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2016 TENNESSEE DRIVE YOUR COUNTY TO THE TOP TEN REPORT

MISSION .
Protect, Promote and Improve the health and prosperity of people in Tennessee. \N
—~
VISION X <

A recognized and trusted leader, partnering and engaging to accelerate Tennessee to one of'the

nation's ten healthiest states.

HISTORY | PURPOSE | WAYS TO USE THE REPORT

The Drive Your County to the Top Ten was first produced and issued in 2014
and has been used widely across the state in many different arenas.

Every county is provided a one-page summary of their county’s
demographics including top third, middle third, and bottom third
measures along with comparative graphs for “Tennessee’s Big Three + 1" -
Adult Smoking, Adult Obesity, Physical Inactivity, and Substance Abuse. :
The county comparative graphs highlight "Tennessee’s Big Three + 1.” ; o N
These factors directly influence six of the top ten leading causes of death ~%

in Tennessee along with various other public health threats. 1
The report serves as a tool to examine health measures individually and allows o..
each county, regardless of their overall health ranking within Robert Wood

Johnson Foundation (RWJF) & University of Wisconsin Population Health

Institute’s (UWPHI) County Health Rankings and Roadmaps, to identify both areas of strength and
weakness that contribute to its health experience. In taking this approach, each health measure
must be evaluated on its own.

Although Tennessee’s Drive Your County to the Top Ten report does use the same individual health
measures provided by County Health Rankings and Roadmaps, Tennessee’s Drive Your County to the
Top Ten report does not use any sort of weighting system and does not employ the same ranking
system developed by the UWPHI's County Health Rankings model.

The purpose of report is to provide rankings and action items specific to each of the thirty-four
health measures presented in RWJF & UWPHI's County Health Rankings and Roadmaps.

The goal is to celebrate the success of every county that is able to achieve the healthiest status for
a specific measure.

This report would not have been possible without the commitment and expertise of the advisory panel:

Adam C. Jarvis Public Health Administrator e Alfredo Ramirez Director of Operations Analysis Office e

Chelsea Ridley Director of Customer Engagement & Performance Excellence e Vincent Pinkney

Assistant Commissioner, Division of Administrative Services ¢ Joey Smith Director, Montgomery County

......

Health Department



BACKGROUND :

/0

The vision of the Tennessee Department of Health is to be “A recognized and trusted leader, partnering and
engaging to accelerate Tennessee to one of the nation's ten healthiest states.” The Drive Your County /;V{\ Top
Ten report is designed to help Tennessee counties accelerate their improvement. The report is designed

to provide a roadmap for each county of how they can become one the top ten healthiest counties in the
state - ultimately allowing Tennessee to fulfill our vision of being one of the nation’s ten healthiest states.

This report is designed to provide rankings and action statements specific to each of the thirty-five health
measures presented in Robert Wood Johnson Foundation and University of Wisconsin Population Health
Institute’s County Health Rankings and Roadmaps. The structure of this report allows users to quickly learn
about the health and demographics of their community through accessing the county overview page. The
user can then dive deeper and target health interventions for their community by reviewing the county
report.

The aim is to improve local health decision-making to achieve better health outcomes and encourage
discussion concerning the challenges experienced by counties currently underperforming in a particular
health measure, while also creating opportunities for engagement between the healthiest counties to
identify what determinants may be contributing to their success. Our goal is to monitor variation in the
outcomes of each health measure and to facilitate continuous improvement.

The Drive report has been used all across the state in a wide variety of ways. Users are using the report
to develop Community Health Assessments (CHA), supplement Community Health Improvement Plans
(CHIPs), and apply for various funding opportunities.

The overall health ranking of a county doesn’t provide the most accurate representation of the actual
health of the community. This report allows users to quickly access county specific health information for
35 health measures - giving each measure a rank in comparison to Tennessee’s 95 counties and
describing in detail how they can be in the top ten.

Let’s get started informing, connecting, and accelerating!
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Comparative graphs for TN’s “BiJ
Adult Smoking, Adult Obesity, & Physical
Inactivity. Each graph provides the
) Tennessee county with its respective region
and three non-Tennessee comparative
counties from around the US based on
county-level demographics. The vertical lines
represent: the TN Average, the US Average,
Top US Performers (top 10%) and the
Healthy People 2020 (HP) Goal. For all
measures a decrease (shift left) in percentage
represents improvement.
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Quick Snap Shot

: - County specific health measures separated by
ot . . “Top Third” (rank 1 - 31), “Middle Third”
e : (rank 32 - 63), and “Bottom Third” (rank 64
- 95).
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TN [ — DRIVE YOUR COUNTY TO THE ANDERSON COUNTY
Health 'I.ir". TOP TEN Summary

E Population: 75,528 <18 YOA: 21.04%| 65+ YOA: 18.89% % Rural: 34.70%
o
ézﬁ Unemployment: 6.83%| % Females: 51.50%| % Males: 48.50% Graduation Rate: 88.64%
g‘ Single parent households: 34.19% MHI:  $46,689
. Top Third
Ad u It SmOkl ng Measure Value
Uninsured 13.47%
Wilson : Mammography Screening 67.00%
Mid-Cumberland Region 1 Dentists 1511:1
Dickinson, MI | Preventable Hosptial Stays 50.27
Fast Region : Access to Exercise Opportunities 75.27%
Anderson 1 Primary Care Physicians 1481:1
0% 5% 10% 15% 20% 25% 30% Social Associations 15.36
m === TN Average —— - US Average Poor Physical Health Days 4.50
Poor Mental Health Days 4.50
HP 2020 Top US Performers
Some College 55.34%
Middle Third
Ad u I t O beS | ty Measure Value
Alcohol-Impaired Driving Deaths 25.42%
Wilson Adult Smoking 22.70%
Mid-Cumberland Region Premature Death 9277.50
Dickinson, MI Food Environment Index 7.20
East Region Sexually Transmitted Infections 266.52
Anderson Injury Deaths 92.20
10% 15% 20% 25% 30% 35% Adult Obesity 33.10%
= ___ TN Average . US Average Diabetic Monitoring 86.35%
Violent Crime 380.97
HP 2020 Top US Performers . .
Low Birthweight 8.95%
Physical Inactivity Measure Value
Driving Alone to Work 87.16%
Wilson High School Graduation 88.64%
Mid-Cumberland Region Children in Single-Parent Households 34.19%
Dickinson, MI
East Region
Anderson
10% 15% 20% 25% 30% 35% 40%
' === TN Average ===« US Average
HP 2020 Top US Performers

Tennessee'sBig3+1

Why were these charts selected? The "Big 3 + 1" directly influences at least
six of the top ten leading causes of death in Tennessee, and also directly
Physical Substance influence other public health threats, such as heart disease, cancer, and
Inactivity Abuse diabetes. Overall, the Big Three plus One influences two-thirds of the
factors that contribute to Tennessee’s overall rank.

Tobacco Use Obesity

Comparative Counties:

Each graph provides the Tennessee county with its respective region and three non-Tennessee comparative counties from around the
US based on county-level demographics. The vertical lines represent: the TN Average, the US Average, Top US Performers (top 10%)
and the Healthy People 2020 (HP) Goal. For all measures a decrease (shift left) in percentage represents improvement.

YOA: Years of Age. MHI: Median Household Income. HP 2020: Healthy People 2020 Goal. Adult Smoking: Percentage of adults who are current smokers. Source: Behavioral Risk
Factor Surveillance System; 2006-2012. Adult Obesity: Percentage of adults that report a BMI of 30 or more. Source: CDC Diabetes Interactive Atlas; 2011. Physical Inactivity:
Percentage of adults aged 20 and over reporting no leisure-time physical activity. Source: CDC Diabetes Interactive Atlas; 2011. Prepared by the Division of Administrative Services,
Tennessee Department of Health. Nashville, TN. admin.health@tn.gov or 615-741-5001.

WWW.TN.GOV/HEALTH/TOPIC/SPECIALREPORTS
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.Health
12}
b=} Rank 10th Ranked  Value b Beraliasdl Difference Shift in Value US Average Peer County Peer Value
3 | Premature Death Value
‘s 35 Knox 9277.50 7735.80 1541.70 1Bad |Good 6,600.00 Mercer, PA 7414.50
<. . .
By | Yeamsofpowntallifelost | For every 100 people in the county, 1 people in the county need to live one year closer to age 75. Lycoming, PA  6628.50
=t before age 75 per 100,000 ’
Q [ population (age-adjusted
— Source National Center for Health Statistics - Mortality files Year(s) 2011-2013 Dickinson, M1 6979.90
Poor or Fair Rank 10th Ranked  Value IOt};::lillked Difference Shift in Value ~ US Average | Peer County Peer Value
Health*
e 21 Rutherford  20.90% 19.60% 1.30% 1Bad |Good 18.00% Mercer, PA  14.80%
Percentage of adults Improve the health of 2 out of every 100 people in the county who, in general, report being in poor or
reporting fair or poor prov v very P Pfail’ health. unty who, in g > ep gmp Lycoming, PA 13.80%
w health (age-adjusted .
g Source Behavioral Risk Factor Surveillance System Year(s) 2014 Dickinson, MI 12.30%
e} Poor Physical Rank 5th Ranked  Value 5th Ranked Difference Shift in Value =~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
Value
Q Health Days* — —
*5 16 Knox 4.50 4.30 0.20 1Bad |Good 3.8 Mercer, PA 3.70
O Average number of . .
& | physically unhealthy days Engage people in the county on ways to reduce number of poor physical health days reported by Lycoming. PA 3.50
L= ;j reported in past 30 days residents by 1 days per month. ¥ & o
‘*_‘-’ [ age-adjusted
4] g‘ Source Behavioral Risk Factor Surveillance System Year(s) 2014 Dickinson, MI 3.40
o
' | = |Poor Mental Health|  Rank  IstRanked  Value 13‘&‘;25“1 Difference  Shiftin Value  US Average | Peer County Peer Value
Days*
8 as 16 Williamson __ 4.50 3.80 0.70 1Bad |Good 2.8 Mercer, PA 400
Average number of E le in th nty on to reduce number of poor physical health days reported b
mentally unhealthy days Tgage peop’e ¢ county © ‘:,:Syiile(;t:bucledau;n :; 12101:1(;)1 physie ea ays reportec by L)'Comiﬂga PA 3.90
reported in past 30 days y yS P :
bl Source Behavioral Risk Factor Surveillance System Year(s) 2014 Dickinson, MI 3.60
. . Rank 10th Ranked  Value 10¢h Ranked Difference Shift in Value ~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
Low Birthweight Value
57 Pickett 8.95% 7.24% 1.70% 1Bad |Good 8.00% Mercer, PA 7.88%
Rercentapeof live births Reduce the number of low birth weight babies by 2 for every 100 live births. Lycoming, PA 7.35%
with low birthweight (< )
2500 grams)
Source National Center for Health Statistics - Natality files Year(s) 2007-2013 Dickinson, MI 8.38%
Rank 10th Ranked  Value 10¢h Ranked Difference Shift in Value  US Average Peer Coun Peer Value
Adult Smoking* Value g ty
34 Humphreys  22.70% 21.10% 1.60% 1Bad |Good 17.00% Mercer, PA 22.20%
Percentage of adults who Get 8 out of every 100 current adult smokers in the county to quit smoking. Lycoming, PA 20.30%
are current smokers
7)) Source Behavioral Risk Factor Surveillance System Year(s) 2014 Dickinson, MI 17.20%
| »
=
8 =] . Rank 10th Ranked  Value 10¢h Ranked Difference Shift in Value ~ US Average | Peer County Peer Value
134 S Adult Obesity Value
< 2 51 Hamilton 33.10% 29.90% 3.20% 1Bad |Good 27.00% Mercer, PA 33.40%
| )
e AR | Bercentage of aduls that Get 10 out of every 100 current obese adults in the county to reduce their BMI below 30. Lycoming, PA 29.90%
= | S| reportaBMIof300r )
Ts ‘—‘“ more
ol Source CDC Diabetes Interactive Atlas Year(s) 2012 Dickinson, MI 30.30%
m T Food Environment Rank 5th Ranked  Value SthVI:;t::ed Difference Shift in Value =~ US Average | Peer County Peer Value
Inde
* 35 Cannon 7.20 7.9 0.7 1Good |Bad 7.20 Mercer, PA 7.50
Index of factors that
contribute to a healthy Increase the county's food index score by 0.7. Lycoming, PA 7.20
food environment, 0
worst) to 10 (best -
Source USDA Food Environment Atlas, Map the Meal Gap Year(s) 2013 Dickinson, MI 7.30

Prepared by the Division of Administrative Services, Tennessee Department of Health. Nashville, TN. May 2016. admin.health@tn.gov or 615-741-9398. The full report can be accessed at:
http://tn.gov/health/topic/specialreports. All data is from the University of Wisconsin Population Health Institute and Robert Wood Johnson Foundation's, 2015 County Health Rankings and Roadmaps
report. Difference statements represent the absolute value using the following formula: ["Value" - "10th Ranked Value"]. *The action statements are based on the assumption that no new additional cases
occur. *¥Data should not be compared with prior years due to changes in definition/methods. All rankings and action statements presented in this report must be interpreted with caution due to
various limitations of each measurement. Further information with regards to the strengths and limitations of each measurement may be found by clicking the hyperlink found in the

description of each measurement.
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http://www.countyhealthrankings.org/app/tennessee/2016/measure/outcomes/2/description
http://www.countyhealthrankings.org/app/tennessee/2016/measure/outcomes/2/description
http://www.countyhealthrankings.org/app/tennessee/2016/measure/outcomes/2/description
http://www.countyhealthrankings.org/app/tennessee/2016/measure/outcomes/2/description
http://www.countyhealthrankings.org/app/tennessee/2016/measure/factors/9/description
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Health Factors

10th Ranked

. .. Rank 10th Ranked  Value Difference Shift in Value =~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
Physical Inactivity Value
29 Shelby 34.30% 30.20% 4.10% 1Bad | Good 23.00% Mercer, PA 27.20%
Percentage of adults aged
20 and over reporting no Get 12 out of every 100 currently physically inactive adults to exercise during leisure time. Lycoming, PA 25.00%
leisure-time physical
activity Source CDC Diabetes Interactive Atlas Year(s) 2012 Dickinson, MI 20.40%
. 10th Ranked . o
Access to Exercise Rank 10th Ranked  Value Value Difference Shift in Value =~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
Opportunities
13 Loudon 75.27% 78.48% 3.21% 1Good |Bad 84.00% Mercer, PA 84.52%
Percentage of population | Consider how to remove barriers to access exercise locations to reach an additional 3.21 percent of the R ~
with adequate access to ' . Lycommg, PA 75.21%
; ; county's population.
locations for physical
activity Source Business Analyst, Delorme, ESRI, & US Census Tigetline Files Year(s) 2010 & 2014 | Dickinson, MI 90.50%
. s Rank 10th Ranked  Value 10th Ranked Difference Shift in Value =~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
Excessive Drinking Value
® 63 Benton 11.80% 10.60% 1.20% 1Bad |Good 17.00% Mercer, PA 16.40%
=
2 Percentage of adults Get 11 out of every 100 adults in the county that currently drink to excess (binge and heavy drinkers) Lyvcoming. PA 17.50%
g reporting binge or heavy to stop drinking more than one (women) or two (men) drinks per day on average. y & o
< drinking
Cg Source Behavioral Risk Factor Surveillance System Year(s) 2014 Dickinson, MI 19.30%
€ | Alcohol-Impaired | Rank  10th Ranked  Value 10“;,1:1‘:2“"1 Difference  Shiftin Value  US Average | Peer County Peer Value
'S | Driving Deaths -
E 33 Sullivan 25.42% 19.17% 6.26% 1Bad |Good 31.00% Mercer, PA 32.26%
e Reduce the number of alcohol related driving deaths by 6.26 percent. Lycoming, PA 42.86%
deaths with alcohol
involvement
Source Fatality Analysis Reporting System Year(s) 2010-2014 Dickinson, MI 75.00%
Sexua.ll Y Rank  10th Ranked  Value 10¢h Ranked Difference Shift in Value ~ US Average | Peer County Peer Value
Transmitted Value
Infections 40 Overton 266.52 153.22 113.30 1Bad |Good 446.60 Mercer, PA 366.61
Number of newly Consider ways to educate 5 out of every 10 persons self-reporting to be involved in any sexual contact .
T . . . . . . Lycoming, PA 366.14
diagnosed chlamydia cases to commit to using safe sex practices to prevent the infection of Chlamydia.
per 100,000 population
Source National Center for HIV/AIDS, Viral Hepatitis, STD, & TB Prevention Year(s) 2013 Dickinson, MI 183.07
. Rank 10th Ranked  Value 10¢h Ranked Difference Shift in Value ~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
Teen Births Value
23 Putnam 41.20 34.87 6.33 1Bad |Good 35.00 Mercer, PA 26.39
Teen birth rate per 1,000 | For every 100 teenage females (ages 15 to 19 years) in the county, consider ways to prevent 16 teen(s) Lycoming. PA 3265
female population, ages 154 from becoming pregnant. i & :
19
Source National Center for Health Statistics - Natality files Year(s) 2007-2013 Dickinson, MI 23.67
. Rank 1st Ranked Value Ist Ranked Difference Shift in Value ~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
Uninsured Value
3 Williamson 13.47% 8.89% 4.58% 1Bad |Good 17.00% Mercer, PA 11.49%
WL&({”"U%P&P“}:"& Get 35 out of every 100 currently uninsured adults ages 18-64 to obtain health insurance. Lycoming, PA 11.33%
under age 09 without
health insurance
Source Small Area Health Insurance Estimates Year(s) 2013 Dickinson, MI 12.30%
. 10th Ranked . cp s
0 Primary Care Rank 10th Ranked  Value Val Difference Shift in Value =~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
b=} Physicians 2e
&) 15 Coffee 1481:1 1368:1 113 1Bad |Good 1320:1 Mercer, PA 1355:1
Tcg To reach a population-to-provider ratio at or exceeding that of the 10th ranking county, 7 primary
‘2 | Ratioof population to care providers would need to be recruited to the county. More importantly, if the county's value is | Lycoming, PA 1390:1
8 primary care physicians greater than 3,500, this county would be considered a Health Professional Shortage Area.
Source Area Health Resource File/ Ametican Medical Association  Year(s) 2013 Dickinson, MI 1135:1
ki
. Rank 5th Ranked  Value 5th Ranked Difference Shift in Value =~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
Dentists Value
7 Hamilton 1511:1 1416:1 95 1Bad | Good 1540:1 Mercer, PA 1915:1
To reach a population-to-provider ratio at or exceeding that of the 5th ranking county, 6 dental care
Ratio of population to | providers would need to be recruited to the county. More importantly, if the county's value is greater | Lycoming, PA 2330:1
dentists than 5,000, this county would be considered a Health Professional Shortage Area.
Source Area Health Resource File/National Provider Identification file Year(s) 2014 Dickinson, MI 1082:1
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Health Factors

10th Ranked

Source American Community Survey Year(s)

Mental Health Rank 10th Ranked  Value Val Difference Shift in Value ~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
Providers alue —
20 Henry 1064:1 644:1 420 1Bad |Good 490:1 Mercer, PA 653:1
To reach a population-to-provider ratio at or exceeding that of the 10th ranking county, 75 mental
Ratio of population to | health providers would need to be recruited to the county. More importantly, if the county's value is | Lycoming, PA 826:1
mental health providers greater than 30,000, this county would be considered a Health Professional Shortage Area.
Source CMS, National Provider Identification file Year(s) 2015 Dickinson, MI 448:1
Preventable Rank 5th Ranked  Value 5thV1:im:ed Difference Shift in Value ~ US Average | Peer County Peer Value
Hospital Stays — = — —
10 Knox 50.27 45.07 5.20 1Bad |Good 54.00 Mercer, PA 62.21
® %{;uzl_;:; For every 100 Medicare enrollees, prevent 1 Med.ic’are enro}lfees from being hospitalized for Lycoming, PA 4808
< ST ambulatory-care sensitive conditions. g
U sensitve c‘ondumns Cr
— | 1000 Medicare enrallees [Tg oy ce Dartmouth Atlas of Health Care Year(s) 2013 Dickinson, M 42,78
8 10th Ranked
= Diabetic Rank 10th Ranked  Value Vala e € Difference Shift in Value ~ US Average | Peer County Peer Value
= Monitoring — - - .
@) 53 Giles 86.35% 89.20% 2.85% 1Good |Bad 63.00% Mercer, PA 83.08%
Percentage of diabetic For every 100 diabetic Medicare enrollees, get 3 additional Medicare enrollees to receive HbAlc . o
Medicare enrollees ages 65 screenin Lycommg, PA 88.30%
75 that receive HbAlc g
menitering Source Dartmouth Atlas of Health Care Year(s) 2013 Dickinson, MI  87.98%
Mammography Rank 5th Ranked  Value Sthvi?rfed Difference Shift in Value ~ US Average | Peer County Peer Value
Screenin,
creening 6 Cumberland  67.00% 71.00% £00% 1Good | Bad 63.00% Mercer, PA 63.00%
Percentage of female For e 100 female Medicare enrollees, get 4 additional Medicare enrollees to receive their .
Medicare enrollees ages 67 very . € & marnrnS:)gra ha screen?n edica ces v Lycommg, PA 74.00%
69 that receive graphy g
mammography screening [ g4y rce Dartmouth Atlas of Health Care Year(s) 2013 Dickinson, MI  70.00%
High School Rank  1stRanked  Value IS“?“l“ked Difference  Shiftin Value  US Average | Peer County Peer Value
Graduation - auce
65 Tipton 88.64% 98.00% 9.36% 1Good |Bad 82.00% Mercer, PA 89.14%
Bercentape of nlurhrade. For every 100 ninth graders, assist 10 additional ninth graders to graduate within four years. Lycoming, PA 84.27%
cohort that graduates in °
four years
Source EDFacts Year(s) 2012-2013 Dickinson, MI 85.64%
10th Ranked . I
Rank 10th Ranked  Value Difference Shift in Value ~ US Average | Peer County Peer Value
Some College Value
17 Shelby 55.34% 62.28% 6.94% 1Good |Bad 64.00% Mercer, PA 56.60%
o | Percentage 0”4“'“ aces For every 100 adults between 25-44 years of age, assist 7 additional adults to complete some Lycoming, PA 54.82%
‘5 25-44 years with some coursework at the collegiate level. g
+ | post-secondary education
g Source American Community Survey Year(s) 2010-2014 Dickinson, MI 58.67%
o
0 Rank  10th Ranked Value (ORRanked o rence  ShiftinValue US Average | Peer County Peer Value
= | Unemployment Value
g 28 Robertson 6.83% 5.69% 1.14% 1Bad |Good 6.20% Mercer, PA 5.94%
Q ages 16 and older For every 100 persons ages 16 years and older, help 2 persons successfully find employment. Lycoming, PA 6.07%
) work Source Bureau of Labor Statistics Year(s) 2014 Dickinson, MI 6.65%
= 10th Ranked
i3] . . Rank 10th Ranked  Value Difference Shift in Value =~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
& | Children in Poverty Value
2 22 Dickson 23.80% 21.10% 2.70% 1Bad |Good 22.00% Mercer, PA 25.00%
F 100 child: der 18 i ty, help 12 children to find assist to get f
Pereentane of childsen or every children (under 18 years) in poverty, help 12 children to find assistance to get out o ycoming, PA 22.60%
T T——— poverty.
under age 18 in poverty
Source Small Area Income and Poverty Estimates Year(s) 2014 Dickinson, MI 18.50%
. Rank 10th Ranked  Value 10¢h Ranked Difference Shift in Value =~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
Income Inequality Value
60 Houston 4.72 4.11 0.61 1Bad | Good 4.70 Mercer, PA 4.20
Ratio of houschold income To reach a household income ratio at or below that of the 10th ranking county reduce the gap Lyvcomine. PA 416
at the 80th percentile to. between the 80th percentile and 20th percentile by 1 household(s). yeoming, i
income at the 20th
percentile 2010-2014 | Dickinson, MI 433
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http://www.countyhealthrankings.org/app/tennessee/2016/measure/factors/21/description
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http://www.countyhealthrankings.org/app/tennessee/2016/measure/factors/69/description

Health Factors

10th Ranked

minutes

Children in Single- Rank 10th Ranked  Value Difference Shift in Value ~ US Average | Peer County Peer Value
Value
Parent Households
65 Lawrence 34.19% 23.36% 10.83% 1Bad |Good 34.00% Mercer, PA 32.22%
P(Tr,mm ve of children that| FOr every 100 single parent households in the .county, investigate ways to encourage 32 households to Lycoming, PA 35.42%
live in a household headed be a multi-parent household. ’
by single parent
Source American Community Survey Year(s) 2010-2014 Dickinson, MI 29.79%
) - Rank 10thRanked Value CiRamked 4 rence ShiftinValue USAvetage | Peer County Peer Value
Social Associations Value
15 Johnson 15.36 16.13 0.78 1Good |Bad 9.00 Mercer, PA 17.19
@ | Number of membership . P . o . § .
& | ssociatons per 10000 For every 100 people in the county, increase the number of membership associations by 1. Lycoming, PA 16.62
‘5 population
< Source County Business Patterns Year(s) 2013 Dickinson, MI 18.78
=~
Q . . Rank 10th Ranked  Value 10th Ranked Difference Shift in Value  US Average Peer County Peer Value
é Violent Crime Value
) 54 Carter 380.97 206.33 174.64 1Bad |Good 392.00 Mercer, PA 214.83
(=)
=] f reporte
Q |  Dumberof reported. For every 100 persons in the county, prevent 46 people from committing a violent crime. Lycoming, PA 176.81
m violent crime offenses per -
100,000 population
3 Source Uniform Crime Reporting - FBI Year(s) 2010-2012 Dickinson, MI NA
= 10th Ranked
3] . Rank 10th Ranked  Value 4 Difference Shift in Value US Average Peer County Peer Value
o Injury Deaths Value
£ 44 Washington 92.20 70.04 22.16 1Bad |Good 60.00 Mercer, PA 75.11
Number of deaths due to For every 1,000 population consider ways to prevent 241 deaths as a result of intentional and Lyvcoming. PA 57.65
injury per 100,000 unintentional injury. ¥ & ’
population
Source CDC WONDER mortality data Year(s) 2009-2013 Dickinson, MI 79.37
. R 10th Ranked . 8
Air Pollution - Rank 10th Ranked  Value Val Difference Shift in Value =~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
Particulate Matter = e
24 Greene 13.41 13.14 0.27 1Bad |Good 11.40 Mercer, PA 13.98
Average daily density of Reduce the average daily measure of fine particulate matter by 0.27 micrograms per cubic meter
fine particulate matter in v g Y Y p (PNFZ 5) 4 g P v Lycoming, PA 12.51
micrograms per cubic e
Dl iDL Source CDC WONDER Environmental data Year(s) 2011 Dickinson, M 10.38
Drinking Water Rank  IstRanked  Value ISt‘I;aI“ked Difference  Shiftin Value  US Average | Peer County Peer Value
Violations ue
No Rank NA No No NA NA NA Mercer, PA Yes
Percentage of % CO : i i
;::er:tzﬂ;];)Cs(i;id‘t:: " There were no health-based drinking water violations. Lycoming, PA Yes
water exceeding a violation
Ll sl i et o Source Safe Drinking Water Information System Year(s) FY2013-14 Dickinson, MI No
. 10th Ranked . 9.
Severe Housing Rank 10th Ranked  Value Value Difference Shift in Value ~ US Average | Peer County Peer Value
Problems
- 28 Unicoi 12.93% 11.70% 1.22% 1Bad |Good 19.00% Mercer, PA 12.32%
[=
U | Percentage of households
g \x::b]][elr;:toi::Cij:::;:;:«' For every 100 persons in the county experiencingi ﬁozsing problems, help 10 person(s) to find housing Lycoming, PA 13.50%
5 high housing costs, or lack assistance.
E of kitchen or plumbing
facilities
25 e Source  Comprehensive Housing Affordability Strategy (CHAS) data_Year(s) 20082012 | Dickinson, MI ___10.38%
o
<
.9 | Driving Alone to Rank 10th Ranked  Value IOﬂ;Z?:Eked Difference Shift in Value =~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
2 Work
_Ef‘ 78 Grundy 87.16% 80.27% 6.89% 1Bad | Good 76.00% Mercer, PA 82.14%
A Percentage of the For every 100 persons that cutrently drive alone to work, convince 8 to carpool or take mass- Lycoming. PA 81.95%
workforce that drives transportation. ? & !
alone to work Source American Community Survey Year(s) 2010-2014 Dickinson, MI 84.88%
Long Commute - Rank 10th Ranked  Value 10t};71:1a1(13ked Difference Shift in Value =~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
Driving Alone v
28 Hamilton 29.90% 25.20% 4.70% 1Bad | Good 31.00% Mercer, PA 24.00%
ﬁ% For every 100 persons that currently drive more than 30 minu’fes alone to work, convince 16 to carpool ycoming, PA 20.10%
COMMUIE IR MEr At or take mass-transportation. g
alone, the percentage that
commute more than 30 Source American Community Survey Year(s) 2010-2014 Dickinson, MI 10.70%
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BEDFORD COUNTY

o Health INFORMING ® COMNECTING * ACCELERATING Su mmary
E Population: 46,627 <18 YOA: 26.22%| 65+ YOA: 14.37% % Rural: 55.60%
g,: Unemployment: 7.39%]| % Females: 50.90%| % Males: 49.10% Graduation Rate: 89.00%
g‘ Single parent households: 37.97% MHI:  $42,252
. Top Third
Ad u It SmOkl ng Measure Value
Mammography Screening 65.00%
Wilson Income Inequality 4.36
Mid-Cumberland Region Access to Exercise Opportunities 64.33%
Lawrence, OH Mental Health Providers 1457:1
South Central Region
Bedford
0% 5% 10% 15% 20% 25% 30%
m === TN Average ==« US Average
HP 2020 Top US Performers
Middle Third
Ad u I t O bes i ty Measure Value
Driving Alone to Work 83.52%
Wilson ' h Injury Deaths 85.95
Mid-Cumberland Region Premature Death 9288.30
Lawrence, OH Unemployment 7.39%
South Central Region Food Environment Index 7.10
Bedford Diabetic Monitoring 86.79%
10%  15%  20% 25% 30% 35% 40% 45% Long Commute - Driving Alone 36.30%
«Eﬁ- - o= TN Average L US Average Children in Poverty 28.40%
Violent Crime 362.15
HP 2020 Top US Performers .
Preventable Hosptial Stays 78.54
Physical Inactivity Measure Value
Uninsured 21.71%
Wilson - Poor or Fair Health 26.20%
Mid-Cumberland Region Physical Inactivity 39.70%
Lawrence, OH Alcohol-Impaired Driving Deaths 44.44%
South Central Region Children in Single-Parent Houscholds 37.97%
Bedford Adult Smoking 25.00%
10%  15% 20% 25% 30% 35% 40%  45% Poor Physical Health Days 5.10
m — == IN Average — - US Average Some College 37.88%
Teen Births 56.23
HP 2020 Top US Performers Social Associations 393

Tennessee'sBig3+1

Why were these charts selected? The "Big 3 + 1" directly influences at least
six of the top ten leading causes of death in Tennessee, and also directly
influence other public health threats, such as heart disease, cancer, and
diabetes. Overall, the Big Three plus One influences two-thirds of the
factors that contribute to Tennessee’s overall rank.

