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Today’s school funding training will 
be a smorgasbord of various topics:

• School district characteristics:
• Distribution of districts by size
• Districts at-BASE, over-MAX, 

and trend
• Isolated and non-isolated 

districts
• Existing mechanisms 

related to school 
isolation/non-isolation

• Modeling of the elimination of per-
ANB entitlement decrement and/or 
elimination of basic entitlement 
increments

• Update to the 2015 Special 
Education expenditures graphic

• Mental health longitudinal data

Let us know what more your 
appetite requires, and we’ll bring 

more to the table next time!
 

Let’s learn 
about school 

funding!



School District 
Characteristics
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Histogram of Enrollment for FY 2026
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186 Summary statistics:

• 389 districts have students enrolled for the 2025-2026 school year
• 4 districts are non-isolated

• 7 districts are non-operating

• District sizes range from 1 student enrolled to 10,902 students enrolled*
• 254 districts (over half) have 200 or fewer students enrolled
• 30 districts have 1,000 or more students enrolled

• Average enrollment is 377 students
• 19 districts have enrollment between 327 & 427

• Median enrollment is 115
• 88 districts have enrollment between 65 & 165

*Enrollment count for ANB 
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The 9 largest districts have 33.0% of the state’s enrollment; roughly the same percentage is educated in 
the smallest 341 districts. 
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Histogram of Enrollment (≤100) for FY 2026

14

Summary statistics:
• 40 districts had 10 or 

fewer students 
enrolled

• 186 districts had 100 or 
fewer students 
enrolled
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The largest district in the 
state by itself has 10,902 
students or 7.4% of the 
state’s total enrollment; 
roughly the same 
percentage is educated in 
the smallest 215 districts. 

The smallest 186 districts 
(districts with ≤100 
students) educate 7,386 
students or 5.0% of the 
state’s total enrollment.
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Districts 
At-BASE and 
Over-MAX
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Adopted Budget Levels – Percentage of Districts

0%

10%

20%

30%

40%

50%

60%

70%

80%

90%

100%

FY
2008

FY
2009

FY
2010

FY
2011

FY
2012

FY
2013

FY
2014

FY
2015

FY
2016

FY
2017

FY
2018

FY
2019

FY
2020

FY
2021

FY
2022

FY
2023

FY
2024

FY
2025

FY
2026

FiscalYear

At BASE 80-89% of Max Budget 90-97% of Max Budget 97-100% of Max Budget Over-MAX



10

0%

10%

20%

30%

40%

50%

60%

70%

80%

90%

100%

FY
2008

FY
2009

FY
2010

FY
2011

FY
2012

FY
2013

FY
2014

FY
2015

FY
2016

FY
2017

FY
2018

FY
2019

FY
2020

FY
2021

FY
2022

FY
2023

FY
2024

FY
2025

FY
2026

Pe
rc

en
ta

ge
 o

f D
ist

ric
ts

Over-MAX 
80-100% of MAX
At BASE

*Districts receiving 
Impact Aid (based 
on FY 2025 
allocations) are 
denoted by the 
hatched pattern
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Count of Districts by Budget Level
Adopted Budget as a 
Percentage of MAX 

Budget

Number of 
Districts 
FY 2008

Number of 
Districts 
FY 2026

Difference

At BASE 49 41 (8)
80 – 89% of MAX 49 73 24
90 – 97% of MAX 83 82 (1)

97 – 100% of MAX 135 89 (46)
Over-MAX 105 104 (1)
TOTAL 421 389 (32)
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Over-MAX Districts
Adopted Budget as a 
Percentage of MAX 

Budget

Number of 
Districts 
FY 2008*

Number of 
Districts 
FY 2026*

Difference

100 – 105% of MAX 47 56 9
105 – 110% of MAX 20 23 3
110 – 115% of MAX 6 12 6
115 – 120% of MAX 7 5 (2)

>120% of MAX 12 8 (4)
TOTAL 92 104 12

*The districts that were over-MAX in FY 2008 are not necessarily the districts that are 
over-MAX in FY 2026, although there is some overlap. 



Distance and 
School 

Isolation/
Non-isolation
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Current Mechanisms for School Isolation 
and District Non-isolation

Determining the Cost of Providing an Adequate Education in the State of 
Montana - R.C. Wood & Associates Final Report to QSIC (2005)

2005

2016

This Photo by Unknown Author is licensed under CC BY-NC-ND

Findings and recommendation in the 2015-16 SFIC Final Report 
related to District Size, Structure, and Equity

https://archive.legmt.gov/content/Committees/interim/2005_2006/qual_schools/FINALMONTANAREPORT.pdf
https://archive.legmt.gov/content/Committees/interim/2005_2006/qual_schools/FINALMONTANAREPORT.pdf
https://jobsanger.blogspot.com/2012/09/kicking-cans.html
https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/3.0/
https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/3.0/
https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/3.0/
https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/3.0/
https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/3.0/
https://archive.legmt.gov/content/Committees/Interim/2015-2016/School-Funding/Meetings/Aug-2016/SFC-FINAL-REPORT.pdf
https://archive.legmt.gov/content/Committees/Interim/2015-2016/School-Funding/Meetings/Aug-2016/SFC-FINAL-REPORT.pdf
https://archive.legmt.gov/content/Committees/Interim/2015-2016/School-Funding/Meetings/Aug-2016/SFC-FINAL-REPORT.pdf
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Additional funding provided for “remote” school of a district

“Separate budget unit” (20-9-311(7))—when a school of a district is more than 20 miles from an incorporated town or from 
another school of the district, or the SPI approves separate budget status because of “unusual hardship” related to 
geography/transportation, that school’s ANB is calculated separately from the other schools of the district and the district 
“receives” an additional basic entitlement. In FY 2026 there are eight districts with nine schools that qualify as additional 
“separate budget units” due to geography (e.g. Missoula HS District and Seeley-Swan HS; Browning EL District and Baab School). 
Six of these nine schools are remote schools located on Hutterite colonies. Remember that public charter schools that meet 
enrollment thresholds also receive separate budget unit status.

Separate Budget Unit – Geographic Isolation

https://mca.legmt.gov/bills/mca/title_0200/chapter_0090/part_0030/section_0110/0200-0090-0030-0110.html
https://mca.legmt.gov/bills/mca/title_0200/chapter_0090/part_0030/section_0110/0200-0090-0030-0110.html
https://mca.legmt.gov/bills/mca/title_0200/chapter_0090/part_0030/section_0110/0200-0090-0030-0110.html
https://mca.legmt.gov/bills/mca/title_0200/chapter_0090/part_0030/section_0110/0200-0090-0030-0110.html
https://mca.legmt.gov/bills/mca/title_0200/chapter_0090/part_0030/section_0110/0200-0090-0030-0110.html
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If Montana’s separate budget unit mechanism is our way of 
distributing more money to isolated and necessary schools 
within a district, Garfield County provides a good illustration 
of how it could work. Currently, six “feeder” elementary 
districts flow into the Garfield County High School District.

