District of Columbia |DC 10] 8| 3| 1
Delaware DE 11 7| 3 1
Florida FL 7] 5 3] 2 1]

Georgia GA 14 9] 7| 5| 4 3 2| 2
Hawaii HI S| 2
lowa 1A 59 37 22| 6| 2 1] 1] 1 1
Idaho ID 15 9| S| 2]
lllinois IL 59 46) 28] 11 4
Indiana IN 1)
Kansas KS 42 32 18 & 2| 1
Kentucky KY 20| 16) 5) 1]
Louisiana LA 8| S 4 3 2|
i MA 9) S 2 1
Maryland MD 12 9| 6| 3 1]
Maine ME 14 10] 5)

ichi MI 43 26| 17, 5] 1
Mi MN 31 23] 10| 5| 3 1]
[Missouri MO 26 19| 9| 2)
Mi ippi MS 7] 5| 3] 1
M MT 20 17 9) 3|
North Carolina NC 16 15 10} 5| 1] 1
North Dakota ND 20) 12 9 2|
Nebraska NE 18] 10] 6 2| 1
New Hampshire NH 9 6 3] 1]
New Jersey NJ 6) 4 3| 2| 1 1] 1)
New Mexico NM 9 6] 2
Nevada NV 23 19 12 S| 1]
[New York NY 12 10] 5| 2|
Ohio OH 47 42 28] 9) 4 1] 1]
O OK 20) 14 9 2
[Oregon OR 27| 21 14 8| 5| 2| 1
Pennsylvania PA 18| 15 13 11 9 5 3 1]
Puerto Rico PR 2 1
Rhode Island RI 3 2 1 1
South Carolina sSC 14 11 4 2| 2 1]
South Dakota sSD 12| 9) 6]
Tennessee ™ 25 21 11 3 1]
Texas X 71 60| 43 16| 5) 1]
Utah utT 15 13 8| 4]

irginia VA 7 4 4 2|
Virgin Islands Vi 3| 1]
[Vermont VT 17 9 3|

i WA 23] 19] 14) 9 2 1] 1]

Wisconsin Wi 15 7| 3]
\West Virginia WV 6| 4 2|
Wyoming WY 9 S 2| 1

#
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Number of Wireless Providers by Upload Speed Tier and Speed Combinations
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nd Map

Broadband Statistics Report
Number of Providers by Speed Tier

Geography Information | e ok _Upl d . il DL ,ULSpeed |
State Name State Abbr |> 200 kbpg> 768 kbpg2 1.5 mbpq 2 3 mbps | 2 6 mbps |2 10 mbps|> 25 mbps|> 50 mbpsp 100 mbp{ 2 1 gbps | 2 768 kbps, 2 200 kbps| 2 3 mbps, 2 768 kbps
INATIONWIDE 656 480 264 130 64 35 17 11] 4 1] 655 287,
Alaska AK 12, 10| 3 2| 12| 2]
Alabama AL 11 9| 1 11 4
Arkansas AR 26 20| 8 1 26 3
American Samoa  |AS 1 1] 1 1
Arizona AZ 22 17 7 2! 1 1 1 1 22 9]
California CA 21 18 12 5 3 1 1 21 11
Colorado CcO 30 26 11 6) 1 30 15|
[Connecticut CT 6) 4 2 1 1 1] 6 2
District of Columbia [DC 10 ki 3 10 2
Delaware DE 11 8 2 1 1 11 2
Florida FL 7 3] 2 7 2
Georgia GA 14 10) 6 3 3 3 3 2 2 14 7|
Hawaii HI 5| 2 5|
lowa 1A 59 40 23| 13 3 2 1 1 1 1 59 22
|daho D 15 10 2 1 15 5]
Illinois IL 59 46 27, 11 6] 3 59 25]
Indiana IN 3 1
Kansas KS a2 28| sesaer ] 2 1 gt otps o o R 1T
Kentucky KY 20 11 2| 20 3]
Louisiana LA 8 6 4 2| 2 2] 8 4
Massachusetts MA 9 6 2| 9 2
Maryland MD 12 8 4 1 12 S|
Maine ME 14 8 5| 1 14 2
Michigan MI 43 28| 15| 7 2 43 17,
Minnesota MN 31 17 10] 5 2 31 9|
Missouri MO 26| 13 6 1 1 26 6]
A MS 7 4 3 2 7, 3]
Montana MT 20 9 6) 3] 1 20 7]
North Carolina NC 16 15 8| 4 1 1 1 16 10)
North Dakota ND 20 8| 3] 1 1 20 5
Nebraska NE 19 12, 5 2] 2| 1 18| 6)
New Hampshire NH 9 6 3 9 3]
New Jersey NJ 6| 5) 3] 1 1 1 1 1 6| 3]
New Mexico NM 9 5 2 9| 2
Nevada NV 23 19 10 3| 2 1 23 12|
New York NY 12 11 [3 2 1 12 5
Ohio OH 47 38 21 8 5 3| 1 1 47 25)
(Oklahoma OK 19| 10] 5| 2| 19 7
[Oregon OR 29| 20 14 7 4 2 1 1 27, 13
Pennsylvania PA 18| 17 13 10 9 9 5 3 1 18] 13
Puerto Rico PR 2 1 2
Rhode Island RI 3 2 1 3 1
South Carolina SC 14 8 4 1 1 1] 1 14 4]
South Dakota SD 11 8 3 11 4
Tennessee N 25 13 6| 2 1] 1 25 8|
Texas X 71 55 31 12| 7 4 1 71 39)
Utah uT 15 10| 6 2 1 15| 8|
Virginia VA U 4 4 2| 7 4]
Virgin Islands Vi 3 1 3
Vermont vT 17 7 2| 17| 3]
Washington WA 23| 19 14 8 5 1 1 1 23 13
Wisconsin Wi 15 7 2 1 15| 3]
West Virginia wv 6) 3 2 6 2
Wyoming wY 9 6) 2 9 2