Substance
Abuse

Physical

Tobacco Use L
Inactivity

Obesity

Comparative Counties:

Each graph provides the Tennessee county with its respective region and three non-Tennessee comparative counties from around the
US based on county-level demographics. The vertical lines represent: the TN Average, the US Average, Top US Performers (top 10%)
and the Healthy People 2020 (HP) Goal. For all measures a decrease (shift left) in percentage represents improvement.

YOA: Years of Age. MHI: Median Household Income. HP 2020: Healthy People 2020 Goal. Adult Smoking: Percentage of adults who are current smokers. Source: Behavioral Risk
Factor Surveillance System; 2006-2012. Adult Obesity: Percentage of adults that report a BMI of 30 or more. Source: CDC Diabetes Interactive Atlas; 2011. Physical Inactivity:
Percentage of adults aged 20 and over reporting no leisure-time physical activity. Source: CDC Diabetes Interactive Atlas; 2011. Prepared by the Division of Administrative Services,
Tennessee Department of Health. Nashville, TN. admin.health@tn.gov or 615-741-5001.

WWW.TN.GOV/HEALTH/TOPIC/SPECIALREPORTS



2016 | TOPOTWEN BEDFORD COUNTY, TENNESSEE

 Health o et i
12}
b=} Rank 10th Ranked  Value b Beraliasdl Difference Shift in Value US Average Peer County Peer Value
3 | Premature Death Value
‘s 38 Knox 9288.30 7735.80 1552.50 1Bad |Good 6,600.00 Guernsey, OH  8679.90
<. . .
By | Yeamsofpowntallifelost | For every 100 people in the county, 1 people in the county need to live one year closer to age 75. Randolph, IN  8328.50
=t before age 75 per 100,000
Q [ population (age-adjusted
— Source National Center for Health Statistics - Mortality files Year(s) 2011-2013 Lawrence, OH  9427.20
Poor or Fair Rank 10th Ranked  Value IOt};::lillked Difference Shift in Value ~ US Average | Peer County Peer Value
Health*
e ) Rutherford  26.20% 19.60% 6.60% 1Bad |Good 18.00% | Guernsey, OH _ 18.00%
Percentage of adults Improve the health of 7 out of every 100 people in the county who, in general, report being in poor or
reporting fair or poor prov v very P Pfail’ health. unty who, in g > ep gmp Randolph, IN 17.60%
w health (age-adjusted .
g Source Behavioral Risk Factor Surveillance System Year(s) 2014 Lawrence, OH 18.30%
e} Poor Physical Rank 5th Ranked  Value 5th Ranked Difference Shift in Value =~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
Q Health Days* Value
*5 4 78 Knox 5.10 4.30 0.80 1Bad |Good 3.8 Guernsey, OH 4.10
O Average number of . .
@ | physically unhealthy days Engage people in the county on ways to reduce number of poor physical health days reported by .
S | phwsicaly unheality days. . Randolph, IN 4.00
L | 3 | reported in past 30 days residents by 1 days per month.
‘*_‘-’ [ age-adjusted
4] g‘ Source Behavioral Risk Factor Surveillance System Year(s) 2014 Lawrence, OH 4.30
o
' | = |Poor Mental Health|  Rank  IstRanked  Value 13‘&‘;25“1 Difference  Shiftin Value  US Average | Peer County Peer Value
Days*
8 ays 60 Williamson 4.8 3.80 1.00 1Bad |Good 2.8 Guernsey, OH_ 4.30
Average number of E le in th d b f hvsical health d db
m#m] s ngage people in the county on wayilto trebuclednum er o p(;;)lr physical health days reported by Randolph, IN 410
reported in past 30 days restdents by ays per month.
bl Source Behavioral Risk Factor Surveillance System Year(s) 2014 Lawrence, OH 4.50
. . Rank 10th Ranked  Value 10¢h Ranked Difference Shift in Value ~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
Low Birthweight Value
59 Pickett 8.99% 7.24% 1.75% 1Bad |Good 8.00% Guernsey, OH 8.11%
Rercentapeof live births Reduce the number of low birth weight babies by 2 for every 100 live births. Randolph, IN 9.25%
with low birthweight (<
2500 grams)
Source National Center for Health Statistics - Natality files Year(s) 2007-2013 Lawrence, OH 10.07%
Rank 10th Ranked  Value 10¢h Ranked Difference Shift in Value  US Average Peer Coun Peer Value
Adult Smoking* Value g ty
79 Humphreys  25.00% 21.10% 3.90% 1Bad |Good 17.00% Guernsey, OH 21.00%
Percentage of adults who Get 16 out of every 100 current adult smokers in the county to quit smoking. Randolph, IN 20.20%
are current Smokers
7)) Source Behavioral Risk Factor Surveillance System Year(s) 2014 Lawrence, OH 20.90%
| »
=
8 =] . Rank 10th Ranked  Value 10¢h Ranked Difference Shift in Value ~ US Average | Peer County Peer Value
134 S Adult Obesity Value
< 2 60 Hamilton 33.70% 29.90% 3.80% 1Bad |Good 27.00% Guernsey, OH 36.40%
| )
e AR | Bercentage of aduls that Get 12 out of every 100 current obese adults in the county to reduce their BMI below 30. Randolph, IN 33.80%
= | S| reportaBMIof300r
Ts ‘—‘“ more
ol Source CDC Diabetes Interactive Atlas Year(s) 2012 Lawrence, OH 38.90%
m T Food Environment Rank 5th Ranked  Value SthVI:;t::ed Difference Shift in Value =~ US Average | Peer County Peer Value
Inde
* 42 Cannon 7.10 7.9 0.8 1Good |Bad 7.20 Guernsey, OH 7.00
Index of factors that
contribute to a healthy Increase the county's food index score by 0.8. Randolph, IN 6.80
food environment, 0
worst) to 10 (best -
Source USDA Food Environment Atlas, Map the Meal Gap Year(s) 2013 Lawrence, OH 7.00

Prepared by the Division of Administrative Services, Tennessee Department of Health. Nashville, TN. May 2016. admin.health@tn.gov or 615-741-9398. The full report can be accessed at:
http://tn.gov/health/topic/specialreports. All data is from the University of Wisconsin Population Health Institute and Robert Wood Johnson Foundation's, 2015 County Health Rankings and Roadmaps
report. Difference statements represent the absolute value using the following formula: ["Value" - "10th Ranked Value"]. *The action statements are based on the assumption that no new additional cases
occur. *¥Data should not be compared with prior years due to changes in definition/methods. All rankings and action statements presented in this report must be interpreted with caution due to
various limitations of each measurement. Further information with regards to the strengths and limitations of each measurement may be found by clicking the hyperlink found in the

description of each measurement.
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Health Factors

10th Ranked

. .. Rank 10th Ranked  Value Difference Shift in Value =~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
Physical Inactivity Value
86 Shelby 39.70% 30.20% 9.50% 1Bad |Good 23.00% Guernsey, OH 34.20%
Percentage of adults aged
20 and over reporting no Get 24 out of every 100 currently physically inactive adults to exercise during leisure time. Randolph, IN 32.40%
leisure-time physical
activity Source CDC Diabetes Interactive Atlas Year(s) 2012 Lawrence, OH 37.30%
. 10th Ranked . o
Access to Exercise Rank 10th Ranked  Value Value Difference Shift in Value =~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
Opportunities —
29 Loudon 64.33% 78.48% 14.15% 1Good |Bad 84.00% Guernsey, OH 48.09%
Percentage of population | - Consider how to remove barriers t rcise locations t h an additional 14.15 percent of
with ﬂdcgumc access to onside OW to femove barriets to a‘;;CeSZ:;(‘i C'SSC Oocl?lai)iojl o0 reachana ona percent o Randolph, IN 33.21%
locations for physical ty's pop :
activity Source Business Analyst, Delorme, ESRI, & US Census Tigetline Files Year(s) 2010 & 2014 | Lawrence, OH 96.23%
. s Rank 10th Ranked  Value 10th Ranked Difference Shift in Value =~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
Excessive Drinking Value
® 63 Benton 11.80% 10.60% 1.20% 1Bad |Good 17.00% Guernsey, OH 17.60%
=
2 Percentage of adults Get 11 out of every 100 adults in the county that currently drink to excess (binge and heavy drinkers) Randolph. IN 14.20%
reporting binge or heavy to stop drinking more than one (women) or two (men) drinks per day on average.
z p drinking h drinks per day g ncoPn '
< drinking
Cg Source Behavioral Risk Factor Surveillance System Year(s) 2014 Lawrence, OH 15.20%
€ | Alcohol-Impaired | Rank  10th Ranked  Value 10“;,1:1‘:2“"1 Difference  Shiftin Value  US Average | Peer County Peer Value
'S | Driving Deaths _ - .
E 85 Sullivan 44.44% 19.17% 25.28% 1Bad |Good 31.00% Guernsey, OH 30.56%
e Reduce the number of alcohol related driving deaths by 25.28 percent. Randolph, IN 22.22%
deaths with alcohol
involvement
Source Fatality Analysis Reporting System Year(s) 2010-2014 Lawrence, OH 35.48%
Sexua.ll Y Rank  10th Ranked  Value 10¢h Ranked Difference Shift in Value ~ US Average | Peer County Peer Value
Transmitted Value
Infections 68 Overton 370.83 153.22 217.61 1Bad |Good 446.60 Guernsey, OH 296.36
Number of newly Consider ways to educate 6 out of every 10 persons self-reporting to be involved in any sexual contact .
T X . . R . . Randolph, IN 278.91
diagnosed chlamydia cases to commit to using safe sex practices to prevent the infection of Chlamydia.
per 100,000 population
Source National Center for HIV/AIDS, Viral Hepatitis, STD, & TB Prevention Year(s) 2013 Lawrence, OH 175.50
. Rank 10th Ranked  Value 10¢h Ranked Difference Shift in Value ~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
Teen Births Value
75 Putnam 56.23 34.87 21.36 1Bad |Good 35.00 Guernsey, OH 39.09
Teen birth rate per 1,000 For every 100 teenage females (ages 15 to 19 years) in the county, consider ways to prevent 38 teen(s) Randolbh. IN 44.54
female population, ages 154 from becoming pregnant. pPh, :
19
Source National Center for Health Statistics - Natality files Year(s) 2007-2013 Lawrence, OH 47.68
. Rank 10th Ranked  Value 10¢h Ranked Difference Shift in Value ~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
Uninsured Value
94 Cheatham 21.71% 14.54% 7.17% 1Bad |Good 17.00% Guernsey, OH 14.10%
WL&({”"U%P&P“}:"& Get 34 out of every 100 currently uninsured adults ages 18-64 to obtain health insurance. Randolph, IN 16.94%
under age 09 without
health insurance
Source Small Area Health Insurance Estimates Year(s) 2013 Lawrence, OH 13.43%
. 10th Ranked . cp s
0 Primary Care Rank 10th Ranked  Value Value Difference Shift in Value =~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
= . o
Physician
S ysicians 58 Coffee 2700:1 1368:1 1332 1Bad |Good 1320:1 Guernsey, OH __ 2086:1
Tcg To reach a population-to-provider ratio at or exceeding that of the 10th ranking county, 44 primary
‘2 | Ratioof population to care providers would need to be recruited to the county. More importantly, if the county's value is | Randolph, IN 3661:1
8 primary care physicians greater than 3,500, this county would be considered a Health Professional Shortage Area.
Source Area Health Resource File/ Ametican Medical Association  Year(s) 2013 Lawrence, OH 1876:1
1
. Rank 10th Ranked  Value Oth Ranked Difference Shift in Value =~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
Dentists Value
57 Dickson 3886:1 1744:1 2142 1Bad | Good 1540:1 Guernsey, OH 2084:1
To reach a population-to-provider ratio at or exceeding that of the 10th ranking county, 39 dental care
Ratio of population to | providers would need to be recruited to the county. More importantly, if the county's value is greater | Randolph, IN 4231:1
dentists than 5,000, this county would be considered a Health Professional Shortage Area.
Source Area Health Resource File/National Provider Identification file Year(s) 2014 Lawrence, OH 2934:1
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Health Factors

10th Ranked

Mental Health Rank 10th Ranked  Value Val Difference Shift in Value ~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
Providers e
29 Henry 1457:1 644:1 813 1Bad |Good 490:1 Guernsey, OH 1042:1
To reach a population-to-provider ratio at or exceeding that of the 10th ranking county, 106 mental
Ratio of population to | health providers would need to be rectuited to the county. More importantly, if the county's value is | Randolph, IN 3626:1
mental health providers greater than 30,000, this county would be considered a Health Professional Shortage Area.
Source CMS, National Provider Identification file Year(s) 2015 Lawrence, OH 1712:1
10th Ranked . oo,
Preventable Rank 10th Ranked  Value Value Difference Shift in Value ~ US Average | Peer County Peer Value
Hospital Stays — = — —
54 Anderson 78.54 50.27 28.27 TBad | Good 54.00 Guernsey, OH 96.44
o %ﬁ’“f—;fi For every 100 Medicare enrollees, prevent 1 Med.ic’are enro}lfees from being hospitalized for Randolph, IN 7871
< ST ambulatory-care sensitive conditions.
U sensitve c‘ondm(ms Cr
— | 1000 Medicare enrallees [Tg oy ce Dartmouth Atlas of Health Care Year(s) 2013 Lawrence, OH  105.81
8 10th Ranked
= Diabetic Rank 10th Ranked  Value Vala e € Difference Shift in Value ~ US Average | Peer County Peer Value
= Monitoring " > =
@) 43 Giles 86.79% 89.20% 2.42% 1Good |Bad 63.00% Guernsey, OH 84.23%
Percentage of diabetic For every 100 diabetic Medicare enrollees, get 3 additional Medicare enrollees to receive HbAlc
Medicare enrollees ages 65 very ’ fcreenin v Randolph, IN 85.27%
75 that receive HbAlc g
menitering Source Dartmouth Atlas of Health Care Year(s) 2013 Lawrence, OH  85.02%
Mammography Rank 5th Ranked  Value Sthvi?rfed Difference Shift in Value ~ US Average | Peer County Peer Value
Screenin,
creening 11 Cumberland  65.00% 71.00% 6.00% 1Good | Bad 63.00% Guernsey, OH  64.00%
Percentage of female For e 100 female Medicare enrollees, get 6 additional Medicare enrollees to receive their
Medicare enrollees ages 67 very . € & marnrnS:)gra ha screen?n edica ces v Randolph, IN 71.00%
69 that receive graphy g
mammography screening [ g4y rce Dartmouth Atlas of Health Care Year(s) 2013 Lawrence, OH  56.00%
High School Rank  1stRanked  Value IS“?“l“ked Difference  Shiftin Value  US Average | Peer County Peer Value
Graduation — - aue -
57 Tipton 89.00% 98.00% 9.00% 1Good |Bad 82.00% Guernsey, OH 88.53%
Bercentape of nlurhrade. For every 100 ninth graders, assist 9 additional ninth graders to graduate within four years. Randolph, IN 87.15%
cohort that graduates in
four years
Source EDFacts Year(s) 2012-2013 Lawrence, OH 92.20%
10th Ranked . I
Rank 10th Ranked  Value Difference Shift in Value ~ US Average | Peer County Peer Value
Some College Value
76 Shelby 37.88% 62.28% 24.40% 1Good |Bad 64.00% Guernsey, OH 49.67%
o | Percentage 0”4“'“ aces For every 100 adults between 25-44 years of age, assist_25 additional adults to complete some Randolph, IN 55.48%
‘5 25-44 years with some coursework at the collegiate level.
+ | post-secondary education
g Source American Community Survey Year(s) 2010-2014 Lawrence, OH 48.02%
o 10th Ranked . s
3) Rank 10th Ranked  Value Difference Shift in Value =~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
= | Unemployment Value
g 38 Robertson 7.39% 5.69% 1.70% 1Bad |Good 6.20% Guernsey, OH 6.67%
g | ».. :
© | Dercentage of population
Q ages 16 and older For every 100 persons ages 16 years and older, help 2 persons successfully find employment. Randolph, IN 6.58%
) work Source Bureau of Labor Statistics Year(s) 2014 Lawrence, OH 6.53%
= 10th Ranked
i3] . . Rank 10th Ranked  Value Difference Shift in Value =~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
& | Children in Poverty Value
2 49 Dickson 28.40% 21.10% 7.30% 1Bad | Good 22.00% Guernsey, OH 26.40%
F, 100 child; der 18 i ty, help 26 children to find assist: to get f
Pereentane of childsen or every children (under 18 years) in poverty, help 26 children to find assistance to get out o Randolph, IN 23.70%
T T——— poverty.
under age 18 in poverty
Source Small Area Income and Poverty Estimates Year(s) 2014 Lawrence, OH 27.40%
. Rank 10th Ranked  Value 10¢h Ranked Difference Shift in Value =~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
Income Inequality Value
26 Houston 4.36 4.11 0.25 1Bad | Good 4.70 Guernsey, OH 4.37
Ratio of household income To reach a household income ratio at or below that of the 10th ranking county reduce the gap :
at the 80th percentile to. between the 80th percentile and 20th percentile by 1 household(s). Randolph, IN 418
income at the 20th
PRI Source American Community Survey Year(s) 2010-2014 Lawrence, OH 4.78
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Health Factors

10th Ranked

minutes

Children in Single- Rank 10th Ranked  Value Difference Shift in Value ~ US Average | Peer County Peer Value
Value
Parent Households
83 Lawrence 37.97% 23.36% 14.61% 1Bad |Good 34.00% Guernsey, OH 32.59%
P(Tr,mm ve of children that| FOr every 100 single parent households in the .county, investigate ways to encourage 39 households to Randolph, IN 34.44%
live in a household headed be a multi-parent household.
by single parent
Source American Community Survey Year(s) 2010-2014 Lawrence, OH 37.01%
) - Rank 10thRanked Value CiRamked 4 rence ShiftinValue USAvetage | Peer County Peer Value
Social Associations Value
70 Johnson 8.93 16.13 7.20 1Good |Bad 9.00 Guernsey, OH 15.64
@ | Number of membershi . . . . . N
g 4"—“550Cmiom e 10,000 For every 100 people in the county, increase the number of membership associations by 1. Randolph, IN 19.90
‘5 population
] Source County Business Patterns Year(s) 2013 Lawrence, OH 10.50
=~
Q . . Rank 10th Ranked  Value 10th Ranked Difference Shift in Value  US Average Peer County Peer Value
é Violent Crime Value
) 49 Carter 362.15 206.33 155.82 1Bad |Good 392.00 Guernsey, OH 141.84
(=)
=] f reporte
Q |  Dumberof reported. For every 100 persons in the county, prevent 44 people from committing a violent crime. Randolph, IN 24.93
m violent crime offenses per
100,000 population
< Source Uniform Crime Reporting - FBI Year(s) 2010-2012 Lawrence, OH 166.55
= 10th Ranked
3] . Rank 10th Ranked  Value 4 Difference Shift in Value US Average Peer County Peer Value
o Injury Deaths Value
£ 37 Washington 85.95 70.04 15.91 1Bad |Good 60.00 Guernsey, OH 71.10
Number of deaths due to For every 1,000 population consider ways to prevent 186 deaths as a result of intentional and Randolnh. IN 65.41
injury per 100,000 unintentional injury. P, 22 :
population
Source CDC WONDER mortality data Year(s) 2009-2013 Lawrence, OH 73.81
. R 10th Ranked . 8
Air Pollution - Rank 10th Ranked  Value Val Difference Shift in Value =~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
Particulate Matter - = ue -
65 Greene 13.94 13.14 0.80 1Bad |Good 11.40 Guernsey, OH 13.73
Average daily density of Reduce the average daily measure of fine particulate matter by 0.8 micrograms per cubic meter
fine particulate matter in u g Y " p (PM‘ZJ 5) Y & p v Randolph, IN 13.46
micrograms per cubic e
Dl iDL Source CDC WONDER Environmental data Year(s) 2011 Lawrence, OH  13.13
Drinking Water Rank  IstRanked  Value ISt‘I;aI“ked Difference  Shiftin Value  US Average | Peer County Peer Value
Violations aue -
No Rank NA No No NA NA NA Guernsey, OH No
Percentage of % o 1ed 5 i J
Lr;:er:tzﬂ;l;);)(i;id‘t::n There were no health-based drinking water violations. Randolph, IN No
water exceeding a violation
Ll sl i et o Source Safe Drinking Water Information System Year(s) FY2013-14 Lawrence, OH No
. 10th Ranked . 9.
Severe Housing Rank 10th Ranked  Value Value Difference Shift in Value ~ US Average | Peer County Peer Value
Problems
- 66 Unicoi 14.96% 11.70% 3.26% TBad | Good 19.00% Guernsey, OH 12.71%
[=
Qé Dercentage of households
g \x::b]][elr;:toi::Cij:::;:;:«' For every 100 persons in the county experiencingihtm;sing problems, help 22 person(s) to find housing Randolph, IN 12.45%
5 high housing costs, or lack assistance.
E of kitchen or plumbing
facilities
84} achities Source  Comprehensive Housing Affordability Strategy (CHAS) data  Year(s) 2008-2012 Lawrence, OH 12.07%
o
<
.9 | Driving Alone to Rank 10th Ranked  Value IOﬂ;Z?:Eked Difference Shift in Value =~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
2 Work
_Ef‘ 33 Grundy 83.52% 80.27% 3.25% 1Bad | Good 76.00% Guernsey, OH 85.38%
A Percentage of the For every 100 persons that cutrently drive alone to work, convince 4 to carpool or take mass- Randolnh. IN 83.75%
workforce that drives transportation. P, -
alone to work Source American Community Survey Year(s) 2010-2014 Lawrence, OH 89.07%
Long Commute - Rank 10th Ranked  Value 10t};71:1a1(13ked Difference Shift in Value =~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
Driving Alone v
47 Hamilton 36.30% 25.20% 11.10% 1Bad | Good 31.00% Guernsey, OH 27.40%
ﬁ% For every 100 persons that currently drive more than 30 minu’fes alone to work, convince 31 to carpool Randolph, IN 34.00%
COMMUIE IR MEr At or take mass-transportation.
alone, the percentage that
commute more than 30 Source American Community Survey Year(s) 2010-2014 Lawrence, OH 29.20%
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TN [ ——— DRIVE YOUR COUNTY TO THE BENTON COUNTY
Health 'I.ir". TOP TEN Summary

E Population: 16,145] <18 YOA: 19.76%| 65+ YOA: 22.49% % Rural: 78.50%
g,: Unemployment: 8.95%| % Females: 50.50%| % Males: 49.50% Graduation Rate: 87.50%
g‘ Single parent households: 34.15% MHI:  $34,382
. Top Third
Ad u It SmOkl ng Measure Value
Excessive Drinking 10.60%
Wilson | Driving Alone to Work 81.04%
Mid-Cumberland Region 0 Diabetic Monitoring 89.12%
Piscataquis, ME | Social Associations 15.35
West Region ' Violent Crime 24953
Benton 1 Low Birthweight 7.84%
0% 5% 10% 15% 20% 25% 30%
m === TN Average ==« US Average
HP 2020 Top US Performers
Middle Third
Ad u I t O beS i ty Measure Value
Long Commute - Driving Alone 31.80%
Wilson Income Inequality 4.52
Mid-Cumbetland Region Alcohol-Impaired Driving Deaths 28.13%
Piscataquis, ME Sexually Transmitted Infections 287.27
West Region Severe Housing Problems 14.08%
Benton Preventable Hosptial Stays 78.02
10% 15% 20% 25% 30% 35% 40% Mental Health Providers 3229:1
m — == TN Average —— - US Average Food Environment Index 6.80
Access to Exercise Opportunities 42.76%
HP 2020 Top US Performers i
Adult Obesity 33.90%
Physical Inactivity Measure Value
Air Pollution - Particulate Matter 14.78
Wilson ' Injury Deaths 128.06
Mid-Cumberland Region Teen Births 61.50
Piscataquis, ME Mammography Screening 51.00%
West Region Premature Death 12165.70
Benton | Physical Inactivity 39.70%
10%  15% 20% 25% 30% 35% 40%  45% Primary Care Physicians 5430:1
«m- — e e TN Average — - US Average Children in Poverty 33.00%
Poor Mental Health Days 4.90
HP 2020 Top US Performers Dentists 538041

Tennessee'sBig3+1

Why were these charts selected? The "Big 3 + 1" directly influences at least
six of the top ten leading causes of death in Tennessee, and also directly
Physical Substance influence other public health threats, such as heart disease, cancer, and
Inactivity Abuse diabetes. Overall, the Big Three plus One influences two-thirds of the
factors that contribute to Tennessee’s overall rank.

Tobacco Use Obesity

Comparative Counties:

Each graph provides the Tennessee county with its respective region and three non-Tennessee comparative counties from around the
US based on county-level demographics. The vertical lines represent: the TN Average, the US Average, Top US Performers (top 10%)
and the Healthy People 2020 (HP) Goal. For all measures a decrease (shift left) in percentage represents improvement.