Through the separate budget unit mechanism, each existing 
elementary school in Garfield County would continue to 
generate an additional basic entitlement if the entire county 
consolidated into one K-12 district.

But it is worth considering the impacts of other school 
funding mechanisms. One that comes to mind is major 
maintenance aid with its fixed-amount-per-district 
component. Consolidation to a K-12 would mean a smaller 
total “box” to support maintaining the schools of Garfield 
County.

Separate Budget Unit – Geographic Isolation
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“Non-isolated” status (20-9-302 and 20-9-303)—when an EL school 
has 9 or fewer ANB for two consecutive years and has not been 
approved as “isolated” by the county commissioners and the 
Superintendent of Public Instruction (SPI) based on geographic and 
transportation criteria, the state provides 50% of the normal direct 
state aid (DSA) and the district must levy for the other 50%. In FY 
2026 there were 4 schools/districts in non-isolated status which 
paid a total of $95,000 in the non-isolated local share of DSA. Each 
of these is a single-school district.

There is no similar funding mechanism for non-isolated high 
schools/districts, but they are still required to apply for isolation 
status if they have fewer than 25 ANB. There are currently 20 high 
schools with fewer than 25 ANB.

Non-isolated Status

https://mca.legmt.gov/bills/mca/title_0200/chapter_0090/part_0030/section_0020/0200-0090-0030-0020.html
https://mca.legmt.gov/bills/mca/title_0200/chapter_0090/part_0030/section_0020/0200-0090-0030-0020.html
https://mca.legmt.gov/bills/mca/title_0200/chapter_0090/part_0030/section_0020/0200-0090-0030-0020.html
https://mca.legmt.gov/bills/mca/title_0200/chapter_0090/part_0030/section_0020/0200-0090-0030-0020.html
https://mca.legmt.gov/bills/mca/title_0200/chapter_0090/part_0030/section_0020/0200-0090-0030-0020.html
https://mca.legmt.gov/bills/mca/title_0200/chapter_0090/part_0030/section_0030/0200-0090-0030-0030.html
https://mca.legmt.gov/bills/mca/title_0200/chapter_0090/part_0030/section_0030/0200-0090-0030-0030.html
https://mca.legmt.gov/bills/mca/title_0200/chapter_0090/part_0030/section_0030/0200-0090-0030-0030.html
https://mca.legmt.gov/bills/mca/title_0200/chapter_0090/part_0030/section_0030/0200-0090-0030-0030.html
https://mca.legmt.gov/bills/mca/title_0200/chapter_0090/part_0030/section_0030/0200-0090-0030-0030.html
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School Districts and Distance to Nearest Neighbor
Methodology for preliminary analysis
• Measures distance from each district in the state to its nearest neighboring district
• Nearest neighboring district is calculated as the distance from a district to its closest 

neighboring district that serves the same grades of students
• The nearest neighboring district to an elementary district is the closest elementary or K-12 

district, but not a high school district
• The nearest neighboring district to a K-12 district is only the closest K-12 district

Data considerations
• District location may be the district’s administrative office, which may not reflect the location of a 

school building
• Distance is calculated in both linear miles and road miles

• Linear miles: straight-line distance between two points (also known as Euclidean distance or 
“as the crow flies”)

• Road miles: distance traveled on the road network from one point to another
• Focusing on the road miles calculations for this preliminary analysis 
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School Districts and Distance to Nearest Neighbor
Linear miles vs. road miles
The calculated linear miles and calculated road 
miles distance between two points often differ

Linear distance

Road 
distance

Average Difference Between Linear Miles Calculated and 
Road Miles Calculated

Distance Calculated
Average Difference 
in Miles Calculated 

Districts <5 Miles from Nearest 
Neighbor District 0.59
Districts 5-9.99 Miles from Nearest 
Neighbor District 1.43
Districts 10-14.99 Miles from Nearest 
Neighbor District 1.80
Districts 15-19.99 Miles from Nearest 
Neighbor District 2.54
Districts >=20 Miles from Nearest 
Neighbor District 10.06

Image: Google Maps
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School Districts and Distance to Nearest Neighbor
Preliminary summary statistics*:
• Approximately 8% of districts are less 

than 5 road miles from their nearest 
neighboring district
• Median district ANB (FY 2025): 

234
• All except one of these districts 

are elementary school districts
• Approximately 21% of districts are     

5-10 road miles from their nearest 
neighboring district
• Median district ANB (FY 2025): 

213
• Approximately 79% of these 

districts are elementary school 
districts

*Data on non-operating districts are excluded 
from preliminary analysis 

Districts <5 Miles from 
Nearest Neighbor 

District
8%

Districts 5-9.99 Miles 
from Nearest Neighbor 

District
21%

Districts 10-14.99 
Miles from Nearest 

Neighbor District
23%

Districts 15-19.99 
Miles from Nearest 

Neighbor District
13%

Districts >=20 Miles 
from Nearest Neighbor 

District
35%
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School Districts and Distance to Nearest Neighbor

Distance to Nearest Neighbor and ANB

Distance to Nearest Neighbor (Road Miles)
Median ANB 

(FY 2025)
Average ANB 

(FY 2025)
Districts <5 Miles from Nearest Neighbor District 234 1130
Districts 5-9.99 Miles from Nearest Neighbor District 213 556
Districts 10-14.99 Miles from Nearest Neighbor District 118 350
Districts 15-19.99 Miles from Nearest Neighbor District 101 363
Districts >=20 Miles from Nearest Neighbor District 94 515

Median Distance to Nearest Neighbor and ANB by District Type

District Type
Median Distance: 

Road Miles
Median Distance: 

Linear Miles Median ANB
Elementary School District 11.47 9.56 97
High School District 18.99 16.05 139
K-12 School District 24.45 20.54 177
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If the Commission wants to pursue the identification of isolated and necessary schools or districts, 
there are some additional data points that could be considered:
• Travel time or cost distance between schools and districts
• The percent of resident students attending a neighboring district (for the first time, data on out-

of-district attendance is available on a statewide basis; the table below is from a recent analysis 
of this data)

Additional Considerations

Count of Districts and Out of District Attendance Rates, FY 2025

Districts Count of 
Districts

Percent of 
Districts

Districts with ≥50% of resident students attending different district(s) 53 13.4%

Districts with 25-49.99% of resident students attending different district(s) 62 15.6%

Districts with ≥50% of total students are residents of other school district(s) 28 7.1%

Districts with 25-49.99% of total students are residents of other school 
district(s)

68 17.1%

https://archive.legmt.gov/content/Committees/Interim/2025-2026/EDIC/March-2026/2.ODA-report-analysis.pdf


Modeling the 
Increment & the 

Decrement

23
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Basic Entitlement
Data inputs:
 Budget limit ANB (see ANB slide for data inputs for that calculation)
 Number of budget units
 District type (elementary, high school, K-12; accredited/non-accredited)

=Basic 
Entitlement

$60,732 for 
FY 2026

Rate set in 20-9-306, 
MCA

Elementary districts and K-12 districts for every elementary budget unit:

For districts 
with ≤ 250 ANB

$60,732 for 
FY 2026

Rate set in 20-9-306, 
MCA

For districts 
with > 250 ANB

$3,037
For each additional 

25 ANB over 250
This is called the 

increment
+OR

BE “increments” example – Helena EL 
Budget Unit E1 (excludes charters) 

4,085 ANB
4,085 – 250 = 3,835
3,835 ÷ 25 = 153 increments

So, Helena EL BE =
$60,732 + ($3,037 x 153) =
$525,393 or just under 9 full BEs; 
Helena has 10 elementary schools

The BE increment provides Helena EL 
Budget Unit E1 an additional $465,000.
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Basic Entitlement
Data inputs:
 Budget limit ANB (see ANB slide for data inputs for that calculation)
 Number of budget units
 District type (elementary, high school, K-12; accredited/non-accredited)

=Basic 
Entitlement

$121,466 for 
FY 2026

Rate set in 20-9-306, 
MCA

Elementary districts and K-12 districts for every approved and accredited middle 
school budget unit:

For districts 
with ≤ 450 ANB

$121,466 for 
FY 2026

Rate set in 20-9-306, 
MCA

For districts 
with > 450 ANB

$6,073
For each additional 

45 ANB over 450
This is called the 

increment

+OR
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Basic Entitlement
Data inputs:
 Budget limit ANB (see ANB slide for data inputs for that calculation)
 Number of budget units
 District type (elementary, high school, K-12; accredited/non-accredited)

=Basic 
Entitlement

$364,401 for 
FY 2026

Rate set in 20-9-306, 
MCA

High school districts for every budget unit: 

For districts 
with ≤ 800 ANB

$364,401 for 
FY 2026

Rate set in 20-9-306, 
MCA

For districts 
with > 800 ANB

$18,221
For each additional 

80 ANB over 800
This is called the 

increment

+OR
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Per-ANB Entitlement
Data inputs:
 Budget limit ANB (see ANB slide for data inputs for that calculation)
 Number of budget units
 District type (elementary, high school, K-12; accredited/non-accredited)

=Per-ANB 
Entitlement

$6,496 for 
FY 2026

Rate set in 20-9-
306, MCA

For the 1st ANB

For the 2nd ANB
20¢

This is called 
the decrement-+

For the 3rd ANB20¢ × 2-+

$6,496 for 
FY 2026

Rate set in 20-9-
306, MCA

$6,496 for 
FY 2026

Rate set in 20-9-
306, MCA

$6,496 for 
FY 2026

Rate set in 20-9-
306, MCA

…

+ - 20¢ × 998

…
For the 999th ANB

+ $6,496 for 
FY 2026

Rate set in 20-9-
306, MCA

20¢ × 999 For the 1000th ANB and 
any ANB over 1000-

Elementary districts, K-12 district elementary school programs, and for grades 7 & 8 for every non-
approved/accredited middle school budget unit:

Decrement example – Helena EL Budget 
Unit E1 (excludes charters) 

No decrement:
4,085 ANB x $6,496 = $26.5 M

With decrement = $25.8 M

The decrement results in Helena EL 
Budget Unit E1  having its Per-ANB 
entitlement reduced by about $700,000.
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Per-ANB Entitlement
Data inputs:
 Budget limit ANB (see ANB slide for data inputs for that calculation)
 Number of budget units
 District type (elementary, high school, K-12; accredited/non-accredited)

=Per-ANB 
Entitlement

$8,317 for 
FY 2026

Rate set in 20-9-
306, MCA

High school districts, K-12 district high school programs, and for grades 7 & 8 for every approved 
and accredited middle school budget unit:

For the 1st ANB

For the 2nd ANB
50¢

This is called 
the decrement-+

For the 3rd ANB50¢ × 2-+

$8,317 for 
FY 2026

Rate set in 20-9-
306, MCA

$8,317 for 
FY 2026

Rate set in 20-9-
306, MCA

$8,317 for 
FY 2026

Rate set in 20-9-
306, MCA

…

+ - 50¢ × 798

…
For the 799th ANB

+ $8,317 for 
FY 2026

Rate set in 20-9-
306, MCA

50¢ × 799 For the 800th ANB and 
any ANB over 800-
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What if both the increment and the decrement were eliminated?

Based on FY 2026 numbers, the basic entitlement would be decreased by a total of $10.4 
million and the per-ANB entitlement would be increased by a total of $21.2 million.
 This would increase the MAX budget limit by $10.8 million
 This would increase the BASE budget limit by $8.6 million (to be funded with a blend of 

state and local dollars)
 Direct State Aid (entirely state-funded) would increase by $4.8 million, and an additional 

portion of the BASE budget increase would be paid for by Guaranteed Tax Base (GTB) aid

Only two districts would see net reductions: one by $26000 and the other by $14430 (to their 
BASE budgets)
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What if both the increment and the decrement were eliminated?
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What if both the increment and the decrement were eliminated?
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Net Difference to the BASE Budget

All Districts
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Net Difference to the BASE Budget
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What if both the increment and the decrement were eliminated?
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What if both the increment and the decrement were eliminated?
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What if both the increment and the decrement were eliminated?
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Net Difference to the BASE Budget

332 districts 
<$10,000 
change



($100,000)