YOA: Years of Age. MHI: Median Household Income. HP 2020: Healthy People 2020 Goal. Adult Smoking: Percentage of adults who are current smokers. Source: Behavioral Risk
Factor Surveillance System; 2006-2012. Adult Obesity: Percentage of adults that report a BMI of 30 or more. Source: CDC Diabetes Interactive Atlas; 2011. Physical Inactivity:
Percentage of adults aged 20 and over reporting no leisure-time physical activity. Source: CDC Diabetes Interactive Atlas; 2011. Prepared by the Division of Administrative Services,
Tennessee Department of Health. Nashville, TN. admin.health@tn.gov or 615-741-5001.
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.Health
12}
b=} Rank 10th Ranked  Value b Beraliasdl Difference Shift in Value US Average Peer County Peer Value
3 | Premature Death Value
‘s 86 Knox 12165.70 7735.80 4429.90 1Bad |Good 6,600.00 Cheboygan, MI ~ 6664.50
< 1. . o
;5:'0 % For every 100 people in the county, 1 people in the county need to live one year closer to age 75. Rabun, GA 7425.60
a y o
Q [ population (age-adjusted
— Source National Center for Health Statistics - Mortality files Year(s) 2011-2013 Piscataquis, ME  7182.30
Poor or Fair Rank 10th Ranked  Value IOt};::lillked Difference Shift in Value ~ US Average | Peer County Peer Value
Health*
e 7 Rutherford  2330%  19.60% 3.70% TBad | Good 18.00% | Cheboygan, MI __ 1430%
Ii:;?;t?‘:iar(l‘i:r Improve the health of 4 out of every 100 peop}eiinhth;t;ounty who, in general, report being in poor or Rabun, GA 17.10%
w health (age-adjusted a ¢ .
g Source Behavioral Risk Factor Surveillance System Year(s) 2014 Piscataquis, ME  15.70%
e} Poor Physical Rank 5th Ranked  Value Sthvii‘n:ed Difference Shift in Value =~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
Q Health Days* — = —
*5 69 Knox 5.00 4.30 0.70 1Bad |Good 3.8 Cheboygan, MI 3.70
Average number of
O O | physically unhealthy davs Engage people in the county on ways to reduce number of poor physical health days reported by
S | pusicalyuntealiy cays. . Rabun, GA 4.00
L | 3 | reported in past 30 days residents by 1 days per month.
‘*_‘-’ [ age-adjusted
4] g‘ Source Behavioral Risk Factor Surveillance System Year(s) 2014 Piscataquis, ME 4.00
o
' | = |Poor Mental Health|  Rank  IstRanked  Value 13‘&‘;25“1 Difference  Shiftin Value  US Average | Peer County Peer Value
Days*
8 as 76 Williamson 4.9 3.80 1.10 1Bad |Good 2.8 Cheboygan, M 3.90
mm\q\(;rl.t‘i?:itr :qfw Engage people in the county on vrvea};z :; tre(ti)ucze (;mmb:: :01;(:(: physical health days reported by Rabun, GA 400
reported in past 30 days s s by aysp .
bl Source Behavioral Risk Factor Surveillance System Year(s) 2014 Piscataquis, ME 4.10
. . Rank 10th Ranked  Value 10¢h Ranked Difference Shift in Value ~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
Low Birthweight Value
18 Pickett 7.84% 7.24% 0.60% 1Bad |Good 8.00% Cheboygan, MI 5.20%
%ﬁf“ﬂ““% Reduce the number of low birth weight babies by 1 for every 100 live births. Rabun, GA 8.51%
with low birthweight (<
2500 grams)
Source National Center for Health Statistics - Natality files Year(s) 2007-2013 Piscataquis, ME 5.97%
10th Ranked . o
Adult Smoking* Rank 10th Ranked  Value Value Difference Shift in Value ~ US Average | Peer County Peer Value
64 Humphreys  24.10% 21.10% 3.00% 1Bad |Good 17.00% Cheboygan, MI 18.00%
Percentage of adults who Get 13 out of every 100 current adult smokers in the county to quit smoking. Rabun, GA 16.20%
are current Smokcrs
7)) Source Behavioral Risk Factor Surveillance System Year(s) 2014 Piscataquis, ME 19.20%
N I 10th Ranked
8 g Adult Obesity Rank 10th Ranked  Value Value Difference Shift in Value ~ US Average | Peer County Peer Value
Q
< 2 63 Hamilton 33.90% 29.90% 4.00% 1Bad |Good 27.00% Cheboygan, MI 32.10%
| )
e AR | Bercentage of aduls that Get 12 out of every 100 current obese adults in the county to reduce their BMI below 30. Rabun, GA 32.10%
= | S| reportaBMIof300r
Ts ‘—‘“ more
ol Source CDC Diabetes Interactive Atlas Year(s) 2012 Piscataquis, ME 31.40%
m T Food Environment Rank 5th Ranked  Value SthVI:;t::ed Difference Shift in Value =~ US Average | Peer County Peer Value
Inde
* 58 Cannon 6.80 7.9 1.1 1Good |Bad 7.20 Cheboygan, MI 7.00
Index of factors that
contribute to a healthy Increase the county's food index score by 1.1. Rabun, GA 7.60
food environment, 0
worst) to 10 (best -
Source USDA Food Environment Atlas, Map the Meal Gap Year(s) 2013 Piscataquis, ME 7.10

Prepared by the Division of Administrative Services, Tennessee Department of Health. Nashville, TN. May 2016. admin.health@tn.gov or 615-741-9398. The full report can be accessed at:
http://tn.gov/health/topic/specialreports. All data is from the University of Wisconsin Population Health Institute and Robert Wood Johnson Foundation's, 2015 County Health Rankings and Roadmaps
report. Difference statements represent the absolute value using the following formula: ["Value" - "10th Ranked Value"]. *The action statements are based on the assumption that no new additional cases
occur. *¥Data should not be compared with prior years due to changes in definition/methods. All rankings and action statements presented in this report must be interpreted with caution due to
various limitations of each measurement. Further information with regards to the strengths and limitations of each measurement may be found by clicking the hyperlink found in the

description of each measurement.
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Health Factors

10th Ranked

. .. Rank 10th Ranked  Value Difference Shift in Value =~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
Physical Inactivity Value
86 Shelby 39.70% 30.20% 9.50% 1Bad |Good 23.00% Cheboygan, MI 26.90%
Percentage of adults aged
20 and over reporting no Get 24 out of every 100 currently physically inactive adults to exercise during leisure time. Rabun, GA 23.90%
leisure-time physical
activity Source CDC Diabetes Interactive Atlas Year(s) 2012 Piscataquis, ME  26.20%
. 10th Ranked . o
Access to Exercise Rank 10th Ranked  Value Value Difference Shift in Value =~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
Opportunities —
59 Loudon 42.76% 78.48% 35.72% 1Good |Bad 84.00% Cheboygan, MI 77.57%
mﬁ% Consider how to remove barriers to act(l:)eesi;zztcfze l:))cz;‘i‘(t)ir;snto reach an additional 35.72 percent of Rabun, GA 100.00%
locations for physical ty's pop :
activity Source Business Analyst, Delorme, ESRI, & US Census Tigetline Files Year(s) 2010 & 2014  [Piscataquis, ME 47.05%
. s Rank 1st Ranked Value Ist Ranked Difference Shift in Value =~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
Excessive Drinking Value
® 10 Haywood 10.60% 8.90% 1.70% 1Bad |Good 17.00% Cheboygan, MI 18.40%
=
2 Percentage of adults Get 17 out of every 100 adults in the county that currently drink to excess (binge and heavy drinkers) Rabun. GA 13.90%
g reporting binge or heavy to stop drinking more than one (women) or two (men) drinks per day on average. ? .
=i drinking
Cg Source Behavioral Risk Factor Surveillance System Year(s) 2014 Piscataquis, ME 16.00%
€ | Alcohol-Impaired | Rank  10th Ranked  Value 10“;,1:1‘:2“"1 Difference  Shiftin Value  US Average | Peer County Peer Value
'S | Driving Deaths : ; _
E 43 Sullivan 28.13% 19.17% 8.96% 1Bad |Good 31.00% Cheboygan, MI 55.00%
e Reduce the number of alcohol related driving deaths by 8.96 percent. Rabun, GA 31.25%
deaths with alcohol
involvement
Source Fatality Analysis Reporting System Year(s) 2010-2014  |Piscataquis, ME  22.22%
Sexua.ll Y Rank  10th Ranked  Value 10¢h Ranked Difference Shift in Value ~ US Average | Peer County Peer Value
Transmitted Value
Infections 48 Overton 287.27 153.22 134.05 1Bad |Good 446.60 Cheboygan, MI 154.83
Number of newly Consider ways to educate 5 out of every 10 persons self-reporting to be involved in any sexual contact Rabun. GA 128.86
diagnosed chlamydia cases to commit to using safe sex practices to prevent the infection of Chlamydia. > ’
per 100,000 population
Source National Center for HIV/AIDS, Viral Hepatitis, STD, & TB Prevention Year(s) 2013 Piscataquis, ME 150.38
. Rank 10th Ranked  Value 10¢h Ranked Difference Shift in Value ~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
Teen Births Value
87 Putnam 61.50 34.87 26.63 1Bad |Good 35.00 Cheboygan, MI 32.56
Teen birth rate per 1,000 | For every 100 teenage females (ages 15 to 19 years) in the county, consider ways to prevent 44 teen(s) Rabun. GA 42.50
female population, ages 154 from becoming pregnant. ? ’
19
Source National Center for Health Statistics - Natality files Year(s) 2007-2013 Piscataquis, ME 29.60
. Rank 10th Ranked  Value 10¢h Ranked Difference Shift in Value ~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
Uninsured Value
74 Cheatham 18.01% 14.54% 3.47% 1Bad |Good 17.00% Cheboygan, MI 17.47%
WL&({”"U%P&P“}:"& Get 20 out of every 100 currently uninsured adults ages 18-64 to obtain health insurance. Rabun, GA 29.69%
under age 09 without
health insurance
Source Small Area Health Insurance Estimates Year(s) 2013 Piscataquis, ME 16.32%
. 10th Ranked . cp s
0 Primary Care Rank 10th Ranked  Value Value Difference Shift in Value =~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
= . o
Physician
S ysiclans 82 Coffee 5430:1 1368:1 4062 TBad {Good 132011 Cheboygan, M 1838:1
Tcg To reach a population-to-provider ratio at or exceeding that of the 10th ranking county, 67 primary
‘2 | Ratioof population to care providers would need to be recruited to the county. More importantly, if the county's value is Rabun, GA 1804:1
8 primary care physicians greater than 3,500, this county would be considered a Health Professional Shortage Area.
Source Area Health Resource File/ Ametican Medical Association  Year(s) 2013 Piscataquis, ME 1007:1
1
. Rank 10th Ranked  Value Oth Ranked Difference Shift in Value =~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
Dentists Value
76 Dickson 5382:1 1744:1 3638 1Bad | Good 1540:1 Cheboygan, MI 2140:1
To reach a population-to-provider ratio at or exceeding that of the 10th ranking county, 48 dental care
Ratio of population to | providers would need to be recruited to the county. More importantly, if the county's value is greater Rabun, GA 2707:1
dentists than 5,000, this county would be considered a Health Professional Shortage Area.
Source Area Health Resource File/National Provider Identification file Year(s) 2014 Piscataquis, ME 3405:1
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Health Factors

10th Ranked

Source American Community Survey Year(s)

Mental Health Rank 10th Ranked  Value Val Difference Shift in Value ~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
Providers e
56 Henry 3229:1 644:1 2585 1Bad |Good 490:1 Cheboygan, MI 2140:1
To reach a population-to-provider ratio at or exceeding that of the 10th ranking county, 152 mental
Ratio of population to | health providers would need to be rectuited to the county. More importantly, if the county's value is Rabun, GA 625:1
mental health providers greater than 30,000, this county would be considered a Health Professional Shortage Area.
Source CMS, National Provider Identification file Year(s) 2015 Piscataquis, ME 532:1
10th Ranked . oo,
Preventable Rank 10th Ranked  Value Value Difference Shift in Value ~ US Average | Peer County Peer Value
Hospital Stays — = — —
52 Anderson 78.02 50.27 27.75 1Bad |Good 54.00 Cheboygan, MI 49.01
o %ﬁ’“f—;fi For every 100 Medicare enrollees, prevent 1 Med.ic’are enro}lfees from being hospitalized for Rabun, GA 61.82
< ST ambulatory-care sensitive conditions.
U sensitve c‘ondm(ms Cr
— | 1000 Medicare enrallees [Tg oy ce Dartmouth Atlas of Health Care Year(s) 2013 Piscataquis, ME__ 67.24
8 10th Ranked
= Diabetic Rank 10th Ranked  Value Vala e € Difference Shift in Value ~ US Average | Peer County Peer Value
= Monitoring " > =
Q 14 Giles 89.12% 89.20% 0.08% 1Good |Bad 63.00% Cheboygan, MI 88.36%
Percentage of diabetic For every 100 diabetic Medicare enrollees, get 1 additional Medicare enrollees to receive HbAlc
Medicare enrollees ages 65 very ’ sgcreenin v Rabun, GA 73.37%
75 that receive HbAlc 8-
menitering Source Dartmouth Atlas of Health Care Year(s) 2013 Piscataquis, ME  89.37%
Mammography Rank 5th Ranked  Value Sthvi?rfed Difference Shift in Value ~ US Average | Peer County Peer Value
Screenin,
creening 87 Cumberlaind _ 51.00%  71.00% 20.00% 1Good |Bad 63.00% | Cheboygan, M 71.00%
Percentage of female For every 100 female Medicare enrollees, get 20 additional Medicare enrollees to receive their
Medicare enrollees ages 67 every 2 are e ma:rilogia ha screeniarll & s ecetv Rabun, GA 57.00%
69 that receive graphy g
mammography screening [ g4y rce Dartmouth Atlas of Health Care Year(s) 2013 Piscataquis, ME  74.00%
High School Rank  1stRanked  Value IS“?“l“ked Difference  Shiftin Value  US Average | Peer County Peer Value
Graduation - auce
70 Tipton 87.50% 98.00% 10.50% 1Good |Bad 82.00% Cheboygan, MI 84.49%
Bercentape of nlurhrade. For every 100 ninth graders, assist 11 additional ninth graders to graduate within four years. Rabun, GA 82.50%
cohort that graduates in
four years
Source EDFacts Year(s) 2012-2013 Piscataquis, ME NA
10th Ranked . I
Rank 10th Ranked  Value Difference Shift in Value ~ US Average | Peer County Peer Value
Some College Value
69 Shelby 39.58% 62.28% 22.71% 1Good |Bad 64.00% Cheboygan, MI 52.71%
o | Percentage (,(nvdu]fs a0es For every 100 adults between 25-44 years of age, assist_23 additional adults to complete some Rabun, GA 44.58%
‘5 25-44 years with some coursework at the collegiate level.
+ | post-secondary education
g Source American Community Survey Year(s) 2010-2014 Piscataquis, ME 53.14%
o 10th Ranked . s
3) Rank 10th Ranked  Value Difference Shift in Value =~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
= | Unemployment Value
g 74 Robertson 8.95% 5.69% 3.26% 1Bad |Good 6.20% Cheboygan, MI 10.45%
g | ».. :
© | Dercentage of population
Q ages 16 and older For every 100 persons ages 16 years and older, help 4 persons successfully find employment. Rabun, GA 8.34%
) work Source Bureau of Labor Statistics Year(s) 2014 Piscataquis, ME 7.49%
= 10th Ranked
i3] . . Rank 10th Ranked  Value Difference Shift in Value =~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
& | Children in Poverty Value
2 78 Dickson 33.00% 21.10% 11.90% 1Bad | Good 22.00% Cheboygan, MI 28.30%
F, 100 child; der 18 i ty, help 37 children to find assist: to get f
Pereentane of childsen or every children (under 18 years) in poverty, help 37 children to find assistance to get out o Rabun, GA 33.10%
T T——— poverty.
under age 18 in poverty
Source Small Area Income and Poverty Estimates Year(s) 2014 Piscataquis, ME  29.80%
. Rank 10th Ranked  Value 10¢h Ranked Difference Shift in Value =~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
Income Inequality Value
37 Houston 4.52 4.11 0.41 1Bad | Good 4.70 Cheboygan, MI 3.94
Ratio of houschold income To reach a household income ratio at or below that of the 10th ranking county reduce the gap Rabun. GA 5.88
at the 80th percentile o between the 80th percentile and 20th percentile by 1 household(s). abun, ’
income at the 20th
percentile 2010-2014  |Piscataquis, ME 428
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Health Factors

10th Ranked

minutes

Children in Single- Rank  10th Ranked  Value Difference Shift in Value ~ US Average | Peer County Peer Value
Value
Parent Households
64 Lawrence 34.15% 23.36% 10.78% 1Bad |Good 34.00% Cheboygan, MI 31.94%
P(Tr,""m ve of children that| FOr every 100 single parent households in the .county, investigate ways to encourage 32 households to Rabun, GA 33.54%
live in a household headed be a multi-parent household.
by single parent
Source American Community Survey Year(s) 2010-2014  |Piscataquis, ME  39.01%
. . Rank 10th Ranked  Value 10th Ranked Difference Shift in Value =~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
Social Associations Value
16 Johnson 15.35 16.13 0.78 1Good |Bad 9.00 Cheboygan, MI 13.22
@ Number of memberships. For every 100 people in the county, increase the number of membership associations by 1. Rabun, GA 20.33
o associations per 10,000
‘5 population
< Source County Business Patterns Year(s) 2013 Piscataquis, ME 13.43
591
Q X . Rank 10th Ranked  Value 10th Ranked Difference Shift in Value =~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
é Violent Crime Value
o 17 Carter 249.53 206.33 43.20 1Bad |Good 392.00 Cheboygan, MI 134.24
[=)
=] f reporte
Q |  Dumberof reported. For every 100 persons in the county, prevent 18 people from committing a violent crime. Rabun, GA 114.49
m violent crime offenses per
100,000 population
< Source Uniform Crime Reporting - FBI Year(s) 2010-2012  |Piscataquis, ME  171.43
= 10th Ranked
3] . Rank 10th Ranked  Value Difference Shift in Value US Average Peer County Peer Value
1) Injury Deaths Value
£ 91 Washington 128.06 70.04 58.02 1Bad |Good 60.00 Cheboygan, MI 64.63
Number of deaths due to For every 1,000 population consider ways to prevent 454 deaths as a result of intentional and Rabun. GA 100.77
injury per 100,000 unintentional injury. ? ’
population
Source CDC WONDER mortality data Year(s) 2009-2013 Piscataquis, ME 69.12
. . 10th Ranked . o
Air Pollution - Rank 10th Ranked  Value Val Difference Shift in Value =~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
Particulate Matter = e =
93 Greene 14.78 13.14 1.64 1Bad |Good 11.40 Cheboygan, MI 10.98
mﬁﬁ Reduce the average daily measure of fine pa(r;i;/[uzla:)e matter by 1.64 micrograms per cubic meter Rabun, GA 13.29
micrograms per cubic e
Dl iDL Source CDC WONDER Environmental data Year(s) 2011 Piscataquis, ME.  10.3
Drinking Water Rank 1st Ranked Value ISt‘lf z;nked Difference Shift in Value =~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
Violations aue -
No Rank NA No No NA NA NA Cheboygan, MI No
Percentage of 12 Y. . .
Lr;:er:tzﬂ;l;);)(i)?;d‘t::n There were no health-based drinking water violations. Rabun, GA No
water exceeding a violation
Ll sl i et o Source Safe Drinking Water Information System Year(s) FY2013-14  |Piscataquis, ME No
Severe Housing Rank 10th Ranked  Value IOt};]Z?:Zked Difference Shift in Value ~ US Average | Peer County Peer Value
Problems
- 49 Unicoi 14.08% 11.70% 2.38% 1Bad |Good 19.00% Cheboygan, MI 15.23%
[=
O | Percentage of households
g \x::b]][elr;:toi::;01:::;:;:«' For every 100 persons in the county experiencingi iozsing problems, help 17 person(s) to find housing Rabun, GA 19.61%
5 high housing costs, or lack assistance.
E of kitchen or plumbing
facilities
84} achities Source  Comprehensive Housing Affordability Strategy (CHAS) data  Year(s) 2008-2012 Piscataquis, ME 14.62%
o
<
.9 | Driving Alone to Rank 10th Ranked  Value IOtI;]Zir;ked Difference Shift in Value =~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
2 Work
_éf‘ 13 Grundy 81.04% 80.27% 0.77% 1Bad | Good 76.00% Cheboygan, MI 79.96%
R Percentace of the For every 100 persons that currently drive alone to work, convince 1 to carpool or take mass- Rabun. GA 77 85%
workforce that drives transportation. > o
alone to work Source American Community Survey Year(s) 2010-2014 Piscataquis, ME 80.96%
Long Commute - Rank 10th Ranked  Value 10&;71:12‘2{6(1 Difference Shift in Value =~ US Average | Peer County Peer Value
Driving Alone v
33 Hamilton 31.80% 25.20% 6.60% 1Bad | Good 31.00% Cheboygan, MI 32.90%
ﬁ% For every 100 persons that cutrently drive more than 30 minu’fes alone to work, convince 21 to carpool Rabun, GA 21.10%
S —— or take mass-transportation.
alone, the percentage that
commute more than 30 Source American Community Survey Year(s) 2010-2014 Piscataquis, ME  30.80%
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TN [ — DRIVE YOUR COUNTY TO THE BLEDSOE COUNTY
Health 'I.ir". TOP TEN Summary

E Population: 13,931] <18 YOA: 17.36%| 65+ YOA: 18.17% % Rural: ~ 100.00%
g,: Unemployment: 8.71%| % Females: 42.70%)| % Males: 57.30% Graduation Rate: 92.50%
g‘ Single parent households: 28.41% MHI:  $34,948
. Top Third
Ad u It SmOkl ng Measure Value
Violent Crime 92.69
Wilson Low Birthweight 6.88%
Mid-Cumberland Region Driving Alone to Work 79.25%
Hyde, NC Children in Single-Parent Households 28.41%
Southeast Region Injury Deaths 76.21
Bledsoe High School Graduation 92.50%
0% 5% 10% 15% 20% 25% 30%
m === TN Average ==« US Average
HP 2020 Top US Performers
Middle Third
Ad u I t O bes i ty Measure Value
Adult Obesity 32.30%
Wilson Diabetic Monitoring 87.00%
Mid-Cumberland Region Premature Death 9599.30
Hyde, NC Poor Mental Health Days 4.70
Southeast Region Food Environment Index 7.10
Bledsoe Access to Exercise Opportunities 48.35%
10% 15% 20% 25% 30% 35% Preventable Hosptial Stays 75.64
«Eﬁ- - o= TN Average L US Average Air Pollution - Particulate Matter 13.71
Excessive Drinking 11.60%
HP 2020 Top US Performers i
Income Inequality 4.71
Physical Inactivity Measure Value
Uninsured 20.88%
Wilson . Children in Poverty 35.40%
Mid-Cumberland Region Social Associations 6.23
Hyde, NC Alcohol-Impaired Driving Deaths 50.00%
Southeast Region Some College 34.81%
Bledsoe | Long Commute - Driving Alone 53.10%
10%  15% 20% 25% 30% 35% 40%  45% Adult Smoking 25.20%
«m- — e e TN Average — - US Average Mental Health Providers 6966:1
Sexually Transmitted Infections 422.14
HP 2020 Top US Performers Physical Inactivity 38.60%

Tennessee'sBig3+1

Why were these charts selected? The "Big 3 + 1" directly influences at least
six of the top ten leading causes of death in Tennessee, and also directly
Physical Substance influence other public health threats, such as heart disease, cancer, and
Inactivity Abuse diabetes. Overall, the Big Three plus One influences two-thirds of the
factors that contribute to Tennessee’s overall rank.

Tobacco Use Obesity

Comparative Counties:

Each graph provides the Tennessee county with its respective region and three non-Tennessee comparative counties from around the
US based on county-level demographics. The vertical lines represent: the TN Average, the US Average, Top US Performers (top 10%)
and the Healthy People 2020 (HP) Goal. For all measures a decrease (shift left) in percentage represents improvement.

YOA: Years of Age. MHI: Median Household Income. HP 2020: Healthy People 2020 Goal. Adult Smoking: Percentage of adults who are current smokers. Source: Behavioral Risk
Factor Surveillance System; 2006-2012. Adult Obesity: Percentage of adults that report a BMI of 30 or more. Source: CDC Diabetes Interactive Atlas; 2011. Physical Inactivity:
Percentage of adults aged 20 and over reporting no leisure-time physical activity. Source: CDC Diabetes Interactive Atlas; 2011. Prepared by the Division of Administrative Services,
Tennessee Department of Health. Nashville, TN. admin.health@tn.gov or 615-741-5001.

WWW.TN.GOV/HEALTH/TOPIC/SPECIALREPORTS
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2016 | TOPOTWEN BLEDSOE COUNTY, TENNESSEE

 Health o et i
12}
b=} Rank 10th Ranked  Value b Beraliasdl Difference Shift in Value US Average Peer County Peer Value
3 | Premature Death Value
‘s 41 Knox 9599.30 7735.80 1863.50 1Bad |Good 6,600.00 Avery, NC 6874.60
< 1. . .
;5:'0 % For every 100 people in the county, 1 people in the county need to live one year closer to age 75. Tyler, TX 11563.80
a y o
Q [ population (age-adjusted
— Source National Center for Health Statistics - Mortality files Year(s) 2011-2013 Hyde, NC 8268.30
Poor or Fair Rank 10th Ranked  Value IOt};::lillked Difference Shift in Value ~ US Average | Peer County Peer Value
Health*
e 67 Rutherford  23.30% 19.60% 3.70% 1Bad {Good 18.00% Avery, NC 17.70%
Ii:;?;t?‘:iar(l‘i:r Improve the health of 4 out of every 100 peop}e ‘inhthaeh;ounty who, in general, report being in poor or Tyler, TX 15.20%
w health (age-adjusted air he .
g Source Behavioral Risk Factor Surveillance System Year(s) 2014 Hyde, NC 19.10%
e} Poor Physical Rank 5th Ranked  Value Sthvii‘nked Difference Shift in Value =~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
Q Health Days* - e =
*5 69 Knox 5.00 4.30 0.70 1Bad |Good 3.8 Avery, NC 3.90
Average number of . .
O @ | physically unhealthy days Engage people in the county on ways to reduce number of poor physical health days reported by .
Sefff| hvsicyurfeatly cays. . Tyler, TX 3.40
L | 3 | reported in past 30 days residents by 1 days per month.
‘*_‘-’ [ age-adjusted
4] g‘ Source Behavioral Risk Factor Surveillance System Year(s) 2014 Hyde, NC 3.90
o
' | = |Poor Mental Health|  Rank  IstRanked  Value 13‘&‘;25“1 Difference  Shiftin Value  US Average | Peer County Peer Value
Days*
8 as 41 Williamson __ 4.70 3.80 0.90 1Bad |Good 2.8 Avery, NC 3.80
Mw Engage people in the county on ways to reduce number of poor physical health days reported by ! .
mentally unhealthy days . T} ler, TX 3.10
reported in past 30 days residents by 1 days per month.
bl Source Behavioral Risk Factor Surveillance System Year(s) 2014 Hyde, NC 3.70
. . Rank 1st Ranked Value Ist Ranked Difference Shift in Value ~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
Low Birthweight Value
4 Perry 6.88% 5.91% 0.97% 1Bad |Good 8.00% Avery, NC 7.04%
%ﬁ“’fh‘% Reduce the number of low birth weight babies by 1 for every 100 live births. Tyler, TX 8.41%
with low birthweight (< )
2500 grams)
Source National Center for Health Statistics - Natality files Year(s) 2007-2013 Hyde, NC 8.77%
10th Ranked . o
Adult Smoking* Rank 10th Ranked  Value Value Difference Shift in Value ~ US Average | Peer County Peer Value
84 Humphreys  25.20% 21.10% 4.10% 1Bad |Good 17.00% Avery, NC 19.20%
Percentage of adults who Get 17 out of every 100 current adult smokers in the county to quit smoking. Tyler, TX 15.90%
are current smokcrs
7)) Source Behavioral Risk Factor Surveillance System Year(s) 2014 Hyde, NC 19.30%
| »
=
8 g Adult Obesity Rank 10th Ranked  Value 10t};,§111:ked Difference Shift in Value ~ US Average | Peer County Peer Value
Q
< 2 40 Hamilton 32.30% 29.90% 2.40% 1Bad |Good 27.00% Avery, NC 25.90%
| )
e AR | Bercentage of aduls that Get 8 out of every 100 current obese adults in the county to reduce their BMI below 30. Tyler, TX 32.60%
= | S| reportaBMIof300r )
Ts ‘—‘“ more
ol Source CDC Diabetes Interactive Atlas Year(s) 2012 Hyde, NC 29.90%
m T Food Environment Rank 5th Ranked  Value SthVI:;t::ed Difference Shift in Value =~ US Average | Peer County Peer Value
Inde
* 42 Cannon 7.10 7.9 0.8 1Good |Bad 7.20 Avery, NC 7.60
Index of factors that
contribute to a healthy Increase the county's food index score by 0.8. Tyler, TX 4.00
food environment, 0
worst) to 10 (best -
Source USDA Food Environment Atlas, Map the Meal Gap Year(s) 2013 Hyde, NC 4.10

Prepared by the Division of Administrative Services, Tennessee Department of Health. Nashville, TN. May 2016. admin.health@tn.gov or 615-741-9398. The full report can be accessed at:
http://tn.gov/health/topic/specialreports. All data is from the University of Wisconsin Population Health Institute and Robert Wood Johnson Foundation's, 2015 County Health Rankings and Roadmaps
report. Difference statements represent the absolute value using the following formula: ["Value" - "10th Ranked Value"]. *The action statements are based on the assumption that no new additional cases
occur. *¥Data should not be compared with prior years due to changes in definition/methods. All rankings and action statements presented in this report must be interpreted with caution due to
various limitations of each measurement. Further information with regards to the strengths and limitations of each measurement may be found by clicking the hyperlink found in the

description of each measurement.
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http://www.countyhealthrankings.org/app/tennessee/2016/measure/outcomes/37/description
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10th Ranked