$0

$100,000

$200,000

$300,000

$400,000

$500,000

$600,000

$700,000

$800,000

$900,000

$1,000,000

St
ev

en
sv

ill
e 

El
em

G
al

at
a 

El
em

G
re

yc
lif

f E
le

m
Co

ok
e 

Ci
ty

 E
le

m
Ya

ak
 E

le
m

Pi
ne

 G
ro

ve
 E

le
m

Li
nd

sa
y 

El
em

Ha
w

ks
 H

om
e 

El
em

M
cL

eo
d 

El
em

Pl
ea

sa
nt

 V
al

le
y 

El
em

Cl
ev

el
an

d 
El

em
Ay

er
s E

le
m

Al
de

r E
le

m
Au

ch
ar

d 
Cr

ee
k 

El
em

G
ild

fo
rd

 C
ol

on
y 

El
em

Sp
rin

gh
ill

 E
le

m
G

ol
de

n 
Ri

dg
e 

El
em

Ha
ll 

El
em

Ju
di

th
 G

ap
 E

le
m

Ra
pe

lje
 H

 S
W

hi
te

w
at

er
 K

-1
2 

Sc
ho

ol
s

Hi
ns

da
le

 E
le

m
M

or
in

 E
le

m
Va

lle
y 

Vi
ew

 E
le

m
Pi

ne
 C

re
ek

 E
le

m
Ra

pe
lje

 E
le

m
G

ra
ss

 R
an

ge
 H

 S
Fr

az
er

 H
 S

Lu
st

re
 E

le
m

Ye
llo

w
st

on
e 

Ac
ad

em
y 

El
em

M
oo

re
 E

le
m

Au
gu

st
a 

H 
S

Po
w

er
 E

le
m

La
m

be
rt

 H
 S

Pr
yo

r E
le

m
Ha

rr
iso

n 
K-

12
 S

ch
oo

ls
Hy

sh
am

 K
-1

2 
Sc

ho
ol

s
Ra

u 
El

em
Pi

on
ee

r E
le

m
Sa

va
ge

 E
le

m
G

ar
di

ne
r E

le
m

O
ln

ey
-B

iss
el

l E
le

m
G

ar
di

ne
r H

 S
G

ar
fie

ld
 C

ou
nt

y 
H 

S
Ch

es
te

r-
Jo

pl
in

-In
ve

rn
es

s H
S

Cr
es

to
n 

El
em

Pl
en

ty
 C

ou
ps

 H
 S

N
or

th
 S

ta
r E

le
m

Fr
on

tie
r E

le
m

El
de

r G
ro

ve
 E

le
m

Al
be

rt
on

 K
-1

2 
Sc

ho
ol

s
Te

rr
y 

K-
12

 S
ch

oo
ls

Br
oa

du
s E

le
m

M
ar

io
n 

El
em

Ph
ili

ps
bu

rg
 K

-1
2 

Sc
ho

ol
s

Se
el

ey
 L

ak
e 

El
em

Ho
t S

pr
in

gs
 K

-1
2

Ch
es

te
r-

Jo
pl

in
-In

ve
rn

es
s E

l
Eu

re
ka

 E
le

m
Ki

la
 E

le
m

Fo
rs

yt
h 

H 
S

Tw
in

 B
rid

ge
s K

-1
2 

Sc
ho

ol
s

Ch
ot

ea
u 

H 
S

Fo
rt

 B
en

to
n 

H
 S

Lo
lo

 E
le

m
Ca

ny
on

 C
re

ek
 E

le
m

Pa
rk

 C
ity

 E
le

m
Le

w
is

to
w

n 
El

em
Ha

rle
m

 E
le

m
W

es
t Y

el
lo

w
st

on
e 

K-
12

Ce
nt

er
vi

lle
 E

le
m

Li
vi

ng
st

on
 E

le
m

La
m

e 
De

er
 E

le
m

Sh
el

by
 H

 S
Lo

ne
 R

oc
k 

El
em

W
hi

te
ha

ll 
H 

S
He

le
na

 F
la

ts
 E

le
m

M
an

ha
tt

an
 S

ch
oo

l
Ca

yu
se

 P
ra

iri
e 

El
em

Si
dn

ey
 E

le
m

Po
w

el
l C

ou
nt

y 
H 

S
Bi

g 
Sk

y 
Sc

ho
ol

 K
-1

2
Pl

ai
ns

 K
-1

2
Ba

ke
r K

-1
2 

Sc
ho

ol
s

Co
lu

m
bu

s H
 S

Th
re

e 
Fo

rk
s H

 S
Li

nc
ol

n 
Co

un
ty

 H
 S

La
ur

el
 E

le
m

Ha
vr

e 
El

em
Si

dn
ey

 H
 S

Pa
rk

 H
 S

Cu
st

er
 C

ou
nt

y 
H 

S
Po

lso
n 

H 
S

W
hi

te
fis

h 
H

 S
Be

lg
ra

de
 E

le
m

Bu
tt

e 
H 

S
M

iss
ou

la
 E

le
m

G
re

at
 F

al
ls 

El
em

Net Difference to the BASE Budget

35

What if both the increment and the decrement were eliminated?
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Net Difference to the BASE Budget

Only two 
districts see net 
reductions (both 

<$30000)

265 districts 
<$3,000 
change
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Enrollment Trends
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Enrollment Trends

0

2,000

4,000

6,000

8,000

10,000

12,000
FY

19
91

FY
19

92

FY
19

93

FY
19

94

FY
19

95

FY
19

96

FY
19

97

FY
19

98

FY
19

99

FY
20

00

FY
20

01

FY
20

02

FY
20

03

FY
20

04

FY
20

05

FY
20

06

FY
20

07

FY
20

08

FY
20

09

FY
20

10

FY
20

11

FY
20

12

FY
20

13

FY
20

14

FY
20

15

FY
20

16

FY
20

17

FY
20

18

FY
20

19

FY
20

20

FY
20

21

FY
20

22

FY
20

23

FY
20

24

FY
20

25

FY
20

26

Private & Home School Enrollment FY 1991 – est. FY 2026



39

Enrollment Trends
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• Federal Funds
• Individuals with Disabilities Education Act (IDEA) funds

• One-time-only federal funds: Elementary and Secondary School Emergency Relief rounds I-III (ESSER, 2020-2025) IDEA 
funds; American Recovery and Reinvestment Act (ARRA, 2009) IDEA funds

• Impact Aid
• Certain Impact Aid funds that are earmarked for special education 
• Impact Aid general support payments may be used for special education costs at the receiving district’s discretion

• Other federal funds as allowed by federal law
• Ex: Title I fund may be used to supplement special education costs

• State and Local Funds
• State Special Education Allowable Cost Payment 

• Instructional Block Grant (IBG)
• Related Services Block Grant (RSBG)
• Reimbursement for Disproportionate Costs
• Special Education Coop Funding

• Minimum amount of district general fund to avoid reversion – local matching funds for the state allowable cost 
payment

• Districts must spend at least $1 for every $3 of IBG and RSBG funds received to avoid reversion
• These local matching funds come from the district general fund, which is funded by a blend of state and local 

dollars including the five fully state funded components, direct state aid, guaranteed tax base aid, local property 
tax levies (some required, some voted), and non-levy revenues

• Permissive tuition fund levies for certain in-district student IEP special education costs
• Special education resources transferred from other districts or coops
• Other non-earmarked local school district funding used for special education costs 

• Medicaid and private insurance reimbursement payments

Special Education Revenues
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State Special Education Revenues vs. Expenditures
Expenditures cannot 
always be tied to 
revenue sources, so 
expenditures 
exceeding the 
selected revenues 
could be funded with: 
• Funds that may be 

used for special 
education (Title I, 
Impact Aid)

• District general 
fund

• Non-earmarked 
district funds used 
for special 
education

• Insurance 
reimbursements



43

Tuition Fund Expenditures
The tuition fund is used to pay tuition for a student who 
attends school outside the student's district of residence 

and for certain in-district student IEP special 
education costs

SB 191 (2013) 
expanded the 

use of the fund 
to include 

certain SPED 
costs
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Divvying out the State Special Education 
Allowable Cost Payment to Districts and Co-ops

Component Distribution % of total
Sp Ed 
approp

Instructional Block Grant (IBG)
ANB (about 
$150/ANB) 52.5% $21.3 million

Related Services Block Grant 
(RSBG)

ANB (about 
$50/ANB) 17.5% $7.1 million

Reimbursement for 
Disproportionate Costs

Complex; high-cost 
students 25% $10.2 million

Co-op Admin and Travel ANB, FTE, mileage 5% $2.0 million

Total State Special Education 
Approp HB 2 100% $40.6 million

The Block Grants are paid on ALL ANB, 
not just special education students.

If about 1 in 10 students require special 
education, then the state payments for 
the IBG and RSBG provide about $2,000 

in additional funding per special ed 
student. The local match and federal 
funds add to this and bring the total 
amount of additional funds to about 

$4,000. While this may be adequate for 
the differential costs for a student with 
mild disabilities, the costs for a student 

with moderate or severe disabilities may 
greatly exceed this amount.



45

IBG, 52.5%

RSBG, 17.5%

Disp Cost, 25%

Coop, 
5%

Non-co-op 
District

Co-op

District

Other sources of district 
SpEd funding:
• District General Fund 

and other funds
• Federal IDEA funding or 

other federal funds
• SB 191 permissive levy 

in the tuition fund

Co-op “dues” 
from districts

Divvying out the State Special Education Allowable 
Cost Payment to Districts and Co-ops

District

District



Special Education – Disproportionate Cost Payment
(circa 2005 with a threshold of 130%)
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General Fund Special
Ed Expenditures

Local Funding
Sources
State Funding
Sources

D
ol

la
rs

40% State Funding
60% Local Funding

Minimum expenditures
to avoid reversion

Disproportionate
cost threshold

(expressed as a % of the reversion)

3:1 Match

Thank you OPI for 
the graphic!



40% State Funding
60% Local Funding

Special Education – Disproportionate Cost Payment
(circa 2025 with a threshold of 300%)
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General Fund Special
Ed Expenditures

Local Funding
Sources
State Funding
Sources

D
ol

la
rs

Minimum expenditures
to avoid reversion

Disproportionate
cost threshold

(expressed as a % of the reversion)

3:1 Match

Thank you OPI for 
the graphic!



Special Education – Disproportionate Cost Payment Threshold Level 
History

48

0%

50%

100%

150%

200%

250%

300%

350%

2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021 2022 2023 2024 2025 2026

Disproportionate Cost Payment Threshold Level 



Longitudinal 
Mental Health

Trends

49



Mental Health Lens:
Maslow's Hierarchy of Needs

https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/File:Maslow%27s_Hierarchy_of_Needs_Pyramid_(original_five-level_model).png
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https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/File:Maslow%27s_Hierarchy_of_Needs_Pyramid_(original_five-level_model).png
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/File:Maslow%27s_Hierarchy_of_Needs_Pyramid_(original_five-level_model).png
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/File:Maslow%27s_Hierarchy_of_Needs_Pyramid_(original_five-level_model).png
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https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/File:Maslow%27s_Hierarchy_of_Needs_Pyramid_(original_five-level_model).png

Mental Health
Physiological Needs

https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/File:Maslow%27s_Hierarchy_of_Needs_Pyramid_(original_five-level_model).png
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/File:Maslow%27s_Hierarchy_of_Needs_Pyramid_(original_five-level_model).png
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/File:Maslow%27s_Hierarchy_of_Needs_Pyramid_(original_five-level_model).png
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Mental Health and Diet

YRBS data 1991-2023
OPI webpage: https://opi.mt.gov/Leadership/Data-Reporting/Youth-Risk-Behavior-Survey
Note that some questions have been added since data collection began in 1991. Longitudinal analysis covers the entire timespan that each question has been asked on the YRBS.

Takeaway:
Students report eating breakfasts and/or vegetables at 
lower rates than in the past.

https://opi.mt.gov/Leadership/Data-Reporting/Youth-Risk-Behavior-Survey
https://opi.mt.gov/Leadership/Data-Reporting/Youth-Risk-Behavior-Survey
https://opi.mt.gov/Leadership/Data-Reporting/Youth-Risk-Behavior-Survey
https://opi.mt.gov/Leadership/Data-Reporting/Youth-Risk-Behavior-Survey
https://opi.mt.gov/Leadership/Data-Reporting/Youth-Risk-Behavior-Survey
https://opi.mt.gov/Leadership/Data-Reporting/Youth-Risk-Behavior-Survey
https://opi.mt.gov/Leadership/Data-Reporting/Youth-Risk-Behavior-Survey
https://opi.mt.gov/Leadership/Data-Reporting/Youth-Risk-Behavior-Survey
https://opi.mt.gov/Leadership/Data-Reporting/Youth-Risk-Behavior-Survey
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Mental Health and Activity

Decrease of <1 percentage point over 2 years

YRBS data 1991-2023
OPI webpage: https://opi.mt.gov/Leadership/Data-Reporting/Youth-Risk-Behavior-Survey
Note that some questions have been added since data collection began in 1991. Longitudinal analysis covers the entire timespan that each question has been asked on the YRBS.