. .. Rank 10th Ranked  Value Difference Shift in Value =~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
Physical Inactivity Value
74 Shelby 38.60% 30.20% 8.40% 1Bad | Good 23.00% Avery, NC 24.40%
Percentage of adults aged
20 and over reporting no Get 22 out of every 100 currently physically inactive adults to exercise during leisure time. Tyler, TX 30.80%
leisure-time physical
activity Source CDC Diabetes Interactive Atlas Year(s) 2012 Hyde, NC 28.90%
. 10th Ranked . o
Access to Exercise Rank 10th Ranked  Value Value Difference Shift in Value =~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
Opportunities —
50 Loudon 48.35% 78.48% 30.13% 1Good |Bad 84.00% Avery, NC 100.00%
mﬁ% Consider how to remove barriers to ac;:;sz;;e;cf:e loocl:;llt:t)il:;to reach an additional 30.13 percent of Tyler, TX 39.71%
locations for physical Y'S PoP '
activity Source Business Analyst, Delorme, ESRI, & US Census Tigetline Files Year(s) 2010 & 2014 Hyde, NC 26.52%
. s Rank 10th Ranked  Value 10th Ranked Difference Shift in Value =~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
Excessive Drinking Value
® 52 Benton 11.60% 10.60% 1.00% 1Bad |Good 17.00% Avery, NC 15.10%
=
2 Percentage of adults | Get 9 out of every 100 adults in the county that currently drink to excess (binge and heavy drinkers) to Tyler. TX 17.60%
g reporting binge or heavy stop drinking more than one (women) or two (men) drinks per day on average. I -
< drinking
Cg Source Behavioral Risk Factor Surveillance System Year(s) 2014 Hyde, NC 14.40%
€ | Alcohol-Impaired | Rank  10th Ranked  Value 10“;,1:1"“1“"1 Difference  Shiftin Value  US Average | Peer County Peer Value
'S | Driving Deaths : e -
E 87 Sullivan 50.00% 19.17% 30.83% 1Bad |Good 31.00% Avery, NC 27.27%
e Reduce the number of alcohol related driving deaths by 30.83 percent. Tyler, TX 12.12%
deaths with alcohol ’
involvement
?—1) Source Fatality Analysis Reporting System Year(s) 2010-2014 Hyde, NC 14.29%
8 Sexua.ll Y Rank  10th Ranked  Value 10¢h Ranked Difference Shift in Value ~ US Average | Peer County Peer Value
13} Transmitted Value
[}3 Infections 76 Overton 422.14 153.22 268.92 1Bad |Good 446.60 Avery, NC 68.05
e Number of newly Consider ways to educate 7 out of every 10 persons self-reporting to be involved in any sexual contact Tvler. TX 167.77
= diagnosed chlamydia cases to commit to using safe sex practices to prevent the infection of Chlamydia. S ’
— :
< per 100,000 population
I3} Source National Center for HIV/AIDS, Viral Hepatitis, STD, & TB Prevention Year(s) 2013 Hyde, NC 221.88
m . Rank 10th Ranked  Value 10¢h Ranked Difference Shift in Value ~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
Teen Births Value
65 Putnam 53.70 34.87 18.83 1Bad |Good 35.00 Avery, NC 25.26
Teen birth rate per 1,000 For every 100 teenage females (ages 15 to 19 years) in the county, consider ways to prevent 36 teen(s) Trler. TX 6473
female population, ages 154 from becoming pregnant. I :
19
Source National Center for Health Statistics - Natality files Year(s) 2007-2013 Hyde, NC 38.10
. Rank 10th Ranked  Value 10¢h Ranked Difference Shift in Value ~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
Uninsured Value
93 Cheatham 20.88% 14.54% 6.34% 1Bad |Good 17.00% Avery, NC 24.60%
Deireent st population Get 31 out of every 100 currently uninsured adults ages 18-64 to obtain health insurance. Tyler, TX 23.59%
under age 65 without ’
health insurance
Source Small Area Health Insurance Estimates Year(s) 2013 Hyde, NC 23.34%
. 10th Ranked . cp s
0 Primary Care Rank 10th Ranked  Value Value Difference Shift in Value =~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
= . o
Physician
S ysicians NA Coffee NA 1368:1 NA 1Bad |Good 1320:1 Avery, NC 1476:1
—
S
‘2 | Ratioof population to No information available Tyler, TX 4293:1
o= primary care physicians
O
Source Area Health Resource File/ Ametican Medical Association  Year(s) 2013 Hyde, NC 5721:1
1
. Rank 10th Ranked  Value Oth Ranked Difference Shift in Value =~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
Dentists Value
70 Dickson 4644:1 1744:1 2900 1Bad | Good 1540:1 Avery, NC 5924:1
To reach a population-to-provider ratio at or exceeding that of the 10th ranking county, 44 dental care
Ratio of population to | providers would need to be recruited to the county. More importantly, if the county's value is greater Tyler, TX 10709:1
dentists than 5,000, this county would be considered a Health Professional Shortage Area.
Source Area Health Resource File/National Provider Identification file Year(s) 2014 Hydc, NC
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10th Ranked

Mental Health Rank 10th Ranked  Value Value Difference Shift in Value ~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
Providers =
77 Henry 6966:1 644:1 6322 1Bad |Good 490:1 Avery, NC 273:1
To reach a population-to-provider ratio at or exceeding that of the 10th ranking county, 172 mental
Ratio of population to | health providers would need to be rectuited to the county. More importantly, if the county's value is Tyler, TX 3570:1
mental health providers greater than 30,000, this county would be considered a Health Professional Shortage Area.
Source CMS, National Provider Identification file Year(s) 2015 Hyde, NC 946:1
10th Ranked . oo,
Preventable Rank 10th Ranked  Value Value Difference Shift in Value ~ US Average | Peer County Peer Value
Hospital Stays — = — —
50 Anderson 75.64 50.27 25.37 1Bad |Good 54.00 Avery, NC 84.73
Number of hospital stays. For every 100 Medicare enrollees, prevent 1 Medicare enrollees from being hospitalized for
8 for ambulatory-care very > previ " s g P Tyler, X 87.49
=1 ARSI ambulatory-care sensitive conditions.
U sensitive condumns Cr
e Medicare enrollees |77 gy pce Dartmouth Atlas of Health Care Year(s) 2013 Hyde, NC 52.23
Q
= Diabetic Rank 10th Ranked  Value 10¢h Ranked Difference Shift in Value ~ US Average | Peer County Peer Value
= Monitorin, Value
Q € 40 Giles 87.00% 89.20% 2.21% 1Good |Bad 63.00% Avery, NC 83.66%
Percentage of diabetic For every 100 diabetic Medicare enrollees, get 3 additional Medicare enrollees to receive HbAlc
Medicare enrollees ages 65 very ’ fcreenin v Tyler, X 81.90%
75 that receive HbAlc g
monitoring Source Dartmouth Atlas of Health Care Year(s) 2013 Hyde, NC 93.75%
Mammography Rank 5th Ranked  Value Sthvi?rfed Difference Shift in Value ~ US Average | Peer County Peer Value
Screenin,
creening 74 Cumberland  54.00% 71.00% 17.00% 1Good |Bad 63.00% Avery, NC 63.00%
Percentage of female For every 100 female Medicare enrollees, get 17 additional Medicare entollees to receive their
Medicare enrollees ages 67 every 2 are e ma:rilogia ha Scl‘eenian edica ces v Tyler, X 48.00%
69 that receive graphy 8-
?—1) mamogsphy serentng Source Dartmouth Atlas of Health Care Year(s) 2013 Hyde, NC 78.00%
(@) . 1st Ranked . e s
= High School Rank 1st Ranked  Value Value Difference Shift in Value ~ US Average | Peer County Peer Value
Q Graduation - au —
[}j 30 Tipton 92.50% 98.00% 5.50% 1Good |Bad 82.00% Avery, NC 81.99%
< Eercentage of ninth-grade. For every 100 ninth graders, assist 6 additional ninth graders to graduate within four years. Tyler, TX 88.06%
: cohort that graduates in ‘
< four years
(9] Source EDFacts Year(s) 2012-2013 Hyde, NC NA
T 10th Ranked . .
Rank 10th Ranked  Value Difference Shift in Value ~ US Average | Peer County Peer Value
Some College Value
86 Shelby 34.81% 62.28% 27.48% 1Good |Bad 64.00% Avery, NC 56.70%
o | Percentage (,(nvdu]fs a0es For every 100 adults between 25-44 years of age, assist_28 additional adults to complete some Tyler, TX 44.72%
‘5 25-44 years with some coursework at the collegiate level. ’
+ | post-secondary education
g Source American Community Survey Year(s) 2010-2014 Hyde, NC 44.56%
o
0 Rank  10th Ranked Value (ORRanked o rence  ShiftinValue US Average | Peer County Peer Value
= | Unemployment Value
g 68 Robertson 8.71% 5.69% 3.02% 1Bad |Good 6.20% Avery, NC 6.35%
g | ».. :
© | Dercentage of population
Q ages 16 and older For every 100 persons ages 16 years and older, help 4 persons successfully find employment. Tyler, TX 8.00%
) work Source Bureau of Labor Statistics Year(s) 2014 Hyde, NC 8.91%
I 10th Ranked
i3] . . Rank 10th Ranked  Value Difference Shift in Value =~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
& | Children in Poverty Value
2 90 Dickson 35.40% 21.10% 14.30% 1Bad |Good 22.00% Avery, NC 31.70%
F 100 child: der 18 i ty, help 41 children to find assist to get f
Pereentane of childsen or every children (under 18 years) in poverty, help 41 children to find assistance to get out o Tyler, TX 26.30%
under age 18 in poverty poverty.
Source Small Area Income and Poverty Estimates Year(s) 2014 Hyde, NC 28.70%
. Rank 10th Ranked  Value 10¢h Ranked Difference Shift in Value =~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
Income Inequality Value
59 Houston 4.71 4.11 0.60 1Bad | Good 4.70 Avery, NC 4.35
Ratio of houschold income To reach a household income ratio at or below that of the 10th ranking county reduce the gap Tler. TX 434
at the 80th percentile to. between the 80th percentile and 20th percentile by 1 household(s). e -
income at the 20th
PRI Source American Community Survey Year(s) 2010-2014 Hyde, NC 2.88
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http://www.countyhealthrankings.org/app/tennessee/2016/measure/factors/24/description
http://www.countyhealthrankings.org/app/tennessee/2016/measure/factors/44/description
http://www.countyhealthrankings.org/app/tennessee/2016/measure/factors/44/description
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Health Factors

10th Ranked

minutes

Children in Single- Rank 10th Ranked  Value Difference Shift in Value ~ US Average | Peer County Peer Value
Value
Parent Households
21 Lawrence 28.41% 23.36% 5.04% 1Bad |Good 34.00% Avery, NC 20.24%
Percentage of children that| FOr every 100 single parent households in the county, investigate ways to encourage 18 households to Tvler. TX 30.11%
live in a household headed be a multi-parent household. T o
by single parent
Source American Community Survey Year(s) 2010-2014 Hyde, NC 51.41%
) - Rank 10thRanked Value CiRamked 4 rence ShiftinValue USAvetage | Peer County Peer Value
Social Associations Value
88 Johnson 6.23 16.13 9.90 1Good |Bad 9.00 Avery, NC 18.63
@ | Number of membershi s . . fogs R e
g 4"—“550Cmiom e 10,000 For every 100 people in the county, increase the number of membership associations by 1. Tyler, TX 14.44
‘5 population
< Source County Business Patterns Year(s) 2013 Hyde, NC 12.24
B 1st Ranked . o
Q . . Rank 1st Ranked Value Difference Shift in Value  US Average Peer County Peer Value
é Violent Crime Value
) 3 Moore 92.69 57.16 35.53 TBad | Good 392.00 Avery, NC 130.75
(=)
=] f reporte
Q |  Dumberof reported. For every 100 persons in the county, ptevent 39 people from committing a violent crime. Tyler, TX 359.20
m violent crime offenses per ‘
100,000 population
< Source Uniform Crime Reporting - FBI Year(s) 2010-2012 Hyde, NC NA
= 10th Ranked
3] . Rank 10th Ranked  Value 4 Difference Shift in Value US Average Peer County Peer Value
o Injury Deaths Value
£ 22 Washington 76.21 70.04 6.17 1Bad |Good 60.00 Avery, NC 80.10
Number of deaths due to For every 1,000 population consider ways to prevent 81 deaths as a result of intentional and Tvler. TX 96.22
injury per 100,000 unintentional injury. T ’
population
Source CDC WONDER mortality data Year(s) 2009-2013 Hyde, NC 62.10
. R 10th Ranked . 8
Air Pollution - Rank 10th Ranked  Value Val Difference Shift in Value =~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
Particulate Matter - = ue -
51 Greene 13.71 13.14 0.57 1Bad |Good 11.40 Avery, NC 13.01
Average daily density of Reduce the average daily measure of fine particulate matter by 0.57 micrograms per cubic meter .
fine particulate matter in (PMZ 5) Tylcr, TX 9.19
micrograms per cubic e
meter (PM2.5) Source CDC WONDER Environmental data Year(s) 2011 Hyde, NC 11.46
Drinking Water Rank  IstRanked  Value ISt‘I;aI“ked Difference  Shiftin Value  US Average | Peer County Peer Value
Violations ue -
No Rank NA Yes No NA NA NA Avery, NC Yes
Percentage of population . . . . . . . . - ,
otentially exposed to At least one community water system in the county receive a violation during the specific timeframe Tyler, TX Yes
water exceeding a violation
limit during the past year | gy, pce Safe Drinking Water Information System Year(s) FY2013-14 Hyde, NC No
. 10th Ranked . 9.
Severe Housing Rank 10th Ranked  Value Val Difference Shift in Value ~ US Average | Peer County Peer Value
Problems — s ‘
- 71 Unicoi 15.43% 11.70% 3.72% TBad | Good 19.00% Avery, NC 14.58%
[=
U | Percentage of households
g \x::b]][elr;:toi::Cij:::;:;:«' For every 100 persons in the county experiencingihtm;sing problems, help 25 person(s) to find housing Tyler, TX 12.53%
5 high housing costs, or lack assistance.
E of kitchen or plumbing
facilities
25 e Source  Comprehensive Housing Affordability Strategy (CHAS) data_Year(s) 20082012 Hyde, NC 14.39%
o
<
.9 | Driving Alone to Rank 5th Ranked  Value Sthvlz?:::ed Difference Shift in Value =~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
2 Work
_Ef‘ 6 Johnson 79.25% 79.19% 0.05% 1Bad | Good 76.00% Avery, NC 80.99%
R Percentace of the For every 100 persons that currently drive alone to work, convince 1 to carpool or take mass- Tyler. TX 75.15%
workforce that drives transportation. T e
alone to work Source American Community Survey Year(s) 2010-2014 Hyde, NC 63.04%
Long Commute - Rank 10th Ranked  Value 10t};71:1a1(13ked Difference Shift in Value =~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
Driving Alone v
86 Hamilton 53.10% 25.20% 27.90% 1Bad | Good 31.00% Avery, NC 35.80%
ﬁ% For every 100 persons that cutrently drive more than 30 minut'es alone to work, convince 53 to carpool Tyler, TX 44.20%
COMMUIE IR MEr At or take mass-transportation. ’
alone, the percentage that
commute more than 30 Source American Community Survey Year(s) 2010-2014 Hyde, NC 21.20%
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TN [ ——— DRIVE YOUR COUNTY TO THE BLOUNT COUNTY
Health 'I.ir". TOP TEN Summary

E Population: 126,339 <18 YOA: 21.08%)| 65+ YOA: 18.43% % Rural: 32.60%
o
ézﬁ Unemployment: 6.02%| % Females: 51.50%| % Males: 48.50% Graduation Rate: 92.80%
g‘ Single parent households: 25.26% MHI:  $47,175
. Top Third
Ad u It SmOkl ng Measure Value
Poor Mental Health Days 4.40
Wilson | Poor Physical Health Days 440
Mid-Cumberland Region ] Adult Smoking 20.90%
Dickinson, MI | Mammography Screening 66.00%
Bast Region ' Poor or Fair Health 19.50%
Blount 1 Unemployment 6.02%
0% 5% 10% 15% 20% 25% 30% Diabetic Monitoring 89.18%
am ___ ., Average - US Average Children in Poverty 21.80%
Children in Single-Parent Households 25.26%
HP 2020 Top US Performers
Premature Death 8094.00
Middle Third
Ad u I t O beS | ty Measure Value
Social Associations 11.59
Wilson Food Environment Index 7.10
Mid-Cumberland Region Severe Housing Problems 13.50%
Dickinson, MI Sexually Transmitted Infections 269.78
East Region Long Commute - Driving Alone 35.80%
Blount Violent Crime 334.90
10% 15% 20% 25% 30% 35% 40% Driving Alone to Work 85.18%
' === TN Average ===+ US Average
HP 2020 Top US Performers
Physical Inactivity Measure Value
Excessive Drinking 12.10%
Wilson Adult Obesity 34.10%
Mid-Cumberland Region
Dickinson, MI
East Region
Blount
10% 15% 20% 25% 30% 35% 40%
' === TN Average ===« US Average
HP 2020 Top US Performers

Tennessee'sBig3+1

Why were these charts selected? The "Big 3 + 1" directly influences at least
six of the top ten leading causes of death in Tennessee, and also directly
Physical Substance influence other public health threats, such as heart disease, cancer, and
Inactivity Abuse diabetes. Overall, the Big Three plus One influences two-thirds of the
factors that contribute to Tennessee’s overall rank.

Tobacco Use Obesity

Comparative Counties:

Each graph provides the Tennessee county with its respective region and three non-Tennessee comparative counties from around the
US based on county-level demographics. The vertical lines represent: the TN Average, the US Average, Top US Performers (top 10%)
and the Healthy People 2020 (HP) Goal. For all measures a decrease (shift left) in percentage represents improvement.

YOA: Years of Age. MHI: Median Household Income. HP 2020: Healthy People 2020 Goal. Adult Smoking: Percentage of adults who are current smokers. Source: Behavioral Risk
Factor Surveillance System; 2006-2012. Adult Obesity: Percentage of adults that report a BMI of 30 or more. Source: CDC Diabetes Interactive Atlas; 2011. Physical Inactivity:
Percentage of adults aged 20 and over reporting no leisure-time physical activity. Source: CDC Diabetes Interactive Atlas; 2011. Prepared by the Division of Administrative Services,
Tennessee Department of Health. Nashville, TN. admin.health@tn.gov or 615-741-5001.

WWW.TN.GOV/HEALTH/TOPIC/SPECIALREPORTS


http://www.tn.gov/health/topic/specialreports

o,

g010

DRIVE YOUR COUNTY TO THE

TOP TEN

BLOUNT COUNTY, TENNESSEE

.Health

12}

b=} Rank 10th Ranked  Value b Beraliasdl Difference Shift in Value US Average Peer County Peer Value

3 | Premature Death Value

‘s 13 Knox 8094.00 7735.80 358.20 1Bad |Good 6,600.00 Mercer, PA 7414.50

< 1. . .

Iy %‘% For every 100 people in the county, 1 people in the county need to live one year closer to age 75. Lycoming, PA  6628.50
betore ﬂy(: o Cr

8 population (age-adjusted,

— Source National Center for Health Statistics - Mortality files Year(s) 2011-2013 Dickinson, M1 6979.90

Poor or Fair Rank 5th Ranked  Value Sthviitrfed Difference Shift in Value ~ US Average | Peer County Peer Value
Health*
ea 9 Roberson _ 19.50% __ 18.60% 0.90% 1Bad |Good 18.00% Mercer, PA____ 14.80%
Ii:;?;t?‘:iar(l‘i:r Improve the health of 1 out of every 100 peop}e ‘in hthaeh;ounty who, in general, report being in poor or Lycoming, PA 13.80%
w health (age-adjusted air he .
g Source Behavioral Risk Factor Surveillance System Year(s) 2014 Dickinson, MI 12.30%
oor sical an| th Ranke ue ifference ift in Value verage eer Count; eer Value
=) Poor Physical Rank 5th Ranked  Val Sthvii‘n:ed Diffe Shift in Val US Averag Peer C y Peer Val
Q Health Days* — = —
*5 8 Knox 4.40 4.30 0.10 1Bad |Good 3.8 Mercer, PA 3.70
O - Average number of E le in th d b ; hvsical health d db
sically + dav: t t t t
@ | phusically unhealthy days ngage people in the county on ways to reduce number of poor physical hea ays reported by Lycoming, PA 3.50
L | 3 | reported in past 30 days residents by 1 days per month.
‘*_‘-’ [ age-adjusted
4] g‘ Source Behavioral Risk Factor Surveillance System Year(s) 2014 Dickinson, MI 3.40
o
' | = |Poor Mental Health|  Rank  IstRanked  Value 13‘&‘;25“1 Difference  Shiftin Value  US Average | Peer County Peer Value
Days*

8 as 6 Williamson 4,40 3.80 0.60 1Bad |Good 2.8 Mercer, PA 400
mm\q\(;rl.t‘i?:itr :qfw Engage people in the county on ways to reduce number of poor physical health days reported by Lycoming, PA 3.90
reported in past 30 days residents by 1 days per month.

bl Source Behavioral Risk Factor Surveillance System Year(s) 2014 Dickinson, MI 3.60
. . Rank 10th Ranked  Value 10¢h Ranked Difference Shift in Value ~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
Low Birthweight Value
30 Pickett 8.26% 7.24% 1.02% 1Bad |Good 8.00% Mercer, PA 7.88%
%ﬁ“’:h‘% Reduce the number of low birth weight babies by 2 for every 100 live births. Lycoming, PA 7.35%
with low birthweight (< )
2500 grams)
Source National Center for Health Statistics - Natality files Year(s) 2007-2013 Dickinson, MI 8.38%
1st Ranked q o
Adult Smoking* Rank 1st Ranked  Value Value Difference Shift in Value ~ US Average | Peer County Peer Value
8 Williamson 20.90% 16.20% 4.70% 1Bad |Good 17.00% Mercer, PA 22.20%
Percentage of adults who Get 23 out of every 100 current adult smokers in the county to quit smoking. Lycoming, PA 20.30%
are current smokers
7)) Source Behavioral Risk Factor Surveillance System Year(s) 2014 Dickinson, MI 17.20%
| »
=
8 =] . Rank 10th Ranked  Value 10¢h Ranked Difference Shift in Value ~ US Average | Peer County Peer Value
134 S Adult Obesity Value
< 2 70 Hamilton 34.10% 29.90% 4.20% 1Bad |Good 27.00% Mercer, PA 33.40%
| )
e AR | Bercentage of aduls that Get 13 out of every 100 current obese adults in the county to reduce their BMI below 30. Lycoming, PA 29.90%
= | S| reportaBMIof300r
Ts ‘—‘“ more
ol Source CDC Diabetes Interactive Atlas Year(s) 2012 Dickinson, MI 30.30%
m T Food Environment Rank 5th Ranked  Value SthVI:;t::ed Difference Shift in Value =~ US Average | Peer County Peer Value
Inde
* 42 Cannon 7.10 7.9 0.8 1Good |Bad 7.20 Mercer, PA 7.50
Index of factors that
contribute to a healthy Increase the county's food index score by 0.8. Lycoming, PA 7.20
food environment, 0
worst) to 10 (best -
Source USDA Food Environment Atlas, Map the Meal Gap Year(s) 2013 Dickinson, MI 7.30

Prepared by the Division of Administrative Services, Tennessee Department of Health. Nashville, TN. May 2016. admin.health@tn.gov or 615-741-9398. The full report can be accessed at:
http://tn.gov/health/topic/specialreports. All data is from the University of Wisconsin Population Health Institute and Robert Wood Johnson Foundation's, 2015 County Health Rankings and Roadmaps
report. Difference statements represent the absolute value using the following formula: ["Value" - "10th Ranked Value"]. *The action statements are based on the assumption that no new additional cases
occur. *¥Data should not be compared with prior years due to changes in definition/methods. All rankings and action statements presented in this report must be interpreted with caution due to
various limitations of each measurement. Further information with regards to the strengths and limitations of each measurement may be found by clicking the hyperlink found in the

description of each measurement.
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Health Factors

10th Ranked

. .. Rank 10th Ranked  Value Difference Shift in Value =~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
Physical Inactivity Value
30 Shelby 34.50% 30.20% 4.30% 1Bad | Good 23.00% Mercer, PA 27.20%
Percentage of adults aged
20 and over reporting no Get 13 out of every 100 currently physically inactive adults to exercise during leisure time. Lycoming, PA 25.00%
leisure-time physical
activity Source CDC Diabetes Interactive Atlas Year(s) 2012 Dickinson, MI 20.40%
. 10th Ranked . o
Access to Exercise Rank 10th Ranked  Value Value Difference Shift in Value =~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
Opportunities
22 Loudon 69.15% 78.48% 9.33% 1Good |Bad 84.00% Mercer, PA 84.52%
Percentage of population |  Consider how to remove batriers to access exercise locations to reach an additional 9.33 percent of R ~
with adequate access to the county's population Lycommg, PA 75.21%
locations for physical ty's pop :
activity Source Business Analyst, Delorme, ESRI, & US Census Tigetline Files Year(s) 2010 & 2014 | Dickinson, MI 90.50%
. s Rank 10th Ranked  Value 10th Ranked Difference Shift in Value =~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
Excessive Drinking Value
® 76 Benton 12.10% 10.60% 1.50% 1Bad |Good 17.00% Mercer, PA 16.40%
=
2 Percentage of adults Get 13 out of every 100 adults in the county that currently drink to excess (binge and heavy drinkers) Lyvcoming. PA 17.50%
2 | reporting binge or heavy to stop drinking more than one (women) or two (men) drinks per day on average. y & o
E reporting binge or heavy P g p y g
drinking
Cg Source Behavioral Risk Factor Surveillance System Year(s) 2014 Dickinson, MI 19.30%
€ | Alcohol-Impaired | Rank  10th Ranked  Value 10“;,1:1"“1“"1 Difference  Shiftin Value  US Average | Peer County Peer Value
'S | Driving Deaths : e
E 13 Sullivan 20.56% 19.17% 1.39% 1Bad |Good 31.00% Mercer, PA 32.26%
Pt ot i Reduce the number of alcohol related driving deaths by 1.39 percent. Lycoming, PA  42.86%
deaths with alcohol
involvement
Source Fatality Analysis Reporting System Year(s) 2010-2014 Dickinson, MI 75.00%
Sexua.ll Y Rank  10th Ranked  Value 10¢h Ranked Difference Shift in Value ~ US Average | Peer County Peer Value
Transmitted Value
Infections 43 Overton 269.78 153.22 116.55 1Bad |Good 446.60 Mercer, PA 366.61
Number of newly Consider ways to educate 5 out of every 10 persons self-reporting to be involved in any sexual contact Lo ine. PA 3
L T . . . . . . ycoming, P/ 366.14
diagnosed chlamydia cases to commit to using safe sex practices to prevent the infection of Chlamydia.
per 100,000 population
Source National Center for HIV/AIDS, Viral Hepatitis, STD, & TB Prevention Year(s) 2013 Dickinson, MI 183.07
. Rank 10th Ranked  Value 10¢h Ranked Difference Shift in Value ~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
Teen Births Value
21 Putnam 40.91 34.87 6.04 1Bad |Good 35.00 Mercer, PA 26.39
irth r: F 100 ¢ femal 15to1 in th t id t t 15 t
j“e?nil)mh r,/m? Bcf/T ﬁnn | or every 100 teenage females (ages 15 to 19 years)} in the county, consider ways to prevent 15 teen(s) Lycoming, PA 3265
female population, ages 15 from becommg pregnant.
19
Source National Center for Health Statistics - Natality files Year(s) 2007-2013 Dickinson, MI 23.67
. Rank 10th Ranked  Value 10¢h Ranked Difference Shift in Value ~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
Uninsured Value
14 Cheatham 14.84% 14.54% 0.30% 1Bad |Good 17.00% Mercer, PA 11.49%
Deireent st population Get 3 out of every 100 currently uninsured adults ages 18-64 to obtain health insurance. Lycoming, PA 11.33%
under age 65 without
health insurance
Source Small Area Health Insurance Estimates Year(s) 2013 Dickinson, MI 12.30%
. 10th Ranked . cp s
0 Primary Care Rank 10th Ranked  Value Value Difference Shift in Value =~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
= . o
Physicians
8 Y 14 Coffee 1472:1 1368:1 104 1Bad |Good 1320:1 Mercer, PA 1355:1
Tcg To reach a population-to-provider ratio at or exceeding that of the 10th ranking county, 7 primary
‘2 | Ratioof population to care providers would need to be recruited to the county. More importantly, if the county's value is | Lycoming, PA 1390:1
8 primary care physicians greater than 3,500, this county would be considered a Health Professional Shortage Area.
Source Area Health Resource File/ Ametican Medical Association  Year(s) 2013 Dickinson, MI 1135:1
1
. Rank 10th Ranked  Value Oth Ranked Difference Shift in Value =~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
Dentists Value
15 Dickson 1858:1 1744:1 114 1Bad | Good 1540:1 Mercer, PA 1915:1
To reach a population-to-provider ratio at or exceeding that of the 10th ranking county, 5 dental care
Ratio of population to | providers would need to be recruited to the county. More importantly, if the county's value is greater | Lycoming, PA 2330:1
dentists than 5,000, this county would be considered a Health Professional Shortage Area.
Source Area Health Resource File/National Provider Identification file Year(s) 2014 Dickinson, MI 1082:1
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Health Factors

10th Ranked

Source American Community Survey Year(s)