Takeaway:
Rates of physical activity and screen time have not changed 
substantially since YRBS began collecting the data.

https://opi.mt.gov/Leadership/Data-Reporting/Youth-Risk-Behavior-Survey
https://opi.mt.gov/Leadership/Data-Reporting/Youth-Risk-Behavior-Survey
https://opi.mt.gov/Leadership/Data-Reporting/Youth-Risk-Behavior-Survey
https://opi.mt.gov/Leadership/Data-Reporting/Youth-Risk-Behavior-Survey
https://opi.mt.gov/Leadership/Data-Reporting/Youth-Risk-Behavior-Survey
https://opi.mt.gov/Leadership/Data-Reporting/Youth-Risk-Behavior-Survey
https://opi.mt.gov/Leadership/Data-Reporting/Youth-Risk-Behavior-Survey
https://opi.mt.gov/Leadership/Data-Reporting/Youth-Risk-Behavior-Survey
https://opi.mt.gov/Leadership/Data-Reporting/Youth-Risk-Behavior-Survey
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Mental Health and Sleep

YRBS data 1991-2023
OPI webpage: https://opi.mt.gov/Leadership/Data-Reporting/Youth-Risk-Behavior-Survey
Note that some questions have been added since data collection began in 1991. Longitudinal analysis covers the entire timespan that each question has been asked on the YRBS.

Takeaway:
Students report getting adequate sleep at lower rates than in the past.

https://opi.mt.gov/Leadership/Data-Reporting/Youth-Risk-Behavior-Survey
https://opi.mt.gov/Leadership/Data-Reporting/Youth-Risk-Behavior-Survey
https://opi.mt.gov/Leadership/Data-Reporting/Youth-Risk-Behavior-Survey
https://opi.mt.gov/Leadership/Data-Reporting/Youth-Risk-Behavior-Survey
https://opi.mt.gov/Leadership/Data-Reporting/Youth-Risk-Behavior-Survey
https://opi.mt.gov/Leadership/Data-Reporting/Youth-Risk-Behavior-Survey
https://opi.mt.gov/Leadership/Data-Reporting/Youth-Risk-Behavior-Survey
https://opi.mt.gov/Leadership/Data-Reporting/Youth-Risk-Behavior-Survey
https://opi.mt.gov/Leadership/Data-Reporting/Youth-Risk-Behavior-Survey
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Mental Health and Shelter

YRBS data 1991-2023
OPI webpage: https://opi.mt.gov/Leadership/Data-Reporting/Youth-Risk-Behavior-Survey
Note that some questions have been added since data collection began in 1991. Longitudinal analysis covers the entire timespan that each question has been asked on the YRBS.

Takeaway:
There has been a small increase in students experiencing housing instability in the few years since YRBS began collecting this data.

https://opi.mt.gov/Leadership/Data-Reporting/Youth-Risk-Behavior-Survey
https://opi.mt.gov/Leadership/Data-Reporting/Youth-Risk-Behavior-Survey
https://opi.mt.gov/Leadership/Data-Reporting/Youth-Risk-Behavior-Survey
https://opi.mt.gov/Leadership/Data-Reporting/Youth-Risk-Behavior-Survey
https://opi.mt.gov/Leadership/Data-Reporting/Youth-Risk-Behavior-Survey
https://opi.mt.gov/Leadership/Data-Reporting/Youth-Risk-Behavior-Survey
https://opi.mt.gov/Leadership/Data-Reporting/Youth-Risk-Behavior-Survey
https://opi.mt.gov/Leadership/Data-Reporting/Youth-Risk-Behavior-Survey
https://opi.mt.gov/Leadership/Data-Reporting/Youth-Risk-Behavior-Survey
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https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/File:Maslow%27s_Hierarchy_of_Needs_Pyramid_(original_five-level_model).png

Mental Health
Safety / Security Needs

https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/File:Maslow%27s_Hierarchy_of_Needs_Pyramid_(original_five-level_model).png
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/File:Maslow%27s_Hierarchy_of_Needs_Pyramid_(original_five-level_model).png
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/File:Maslow%27s_Hierarchy_of_Needs_Pyramid_(original_five-level_model).png
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Mental Health – Bullying and Suicide

YRBS data 2023
OPI webpage: https://opi.mt.gov/Leadership/Data-Reporting/Youth-Risk-Behavior-Survey
Note that some questions have been added since data collection began in 1991. Longitudinal analysis covers the entire timespan that each question has been asked on the YRBS.

https://opi.mt.gov/Leadership/Data-Reporting/Youth-Risk-Behavior-Survey
https://opi.mt.gov/Leadership/Data-Reporting/Youth-Risk-Behavior-Survey
https://opi.mt.gov/Leadership/Data-Reporting/Youth-Risk-Behavior-Survey
https://opi.mt.gov/Leadership/Data-Reporting/Youth-Risk-Behavior-Survey
https://opi.mt.gov/Leadership/Data-Reporting/Youth-Risk-Behavior-Survey
https://opi.mt.gov/Leadership/Data-Reporting/Youth-Risk-Behavior-Survey
https://opi.mt.gov/Leadership/Data-Reporting/Youth-Risk-Behavior-Survey
https://opi.mt.gov/Leadership/Data-Reporting/Youth-Risk-Behavior-Survey
https://opi.mt.gov/Leadership/Data-Reporting/Youth-Risk-Behavior-Survey
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Mental Health and Bullying

YRBS data 1991-2023
OPI webpage: https://opi.mt.gov/Leadership/Data-Reporting/Youth-Risk-Behavior-Survey
Note that some questions have been added since data collection began in 1991. Longitudinal analysis covers the entire timespan that each question has been asked on the YRBS.

Takeaway:
Rates at which students report being bullied have remained 
mostly the same since 2009.

https://opi.mt.gov/Leadership/Data-Reporting/Youth-Risk-Behavior-Survey
https://opi.mt.gov/Leadership/Data-Reporting/Youth-Risk-Behavior-Survey
https://opi.mt.gov/Leadership/Data-Reporting/Youth-Risk-Behavior-Survey
https://opi.mt.gov/Leadership/Data-Reporting/Youth-Risk-Behavior-Survey
https://opi.mt.gov/Leadership/Data-Reporting/Youth-Risk-Behavior-Survey
https://opi.mt.gov/Leadership/Data-Reporting/Youth-Risk-Behavior-Survey
https://opi.mt.gov/Leadership/Data-Reporting/Youth-Risk-Behavior-Survey
https://opi.mt.gov/Leadership/Data-Reporting/Youth-Risk-Behavior-Survey
https://opi.mt.gov/Leadership/Data-Reporting/Youth-Risk-Behavior-Survey


59
YRBS data 1991-2023
OPI webpage: https://opi.mt.gov/Leadership/Data-Reporting/Youth-Risk-Behavior-Survey
Note that some questions have been added since data collection began in 1991. Longitudinal analysis covers the entire timespan that each question has been asked on the YRBS.