Mental Health Rank 10th Ranked  Value Val Difference Shift in Value ~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
Providers alue —
15 Henry 820:1 644:1 176 1Bad |Good 490:1 Mercer, PA 653:1
To reach a population-to-provider ratio at or exceeding that of the 10th ranking county, 41 mental
Ratio of population to | health providers would need to be recruited to the county. More importantly, if the county's value is | Lycoming, PA 826:1
mental health providers greater than 30,000, this county would be considered a Health Professional Shortage Area.
Source CMS, National Provider Identification file Year(s) 2015 Dickinson, MI 448:1
10th Ranked . oo,
Preventable Rank 10th Ranked  Value Value Difference Shift in Value ~ US Average | Peer County Peer Value
Hospital Stays = — —
23 Anderson 64.23 50.27 13.96 1Bad |Good 54.00 Mercer, PA 62.21
® %{;uzl_;:; For every 100 Medicare enrollees, prevent 1 Med.ic’are enro}lfees from being hospitalized for Lycoming, PA 4808
< ST ambulatory-care sensitive conditions. g
U sensitve c‘ondumns Cr
— | 1000 Medicare enrallees [Tg oy ce Dartmouth Atlas of Health Care Year(s) 2013 Dickinson, M 42,78
8 10th Ranked
= Diabetic Rank 10th Ranked  Value Vala e € Difference Shift in Value ~ US Average | Peer County Peer Value
= Monitoring " > =
Q 12 Giles 89.18% 89.20% 0.03% 1Good |Bad 63.00% Mercer, PA 83.08%
Percentage of diabetic For every 100 diabetic Medicare enrollees, get 1 additional Medicare enrollees to receive HbAlc . N
Medicare enrollees ages 65 screenin Lycommg, PA 88.30%
75 that receive HbAlc 8-
menitering Source Dartmouth Atlas of Health Care Year(s) 2013 Dickinson, MI  87.98%
Mammography Rank 5th Ranked  Value Sthvi?rfed Difference Shift in Value ~ US Average | Peer County Peer Value
Screenin,
creening 8 Cumberland  66.00% 71.00% 5.00% 1Good |Bad 63.00% Mercer, PA_ 63.00%
Percentage of female For e 100 female Medicare enrollees, get 5 additional Medicare enrollees to receive their .
Medicare enrollees ages 67 very . € & marnrnS:)gra ha screen?n edica ces v Lycommg, PA 74.00%
69 that receive graphy g
mammography screening [ g4y rce Dartmouth Atlas of Health Care Year(s) 2013 Dickinson, MI  70.00%
High School Rank  1stRanked  Value IS“?“l“ked Difference  Shiftin Value  US Average | Peer County Peer Value
Graduation - auce
29 Tipton 92.80% 98.00% 5.20% 1Good |Bad 82.00% Mercer, PA 89.14%
Bercentape of nlurhrade. For every 100 ninth graders, assist 6 additional ninth graders to graduate within four years. Lycoming, PA 84.27%
cohort that graduates in °
four years
Source EDFacts Year(s) 2012-2013 Dickinson, MI 85.64%
10th Ranked . I
Rank 10th Ranked  Value Difference Shift in Value ~ US Average | Peer County Peer Value
Some College Value
14 Shelby 56.13% 62.28% 6.15% 1Good |Bad 64.00% Mercer, PA 56.60%
o | Percentage 0”4“'“ aces For every 100 adults between 25-44 years of age, assist 7 additional adults to complete some Lycoming, PA 54.82%
‘5 25-44 years with some coursework at the collegiate level. g
+ | post-secondary education
g Source American Community Survey Year(s) 2010-2014 Dickinson, MI 58.67%
o
0 Rank  10th Ranked Value (ORRanked o rence  ShiftinValue US Average | Peer County Peer Value
= | Unemployment Value
g 11 Robertson 6.02% 5.69% 0.33% 1Bad |Good 6.20% Mercer, PA 5.94%
Q ages 16 and older For every 100 persons ages 16 years and older, help 1 persons successfully find employment. Lycoming, PA 6.07%
) work Source Bureau of Labor Statistics Year(s) 2014 Dickinson, MI 6.65%
= 10th Ranked
i3] . . Rank 10th Ranked  Value Difference Shift in Value =~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
& | Children in Poverty Value
2 12 Dickson 21.80% 21.10% 0.70% 1Bad |Good 22.00% Mercer, PA 25.00%
For 100 children (under 18 1s) in rty, help 4 children to find assistance t t out of .
Pereentane of childsen or every [ en (under 18 years) in poverty, help 4 ¢ en to assistance to get out o Lycoming, PA 22.60%
T T——— poverty.
under age 18 in poverty
Source Small Area Income and Poverty Estimates Year(s) 2014 Dickinson, MI 18.50%
. Rank 10th Ranked  Value 10¢h Ranked Difference Shift in Value =~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
Income Inequality Value
21 Houston 4.33 4.11 0.22 1Bad | Good 4.70 Mercer, PA 4.20
Ratio of houschold income To reach a household income ratio at or below that of the 10th ranking county reduce the gap Lyvcomine. PA 416
at the 80th percentile to. between the 80th percentile and 20th percentile by 1 household(s). yeoming, i
income at the 20th
percentile 2010-2014 | Dickinson, MI 433



http://www.countyhealthrankings.org/app/tennessee/2016/measure/factors/62/description
http://www.countyhealthrankings.org/app/tennessee/2016/measure/factors/62/description
http://www.countyhealthrankings.org/app/tennessee/2016/measure/factors/7/description
http://www.countyhealthrankings.org/app/tennessee/2016/measure/factors/7/description
http://www.countyhealthrankings.org/app/tennessee/2016/measure/factors/7/description
http://www.countyhealthrankings.org/app/tennessee/2016/measure/factors/7/description
http://www.countyhealthrankings.org/app/tennessee/2016/measure/factors/50/description
http://www.countyhealthrankings.org/app/tennessee/2016/measure/factors/50/description
http://www.countyhealthrankings.org/app/tennessee/2016/measure/factors/50/description
http://www.countyhealthrankings.org/app/tennessee/2016/measure/factors/50/description
http://www.countyhealthrankings.org/app/tennessee/2016/measure/factors/23/description
http://www.countyhealthrankings.org/app/tennessee/2016/measure/factors/23/description
http://www.countyhealthrankings.org/app/tennessee/2016/measure/factors/23/description
http://www.countyhealthrankings.org/app/tennessee/2016/measure/factors/23/description
http://www.countyhealthrankings.org/app/tennessee/2016/measure/factors/24/description
http://www.countyhealthrankings.org/app/tennessee/2016/measure/factors/24/description
http://www.countyhealthrankings.org/app/tennessee/2016/measure/factors/44/description
http://www.countyhealthrankings.org/app/tennessee/2016/measure/factors/44/description
http://www.countyhealthrankings.org/app/tennessee/2016/measure/factors/44/description
http://www.countyhealthrankings.org/app/tennessee/2016/measure/factors/44/description
http://www.countyhealthrankings.org/app/tennessee/2016/measure/factors/5/description
http://www.countyhealthrankings.org/app/tennessee/2016/measure/factors/5/description
http://www.countyhealthrankings.org/app/tennessee/2016/measure/factors/5/description
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Health Factors

10th Ranked

minutes

Children in Single- Rank 10th Ranked  Value Difference Shift in Value ~ US Average | Peer County Peer Value
Value
Parent Households
12 Lawrence 25.26% 23.36% 1.89% 1Bad |Good 34.00% Mercer, PA 32.22%
P(Tr,mm v of children that| For every 100 single parent households in the.county, investigate ways to encourage 8 households to Lycoming, PA 35.42%
live in a household headed be a multi-parent household. ’
by single parent
Source American Community Survey Year(s) 2010-2014 Dickinson, MI 29.79%
) - Rank 10thRanked Value CiRamked 4 rence ShiftinValue USAvetage | Peer County Peer Value
Social Associations Value
38 Johnson 11.59 16.13 4.54 1Good |Bad 9.00 Mercer, PA 17.19
@ | Number of membership . P . o . § .
& | ssociatons per 10000 For every 100 people in the county, increase the number of membership associations by 1. Lycoming, PA 16.62
‘5 population
< Source County Business Patterns Year(s) 2013 Dickinson, MI 18.78
=~
Q . . Rank 10th Ranked  Value 10th Ranked Difference Shift in Value  US Average Peer County Peer Value
é Violent Crime Value
) 45 Carter 334.90 206.33 128.57 1Bad |Good 392.00 Mercer, PA 214.83
(=)
=] f reporte
Q |  Dumberof reported. For every 100 persons in the county, ptevent 39 people from committing a violent crime. Lycoming, PA 176.81
m violent crime offenses per -
100,000 population
3 Source Uniform Crime Reporting - FBI Year(s) 2010-2012 Dickinson, MI NA
= 10th Ranked
3] . Rank 10th Ranked  Value 4 Difference Shift in Value US Average Peer County Peer Value
o Injury Deaths Value
£ 16 Washington 74.33 70.04 4.29 1Bad |Good 60.00 Mercer, PA 75.11
Number of deaths due to For every 1,000 population consider ways to prevent 58 deaths as a result of intentional and Lyvcoming. PA 57.65
injury per 100,000 unintentional injury. ¥ & ’
population
Source CDC WONDER mortality data Year(s) 2009-2013 Dickinson, MI 79.37
. R 10th Ranked . 8
Air Pollution - Rank 10th Ranked  Value Val Difference Shift in Value =~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
Particulate Matter = e
23 Greene 13.38 13.14 0.24 1Bad |Good 11.40 Mercer, PA 13.98
Average daily density of Reduce the average daily measure of fine particulate matter by 0.24 micrograms per cubic meter
fine particulate matter in v g Y Y p (PNFZ 5) 4 g P v Lycoming, PA 12.51
micrograms per cubic e
Dl iDL Source CDC WONDER Environmental data Year(s) 2011 Dickinson, M 10.38
Drinking Water Rank  IstRanked  Value ISt‘I;aI“ked Difference  Shiftin Value  US Average | Peer County Peer Value
Violations ue
No Rank NA No No NA NA NA Mercer, PA Yes
Percentage of % CO : i i
;::er:tzﬂ;];)Cs(i;id‘t:: " There were no health-based drinking water violations. Lycoming, PA Yes
water exceeding a violation
Ll sl i et o Source Safe Drinking Water Information System Year(s) FY2013-14 Dickinson, MI No
. 10th Ranked . 9.
Severe Housing Rank 10th Ranked  Value Value Difference Shift in Value ~ US Average | Peer County Peer Value
Problems
- 42 Unicoi 13.50% 11.70% 1.80% 1Bad |Good 19.00% Mercer, PA 12.32%
[=
U | Percentage of households
g \x::b]][elr;:toi::Cij:::;:;:«' For every 100 persons in the county experiencingi ﬁozsing problems, help 14 person(s) to find housing Lycoming, PA 13.50%
5 high housing costs, or lack assistance.
E of kitchen or plumbing
facilities
25 e Source  Comprehensive Housing Affordability Strategy (CHAS) data_Year(s) 20082012 | Dickinson, MI ___10.38%
o
<
.9 | Driving Alone to Rank 10th Ranked  Value IOﬂ;Z?:Eked Difference Shift in Value =~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
2 Work
_é“‘ 54 Grundy 85.18% 80.27% 4.92% 1Bad | Good 76.00% Mercer, PA 82.14%
A Percentage of the For every 100 persons that cutrently drive alone to work, convince 6 to carpool or take mass- Lycoming. PA 81.95%
workforce that drives transportation. ? & !
alone to work Source American Community Survey Year(s) 2010-2014 Dickinson, MI 84.88%
Long Commute - Rank 10th Ranked  Value 10t};71:1a1(13ked Difference Shift in Value =~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
Driving Alone v
44 Hamilton 35.80% 25.20% 10.60% 1Bad | Good 31.00% Mercer, PA 24.00%
ﬁ% For every 100 persons that currently drive more than 30 minut'es alone to work, convince 30 to carpool ycoming, PA 20.10%
COMMUIE IR MEr At or take mass-transportation. g
alone, the percentage that
commute more than 30 Source American Community Survey Year(s) 2010-2014 Dickinson, MI 10.70%
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BRADLEY COUNTY

.Health Summary
E Population: 102,975 <18 YOA: 22.41%| 65+ YOA: 15.76% % Rural: 33.00%
g,: Unemployment: 6.20%)| % Females: 51.30%| % Males: 48.70% Graduation Rate: 88.82%
g‘ Single parent households: 33.20% MHI:  $43,065
. Top Third
Ad u It SmOkl ng Measure Value
Unemployment 6.20%
Wilson | Some College 55.54%
Mid-Cumberland Region ] Premature Death 8248.80
Lawrence, OH : Mammography Screening 64.00%
Southeast Region ' Social Associations 14.92
Bradley 1 Injury Deaths 74.75
0% 5% 10%  15%  20%  25%  30% Long Commute - Driving Alone 27.80%
m === TN Average —— - US Average Access to Exercise Opportunities 70.20%
Preventable Hosptial Stays 62.96
HP 2020 Top US Performers . o
Primary Care Physicians 1697:1
Middle Third
Ad u I t O bes i ty Measure Value
Low Birthweight 8.34%
Wilson ' h Teen Births 44.46
Mid-Cumberland Region Alcohol-Impaired Driving Deaths 25.76%
Lawrence, OH Diabetic Monitoring 87.52%
Southeast Region Adult Smoking 22.80%
Bradley Poor or Fair Health 22.20%
10%  15% 20%  25% 30% 35% 40% 45% Driving Alone to Work 84.51%
m — == TN Average —— - US Average Income Inequality 4.65
Poor Physical Health Days 4.90
HP 2020 Top US Performers . e
Physical Inactivity 36.80%

Physical Inactivity Measure Value

Violent Crime 630.96

Wilson . Severe Housing Problems 16.74%
Mid-Cumberland Region Sexually Transmitted Infections 425.18
Lawrence, OH Food Environment Index 6.50

Southeast Region Excessive Drinking 11.90%

Bradley Uninsured 17.73%

10% 15% 20% 25% 30% 35% 40%

X Gooa |

=== TN Average
HP 2020

===« US Average

Top US Performers

Tennessee'sBig3+1

Why were these charts selected? The "Big 3 + 1" directly influences at least
six of the top ten leading causes of death in Tennessee, and also directly
influence other public health threats, such as heart disease, cancer, and
diabetes. Overall, the Big Three plus One influences two-thirds of the
factors that contribute to Tennessee’s overall rank.

Substance
Abuse

Physical

Tobacco Use L
Inactivity

Obesity

Comparative Counties:

Each graph provides the Tennessee county with its respective region and three non-Tennessee comparative counties from around the
US based on county-level demographics. The vertical lines represent: the TN Average, the US Average, Top US Performers (top 10%)
and the Healthy People 2020 (HP) Goal. For all measures a decrease (shift left) in percentage represents improvement.

YOA: Years of Age. MHI: Median Household Income. HP 2020: Healthy People 2020 Goal. Adult Smoking: Percentage of adults who are current smokers. Source: Behavioral Risk
Factor Surveillance System; 2006-2012. Adult Obesity: Percentage of adults that report a BMI of 30 or more. Source: CDC Diabetes Interactive Atlas; 2011. Physical Inactivity:
Percentage of adults aged 20 and over reporting no leisure-time physical activity. Source: CDC Diabetes Interactive Atlas; 2011. Prepared by the Division of Administrative Services,
Tennessee Department of Health. Nashville, TN. admin.health@tn.gov or 615-741-5001.
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 Health o et i

12}

b=} Rank 10th Ranked  Value b Beraliasdl Difference Shift in Value US Average Peer County Peer Value

3 | Premature Death Value

‘s 16 Knox 8248.80 7735.80 513.00 1Bad |Good 6,600.00 Guernsey, OH  8679.90

< 1. . .

;5:'0 % For every 100 people in the county, 1 people in the county need to live one year closer to age 75. Randolph, IN  8328.50

a y o
Q [ population (age-adjusted
— Source National Center for Health Statistics - Mortality files Year(s) 2011-2013 Lawrence, OH  9427.20
Poor or Fair Rank 10th Ranked  Value IOt};::lillked Difference Shift in Value ~ US Average | Peer County Peer Value
Health*
e 43 Rutherford  22.20% 19.60% 2.60% 1Bad |Good 18.00% | Guernsey, OH _ 18.00%
Ii:;?;t?‘:iar(l‘i:r Improve the health of 3 out of every 100 peop}eiinhth;t;ounty who, in general, report being in poor or Randolph, IN 17.60%
w health (age-adjusted a ¢ .
g Source Behavioral Risk Factor Surveillance System Year(s) 2014 Lawrence, OH 18.30%
e} Poor Physical Rank 5th Ranked  Value Sthvii‘nked Difference Shift in Value =~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
Q Health Days* — = s ~
*5 54 Knox 4.90 4.30 0.60 TBad | Good 3.8 Guernsey, OH 4.10
O Average number of E le in th d b ; hvsical health d db
Q rsically : dav: t t t t
@ | phusically unhealthy days ngage people in the county on ways to reduce number of poor physical hea ays reported by Randolph, IN 400
L | 3 | reported in past 30 days residents by 1 days per month.
‘*_‘-’ [ age-adjusted
4] g‘ Source Behavioral Risk Factor Surveillance System Year(s) 2014 Lawrence, OH 4.30
o
' | = |Poor Mental Health|  Rank  IstRanked  Value 13‘&‘;25“1 Difference  Shiftin Value  US Average | Peer County Peer Value
Days*

8 ays 60 Williamson 4.8 3.80 1.00 1Bad |Good 2.8 Guernsey, OH_ 4.30
m%< Engage people in the county on wa}is to reduce number of poor physical health days reported by Randolph, IN 410
reported in past 30 days residents by 1 days per month.

bl Source Behavioral Risk Factor Surveillance System Year(s) 2014 Lawrence, OH 4.50
. . Rank 10th Ranked  Value 10¢h Ranked Difference Shift in Value ~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
Low Birthweight Value
32 Pickett 8.34% 7.24% 1.10% 1Bad |Good 8.00% Guernsey, OH 8.11%
%ﬁ“’fh‘% Reduce the number of low birth weight babies by 2 for every 100 live births. Randolph, IN 9.25%
with low birthweight (<
2500 grams)
Source National Center for Health Statistics - Natality files Year(s) 2007-2013 Lawrence, OH 10.07%
10th Ranked . o
Adult Smoking* Rank 10th Ranked  Value Value Difference Shift in Value ~ US Average | Peer County Peer Value
36 Humphreys  22.80% 21.10% 1.70% 1Bad |Good 17.00% Guernsey, OH 21.00%
Percentage of adults who Get 8 out of every 100 current adult smokers in the county to quit smoking. Randolph, IN 20.20%
are current smokers
7)) Source Behavioral Risk Factor Surveillance System Year(s) 2014 Lawrence, OH 20.90%
| »
=
8 g Adult Obesity Rank 10th Ranked  Value 10t};,§111:ked Difference Shift in Value ~ US Average | Peer County Peer Value
Q
< 2 59 Hamilton 33.60% 29.90% 3.70% 1Bad |Good 27.00% Guernsey, OH 36.40%
| )
e AR | Bercentage of aduls that Get 12 out of every 100 current obese adults in the county to reduce their BMI below 30. Randolph, IN 33.80%
= | S| reportaBMIof300r
Ts ‘—‘“ more
ol Source CDC Diabetes Interactive Atlas Year(s) 2012 Lawrence, OH 38.90%
m T Food Environment Rank 5th Ranked  Value SthVI:;t::ed Difference Shift in Value =~ US Average | Peer County Peer Value
Inde
* 73 Cannon 6.50 7.9 1.4 1Good |Bad 7.20 Guernsey, OH 7.00
Index of factors that
contribute to a healthy Increase the county's food index score by 1.4. Randolph, IN 6.80
food environment, 0
worst) to 10 (best -
Source USDA Food Environment Atlas, Map the Meal Gap Year(s) 2013 Lawrence, OH 7.00

Prepared by the Division of Administrative Services, Tennessee Department of Health. Nashville, TN. May 2016. admin.health@tn.gov or 615-741-9398. The full report can be accessed at:
http://tn.gov/health/topic/specialreports. All data is from the University of Wisconsin Population Health Institute and Robert Wood Johnson Foundation's, 2015 County Health Rankings and Roadmaps
report. Difference statements represent the absolute value using the following formula: ["Value" - "10th Ranked Value"]. *The action statements are based on the assumption that no new additional cases
occur. *¥Data should not be compared with prior years due to changes in definition/methods. All rankings and action statements presented in this report must be interpreted with caution due to
various limitations of each measurement. Further information with regards to the strengths and limitations of each measurement may be found by clicking the hyperlink found in the

description of each measurement.
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Health Factors

10th Ranked

. .. Rank 10th Ranked  Value Difference Shift in Value =~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
Physical Inactivity Value
54 Shelby 36.80% 30.20% 6.60% 1Bad |Good 23.00% Guernsey, OH 34.20%
Percentage of adults aged
20 and over reporting no Get 18 out of every 100 currently physically inactive adults to exercise during leisure time. Randolph, IN 32.40%
leisure-time physical
activity Source CDC Diabetes Interactive Atlas Year(s) 2012 Lawrence, OH 37.30%
. 10th Ranked . o
Access to Exercise Rank 10th Ranked  Value Value Difference Shift in Value =~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
Opportunities —
20 Loudon 70.20% 78.48% 8.28% 1Good |Bad 84.00% Guernsey, OH 48.09%
Percentage of population | Consider how to remove batriers t rcise locations t h an additional 8.28 percent of
with ﬂdcgumc access to onside OW 1o femove barriers to a::l‘;zscsoi): C'SSC oofﬁat(zotsl o0 reachana ona percent o Randolph, IN 33.21%
locations for physical ty's pop :
activity Source Business Analyst, Delorme, ESRI, & US Census Tigetline Files Year(s) 2010 & 2014 | Lawrence, OH 96.23%
. s Rank 10th Ranked  Value 10th Ranked Difference Shift in Value =~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
Excessive Drinking Value
® 69 Benton 11.90% 10.60% 1.30% 1Bad |Good 17.00% Guernsey, OH 17.60%
=
g pcrc‘mm(‘,C of adults Get 11 out of every .100.adults in the county that currently drink to e.xcess (binge and heavy drinkers) Randolph, IN 14.20%
& | reporting binge or heavy to stop drinking more than one (women) or two (men) drinks per day on average.
=i drinking
Cg Source Behavioral Risk Factor Surveillance System Year(s) 2014 Lawrence, OH 15.20%
€ | Alcohol-Impaired | Rank  10th Ranked  Value 10“;,1:1"“1“"1 Difference  Shiftin Value  US Average | Peer County Peer Value
'S | Driving Deaths _ : ue _
E 35 Sullivan 25.76% 19.17% 6.59% 1Bad |Good 31.00% Guernsey, OH 30.56%
e Reduce the number of alcohol related driving deaths by 6.59 percent. Randolph, IN 22.22%
deaths with alcohol
involvement
Source Fatality Analysis Reporting System Year(s) 2010-2014 Lawrence, OH 35.48%
Sexua.ll Y Rank  10th Ranked  Value 10¢h Ranked Difference Shift in Value ~ US Average | Peer County Peer Value
Transmitted Value
Infections 77 Overton 425.18 153.22 271.96 1Bad |Good 446.60 Guernsey, OH 296.36
Number of newly Consider ways to educate 7 out of every 10 persons self-reporting to be involved in any sexual contact .
T X . . . . . Randolph, IN 278.91
diagnosed chlamydia cases to commit to using safe sex practices to prevent the infection of Chlamydia.
per 100,000 population
Source National Center for HIV/AIDS, Viral Hepatitis, STD, & TB Prevention Year(s) 2013 Lawrence, OH 175.50
. Rank 10th Ranked  Value 10¢h Ranked Difference Shift in Value ~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
Teen Births Value
34 Putnam 44.46 34.87 9.59 1Bad |Good 35.00 Guernsey, OH 39.09
Teen birth rate per 1,000 | For every 100 teenage females (ages 15 to 19 years) in the county, consider ways to prevent 22 teen(s) Randolph, IN 44.54
female population, ages 154 from becommg pregnant.
19
Source National Center for Health Statistics - Natality files Year(s) 2007-2013 Lawrence, OH 47.68
. Rank 10th Ranked  Value 10¢h Ranked Difference Shift in Value ~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
Uninsured Value
66 Cheatham 17.73% 14.54% 3.19% 1Bad |Good 17.00% Guernsey, OH 14.10%
WL&({”"U%P&P“}:"& Get 18 out of every 100 currently uninsured adults ages 18-64 to obtain health insurance. Randolph, IN 16.94%
under age 09 without
health insurance
Source Small Area Health Insurance Estimates Year(s) 2013 Lawrence, OH 13.43%
. 10th Ranked . cp s
0 Primary Care Rank 10th Ranked  Value Value Difference Shift in Value =~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
= . o
Physician
S ysicians 21 Coffee 1697:1 1368:1 329 1Bad |Good 1320:1 Guernsey, OH __ 2086:1
Tcg To reach a population-to-provider ratio at or exceeding that of the 10th ranking county, 18 primary
‘2 | Ratioof population to care providers would need to be recruited to the county. More importantly, if the county's value is | Randolph, IN 3661:1
8 primary care physicians greater than 3,500, this county would be considered a Health Professional Shortage Area.
Source Area Health Resource File/ Ametican Medical Association  Year(s) 2013 Lawrence, OH 1876:1
1
. Rank 10th Ranked  Value Oth Ranked Difference Shift in Value =~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
Dentists Value
23 Dickson 2239:1 1744:1 495 1Bad | Good 1540:1 Guernsey, OH 2084:1
To reach a population-to-provider ratio at or exceeding that of the 10th ranking county, 16 dental care
Ratio of population to | providers would need to be recruited to the county. More importantly, if the county's value is greater | Randolph, IN 4231:1
dentists than 5,000, this county would be considered a Health Professional Shortage Area.
Source Area Health Resource File/National Provider Identification file Year(s) 2014 Lawrence, OH 2934:1
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Health Factors

10th Ranked

Mental Health Rank 10th Ranked  Value Val Difference Shift in Value ~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
Providers e
25 Henry 1355:1 644:1 711 1Bad |Good 490:1 Guernsey, OH 1042:1
To reach a population-to-provider ratio at or exceeding that of the 10th ranking county, 100 mental
Ratio of population to | health providers would need to be rectuited to the county. More importantly, if the county's value is | Randolph, IN 3626:1
mental health providers greater than 30,000, this county would be considered a Health Professional Shortage Area.
Source CMS, National Provider Identification file Year(s) 2015 Lawrence, OH 1712:1
10th Ranked . oo,
Preventable Rank 10th Ranked  Value Value Difference Shift in Value ~ US Average | Peer County Peer Value
Hospital Stays = — —
20 Anderson 62.96 50.27 12.69 1Bad |Good 54.00 Guernsey, OH 96.44
o %ﬁ’“f—;fi For every 100 Medicare enrollees, prevent 1 Med.ic’are enro}lfees from being hospitalized for Randolph, IN 7871
< ST ambulatory-care sensitive conditions.
U sensitve c‘ondm(ms Cr
— | 1000 Medicare enrallees [Tg oy ce Dartmouth Atlas of Health Care Year(s) 2013 Lawrence, OH  105.81
8 10th Ranked
= Diabetic Rank 10th Ranked  Value Vala e € Difference Shift in Value ~ US Average | Peer County Peer Value
= Monitoring — - = —
@) 35 Giles 87.52% 89.20% 1.69% 1Good |Bad 63.00% Guernsey, OH 84.23%
Percentage of diabetic For every 100 diabetic Medicare enrollees, get 2 additional Medicare enrollees to receive HbAlc
Medicare enrollees ages 65 very ’ fcreenin v Randolph, IN 85.27%
75 that receive HbAlc g
menitering Source Dartmouth Atlas of Health Care Year(s) 2013 Lawrence, OH  85.02%
Mammography Rank 5th Ranked  Value Sthvi?rfed Difference Shift in Value ~ US Average | Peer County Peer Value
Screenin,
g 17 Cumberland ~ 64.00% 71.00% 7.00% 1Good |Bad 63.00% Guernsey, OH 64.00%
Percentage of female For e 100 female Medicare enrollees, get 7 additional Medicare enrollees to receive their
Medicare enrollees ages 67 very . € & marnrnS:)gra ha screen?n edica ces v Randolph, IN 71.00%
69 that receive graphy g
mammography screening [ g4y rce Dartmouth Atlas of Health Care Year(s) 2013 Lawrence, OH  56.00%
High School Rank  1stRanked  Value IS“?“l“ked Difference  Shiftin Value  US Average | Peer County Peer Value
Graduation - aue -
63 Tipton 88.82% 98.00% 9.18% 1Good |Bad 82.00% Guernsey, OH 88.53%
Bercentape of nlurhrade. For every 100 ninth graders, assist 10 additional ninth graders to graduate within four years. Randolph, IN 87.15%
cohort that graduates in
four years
Source EDFacts Year(s) 2012-2013 Lawrence, OH 92.20%
10th Ranked . I
Rank 10th Ranked  Value Difference Shift in Value ~ US Average | Peer County Peer Value
Some College Value
15 Shelby 55.54% 62.28% 6.75% 1Good |Bad 64.00% Guernsey, OH 49.67%
o | Percentage (,(nvdu]fs a0es For every 100 adults between 25-44 years of age, assist 7 additional adults to complete some Randolph, IN 55.48%
‘5 25-44 years with some coursework at the collegiate level.
+ | post-secondary education
g Source American Community Survey Year(s) 2010-2014 Lawrence, OH 48.02%
o 10th Ranked . s
3) Rank 10th Ranked  Value Difference Shift in Value =~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
= | Unemployment Value
g 14 Robertson 6.20% 5.69% 0.51% 1Bad |Good 6.20% Guernsey, OH 6.67%
g | ».. :
© | Dercentage of population
Q ages 16 and older For every 100 persons ages 16 years and older, help 1 persons successfully find employment. Randolph, IN 6.58%
) work Source Bureau of Labor Statistics Year(s) 2014 Lawrence, OH 6.53%
= 10th Ranked
i3] . . Rank 10th Ranked  Value Difference Shift in Value =~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
& | Children in Poverty Value
2 24 Dickson 24.00% 21.10% 2.90% 1Bad | Good 22.00% Guernsey, OH 26.40%
F 100 child: der 18 i ty, help 13 children to find assist to get f
Pereentane of childsen or every children (under 18 years) in poverty, help 13 children to find assistance to get out o Randolph, IN 23.70%
T T——— poverty.
under age 18 in poverty
Source Small Area Income and Poverty Estimates Year(s) 2014 Lawrence, OH 27.40%
. Rank 10th Ranked  Value 10¢h Ranked Difference Shift in Value =~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
Income Inequality Value
49 Houston 4.65 4.11 0.54 1Bad | Good 4.70 Guernsey, OH 4.37
Ratio of household income To reach a household income ratio at or below that of the 10th ranking county reduce the gap :
at the 80th percentile to. between the 80th percentile and 20th percentile by 1 household(s). Randolph, IN 418
income at the 20th
PRI Source American Community Survey Year(s) 2010-2014 Lawrence, OH 4.78
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Health Factors