Mental Health and Safety

Takeaway:
Students increasingly report experiencing 
teasing or feeling unsafe at school.

https://opi.mt.gov/Leadership/Data-Reporting/Youth-Risk-Behavior-Survey
https://opi.mt.gov/Leadership/Data-Reporting/Youth-Risk-Behavior-Survey
https://opi.mt.gov/Leadership/Data-Reporting/Youth-Risk-Behavior-Survey
https://opi.mt.gov/Leadership/Data-Reporting/Youth-Risk-Behavior-Survey
https://opi.mt.gov/Leadership/Data-Reporting/Youth-Risk-Behavior-Survey
https://opi.mt.gov/Leadership/Data-Reporting/Youth-Risk-Behavior-Survey
https://opi.mt.gov/Leadership/Data-Reporting/Youth-Risk-Behavior-Survey
https://opi.mt.gov/Leadership/Data-Reporting/Youth-Risk-Behavior-Survey
https://opi.mt.gov/Leadership/Data-Reporting/Youth-Risk-Behavior-Survey


60

https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/File:Maslow%27s_Hierarchy_of_Needs_Pyramid_(original_five-level_model).png

Mental Health
Social & Self Esteem Needs

https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/File:Maslow%27s_Hierarchy_of_Needs_Pyramid_(original_five-level_model).png
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/File:Maslow%27s_Hierarchy_of_Needs_Pyramid_(original_five-level_model).png
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/File:Maslow%27s_Hierarchy_of_Needs_Pyramid_(original_five-level_model).png
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Mental Health and Suicidal Ideation

YRBS data 1991-2023
OPI webpage: https://opi.mt.gov/Leadership/Data-Reporting/Youth-Risk-Behavior-Survey
Note that some questions have been added since data collection began in 1991. Longitudinal analysis covers the entire timespan that each question has been asked on the YRBS.

Takeaway:
Students increasingly report considering or making a plan to attempt suicide.

https://opi.mt.gov/Leadership/Data-Reporting/Youth-Risk-Behavior-Survey
https://opi.mt.gov/Leadership/Data-Reporting/Youth-Risk-Behavior-Survey
https://opi.mt.gov/Leadership/Data-Reporting/Youth-Risk-Behavior-Survey
https://opi.mt.gov/Leadership/Data-Reporting/Youth-Risk-Behavior-Survey
https://opi.mt.gov/Leadership/Data-Reporting/Youth-Risk-Behavior-Survey
https://opi.mt.gov/Leadership/Data-Reporting/Youth-Risk-Behavior-Survey
https://opi.mt.gov/Leadership/Data-Reporting/Youth-Risk-Behavior-Survey
https://opi.mt.gov/Leadership/Data-Reporting/Youth-Risk-Behavior-Survey
https://opi.mt.gov/Leadership/Data-Reporting/Youth-Risk-Behavior-Survey
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Mental Health and Suicidal Attempts

Increase of <1 percentage point over 20 years

YRBS data 1991-2023
OPI webpage: https://opi.mt.gov/Leadership/Data-Reporting/Youth-Risk-Behavior-Survey
Note that some questions have been added since data collection began in 1991. Longitudinal analysis covers the entire timespan that each question has been asked on the YRBS.

Takeaway:
Students report a small increase in suicide attempts, including attempts that 
result in a medical visit.

https://opi.mt.gov/Leadership/Data-Reporting/Youth-Risk-Behavior-Survey
https://opi.mt.gov/Leadership/Data-Reporting/Youth-Risk-Behavior-Survey
https://opi.mt.gov/Leadership/Data-Reporting/Youth-Risk-Behavior-Survey
https://opi.mt.gov/Leadership/Data-Reporting/Youth-Risk-Behavior-Survey
https://opi.mt.gov/Leadership/Data-Reporting/Youth-Risk-Behavior-Survey
https://opi.mt.gov/Leadership/Data-Reporting/Youth-Risk-Behavior-Survey
https://opi.mt.gov/Leadership/Data-Reporting/Youth-Risk-Behavior-Survey
https://opi.mt.gov/Leadership/Data-Reporting/Youth-Risk-Behavior-Survey
https://opi.mt.gov/Leadership/Data-Reporting/Youth-Risk-Behavior-Survey
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https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/File:Maslow%27s_Hierarchy_of_Needs_Pyramid_(original_five-level_model).png

Mental Health
Self Esteem & Actualization Needs

https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/File:Maslow%27s_Hierarchy_of_Needs_Pyramid_(original_five-level_model).png
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/File:Maslow%27s_Hierarchy_of_Needs_Pyramid_(original_five-level_model).png
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/File:Maslow%27s_Hierarchy_of_Needs_Pyramid_(original_five-level_model).png
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Mental Health – Negative Self Image

(Perception)

(Reality)

YRBS data 1991-2023
OPI webpage: https://opi.mt.gov/Leadership/Data-Reporting/Youth-Risk-Behavior-Survey
Note that some questions have been added since data collection began in 1991. Longitudinal analysis covers the entire timespan that each question has been asked on the YRBS.

https://opi.mt.gov/Leadership/Data-Reporting/Youth-Risk-Behavior-Survey
https://opi.mt.gov/Leadership/Data-Reporting/Youth-Risk-Behavior-Survey
https://opi.mt.gov/Leadership/Data-Reporting/Youth-Risk-Behavior-Survey
https://opi.mt.gov/Leadership/Data-Reporting/Youth-Risk-Behavior-Survey
https://opi.mt.gov/Leadership/Data-Reporting/Youth-Risk-Behavior-Survey
https://opi.mt.gov/Leadership/Data-Reporting/Youth-Risk-Behavior-Survey
https://opi.mt.gov/Leadership/Data-Reporting/Youth-Risk-Behavior-Survey
https://opi.mt.gov/Leadership/Data-Reporting/Youth-Risk-Behavior-Survey
https://opi.mt.gov/Leadership/Data-Reporting/Youth-Risk-Behavior-Survey


Mental Health and Negative Self-Image
(Reality)

In 2023, 14.6% of students who took the YRBS were 
overweight.

(Perception)

In 2023, 30% of students who took the YRBS perceived 
themselves as overweight.

Decrease of <1 percentage point over 20 years

Takeaway:
Students tend to have a more negative view of their own weight than what 
is medically classified as overweight.