10th Ranked

minutes

Children in Single- Rank 10th Ranked  Value Difference Shift in Value ~ US Average | Peer County Peer Value
Value
Parent Households
55 Lawrence 33.20% 23.36% 9.84% 1Bad |Good 34.00% Guernsey, OH 32.59%
P(Tr,mm ve of children that| FOr every 100 single parent households in the .county, investigate ways to encourage 30 households to Randolph, IN 34.44%
live in a household headed be a multi-parent household.
by single parent
Source American Community Survey Year(s) 2010-2014 Lawrence, OH 37.01%
) - Rank 10thRanked Value CiRamked 4 rence ShiftinValue USAvetage | Peer County Peer Value
Social Associations Value
18 Johnson 14.92 16.13 1.21 1Good |Bad 9.00 Guernsey, OH 15.64
@ | Number of membershi . . . . . N
g 4"—“550Cmiom e 10,000 For every 100 people in the county, increase the number of membership associations by 1. Randolph, IN 19.90
‘5 population
] Source County Business Patterns Year(s) 2013 Lawrence, OH 10.50
=~
Q . . Rank 10th Ranked  Value 10th Ranked Difference Shift in Value  US Average Peer County Peer Value
é Violent Crime Value
o 88 Carter 630.96 206.33 424.63 1Bad |Good 392.00 Guernsey, OH 141.84
(=)
=] f reporte
Q |  Dumberof reported. For every 100 persons in the county, prevent 68 people from committing a violent crime. Randolph, IN 24.93
m violent crime offenses per
98 100,000 population
Source Uniform Crime Reporting - FBI Year(s) 2010-2012 Lawrence, OH 166.55
= 10th Ranked
3] . Rank 10th Ranked  Value 4 Difference Shift in Value US Average Peer County Peer Value
o Injury Deaths Value
2 19 Washington 74.75 70.04 4.71 1Bad |Good 60.00 Guernsey, OH 71.10
Number of deaths due to For every 1,000 population consider ways to prevent 63 deaths as a result of intentional and Randolnh. IN 65.41
injury per 100,000 unintentional injury. P, 22 :
population
Source CDC WONDER mortality data Year(s) 2009-2013 Lawrence, OH 73.81
. R 10th Ranked . 8
Air Pollution - Rank 10th Ranked  Value Val Difference Shift in Value =~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
Particulate Matter = e =
30 Greene 13.47 13.14 0.33 1Bad |Good 11.40 Guernsey, OH 13.73
Average daily density of Reduce the average daily measure of fine particulate matter by 0.33 micrograms per cubic meter
fine particulate matter in v g Y Y p (PNFZ 5) 4 g P v Randolph, IN 13.46
micrograms per cubic e
Dl iDL Source CDC WONDER Environmental data Year(s) 2011 Lawrence, OH  13.13
Drinking Water Rank  IstRanked  Value ISt‘I;aI“ked Difference  Shiftin Value  US Average | Peer County Peer Value
Violations aue -
No Rank NA No No NA NA NA Guernsey, OH No
Percentage of % o 1ed 5 i J
Lr;:er:tzﬂ;l;);)(i;id‘t::n There were no health-based drinking water violations. Randolph, IN No
water exceeding a violation
Ll sl i et o Source Safe Drinking Water Information System Year(s) FY2013-14 Lawrence, OH No
. 10th Ranked . 9.
Severe Housing Rank 10th Ranked  Value Value Difference Shift in Value ~ US Average | Peer County Peer Value
Problems
- 85 Unicoi 16.74% 11.70% 5.04% TBad | Good 19.00% Guernsey, OH 12.71%
[=
Qé Dercentage of households
with at least 1 of 4 housing| | 1 in th t : : h : bl help 31 to find h 3
g TR or every 100 persons in the county experlencmgi tozsmg problems, help 31 person(s) to find housing Randolph, IN 12.45%
5 high housing costs, or lack assistance.
E of kitchen or plumbing
facilities
84} achities Source  Comprehensive Housing Affordability Strategy (CHAS) data  Year(s) 2008-2012 Lawrence, OH 12.07%
o
<
.9 | Driving Alone to Rank 10th Ranked  Value IOﬂ;Z?:Eked Difference Shift in Value =~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
2 Work
_Ef‘ 43 Grundy 84.51% 80.27% 4.25% 1Bad | Good 76.00% Guernsey, OH 85.38%
A Percentage of the For every 100 persons that cutrently drive alone to work, convince 6 to carpool or take mass- Randolnh. IN 83.75%
workforce that drives transportation. P, -
alone to work Source American Community Survey Year(s) 2010-2014 Lawrence, OH 89.07%
Long Commute - Rank 10th Ranked  Value 10t};71:1a1(13ked Difference Shift in Value =~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
Driving Alone v
19 Hamilton 27.80% 25.20% 2.60% 1Bad | Good 31.00% Guernsey, OH 27.40%
ﬁ% For every 100 persons that currently drive more than 30 minu’fes alone to work, convince 10 to carpool Randolph, IN 34.00%
COMMUIE IR MEr At or take mass-transportation.
alone, the percentage that
commute more than 30 Source American Community Survey Year(s) 2010-2014 Lawrence, OH 29.20%
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TN [ ——— DRIVE YOUR COUNTY TO THE CAMPBELL COUNTY
Health 'I.ir". TOP TEN Summary

E Population: 39,918 <18 YOA: 21.04%| 65+ YOA: 19.29% % Rural: 55.00%
g,: Unemployment: 9.36%| % Females: 51.30%| % Males: 48.70% Graduation Rate: 81.00%
g‘ Single parent households: 28.24% MHI: $33,333
. Top Third
Ad u It SmOkl ng Measure Value
Sexually Transmitted Infections 175.66
Wilson Excessive Drinking 10.90%
Mid-Cumbetland Region Air Pollution - Particulate Matter 13.27
Prentiss, MS Children in Single-Parent Households 28.24%
Fast Region Physical Inactivity 33.60%
Campbell Access to Exercise Opportunities 68.94%
0% 5% 10%  15%  20%  25%  30% Alcohol-Impaired Driving Deaths 25.00%
m === TN Average ==« US Average
HP 2020 Top US Performers
Middle Third
Ad u I t O bes i ty Measure Value
Severe Housing Problems 13.28%
Wilson Adult Obesity 32.00%
Mid-Cumberland Region Mammography Screening 61.00%
Prentiss, MS Primary Care Physicians 2118:1
East Region Social Associations 11.43
Campbell Long Commute - Driving Alone 35.60%
10% 15% 20% 25% 30% 35% 40% Uninsured 16.66%
«Eﬁ- - o= TN Average L US Average Violent Crime 37343
Dentists 3992:1
HP 2020 Top US Performers i
Mental Health Providers 3327:1
Physical Inactivity Measure Value
Adult Smoking 26.10%
Wilson - Preventable Hosptial Stays 130.50
Mid-Cumberland Region Poor Mental Health Days 5.00
Prentiss, MS High School Graduation 81.00%
East Region Children in Poverty 34.30%
Campbell Unemployment 9.36%
10% 15% 20% 25% 30% 35% 40% Driving Alone to Work 87.68%
«m- — e e TN Average — - US Average Premature Death 11422.70
Income Inequality 5.01
HP 2020 Top US Performers Poor or Fair Health 23.90%

Tennessee'sBig3+1

Why were these charts selected? The "Big 3 + 1" directly influences at least
six of the top ten leading causes of death in Tennessee, and also directly
Physical Substance influence other public health threats, such as heart disease, cancer, and
Inactivity Abuse diabetes. Overall, the Big Three plus One influences two-thirds of the
factors that contribute to Tennessee’s overall rank.

Tobacco Use Obesity

Comparative Counties:

Each graph provides the Tennessee county with its respective region and three non-Tennessee comparative counties from around the
US based on county-level demographics. The vertical lines represent: the TN Average, the US Average, Top US Performers (top 10%)
and the Healthy People 2020 (HP) Goal. For all measures a decrease (shift left) in percentage represents improvement.

YOA: Years of Age. MHI: Median Household Income. HP 2020: Healthy People 2020 Goal. Adult Smoking: Percentage of adults who are current smokers. Source: Behavioral Risk
Factor Surveillance System; 2006-2012. Adult Obesity: Percentage of adults that report a BMI of 30 or more. Source: CDC Diabetes Interactive Atlas; 2011. Physical Inactivity:
Percentage of adults aged 20 and over reporting no leisure-time physical activity. Source: CDC Diabetes Interactive Atlas; 2011. Prepared by the Division of Administrative Services,
Tennessee Department of Health. Nashville, TN. admin.health@tn.gov or 615-741-5001.
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.Health
12}
b=} Rank 10th Ranked  Value b Beraliasdl Difference Shift in Value US Average Peer County Peer Value
3 | Premature Death Value
‘s 82 Knox 11422.70 7735.80 3686.90 1Bad |Good 6,600.00 Starke, IN 11081.90
< 1. . o
By | Yeamsofpowntallifelost | For every 100 people in the county, 1 people in the county need to live one year closer to age 75. Itawamba, MS ~ 10659.20
=t before age 75 per 100,000
Q [ population (age-adjusted
— Source National Center for Health Statistics - Mortality files Year(s) 2011-2013 Prentiss, MS 10711.20
Poor or Fair Rank 10th Ranked  Value IOt};::lillked Difference Shift in Value ~ US Average | Peer County Peer Value
Health*
“ 79 Rutherford __ 23.90% ___ 19.60% 430% 1Bad |Good 18.00% Sarke, IN 18.90%
Ii:;?;t?‘:iar(l‘i:r Improve the health of 5 out of every 100 peop}eiinhth;t;ounty who, in general, report being in poor or Itawamba, MS 17.40%
w health (age-adjusted a ¢ .
g Source Behavioral Risk Factor Surveillance System Year(s) 2014 Prentiss, MS 19.60%
e} Poor Physical Rank 5th Ranked  Value Sthvii‘n:ed Difference Shift in Value =~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
Q Health Days* — = —
*5 78 Knox 5.10 4.30 0.80 1Bad |Good 3.8 Starke, IN 4.20
Average number of
O & | physically unhealthy days Engage people in the county on ways to reduce number of poor physical health days reported by Ttawamba. MS 3.80
L= ;j reported in past 30 days residents by 1 days per month. > o
‘*_‘-’ [ age-adjusted
4] g‘ Source Behavioral Risk Factor Surveillance System Year(s) 2014 Prentiss, MS 4.00
o
' | = |Poor Mental Health|  Rank  IstRanked  Value 13‘&‘;25“1 Difference  Shiftin Value  US Average | Peer County Peer Value
Days*
8 as 87 Williamson __ 5.00 3.80 120 1Bad |Good 2.8 Starke, IN 4.20
mm\q\(;rl.t‘i?:itr :qfw Engage people in the county on wa}is to reduce number of poor physical health days reported by Itawamba, MS 3.90
[DENA"Y UMCA (1Y CAYS. residents by 2 days per month.
reported in past 30 days
bl Source Behavioral Risk Factor Surveillance System Year(s) 2014 Prentiss, MS 4.00
. . Rank 10th Ranked  Value 10¢h Ranked Difference Shift in Value ~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
Low Birthweight Value
72 Pickett 9.54% 7.24% 2.30% 1Bad |Good 8.00% Starke, IN 6.89%
Rercentapeof live births Reduce the number of low birth weight babies by 3 for every 100 live births. Itawamba, MS 9.19%
with low birthweight (<
2500 grams)
Source National Center for Health Statistics - Natality files Year(s) 2007-2013 Prentiss, MS 10.72%
10th Ranked . o
Adult Smoking* Rank 10th Ranked  Value Value Difference Shift in Value ~ US Average | Peer County Peer Value
89 Humphreys  26.10% 21.10% 5.00% 1Bad |Good 17.00% Starke, IN 22.50%
Percentage of adults who Get 20 out of every 100 current adult smokers in the county to quit smoking. Ttawamba, MS 19.30%
are current Smokcrs
7)) Source Behavioral Risk Factor Surveillance System Year(s) 2014 Prentiss, MS 20.10%
| »
=
=2 ) . Rank 10th Ranked  Value 10¢h Ranked Difference Shift in Value ~ US Average | Peer County Peer Value
*5 S Adult Obesity Value
< 2 36 Hamilton 32.00% 29.90% 2.10% 1Bad |Good 27.00% Starke, IN 35.70%
| )
e AR | Bercentage of aduls that Get 7 out of every 100 current obese adults in the county to reduce their BMI below 30. Itawamba, MS 32.90%
= | S| reportaBMIof300r
Ts ‘—‘“ more
ol Source CDC Diabetes Interactive Atlas Year(s) 2012 Prentiss, MS 31.20%
m T Food Environment Rank 5th Ranked  Value SthVI:;t::ed Difference Shift in Value =~ US Average | Peer County Peer Value
Inde
* 78 Cannon 6.40 7.9 1.5 1Good |Bad 7.20 Starke, IN 7.50
Index of factors that
contribute to a healthy Increase the county's food index score by 1.5. Itawamba, MS 7.00
food environment, 0
worst) to 10 (best -
Source USDA Food Environment Atlas, Map the Meal Gap Year(s) 2013 Prentiss, MS 6.50

Prepared by the Division of Administrative Services, Tennessee Department of Health. Nashville, TN. May 2016. admin.health@tn.gov or 615-741-9398. The full report can be accessed at:
http://tn.gov/health/topic/specialreports. All data is from the University of Wisconsin Population Health Institute and Robert Wood Johnson Foundation's, 2015 County Health Rankings and Roadmaps
report. Difference statements represent the absolute value using the following formula: ["Value" - "10th Ranked Value"]. *The action statements are based on the assumption that no new additional cases
occur. *¥Data should not be compared with prior years due to changes in definition/methods. All rankings and action statements presented in this report must be interpreted with caution due to
various limitations of each measurement. Further information with regards to the strengths and limitations of each measurement may be found by clicking the hyperlink found in the

description of each measurement.
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Health Factors

10th Ranked

. .. Rank 10th Ranked  Value Difference Shift in Value =~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
Physical Inactivity Value
23 Shelby 33.60% 30.20% 3.40% 1Bad | Good 23.00% Starke, IN 34.10%
Percentage of adults aged
20 and over reporting no Get 11 out of every 100 currently physically inactive adults to exercise during leisure time. Ttawamba, MS 38.10%
leisure-time physical
activity Source CDC Diabetes Interactive Atlas Year(s) 2012 Prentiss, MS 37.60%
. 10th Ranked . o
Access to Exercise Rank 10th Ranked  Value Value Difference Shift in Value =~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
Opportunities - —
23 Loudon 68.94% 78.48% 9.54% 1Good |Bad 84.00% Starke, IN 54.52%
Percentage of population | - Consider how to remove bartiets to access exercise locations to reach an additional 9.54 percent of o
with adequate access to the county's population Ttawamba, MS 29.24%
locations for physical ty's pop :
activity Source Business Analyst, Delorme, ESRI, & US Census Tigetline Files Year(s) 2010 & 2014 Prentiss, MS 43.95%
. s Rank 10th Ranked  Value 10th Ranked Difference Shift in Value =~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
Excessive Drinking Value
® 19 Benton 10.90% 10.60% 0.30% 1Bad |Good 17.00% Starke, IN 15.00%
=
g Percentage of adults | Get 3 out of every 100 adults in the county that currently drink to excess (binge and heavy drinkers) to Ttawamba. MS 15.00%
& | reporting binge or heavy stop drinking more than one (women) or two (men) drinks per day on average. > .
< drinking
Cg Source Behavioral Risk Factor Surveillance System Year(s) 2014 Prentiss, MS 14.10%
€ | Alcohol-Impaired | Rank  10th Ranked  Value 10“;,1:1‘:2“"1 Difference  Shiftin Value  US Average | Peer County Peer Value
'S | Driving Deaths - - =
E 30 Sullivan 25.00% 19.17% 5.83% 1Bad |Good 31.00% Starke, IN 20.69%
e Reduce the number of alcohol related driving deaths by 5.83 percent. Itawamba, MS ~ 6.25%
deaths with alcohol
involvement
Source Fatality Analysis Reporting System Year(s) 2010-2014 Prentiss, MS 40.00%
Sexua.ll Y Rank  10th Ranked  Value 10¢h Ranked Difference Shift in Value ~ US Average | Peer County Peer Value
Transmitted Value
Infections 14 Overton 175.66 153.22 22.43 1Bad |Good 446.60 Starke, IN 168.01
Number of newly Consider ways to educate 2 out of every 10 persons self-reporting to be involved in any sexual contact Ttawamba. MS 359.90
diagnosed chlamydia cases to commit to using safe sex practices to prevent the infection of Chlamydia. ? U
per 100,000 population
Source National Center for HIV/AIDS, Viral Hepatitis, STD, & TB Prevention Year(s) 2013 Prentiss, MS 24419
. Rank 10th Ranked  Value 10¢h Ranked Difference Shift in Value ~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
Teen Births Value
64 Putnam 53.53 34.87 18.66 1Bad |Good 35.00 Starke, IN 4411
Teen birth rate per 1,000 For every 100 teenage females (ages 15 to 19 years) in the county, consider ways to prevent 35 teen(s) Itawamba. MS 45.95
female population, ages 154 from becoming pregnant. > :
19
Source National Center for Health Statistics - Natality files Year(s) 2007-2013 Prentiss, MS 64.90
. Rank 10th Ranked  Value 10¢h Ranked Difference Shift in Value ~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
Uninsured Value
50 Cheatham 16.66% 14.54% 2.12% 1Bad |Good 17.00% Starke, IN 17.08%
WL&({”"U%P&P“}:"& Get 13 out of every 100 currently uninsured adults ages 18-64 to obtain health insurance. Itawamba, MS 20.13%
under age 09 without
health insurance
Source Small Area Health Insurance Estimates Year(s) 2013 Prentiss, MS 21.46%
. 10th Ranked . cp s
0 Primary Care Rank 10th Ranked  Value Value Difference Shift in Value =~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
= . o
Physician
S ysicians 38 Coffee 21181 1368:1 750 1Bad |Good 1320:1 Starke, IN 2900:1
Tcg To reach a population-to-provider ratio at or exceeding that of the 10th ranking county, 32 primary
‘2 | Ratioof population to care providers would need to be recruited to the county. Mote importantly, if the county's value is | Itawamba, MS 3906:1
8 primary care physicians greater than 3,500, this county would be considered a Health Professional Shortage Area.
Source Area Health Resource File/ Ametican Medical Association  Year(s) 2013 Prentiss, MS 1953:1
1
. Rank 10th Ranked  Value Oth Ranked Difference Shift in Value =~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
Dentists Value
58 Dickson 3992:1 1744:1 2248 1Bad | Good 1540:1 Starke, IN 11537:1
To reach a population-to-provider ratio at or exceeding that of the 10th ranking county, 40 dental care
Ratio of population to | providers would need to be recruited to the county. More importantly, if the county's value is greater | [tawamba, MS 5882:1
dentists than 5,000, this county would be considered a Health Professional Shortage Area.
Source Area Health Resource File/National Provider Identification file Year(s) 2014 Prentiss, MS 2543:1
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Health Factors

10th Ranked

Mental Health Rank 10th Ranked  Value Val Difference Shift in Value ~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
Providers alue —
58 Henry 3327:1 644:1 2683 1Bad |Good 490:1 Starke, IN 7691:1
To reach a population-to-provider ratio at or exceeding that of the 10th ranking county, 153 mental
Ratio of population to | health providers would need to be rectruited to the county. More importantly, if the county's value is | Itawamba, MS 5882:1
mental health providers greater than 30,000, this county would be considered a Health Professional Shortage Area.
Source CMS, National Provider Identification file Year(s) 2015 Prentiss, MS 1695:1
10th Ranked . oo,
Preventable Rank 10th Ranked  Value Value Difference Shift in Value ~ US Average | Peer County Peer Value
Hospital Stays — u — — —
89 Anderson 130.50 50.27 80.23 1Bad |Good 54.00 Starke, IN 91.32
o %ﬁ’“f—;fi For every 100 Medicare enrollees, prevent 1 Med.ic’are enro}lfees from being hospitalized for Itawamba, MS 57,65
< ST ambulatory-care sensitive conditions.
U sensitve c‘ondm(ms Cr
e Medicare enrollees |77 gy pce Dartmouth Atlas of Health Care Year(s) 2013 Prentiss, MS 82.34
Q
= Diabetic Rank 10th Ranked  Value mt};,;allked Difference Shift in Value ~ US Average | Peer County Peer Value
= Monitoring - u - —
Q 78 Giles 84.38% 89.20% 4.83% 1Good |Bad 63.00% Starke, IN 84.79%
Percentage of diabetic For every 100 diabetic Medicare enrollees, get 5 additional Medicare enrollees to receive HbAlc
Medicare enrollees ages 65 very ’ fcreenin v Ttawamba, MS 89.27%
75 that receive HbAlc g
menitering Source Dartmouth Atlas of Health Care Year(s) 2013 Prentiss, MS 87.22%
Mammography Rank 5th Ranked  Value Sthvi?rfed Difference Shift in Value ~ US Average | Peer County Peer Value
Screenin,
creening 36 Cumberland  61.00% 71.00% 10.00% 1Good | Bad 63.00% Starke, IN 42.00%
Percentage of female For every 100 female Medicare enrollees, get 10 additional Medicare enrollees to receive their ce Ao
Medicare enrollees ages 67 mammography screenin. Ttawamba, MS 58.00%
69 that receive graphy 8-
mammography screening [ g4y rce Dartmouth Atlas of Health Care Year(s) 2013 Prentiss, MS 48.00%
High School Rank  1stRanked  Value IS“?“l“ked Difference  Shiftin Value  US Average | Peer County Peer Value
Graduation - aue -
87 Tipton 81.00% 98.00% 17.00% 1Good |Bad 82.00% Starke, IN 87.11%
Bercentape of nlurhrade. For every 100 ninth graders, assist 17 additional ninth graders to graduate within four years. Itawamba, MS 82.00%
cohort that graduates in
four years
Source EDFacts Year(s) 2012-2013 Prentiss, MS 83.83%
10th Ranked . I
Rank 10th Ranked  Value Difference Shift in Value ~ US Average | Peer County Peer Value
Some College Value
77 Shelby 37.85% 62.28% 24.44% 1Good |Bad 64.00% Starke, IN 50.40%
o | Percentage (,(nvdu]fs a0es For every 100 adults between 25-44 years of age, assist_25 additional adults to complete some Ttawamba, MS 52.09%
‘5 25-44 years with some coursework at the collegiate level.
+ | post-secondary education
g Source American Community Survey Year(s) 2010-2014 Prentiss, MS 48.01%
o
0 Rank  10th Ranked Value (ORRanked o rence  ShiftinValue US Average | Peer County Peer Value
= | Unemployment Value
g 83 Robertson 9.36% 5.69% 3.67% 1Bad |Good 6.20% Starke, IN 7.43%
Q ages 16 and older For every 100 persons ages 16 years and older, help 4 persons successfully find employment. Ttawamba, MS 7.43%
) work Source Bureau of Labor Statistics Year(s) 2014 Prentiss, MS 7.86%
= 10th Ranked
i3] . . Rank 10th Ranked  Value Difference Shift in Value =~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
& | Children in Poverty Value
2 84 Dickson 34.30% 21.10% 13.20% 1Bad |Good 22.00% Starke, IN 23.60%
F, 100 child; der 18 i ty, help 39 children to find assist: to get f
Pereentane of childsen or every children (under 18 years) in poverty, help 39 children to find assistance to get out o Itawamba, MS 23.80%
T T——— poverty.
under age 18 in poverty
Source Small Area Income and Poverty Estimates Year(s) 2014 Prentiss, MS 29.90%
. Rank 10th Ranked  Value 10¢h Ranked Difference Shift in Value =~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
Income Inequality Value
82 Houston 5.01 4.11 0.90 1Bad | Good 4.70 Starke, IN 3.81
Ratio of houschold income To reach a household income ratio at or below that of the 10th ranking county reduce the gap I ba. MS 456
aLthe SUA percentie o .[hC B pesenrle between the 80th percentile and 20th percentile by 1 household(s). tawamba, M5 0
income at the 20th
PRI Source American Community Survey Year(s) 2010-2014 Prentiss, MS 4.43
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Health Factors

10th Ranked

minutes

Children in Single- Rank 10th Ranked  Value Difference Shift in Value ~ US Average | Peer County Peer Value
Value
Parent Households
20 Lawrence 28.24% 23.36% 4.87% 1Bad |Good 34.00% Starke, IN 30.76%
P(Tr,mm ve of children that| FFOr every 100 single parent households in the .county, investigate ways to encourage 18 households to Itawamba, MS 25.91%
live in a household headed be a multi-parent household.
by single parent
Source American Community Survey Year(s) 2010-2014 Prentiss, MS 35.96%
) - Rank 10thRanked Value CiRamked 4 rence ShiftinValue USAvetage | Peer County Peer Value
Social Associations Value
42 Johnson 11.43 16.13 4.70 1Good |Bad 9.00 Starke, IN 11.64
@ | Number of membership : : : o N '
& | ssociatons per 10000 For every 100 people in the county, increase the number of membership associations by 1. Ttawamba, MS 10.24
‘5 population
< Source County Business Patterns Year(s) 2013 Prentiss, MS 10.63
=~
Q . . Rank 10th Ranked  Value 10th Ranked Difference Shift in Value  US Average Peer County Peer Value
é Violent Crime Value
) 52 Carter 373.43 206.33 167.10 1Bad |Good 392.00 Starke, IN 178.27
(=)
=] f reporte
Q |  Dumberof reported. For every 100 persons in the county, prevent 45 people from committing a violent crime. Itawamba, MS 121.61
m violent crime offenses per
100,000 population
3 Source Uniform Crime Reporting - FBI Year(s) 2010-2012 Prentiss, MS NA
= 10th Ranked
3] . Rank 10th Ranked  Value 4 Difference Shift in Value US Average Peer County Peer Value
o Injury Deaths Value
£ 73 Washington 105.59 70.04 35.55 1Bad |Good 60.00 Starke, IN 105.75
Number of deaths due to For every 1,000 population consider ways to prevent 337 deaths as a result of intentional and Ttawamba. MS 1127
injury per 100,000 unintentional injury. ? ’
population
Source CDC WONDER mortality data Year(s) 2009-2013 Prentiss, MS 85.87
. R 10th Ranked . 8
Air Pollution - Rank 10th Ranked  Value Val Difference Shift in Value =~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
Particulate Matter = ue - -
19 Greene 13.27 13.14 0.13 1Bad |Good 11.40 Starke, IN 13.21
Average daily density of Reduce the average daily measure of fine particulate matter by 0.13 micrograms per cubic meter
fine particulate matter in u g Y " P (PMuZ 5) Y g P v Itawamba, MS 12.16
micrograms per cubic e
Dl iDL Source CDC WONDER Environmental data Year(s) 2011 Prentiss, MS 12.52
Drinking Water Rank  IstRanked  Value ISt‘I;aI“ked Difference  Shiftin Value  US Average | Peer County Peer Value
Violations aue - -
No Rank NA No No NA NA NA Starke, IN No
Percentage of % CO i i
Lr;:er:tzﬂ;l;);)(i;id‘t::n There were no health-based drinking water violations. Itawamba, MS No
water exceeding a violation
Ll sl i et o Source Safe Drinking Water Information System Year(s) FY2013-14 Prentiss, MS No
. 10th Ranked . 9.
Severe Housing Rank 10th Ranked  Value Val Difference Shift in Value ~ US Average | Peer County Peer Value
Problems —— aue - - - —
- 34 Unicoi 13.28% 11.70% 1.58% TBad | Good 19.00% Starke, IN 15.04%
[=
U | Percentage of households
g \x::b]][elr;:toi::Cij:::;:;:«' For every 100 persons in the county experiencingi ﬁozsing problems, help 12 person(s) to find housing Ttawamba, MS 0.44%
5 high housing costs, or lack assistance.
E of kitchen or plumbing
facilities
25 e Source  Comprehensive Housing Affordability Strategy (CHAS) data_Year(s) 20082012 | Prentiss, MS __ 12.92%
o
<
.9 | Driving Alone to Rank 10th Ranked  Value IOﬂ;Z?:Eked Difference Shift in Value =~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
2 Work
E’ 83 Grundy 87.68% 80.27% 7.41% 1Bad | Good 76.00% Starke, IN 81.49%
A Percentage of the For every 100 persons that cutrently drive alone to work, convince 9 to carpool or take mass- Ttawamba. MS 88.28%
workforce that drives transportation. > ’
alone to work Source American Community Survey Year(s) 2010-2014 Prentiss, MS 83.56%
Long Commute - Rank 10th Ranked  Value 10t};71:1a1(13ked Difference Shift in Value =~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
Driving Alone v
43 Hamilton 35.60% 25.20% 10.40% 1Bad | Good 31.00% Starke, IN 41.10%
ﬁ% For every 100 persons that currently drive more than 30 minut'es alone to work, convince 30 to carpool Itawamba, MS 36.50%
COMMUIE IR MEr At or take mass-transportation.
alone, the percentage that
commute more than 30 Source American Community Survey Year(s) 2010-2014 Prentiss, MS 34.30%
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TN [ — DRIVE YOUR COUNTY TO THE CANNON COUNTY
Health 'I.ir". TOP TEN Summary

E Population: 13,757] <18 YOA: 21.17%| 65+ YOA: 18.11% % Rural: 81.10%
g,: Unemployment: 6.21%)| % Females: 50.20%| % Males: 49.80% Graduation Rate: 82.50%
g‘ Single parent households: 34.71% MHI:  $41,068
. Top Third
Ad u It SmOkl ng Measure Value
Alcohol-Impaired Driving Deaths 6.67%
Wilson : Food Environment Index 7.90
Mid-Cumberland Region ] Violent Crime 216.34
Harrison, OH : Unemployment 6.21%
Upper Cumberland Region : Income Inequality 4208
Cannon 1 Children in Poverty 23.20%
0% 5% 10% 15%  20%  25%  30% Teen Births 41.12
m === TN Average —— - US Average Poor or Fair Health 21.20%
Poor Mental Health Days 4.60
HP 2020 Top US Performers . . o
Diabetic Monitoring 87.69%
Middle Third
Ad u I t O bes i ty Measure Value
Severe Housing Problems 13.24%
Wilson Uninsured 16.38%
Mid-Cumberland Region Sexually Transmitted Infections 267.90
Harrison, OH Mental Health Providers 2293:1
Upper Cumberland Region Physical Tnactivity 36.00%
Cannon Adult Smoking 23.90%

10% 15% 20% 25% 30% 35% 40%

' === TN Average ===+ US Average

HP 2020 Top US Performers

Physical Inactivity Measure Value
Long Commute - Driving Alone 58.60%
Wilson Mammography Screening 51.00%

Mid-Cumberland Region Injury Deaths 115.99
Harrison, OH High School Graduation 82.50%
Upper Cumberland Region Some College 37.06%
Cannon Low Birthweight 9.86%

10% 15% 20% 25% 30% 35% 40% Social Associations 7.99

m — == IN Average - US Average Preventable Hosptial Stays 94.57
HP 2020 Ton US Perf Access to Exercise Opportunities 31.62%

op s Feriormers Air Pollution - Particulate Matter 1413

Tennessee'sBig3+1

Why were these charts selected? The "Big 3 + 1" directly influences at least
six of the top ten leading causes of death in Tennessee, and also directly
Physical Substance influence other public health threats, such as heart disease, cancer, and
Inactivity Abuse diabetes. Overall, the Big Three plus One influences two-thirds of the
factors that contribute to Tennessee’s overall rank.

Tobacco Use Obesity

Comparative Counties:

Each graph provides the Tennessee county with its respective region and three non-Tennessee comparative counties from around the
US based on county-level demographics. The vertical lines represent: the TN Average, the US Average, Top US Performers (top 10%)
and the Healthy People 2020 (HP) Goal. For all measures a decrease (shift left) in percentage represents improvement.

YOA: Years of Age. MHI: Median Household Income. HP 2020: Healthy People 2020 Goal. Adult Smoking: Percentage of adults who are current smokers. Source: Behavioral Risk
Factor Surveillance System; 2006-2012. Adult Obesity: Percentage of adults that report a BMI of 30 or more. Source: CDC Diabetes Interactive Atlas; 2011. Physical Inactivity:
Percentage of adults aged 20 and over reporting no leisure-time physical activity. Source: CDC Diabetes Interactive Atlas; 2011. Prepared by the Division of Administrative Services,
Tennessee Department of Health. Nashville, TN. admin.health@tn.gov or 615-741-5001.
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.Health
12}
b=} Rank 10th Ranked  Value b Beraliasdl Difference Shift in Value US Average Peer County Peer Value
3 | Premature Death Value
‘s 67 Knox 10772.00 7735.80 3036.20 1Bad |Good 6,600.00 Tyler, WV 8382.20
<. . .
Iy %‘% For every 100 people in the county, 1 people in the county need to live one year closer to age 75. White, GA 7359.00
betore ﬂy(: o Cr
8 population (age-adjusted,
— Source National Center for Health Statistics - Mortality files Year(s) 2011-2013 Harrison, OH 8646.00
Poor or Fair Rank 10th Ranked  Value IOt};::lillked Difference Shift in Value ~ US Average | Peer County Peer Value
Health*
e 25 Rutherford  21.20% 19.60% 1.60% 1Bad |Good 18.00% Tyler, WV 20.20%
Ii:;?;t?‘:iar(l‘i:r Improve the health of 2 out of every 100 peop}e ‘inhthaeh;ounty who, in general, report being in poor or White, GA 15.50%
w health (age-adjusted air he .
g Source Behavioral Risk Factor Surveillance System Year(s) 2014 Harrison, OH 16.90%
e} Poor Physical Rank 5th Ranked  Value Sthvii‘n:ed Difference Shift in Value =~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
Q Health Days* — = —
*5 30 Knox 4.70 4.30 0.40 1Bad |Good 3.8 Tyler, WV 4.70
Average number of
O O | physically unhealthy davs Engage people in the county on ways to reduce number of poor physical health days reported by .
4= | physically unhealthy days. i White, GA 3.80
L | 3 | reported in past 30 days residents by 1 days per month.
‘*_‘-’ [ age-adjusted
4] g‘ Source Behavioral Risk Factor Surveillance System Year(s) 2014 Harrison, OH 3.90
o
' | = |Poor Mental Health|  Rank  IstRanked  Value 13‘&‘;25“1 Difference  Shiftin Value  US Average | Peer County Peer Value
Days*
8 as 26 Williamson 4.6 3.80 0.80 1Bad |Good 2.8 Tyler, WV 4.60
Mw Engage people in the county on ways to reduce number of poor physical health days reported by -
mentally unhealthy days . W hltc, GA 3.90
reported in past 30 days residents by 1 days per month.
bl Source Behavioral Risk Factor Surveillance System Year(s) 2014 Harrison, OH 4.10
. . Rank 10th Ranked  Value 10¢h Ranked Difference Shift in Value ~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
Low Birthweight Value
78 Pickett 9.86% 7.24% 2.61% 1Bad |Good 8.00% Tyler, WV 8.70%
%ﬁf“ﬂ““% Reduce the number of low birth weight babies by 3 for every 100 live births. White, GA 6.66%
with low birthweight (<
2500 grams)
Source National Center for Health Statistics - Natality files Year(s) 2007-2013 Harrison, OH 7.54%
10th Ranked . o
Adult Smoking* Rank 10th Ranked  Value Value Difference Shift in Value ~ US Average | Peer County Peer Value
57 Humphreys  23.90% 21.10% 2.80% 1Bad |Good 17.00% Tyler, WV 22.50%
Percentage of adults who Get 12 out of every 100 current adult smokers in the county to quit smoking. White, GA 15.80%
are current smokers
7)) Source Behavioral Risk Factor Surveillance System Year(s) 2014 Harrison, OH 20.10%
| »
=
8 =] . Rank 10th Ranked  Value 10¢h Ranked Difference Shift in Value ~ US Average | Peer County Peer Value
134 S Adult Obesity Value
< 2 29 Hamilton 31.60% 29.90% 1.70% 1Bad |Good 27.00% Tyler, WV 34.20%
| )
e AR | Bercentage of aduls that Get 6 out of every 100 current obese adults in the county to reduce their BMI below 30. White, GA 28.10%
= | S| reportaBMIof300r
Ts ‘—‘“ more
ol Source CDC Diabetes Interactive Atlas Year(s) 2012 Harrison, OH 29.40%
m m Food Environment Rank 1st Ranked Value 1St‘i izl‘:ed Difference Shift in Value US Average Peer County Peer Value
Inde
* 5 Williamson 7.90 8.8 0.9 1Good |Bad 7.20 Tyler, WV 7.70
Index of factors that
contribute to a healthy Increase the county's food index score by 0.9. White, GA 7.80
food environment, 0
worst) to 10 (best -
Source USDA Food Environment Atlas, Map the Meal Gap Year(s) 2013 Harrison, OH 7.60

Prepared by the Division of Administrative Services, Tennessee Department of Health. Nashville, TN. May 2016. admin.health@tn.gov or 615-741-9398. The full report can be accessed at:
http://tn.gov/health/topic/specialreports. All data is from the University of Wisconsin Population Health Institute and Robert Wood Johnson Foundation's, 2015 County Health Rankings and Roadmaps
report. Difference statements represent the absolute value using the following formula: ["Value" - "10th Ranked Value"]. *The action statements are based on the assumption that no new additional cases
occur. *¥Data should not be compared with prior years due to changes in definition/methods. All rankings and action statements presented in this report must be interpreted with caution due to
various limitations of each measurement. Further information with regards to the strengths and limitations of each measurement may be found by clicking the hyperlink found in the

description of each measurement.
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http://www.countyhealthrankings.org/app/tennessee/2016/measure/outcomes/1/description
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Health Factors

10th Ranked

. .. Rank 10th Ranked  Value Difference Shift in Value =~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
Physical Inactivity Value
47 Shelby 36.00% 30.20% 5.80% 1Bad | Good 23.00% Tyler, WV 37.30%
Percentage of adults aged
20 and over reporting no Get 17 out of every 100 currently physically inactive adults to exercise during leisure time. White, GA 26.20%
leisure-time physical
activity Source CDC Diabetes Interactive Atlas Year(s) 2012 Harrison, OH 29.40%
. 10th Ranked . o
Access to Exercise Rank 10th Ranked  Value Value Difference Shift in Value =~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
Opportunities -
73 Loudon 31.62% 78.48% 46.86% 1Good |Bad 84.00% Tyler, WV 64.60%
mﬁ% Consider how to remove barriers to act(l:)eesi;zztcfze l:))cz;‘i‘(t)ir;snto reach an additional 46.86 percent of White, GA 05.04%
locations for physical ty's pop :
activity Source Business Analyst, Delorme, ESRI, & US Census Tigetline Files Year(s) 2010 & 2014 Harrison, OH 53.66%
. s Rank 10th Ranked  Value 10th Ranked Difference Shift in Value =~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
Excessive Drinking Value
® 69 Benton 11.90% 10.60% 1.30% 1Bad |Good 17.00% Tyler, WV 11.30%
=
2 Percentage of adults Get 11 out of every 100 adults in the county that currently drink to excess (binge and heavy drinkers) White. GA 15.20%
g reporting binge or heavy to stop drinking more than one (women) or two (men) drinks per day on average. ? -
< drinking
Cg Source Behavioral Risk Factor Surveillance System Year(s) 2014 Harrison, OH 16.30%
€ | Alcohol-Impaired | Rank  1st Ranked  Value ISt‘g‘inked Difference  Shiftin Value  US Average | Peer County Peer Value
'S | Driving Deaths Matue
E 2 Johnson 6.67% 5.56% 1.11% 1Bad |Good 31.00% Tyler, WV 33.33%
Percentage of driving. Reduce the number of alcohol related driving deaths by 1.11 percent. White, GA 29.17%
deaths with alcohol
involvement
Source Fatality Analysis Reporting System Year(s) 2010-2014 Harrison, OH 20.00%
Sexua.ll Y Rank  10th Ranked  Value 10¢h Ranked Difference Shift in Value ~ US Average | Peer County Peer Value
Transmitted Value
Infections 42 Overton 267.90 153.22 114.68 1Bad |Good 446.60 Tyler, WV 132.79
Number of newly Consider ways to educate 5 out of every 10 persons self-reporting to be involved in any sexual contact White. GA 112.50
diagnosed chlamydia cases to commit to using safe sex practices to prevent the infection of Chlamydia. ? ”
per 100,000 population
Source National Center for HIV/AIDS, Viral Hepatitis, STD, & TB Prevention Year(s) 2013 Harrison, OH 210.00
. Rank 10th Ranked  Value 10¢h Ranked Difference Shift in Value ~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
Teen Births Value
22 Putnam 41.12 34.87 6.25 1Bad |Good 35.00 Tyler, WV 45.88
Teen birth rate per 1,000 | For every 100 teenage females (ages 15 to 19 years) in the county, consider ways to prevent 16 teen(s) White. GA 31.79
female population, ages 154 from becoming pregnant. > !
19
Source National Center for Health Statistics - Natality files Year(s) 2007-2013 Harrison, OH 45.06
. Rank 10th Ranked  Value 10¢h Ranked Difference Shift in Value ~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
Uninsured Value
41 Cheatham 16.38% 14.54% 1.84% 1Bad |Good 17.00% Tyler, WV 18.02%
Deireent st population Get 12 out of every 100 currently uninsured adults ages 18-64 to obtain health insurance. White, GA 21.64%
under age 65 without
health insurance
Source Small Area Health Insurance Estimates Year(s) 2013 Harrison, OH 14.01%
. 10th Ranked . cp s
0 Primary Care Rank 10th Ranked  Value Value Difference Shift in Value =~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
= . o
Physician
S ysicians 69 Coffee 34441 1368:1 2076 1Bad |Good 1320:1 Tyler, WV 1499:1
Tcg To reach a population-to-provider ratio at or exceeding that of the 10th ranking county, 54 primary
‘2 | Ratioof population to care providers would need to be recruited to the county. More importantly, if the county's value is White, GA 3971:1
8 primary care physicians greater than 3,500, this county would be considered a Health Professional Shortage Area.
Source Area Health Resource File/ Ametican Medical Association  Year(s) 2013 Harrison, OH 3906:1
1
. Rank 10th Ranked  Value Oth Ranked Difference Shift in Value =~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
Dentists Value
69 Dickson 4586:1 1744:1 2842 1Bad | Good 1540:1 Tyler, WV 9098:1
To reach a population-to-provider ratio at or exceeding that of the 10th ranking county, 44 dental care
Ratio of population to | providers would need to be recruited to the county. More importantly, if the county's value is greater White, GA 3108:1
dentists than 5,000, this county would be considered a Health Professional Shortage Area.
Source Area Health Resource File/National Provider Identification file Year(s) 2014 Harrison, OH 7772:1
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Health Factors

10th Ranked

Source American Community Survey Year(s)

Mental Health Rank 10th Ranked  Value Val Difference Shift in Value ~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
Providers e
44 Henry 2293:1 644:1 1649 1Bad |Good 490:1 Tyler, WV 4549:1
To reach a population-to-provider ratio at or exceeding that of the 10th ranking county, 137 mental
Ratio of population to | health providers would need to be rectuited to the county. More importantly, if the county's value is White, GA 1554:1
mental health providers greater than 30,000, this county would be considered a Health Professional Shortage Area.
Source CMS, National Provider Identification file Year(s) 2015 Harrison, OH 3109:1
10th Ranked . oo,
Preventable Rank 10th Ranked  Value Value Difference Shift in Value ~ US Average | Peer County Peer Value
Hospital Stays = — —
74 Anderson 94.57 50.27 44.30 1Bad |Good 54.00 Tyler, WV 78.84
o %ﬁ’“f—;fi For every 100 Medicare enrollees, prevent 1 Med.ic’are enro}lfees from being hospitalized for White, GA 45.44
< ST ambulatory-care sensitive conditions.
U sensitve c‘ondm(ms Cr
e Medicare enrollees |77 gy pce Dartmouth Atlas of Health Care Year(s) 2013 Harrison, OH 92,95
Q
= Diabetic Rank 10th Ranked  Value mt};,;allked Difference Shift in Value ~ US Average | Peer County Peer Value
= Monitoring " > =
Q 28 Giles 87.69% 89.20% 1.51% 1Good |Bad 63.00% Tyler, WV 89.92%
Percentage of diabetic For every 100 diabetic Medicare enrollees, get 2 additional Medicare enrollees to receive HbAlc
Medicare enrollees ages 65 very ’ fcreenin v White, GA 88.82%
75 that receive HbAlc g
menitering Source Dartmouth Atlas of Health Care Year(s) 2013 Harrison, OH 75.83%
Mammography Rank 5th Ranked  Value Sthvi?rfed Difference Shift in Value ~ US Average | Peer County Peer Value
Screenin,
creening 87 Cumberland  51.00% 71.00% 20.00% 1Good | Bad 63.00% Tyler, WV 71.00%
Percentage of female For every 100 female Medicare enrollees, get 20 additional Medicare enrollees to receive their .
Medicare enrollees ages 67 every 2 are e ma:rilogia ha screeniarll & s ecetv White, GA 67.00%
69 that receive graphy g
mammography screening [ g4y rce Dartmouth Atlas of Health Care Year(s) 2013 Harrison, OH 50.00%
High School Rank  1stRanked  Value IS“?“l“ked Difference  Shiftin Value  US Average | Peer County Peer Value
Graduation - auce
82 Tipton 82.50% 98.00% 15.50% 1Good |Bad 82.00% Tyler, WV 87.50%
Bercentape of nlurhrade. For every 100 ninth graders, assist 16 additional ninth graders to graduate within four years. White, GA 42.33%
cohort that graduates in
four years
Source EDFacts Year(s) 2012-2013 Harrison, OH 82.50%
10th Ranked . I
Rank 10th Ranked  Value Difference Shift in Value ~ US Average | Peer County Peer Value
Some College Value
82 Shelby 37.06% 62.28% 25.23% 1Good |Bad 64.00% Tyler, WV 45.12%
o | Percentage (,(nvdu]fs a0es For every 100 adults between 25-44 years of age, assist_ZG additional adults to complete some White, GA 49.78%
‘5 25-44 years with some coursework at the collegiate level.
+ | post-secondary education
g Source American Community Survey Year(s) 2010-2014 Harrison, OH 52.05%
o
0 Rank  10th Ranked Value (ORRanked o rence  ShiftinValue US Average | Peer County Peer Value
= | Unemployment Value
g 15 Robertson 6.21% 5.69% 0.52% 1Bad |Good 6.20% Tyler, WV 8.93%
g | ».. :
© | Dercentage of population
Q ages 16 and older For every 100 persons ages 16 years and older, help 1 persons successfully find employment. White, GA 6.31%
) work Source Bureau of Labor Statistics Year(s) 2014 Harrison, OH 5.95%
I 10th Ranked
i3] . . Rank 10th Ranked  Value Difference Shift in Value =~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
& | Children in Poverty Value
2 21 Dickson 23.20% 21.10% 2.10% 1Bad |Good 22.00% Tyler, WV 23.60%
F 100 child: der 18 i ty, help 10 children to find assist to get f
Pereentane of childsen or every children (under 18 years) in poverty, help 10 children to find assistance to get out o White, GA 27.00%
T T——— poverty.
under age 18 in poverty
Source Small Area Income and Poverty Estimates Year(s) 2014 Harrison, OH 25.60%
. Rank 10th Ranked  Value 10¢h Ranked Difference Shift in Value =~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
Income Inequality Value
18 Houston 4.28 4.11 0.17 1Bad | Good 4.70 Tyler, WV 4.46
Ratio of houschold income To reach a household income ratio at or below that of the 10th ranking county reduce the gap White. GA 406
aLthe SUA percentie o .[hC B pesenrle between the 80th percentile and 20th percentile by 1 household(s). vhite, o
income at the 20th
percentile 2010-2014 | Harrison, OH 421
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Health Factors

10th Ranked

minutes

Children in Single- Rank 10th Ranked  Value Difference Shift in Value ~ US Average | Peer County Peer Value
Value
Parent Households
70 Lawrence 34.71% 23.36% 11.35% 1Bad |Good 34.00% Tyler, WV 23.60%
Percentage of children that| FOr every 100 single parent households in the county, investigate ways to encourage 33 households to White. GA 39.13%
live in a household headed be a multi-parent household. ? T
by single parent
Source American Community Survey Year(s) 2010-2014 Hartison, OH 30.38%
) - Rank 10thRanked Value CiRamked 4 rence ShiftinValue USAvetage | Peer County Peer Value
Social Associations Value
75 Johnson 7.99 16.13 8.15 1Good |Bad 9.00 Tyler, WV 15.56
@ | Number of membershi . . . P - )
g 4"—“550Cmiom e 10,000 For every 100 people in the county, increase the number of membership associations by 1. White, GA 10.07
‘5 population
< Source County Business Patterns Year(s) 2013 Harrison, OH 17.92
=~
Q . . Rank 10th Ranked  Value 10th Ranked Difference Shift in Value  US Average Peer County Peer Value
é Violent Crime Value
o 13 Carter 216.34 206.33 10.01 1Bad |Good 392.00 Tyler, WV 174.23
(=)
=] f reporte
Q |  Dumberof reported. For every 100 persons in the county, prevent 5 people from committing a violent crime. White, GA 220.17
m violent crime offenses per
100,000 population
< Source Uniform Crime Reporting - FBI Year(s) 2010-2012 Harrison, OH 79.45
= 10th Ranked
3] . Rank 10th Ranked  Value 4 Difference Shift in Value US Average Peer County Peer Value
o Injury Deaths Value
£ 84 Washington 115.99 70.04 45.95 1Bad |Good 60.00 Tyler, WV 76.74
Number of deaths due to For every 1,000 population consider ways to prevent 397 deaths as a result of intentional and White. GA 73.87
injury per 100,000 unintentional injury. ? .
population
Source CDC WONDER mortality data Year(s) 2009-2013 Harrison, OH 72.23
. R 10th Ranked . 8
u - u u u u
Air Pollution Rank 10th Ranked  Value Val Difference Shift in Value =~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
Particulate Matter = e -
73 Greene 14.13 13.14 0.99 1Bad |Good 11.40 Tyler, WV 13.5
Average daily density of Reduce the average daily measure of fine particulate matter by 0.99 micrograms per cubic meter
fine particulate matter in v g Y Y p (PNFZ 5) 4 g P v White, GA 13.38
micrograms per cubic e
Dl iDL Source CDC WONDER Environmental data Year(s) 2011 Harrison, OH 13.93
Drinking Water Rank  IstRanked  Value ISt‘I;aI“ked Difference  Shiftin Value  US Average | Peer County Peer Value
Violations 2e
No Rank NA No No NA NA NA Tyler, WV No
Percentage of % o1 : s hi
;::er:tzﬂ;];)is(i;id‘t:: " There were no health-based drinking water violations. White, GA Yes
water exceeding a violation
limit during the past year | gy, pce Safe Drinking Water Information System Year(s) FY2013-14 Harrison, OH Yes
. 10th Ranked . 9.
Severe Housing Rank 10th Ranked  Value Difference Shift in Value ~ US Average | Peer County Peer Value
Problems Value
- 33 Unicoi 13.24% 11.70% 1.54% TBad | Good 19.00% Tyler, WV 9.90%
[=
U | Percentage of households
g \x::b]][elr;:toi::Cij:::;:;:«' For every 100 persons in the county experiencingi ﬁozsing problems, help 12 person(s) to find housing White, GA 17.19%
5 high housing costs, or lack assistance.
E of kitchen or plumbing
facilities
84} achities Source  Comprehensive Housing Affordability Strategy (CHAS) data  Year(s) 2008-2012 Harrison, OH 14.07%
o
<
.9 | Driving Alone to Rank 10th Ranked  Value IOﬂ;Z?:Eked Difference Shift in Value =~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
2 Work
_é“‘ 28 Grundy 83.13% 80.27% 2.87% 1Bad | Good 76.00% Tyler, WV 81.55%
A Percentage of the For every 100 persons that cutrently drive alone to work, convince 4 to carpool or take mass- White. GA 83.73%
workforce that drives transportation. > T
alone to work Source American Community Survey Year(s) 2010-2014 Harrison, OH 83.65%
Long Commute - Rank 10th Ranked  Value 10t};71:1a1(13ked Difference Shift in Value =~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
Driving Alone v
91 Hamilton 58.60% 25.20% 33.40% 1Bad | Good 31.00% Tyler, WV 44.70%
ﬁ% For every 100 persons that currently drive more than 30 minut'es alone to work, convince 57 to carpool White, GA 41.90%
COMMUIE IR MEr At or take mass-transportation.
alone, the percentage that
commute more than 30 Source American Community Survey Year(s) 2010-2014 Harrison, OH 49.60%
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TN [ — DRIVE YOUR COUNTY TO THE CARROLL COUNTY
Health 'I.ir". TOP TEN Summary

E Population: 28370 <18 YOA: 21.62%| 65+ YOA: 19.68% % Rural: 83.10%
g,: Unemployment: 10.12%| % Females: 51.40%| % Males: 48.60% Graduation Rate: 93.14%
g‘ Single parent households: 33.67% MHI:  $36,627
. Top Third
Ad u It SmOkl ng Measure Value
Adult Obesity 30.30%
Wilson | Poor Mental Health Days 450
Mid-Cumberland Region ] Excessive Drinking 10.90%
Harrison, OH | Social Associations 14.73
West Region : Severe Housing Problems 12.44%
Carroll 1 High School Graduation 93.14%
0% 5% 10% 15% 20% 25% 30% Violent Crime 269.79
m === TN Average —— - US Average Diabetic Monitoring 87.97%
Preventable Hosptial Stays 65.64
HP 2020 Top US Performers .
Poor Physical Health Days 4.70
Middle Third
Ad u I t O bes i ty Measure Value
Primary Care Physicians 2037:1
Wilson Driving Alone to Work 83.87%
Mid-Cumberland Region Some College 47 .44%,
Harrison, OH Poor or Fair Health 22.20%
West Region Adult Smoking 23.20%
Carroll Teen Births 4738
10% 15% 20% 25% 30% 35% 40% Long Commute - Driving Alone 35.80%
«Eﬁ- - o= TN Average L US Average Children in Poverty 28.20%
Alcohol-Impaired Driving Deaths 30.00%
HP 2020 Top US Performers . .
Access to Exercise Opportunities 43.77%
Physical Inactivity Measure Value
Unemployment 10.12%
Wilson Air Pollution - Particulate Matter 14.49
Mid-Cumberland Region Mammography Screening 53.00%
Harrison, OH Income Inequality 4.90
West Region Sexually Transmitted Infections 383.94
Carroll Injury Deaths 100.45
10% 15% 20% 25% 30% 35% 40%
m === TN Average ===« US Average
HP 2020 Top US Performers

Tennessee'sBig3+1

Why were these charts selected? The "Big 3 + 1" directly influences at least
six of the top ten leading causes of death in Tennessee, and also directly
Physical Substance influence other public health threats, such as heart disease, cancer, and
Inactivity Abuse diabetes. Overall, the Big Three plus One influences two-thirds of the
factors that contribute to Tennessee’s overall rank.

Tobacco Use Obesity

Comparative Counties:

Each graph provides the Tennessee county with its respective region and three non-Tennessee comparative counties from around the
US based on county-level demographics. The vertical lines represent: the TN Average, the US Average, Top US Performers (top 10%)
and the Healthy People 2020 (HP) Goal. For all measures a decrease (shift left) in percentage represents improvement.