YRBS data 1991-2023
OPI webpage: https://opi.mt.gov/Leadership/Data-Reporting/Youth-Risk-Behavior-Survey
Note that some questions have been added since data collection began in 1991. Longitudinal analysis covers the entire timespan that each question has been asked on the YRBS. 65

https://opi.mt.gov/Leadership/Data-Reporting/Youth-Risk-Behavior-Survey
https://opi.mt.gov/Leadership/Data-Reporting/Youth-Risk-Behavior-Survey
https://opi.mt.gov/Leadership/Data-Reporting/Youth-Risk-Behavior-Survey
https://opi.mt.gov/Leadership/Data-Reporting/Youth-Risk-Behavior-Survey
https://opi.mt.gov/Leadership/Data-Reporting/Youth-Risk-Behavior-Survey
https://opi.mt.gov/Leadership/Data-Reporting/Youth-Risk-Behavior-Survey
https://opi.mt.gov/Leadership/Data-Reporting/Youth-Risk-Behavior-Survey
https://opi.mt.gov/Leadership/Data-Reporting/Youth-Risk-Behavior-Survey
https://opi.mt.gov/Leadership/Data-Reporting/Youth-Risk-Behavior-Survey
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Mental Health as Self-Reported

YRBS data 1991-2023
OPI webpage: https://opi.mt.gov/Leadership/Data-Reporting/Youth-Risk-Behavior-Survey
Note that some questions have been added since data collection began in 1991. Longitudinal analysis covers the entire timespan that each question has been asked on the YRBS.

Takeaway:
Students increasingly report experiencing sadness, 
hopelessness, and negative mental health.

https://opi.mt.gov/Leadership/Data-Reporting/Youth-Risk-Behavior-Survey
https://opi.mt.gov/Leadership/Data-Reporting/Youth-Risk-Behavior-Survey
https://opi.mt.gov/Leadership/Data-Reporting/Youth-Risk-Behavior-Survey
https://opi.mt.gov/Leadership/Data-Reporting/Youth-Risk-Behavior-Survey
https://opi.mt.gov/Leadership/Data-Reporting/Youth-Risk-Behavior-Survey
https://opi.mt.gov/Leadership/Data-Reporting/Youth-Risk-Behavior-Survey
https://opi.mt.gov/Leadership/Data-Reporting/Youth-Risk-Behavior-Survey
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• 43% of students* felt so sad or hopeless almost every day for two weeks or more in a row that they stopped doing usual activities.
• Students* reported their mental health as "not good" by frequency:

• Sometimes 24%
• Most of the time 17%
• Always 9%

• 62% of students* reported using social media several times a day, with 34% reporting their usage as multiple times per hour.
• 26% of students* reported having eaten breakfast every day for the past week.
• 28% of students* had seriously considered or made a plan to attempt suicide in the past 12 months.
• 22% of students* actually attempted suicide in the past 12 months.
• 8% of students* made a suicide attempt in the past 12 months that resulted in an injury, poisoning, or overdose that had to be 

treated by a doctor or nurse.

Mental Health Subpopulations

YRBS 2023 data – American Indian middle school students
• OPI YRBS webpage: https://opi.mt.gov/Leadership/Data-Reporting/Youth-Risk-Behavior-Survey    data summarized by SFIC staff

*
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YRBS 1993-2023 longitudinal data – American Indian high school students
• OPI YRBS webpage: https://opi.mt.gov/Leadership/Data-Reporting/Youth-Risk-Behavior-Survey

Mental Health Subpopulations

More than double the % of all students who attempted suicide
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YRBS 1999-2023 longitudinal data – Students with disabilities*
*Based on student responses to YRBS question: 
In the past 12 months, have you received help from a resource teacher, speech therapist, or other special education teacher?

Mental Health Subpopulations

Blue = all students
Orange = students with disabilities*

YRBS 1993-2023 longitudinal data – Students with disabilities*
OPI webpage: https://opi.mt.gov/Leadership/Data-Reporting/Youth-Risk-Behavior-Survey
Note that some questions have been added since data collection began in 1991. Longitudinal analysis covers the entire timespan that each question has been asked on the YRBS.

Blue = all students
Orange = students with disabilities*

Blue = all students
Orange = students with disabilities*

Blue = all students
Orange = students with disabilities*

Takeaway:
Students with disabilities tend to experience higher rates of bullying, hopelessness, and suicidal ideation than their peers.
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Downward Trends:
• Students report getting adequate sleep, eating breakfasts and/or eating 

vegetables at lower rates than in the past.
• Students tend to have a more negative perception of their own weight than 

what is medically classified as overweight.
Stagnant or Little Change:
• Rates at which students report being bullied have remained mostly the same 

since 2009.
• Rates of physical activity and screen time have not changed significantly since 

YRBS began collecting the data.
Upward Trends:
• Students increasingly report experiencing teasing or feeling unsafe at school, 

or experiencing sadness, hopelessness, and negative mental health.
• Students increasingly report considering attempting or making a plan to attempt 

suicide. Data shows a small increase in reported suicide attempts, including 
attempts that result in a medical visit.

• There has been a small increase in students experiencing housing instability in 
the few (<6) years since YRBS began collecting this data.

Mental Health – Longitudinal Summary

YRBS data 1991-2023
OPI webpage: https://opi.mt.gov/Leadership/Data-Reporting/Youth-Risk-Behavior-Survey
Note that some questions have been added since data collection began in 1991. Longitudinal analysis covers the entire timespan that each question has been asked on the YRBS.

Subpopulation Highlights:
• Students with disabilities 

tend to experience higher rates 
of bullying, hopelessness, and 
suicidal ideation than their 
peers.

• American Indian high school 
students report attempting 
suicide at more than double 
the rate of their peers.
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School Funding Resources: 
https://www.legmt.gov/lfd/publications/
school-funding-library/
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https://www.legmt.gov/lfd/publications/
property-tax-library/

Property Tax 
Resources: 

Staff Contact Info:
Julia Pattin, Legislative Fiscal Division, julia.pattin@legmt.gov
Pad McCracken, Legislative Services Division, pad.mccracken@legmt.gov
Laura Sankey Keip, Legislative Services Division, laura.sankeykeip@legmt.gov
Becca Brown, Legislative Services Division, rebecca.brown@legmt.gov
Kate Johnson, Legislative Fiscal Division, katharine.johnson@legmt.gov
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Questions?
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	�K-12 Funding Follow-Ups�(Various Topics)
	Today’s school funding training will be a smorgasbord of various topics:

School district characteristics:
Distribution of districts by size
Districts at-BASE, over-MAX, and trend
Isolated and non-isolated districts
Existing mechanisms related to school isolation/non-isolation
Modeling of the elimination of per-ANB entitlement decrement and/or elimination of basic entitlement increments
Update to the 2015 Special Education expenditures graphic
Mental health longitudinal data

Let us know what more your appetite requires, and we’ll bring more to the table next time!
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