YOA: Years of Age. MHI: Median Household Income. HP 2020: Healthy People 2020 Goal. Adult Smoking: Percentage of adults who are current smokers. Source: Behavioral Risk
Factor Surveillance System; 2006-2012. Adult Obesity: Percentage of adults that report a BMI of 30 or more. Source: CDC Diabetes Interactive Atlas; 2011. Physical Inactivity:
Percentage of adults aged 20 and over reporting no leisure-time physical activity. Source: CDC Diabetes Interactive Atlas; 2011. Prepared by the Division of Administrative Services,
Tennessee Department of Health. Nashville, TN. admin.health@tn.gov or 615-741-5001.
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.Health
12}
b=} Rank 10th Ranked  Value b Beraliasdl Difference Shift in Value US Average Peer County Peer Value
3 | Premature Death Value
‘s 60 Knox 10525.10 7735.80 2789.30 1Bad |Good 6,600.00 Tyler, WV 8382.20
<. . .
;5:'0 % For every 100 people in the county, 1 people in the county need to live one year closer to age 75. White, GA 7359.00
a y o
Q [ population (age-adjusted
— Source National Center for Health Statistics - Mortality files Year(s) 2011-2013 Harrison, OH 8646.00
Poor or Fair Rank 10th Ranked  Value IOt};::lillked Difference Shift in Value ~ US Average | Peer County Peer Value
Health*
e 43 Rutherford  22.20% 19.60% 2.60% 1Bad |Good 18.00% Tyler, WV 20.20%
Ii:;?;t?‘:iar(l‘i:r Improve the health of 3 out of every 100 peop}eiinhth;t;ounty who, in general, report being in poor or White, GA 15.50%
w health (age-adjusted a ¢ .
g Source Behavioral Risk Factor Surveillance System Year(s) 2014 Harrison, OH 16.90%
Poor Physical Rank 5th Ranked  Value 5th Ranked Difference Shift in Value =~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
Q Y Value g v
Q Health Days* — = —
*5 30 Knox 4.70 4.30 0.40 1Bad |Good 3.8 Tyler, WV 4.70
Average number of
O O | physically unhealthy davs Engage people in the county on ways to reduce number of poor physical health days reported by .
4= | physically unhealthy days. i White, GA 3.80
L | 3 | reported in past 30 days residents by 1 days per month.
‘*_‘-’ [ age-adjusted
4] g‘ Source Behavioral Risk Factor Surveillance System Year(s) 2014 Harrison, OH 3.90
o
' | = |Poor Mental Health|  Rank  IstRanked  Value 13‘&‘;25“1 Difference  Shiftin Value  US Average | Peer County Peer Value
Days*
8 as 16 Williamson __ 4.50 3.80 0.70 1Bad |Good 2.8 Tyler, WV 4.60
Mw Engage people in the county on ways to reduce number of poor physical health days reported by -
mentally unhealthy days . W hltc, GA 3.90
reported in past 30 days residents by 1 days per month.
bl Source Behavioral Risk Factor Surveillance System Year(s) 2014 Harrison, OH 4.10
. . Rank 10th Ranked  Value 10¢h Ranked Difference Shift in Value ~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
Low Birthweight Value
60 Pickett 9.00% 7.24% 1.76% 1Bad |Good 8.00% Tyler, WV 8.70%
%ﬁf“ﬂ““% Reduce the number of low birth weight babies by 2 for every 100 live births. White, GA 6.66%
with low birthweight (<
2500 grams)
Source National Center for Health Statistics - Natality files Year(s) 2007-2013 Harrison, OH 7.54%
10th Ranked . o
Adult Smoking* Rank 10th Ranked  Value Value Difference Shift in Value ~ US Average | Peer County Peer Value
43 Humphreys  23.20% 21.10% 2.10% 1Bad |Good 17.00% Tyler, WV 22.50%
Percentage of adults who Get 10 out of every 100 current adult smokers in the county to quit smoking. White, GA 15.80%
are current Smokcrs
7)) Source Behavioral Risk Factor Surveillance System Year(s) 2014 Harrison, OH 20.10%
| »
=
=2 ) . Rank 10th Ranked  Value 10¢h Ranked Difference Shift in Value =~ US Average Peer Couny Peer Value
sl S Adult Obesity Value g ty
Q
< 2 15 Hamilton 30.30% 29.90% 0.40% 1Bad |Good 27.00% Tyler, WV 34.20%
| )
e AR | Bercentage of aduls that Get 2 out of every 100 current obese adults in the county to reduce their BMI below 30. White, GA 28.10%
= | S| reportaBMIof300r
Ts ‘—‘“ more
ol Source CDC Diabetes Interactive Atlas Year(s) 2012 Harrison, OH 29.40%
m T Food Environment Rank 5th Ranked  Value SthVI:;t::ed Difference Shift in Value =~ US Average | Peer County Peer Value
Inde
* 58 Cannon 6.80 7.9 1.1 1Good |Bad 7.20 Tyler, WV 7.70
Index of factors that
contribute to a healthy Increase the county's food index score by 1.1. White, GA 7.80
food environment, 0
worst) to 10 (best -
Source USDA Food Environment Atlas, Map the Meal Gap Year(s) 2013 Harrison, OH 7.60

Prepared by the Division of Administrative Services, Tennessee Department of Health. Nashville, TN. May 2016. admin.health@tn.gov or 615-741-9398. The full report can be accessed at:
http://tn.gov/health/topic/specialreports. All data is from the University of Wisconsin Population Health Institute and Robert Wood Johnson Foundation's, 2015 County Health Rankings and Roadmaps
report. Difference statements represent the absolute value using the following formula: ["Value" - "10th Ranked Value"]. *The action statements are based on the assumption that no new additional cases
occur. *¥Data should not be compared with prior years due to changes in definition/methods. All rankings and action statements presented in this report must be interpreted with caution due to
various limitations of each measurement. Further information with regards to the strengths and limitations of each measurement may be found by clicking the hyperlink found in the

description of each measurement.
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Health Factors

10th Ranked

. .. Rank 10th Ranked  Value Difference Shift in Value =~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
Physical Inactivity Value
63 Shelby 37.80% 30.20% 7.60% 1Bad | Good 23.00% Tyler, WV 37.30%
Percentage of adults aged
20 and over reporting no Get 21 out of every 100 currently physically inactive adults to exercise during leisure time. White, GA 26.20%
leisure-time physical
activity Source CDC Diabetes Interactive Atlas Year(s) 2012 Harrison, OH 29.40%
. 10th Ranked . o
Access to Exercise Rank 10th Ranked  Value Value Difference Shift in Value =~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
Opportunities — -
57 Loudon 43.77% 78.48% 34.71% 1Good |Bad 84.00% Tyler, WV 64.60%
mﬁ% Consider how to remove barriers to ac;:;sz;;e;cf:e loocl:;llt:t)il:;to reach an additional 34.71 percent of White, GA 05.04%
locations for physical Y'S PoP '
activity Source Business Analyst, Delorme, ESRI, & US Census Tigetline Files Year(s) 2010 & 2014 Harrison, OH 53.66%
. s Rank 10th Ranked  Value 10th Ranked Difference Shift in Value =~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
Excessive Drinking Value
® 19 Benton 10.90% 10.60% 0.30% 1Bad |Good 17.00% Tyler, WV 11.30%
=
2 Percentage of adults | Get 3 out of every 100 adults in the county that currently drink to excess (binge and heavy drinkers) to White. GA 15.20%
g reporting binge or heavy stop drinking more than one (women) or two (men) drinks per day on average. > .
< drinking
Cg Source Behavioral Risk Factor Surveillance System Year(s) 2014 Harrison, OH 16.30%
€ | Alcohol-Impaired | Rank  10th Ranked  Value 10“;,1:1‘:2“"1 Difference  Shiftin Value  US Average | Peer County Peer Value
'S | Driving Deaths -
E 48 Sullivan 30.00% 19.17% 10.83% 1Bad |Good 31.00% Tyler, WV 33.33%
Percentage of driving. Reduce the number of alcohol related driving deaths by 10.83 percent. White, GA 29.17%
deaths with alcohol
involvement
Source Fatality Analysis Reporting System Year(s) 2010-2014 Harrison, OH 20.00%
Sexua.ll Y Rank  10th Ranked  Value 10¢h Ranked Difference Shift in Value ~ US Average | Peer County Peer Value
Transmitted Value
Infections 72 Overton 383.94 153.22 230.72 1Bad |Good 446.60 Tyler, WV 132.79
Number of newly Consider ways to educate 7 out of every 10 persons self-reporting to be involved in any sexual contact White. GA 112.50
diagnosed chlamydia cases to commit to using safe sex practices to prevent the infection of Chlamydia. ? ”
per 100,000 population
Source National Center for HIV/AIDS, Viral Hepatitis, STD, & TB Prevention Year(s) 2013 Harrison, OH 210.00
. Rank 10th Ranked  Value 10¢h Ranked Difference Shift in Value ~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
Teen Births Value
44 Putnam 47.38 34.87 12.50 1Bad |Good 35.00 Tyler, WV 45.88
Teen birth rate per 1,000 For every 100 teenage females (ages 15 to 19 years) in the county, consider ways to prevent 27 teen(s) White. GA 31.79
female population, ages 154 from becoming pregnant. > !
19
Source National Center for Health Statistics - Natality files Year(s) 2007-2013 Harrison, OH 45.06
. Rank 10th Ranked  Value 10¢h Ranked Difference Shift in Value ~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
Uninsured Value
31 Cheatham 15.96% 14.54% 1.42% 1Bad |Good 17.00% Tyler, WV 18.02%
Deireent st population Get 9 out of every 100 currently uninsured adults ages 18-64 to obtain health insurance. White, GA 21.64%
under age 65 without
health insurance
Source Small Area Health Insurance Estimates Year(s) 2013 Harrison, OH 14.01%
. 10th Ranked . cp s
0 Primary Care Rank 10th Ranked  Value Value Difference Shift in Value =~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
= . o
Physician
S ysicians 34 Coffee 2037:1 1368:1 669 1Bad |Good 1320:1 Tyler, WV 1499:1
Tcg To reach a population-to-provider ratio at or exceeding that of the 10th ranking county, 30 primary
‘2 | Ratioof population to care providers would need to be recruited to the county. More importantly, if the county's value is White, GA 3971:1
8 primary care physicians greater than 3,500, this county would be considered a Health Professional Shortage Area.
Source Area Health Resource File/ Ametican Medical Association  Year(s) 2013 Harrison, OH 3906:1
1
. Rank 10th Ranked  Value Oth Ranked Difference Shift in Value =~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
Dentists Value
59 Dickson 4053:1 1744:1 2309 1Bad | Good 1540:1 Tyler, WV 9098:1
To reach a population-to-provider ratio at or exceeding that of the 10th ranking county, 40 dental care
Ratio of population to | providers would need to be recruited to the county. More importantly, if the county's value is greater White, GA 3108:1
dentists than 5,000, this county would be considered a Health Professional Shortage Area.
Source Area Health Resource File/National Provider Identification file Year(s) 2014 Harrison, OH 7772:1
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Health Factors

10th Ranked

Source

Mental Health Rank 10th Ranked  Value Val Difference Shift in Value ~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
Providers e
61 Henry 3546:1 644:1 2902 1Bad |Good 490:1 Tyler, WV 4549:1
To reach a population-to-provider ratio at or exceeding that of the 10th ranking county, 155 mental
Ratio of population to | health providers would need to be rectuited to the county. More importantly, if the county's value is White, GA 1554:1
mental health providers greater than 30,000, this county would be considered a Health Professional Shortage Area.
Source CMS, National Provider Identification file Year(s) 2015 Harrison, OH 3109:1
10th Ranked . oo,
Preventable Rank 10th Ranked  Value Value Difference Shift in Value ~ US Average | Peer County Peer Value
Hospital Stays = — —
28 Anderson 65.04 50.27 15.37 TBad | Good 54.00 Tyler, WV 78.84
o %ﬁ’“f—;fi For every 100 Medicare enrollees, prevent 1 Med.ic’are enro}lfees from being hospitalized for White, GA 45.44
& | omhuenhneae ambulatory-care sensitive conditions.
U sensitive c‘ondumns Cr
e Medicare enrollees |77 gy pce Dartmouth Atlas of Health Care Year(s) 2013 Harrison, OH 92,95
Q
= Diabetic Rank 10th Ranked  Value mt};,;allked Difference Shift in Value ~ US Average | Peer County Peer Value
= Monitoring " > =
Q 24 Giles 87.97% 89.20% 1.23% 1Good |Bad 63.00% Tyler, WV 89.92%
Percentage of diabetic For every 100 diabetic Medicare enrollees, get 2 additional Medicare enrollees to receive HbAlc
Medicare enrollees ages 65 very ’ fcreenin v White, GA 88.82%
75 that receive HbAlc g
menitering Source Dartmouth Atlas of Health Care Year(s) 2013 Harrison, OH 75.83%
Mammography Rank 5th Ranked  Value Sthvi?rfed Difference Shift in Value ~ US Average | Peer County Peer Value
Screenin,
creening 78 Cumberland  53.00% 71.00% 18.00% 1Good |Bad 63.00% Tyler, WV 71.00%
Percentage of female For every 100 female Medicare enrollees, get 18 additional Medicare entollees to receive their .
Medicare enrollees ages 67 every 2 are e ma:rilogia ha Scl‘eenian edica ces v White, GA 67.00%
69 that receive graphy 8-
mammography screening [ g4y rce Dartmouth Atlas of Health Care Year(s) 2013 Harrison, OH 50.00%
High School Rank  1stRanked  Value IS“?“l“ked Difference  Shiftin Value  US Average | Peer County Peer Value
Graduation - auce
21 Tipton 93.14% 98.00% 4.86% 1Good |Bad 82.00% Tyler, WV 87.50%
Bercentape of nlurhrade. For every 100 ninth graders, assist 5 additional ninth graders to graduate within four years. White, GA 42.33%
cohort that graduates in
four years
Source EDFacts Year(s) 2012-2013 Harrison, OH 82.50%
10th Ranked . I
Rank 10th Ranked  Value Difference Shift in Value ~ US Average | Peer County Peer Value
Some College Value
38 Shelby 47.44% 62.28% 14.84% 1Good |Bad 64.00% Tyler, WV 45.12%
o | Percentage (,f,,vduhs aces For every 100 adults between 25-44 years of age, assist‘ 15 additional adults to complete some White, GA 49.78%
‘5 25-44 years with some coursework at the collegiate level.
+ | post-secondary education
g Source American Community Survey Year(s) 2010-2014 Harrison, OH 52.05%
o
0 Rank  10th Ranked Value (ORRanked o rence  ShiftinValue US Average | Peer County Peer Value
= | Unemployment Value
g 93 Robertson 10.12% 5.69% 4.43% 1Bad |Good 6.20% Tyler, WV 8.93%
g | ».. :
© | Dercentage of population
Q ages 16 and older For every 100 persons ages 16 years and older, help 5 persons successfully find employment. White, GA 6.31%
) work Source Bureau of Labor Statistics Year(s) 2014 Harrison, OH 5.95%
I 10th Ranked
i3] . . Rank 10th Ranked  Value Difference Shift in Value =~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
& | Children in Poverty Value
2 46 Dickson 28.20% 21.10% 7.10% 1Bad |Good 22.00% Tyler, WV 23.60%
F, 100 child; der 18 i ty, help 26 children to find assist: to get f
Pereentane of childsen or every children (under 18 years) in poverty, help 26 children to find assistance to get out o White, GA 27.00%
T T——— poverty.
under age 18 in poverty
Source Small Area Income and Poverty Estimates Year(s) 2014 Harrison, OH 25.60%
. Rank 10th Ranked  Value 10¢h Ranked Difference Shift in Value =~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
Income Inequality Value
74 Houston 4.90 4.11 0.79 1Bad | Good 4.70 Tyler, WV 4.46
Ratio of houschold income To reach a household income ratio at or below that of the 10th ranking county reduce the gap White. GA 406
aLthe SUA percentie o .[hC B pesenrle between the 80th percentile and 20th percentile by 1 household(s). vhite, o
income at the 20th
percentile American Community Survey Year(s) 2010-2014 Harrison, OH 4.21
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Health Factors

10th Ranked

minutes

Children in Single- Rank 10th Ranked  Value Difference Shift in Value ~ US Average | Peer County Peer Value
Value
Parent Households
62 Lawrence 33.67% 23.36% 10.31% 1Bad |Good 34.00% Tyler, WV 23.60%
Percentage of children that| FOr every 100 single parent households in the county, investigate ways to encourage 31 households to White. GA 39.13%
live in a household headed be a multi-parent household. ? T
by single parent
Source American Community Survey Year(s) 2010-2014 Hartison, OH 30.38%
) - Rank 10thRanked Value CiRamked 4 rence ShiftinValue USAvetage | Peer County Peer Value
Social Associations Value
20 Johnson 14.73 16.13 1.40 1Good |Bad 9.00 Tyler, WV 15.56
@ | Number of membership . P . o . _ 3
& | ssociatons per 10000 For every 100 people in the county, increase the number of membership associations by 1. White, GA 10.07
‘5 population
< Source County Business Patterns Year(s) 2013 Harrison, OH 17.92
=~
Q . . Rank 10th Ranked  Value 10th Ranked Difference Shift in Value  US Average Peer County Peer Value
é Violent Crime Value
o 22 Carter 269.79 206.33 63.46 1Bad |Good 392.00 Tyler, WV 174.23
(=)
=] f reporte
Q |  Dumberof reported. For every 100 persons in the county, prevent 24 people from committing a violent crime. White, GA 220.17
m violent crime offenses per
100,000 population
< Source Uniform Crime Reporting - FBI Year(s) 2010-2012 Harrison, OH 79.45
= 10th Ranked
3] . Rank 10th Ranked  Value 4 Difference Shift in Value US Average Peer County Peer Value
o Injury Deaths Value
2 65 Washington 100.45 70.04 30.41 1Bad |Good 60.00 Tyler, WV 76.74
Number of deaths due to For every 1,000 population consider ways to prevent 303 deaths as a result of intentional and White. GA 73.87
injury per 100,000 unintentional injury. ? .
population
Source CDC WONDER mortality data Year(s) 2009-2013 Harrison, OH 72.23
. R 10th Ranked . 8
Air Pollution - Rank 10th Ranked  Value Val Difference Shift in Value =~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
Particulate Matter - = ue -
85 Greene 14.49 13.14 1.35 1Bad |Good 11.40 Tyler, WV 13.5
Average daily density of Red h dail f fi icul by 1. i bi
(f&—)—.—ne e educe the average daily measure of fine pa(r:;/[uzast)e matter by 1.35 micrograms per cubic meter White, GA 1338
micrograms per cubic e
Dl iDL Source CDC WONDER Environmental data Year(s) 2011 Harrison, OH 13.93
Drinking Water Rank  IstRanked  Value ISt‘I;aI“ked Difference  Shiftin Value  US Average | Peer County Peer Value
Violations ue
No Rank NA No No NA NA NA Tyler, WV No
Percentage of % o1 : s hi
;::er:tzﬂ;];)is(i;id‘t:: " There were no health-based drinking water violations. White, GA Yes
water exceeding a violation
limit during the past year | gy, pce Safe Drinking Water Information System Year(s) FY2013-14 Harrison, OH Yes
. 10th Ranked . 9.
Severe Housing Rank 10th Ranked  Value Value Difference Shift in Value ~ US Average | Peer County Peer Value
Problems
- 20 Unicoi 12.44% 11.70% 0.73% TBad | Good 19.00% Tyler, WV 9.90%
[=
Qé Dercentage of households
with at least 1 of 4 housing| | 1 in th : : h : bl hel; fi h :
g TR or every 100 persons in the county expetiencing tousmg problems, help 6 person(s) to find housing White, GA 17.19%
5 high housing costs, or lack assistance.
E of kitchen or plumbing
facilities
84} achities Source  Comprehensive Housing Affordability Strategy (CHAS) data  Year(s) 2008-2012 Harrison, OH 14.07%
o
<
.9 | Driving Alone to Rank 10th Ranked  Value IOﬂ;Z?:Eked Difference Shift in Value =~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
2 Work
_é“‘ 36 Grundy 83.87% 80.27% 3.61% 1Bad |Good 76.00% Tyler, WV 81.55%
A Percentage of the For every 100 persons that cutrently drive alone to work, convince 5 to catpool or take mass- White. GA 83.73%
workforce that drives transportation. > T
alone to work Source American Community Survey Year(s) 2010-2014 Harrison, OH 83.65%
Long Commute - Rank 10th Ranked  Value 10t};71:1a1(13ked Difference Shift in Value =~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
Driving Alone v
44 Hamilton 35.80% 25.20% 10.60% 1Bad |Good 31.00% Tyler, WV 44.70%
ﬁ% For every 100 persons that currently drive more than 30 minut'es alone to work, convince 30 to carpool White, GA 41.90%
COMMUIE IR MEr At or take mass-transportation.
alone, the percentage that
commute more than 30 Source American Community Survey Year(s) 2010-2014 Harrison, OH 49.60%
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Heath .~ SRS TOP TEN Summary
E Population: 56,886 <18 YOA: 19.08%| 65+ YOA: 19.73% % Rural: 41.00%
o
ézﬁ Unemployment: 7.61%]| % Females: 51.00%| % Males: 49.00% Graduation Rate: 92.06%
g‘ Single parent households: 31.78% MHI: $34,354
. Top Third
Ad u It SmOkl ng Measure Value
Air Pollution - Particulate Matter 13.03
Wilson Access to Exercise Opportunities 81.68%
Mid-Cumberland Region Adult ObCSity 29.50%
Dickinson, MI Violent Crime 206.33
Northeast Region Excessive Drinking 10.70%
Carter Sexually Transmitted Infections 190.04
0% 5% 10% 15% 20% 25% 30% Social Associations 14.30
m === TN Average —— - US Average Premature Death 8725.70
Injury Deaths 78.06
HP 2020 Top US Performers ; .
Physical Inactivity 34.20%
Middle Third
Ad u I t O bes | ty Measure Value
Preventable Hosptial Stays 67.53
Wilson . Alcohol-Impaired Driving Deaths 27.03%
Mid-Cumberland Region ] High School Graduation 92.06%
Dickinson, MI : Driving Alone to Work 83.89%
Northeast Region ! Teen Births 45.89
Carter Unemployment 7.61%
10% 15% 20% 25% 30% 35% Children in Single-Patent Households 31.78%
n ____ Average 1S Average Dentists 3346:1
Income Inequality 4.03
HP 2020 Top US Performers X
Severe Housing Problems 14.00%
Physical Inactivity Measure Value
Food Environment Index 5.90
Wilson Children in Poverty 33.20%
Mid-Cumberland Region Poor Mental Health Days 4.90
Dickinson, MI Low Birthweight 9.65%
Northeast Region Adult Smoking 24.40%
Carter Poor Physical Health Days 5.00
10% 15% 20% 25% 30% 35% 40% Uninsured 17.75%
L . o
= ___ Average . US Aversge Diabetic Monitoring 85.41%
HP 2020 Top US Performers

Tennessee'sBig3+1

Why were these charts selected? The "Big 3 + 1" directly influences at least
six of the top ten leading causes of death in Tennessee, and also directly
influence other public health threats, such as heart disease, cancer, and
diabetes. Overall, the Big Three plus One influences two-thirds of the
factors that contribute to Tennessee’s overall rank.

Substance
Abuse

Physical

Tobacco Use L
Inactivity

Obesity

Comparative Counties:

Each graph provides the Tennessee county with its respective region and three non-Tennessee comparative counties from around the
US based on county-level demographics. The vertical lines represent: the TN Average, the US Average, Top US Performers (top 10%)
and the Healthy People 2020 (HP) Goal. For all measures a decrease (shift left) in percentage represents improvement.

YOA: Years of Age. MHI: Median Household Income. HP 2020: Healthy People 2020 Goal. Adult Smoking: Percentage of adults who are current smokers. Source: Behavioral Risk
Factor Surveillance System; 2006-2012. Adult Obesity: Percentage of adults that report a BMI of 30 or more. Source: CDC Diabetes Interactive Atlas; 2011. Physical Inactivity:
Percentage of adults aged 20 and over reporting no leisure-time physical activity. Source: CDC Diabetes Interactive Atlas; 2011. Prepared by the Division of Administrative Services,
Tennessee Department of Health. Nashville, TN. admin.health@tn.gov or 615-741-5001.
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2016 | TO POTWEN CARTER COUNTY, TENNESSEE

 Health o et i
12}
b=} Rank 10th Ranked  Value b Beraliasdl Difference Shift in Value US Average Peer County Peer Value
3 | Premature Death Value
‘s 25 Knox 8725.70 7735.80 989.90 1Bad |Good 6,600.00 Mercer, PA 7414.50
<. . .
;5:'0 %‘% For every 100 people in the county, 1 people in the county need to live one year closer to age 75. Lycoming, PA  6628.50
Q [ population (age-adjusted
— Source National Center for Health Statistics - Mortality files Year(s) 2011-2013 Dickinson, M1 6979.90
Poor or Fair Rank 10th Ranked  Value IOt};::lillked Difference Shift in Value ~ US Average | Peer County Peer Value
Health*
e 60 Rutherford 22.80% 19.60% 3.20% 1Bad |Good 18.00% Mercer, PA 14.80%
Percentage of adults Improve the health of 4 out of every 100 people in the county who, in general, report being in poor or
reporting fair or poor prov v very P Pfail’ health. unty who, in g > ep gmp Lycoming, PA 13.80%
w health (age-adjusted .
Q Source Behavioral Risk Factor Surveillance System Year(s 2014 Dickinson, M1 12.30%
E Y ) >
e} Poor Physical Rank 5th Ranked  Value Sthviitrfed Difference Shift in Value =~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
Q Health Days*
5 calth Days 9 Knox 5.00 430 0.70 TBad | Good 3.8 Mercer, PA 3.70
Average number of . .
O & | physically unhealthy days Engage people in the county on ways to reduce number of poor physical health days reported by L ine. PA 3.50
L= ;j reported in past 30 days residents by 1 days per month. yeoming, 4 o
‘*_‘-’ [ age-adjusted
4] g‘ Source Behavioral Risk Factor Surveillance System Year(s) 2014 Dickinson, MI 3.40
o
' | = |Poor Mental Health|  Rank  IstRanked  Value 13‘&‘;25“1 Difference  Shiftin Value  US Average | Peer County Peer Value
Days*
8 as 76 Williamson 4.9 3.80 1.10 1Bad |Good 2.8 Mercer, PA 400
Average number of E le in th nty on to reduce number of poor physical health days reported b
mentally unhealthy days Tgage peop’e ¢ county © ‘:,eas};ile(;t:buczed:l:l :: :110131(;(1')1 physie ea ays reportec by L)'Comiﬂga PA 3.90
reported in past 30 days y yS p .
bl Source Behavioral Risk Factor Surveillance System Year(s) 2014 Dickinson, MI 3.60
. . Rank 10th Ranked  Value 10¢h Ranked Difference Shift in Value ~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
Low Birthweight Value
75 Pickett 9.65% 7.24% 2.41% 1Bad |Good 8.00% Mercer, PA 7.88%
Rercentapeof live births Reduce the number of low birth weight babies by 3 for every 100 live births. Lycoming, PA 7.35%
with low birthweight (< )
2500 grams)
Source National Center for Health Statistics - Natality files Year(s) 2007-2013 Dickinson, MI 8.38%
Rank 10th Ranked  Value 10¢h Ranked Difference Shift in Value  US Average Peer Coun Peer Value
Adult Smoking* i i i Value o verag unty o
70 Humphreys  24.40% 21.10% 3.30% 1Bad |Good 17.00% Mercer, PA 22.20%
Percentage of adults who Get 14 out of every 100 current adult smokers in the county to quit smoking. Lycoming, PA 20.30%
are current Smokers
7)) Source Behavioral Risk Factor Surveillance System Year(s) 2014 Dickinson, MI 17.20%
| @
=
=2 ) . Rank 5th Ranked  Value 5th Ranked Difference Shift in Value ~ US Average | Peer County Peer Value
*5 S Adult Obesity Value
< 2 8 Knox 29.50% 28.70% 0.80% 1Bad |Good 27.00% Mercer, PA 33.40%
| )
e AR | Bercentage of aduls that Get 3 out of every 100 current obese adults in the county to reduce their BMI below 30. Lycoming, PA 29.90%
= | S| reportaBMIof300r )
Ts ‘—‘“ more
ol Source CDC Diabetes Interactive Atlas Year(s) 2012 Dickinson, MI 30.30%
m T Food Environment Rank 5th Ranked  Value SthVI:;t::ed Difference Shift in Value =~ US Average | Peer County Peer Value
Inde
* 90 Cannon 5.90 7.9 2 1Good |Bad 7.20 Mercer, PA 7.50
Index of factors that
contribute to a healthy Increase the county's food index score by 2. Lycoming, PA 7.20
food environment, 0
worst) to 10 (best -
Source USDA Food Environment Atlas, Map the Meal Gap Year(s) 2013 Dickinson, MI 7.30

Prepared by the Division of Administrative Services, Tennessee Department of Health. Nashville, TN. May 2016. admin.health@tn.gov or 615-741-9398. The full report can be accessed at:
http://tn.gov/health/topic/specialreports. All data is from the University of Wisconsin Population Health Institute and Robert Wood Johnson Foundation's, 2015 County Health Rankings and Roadmaps
report. Difference statements represent the absolute value using the following formula: ["Value" - "10th Ranked Value"]. *The action statements are based on the assumption that no new additional cases
occur. *¥Data should not be compared with prior years due to changes in definition/methods. All rankings and action statements presented in this report must be interpreted with caution due to
various limitations of each measurement. Further information with regards to the strengths and limitations of each measurement may be found by clicking the hyperlink found in the

description of each measurement.
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Health Factors

10th Ranked

. .. Rank 10th Ranked  Value Difference Shift in Value =~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
Physical Inactivity Value
28 Shelby 34.20% 30.20% 4.00% 1Bad | Good 23.00% Mercer, PA 27.20%
Percentage of adults aged
20 and over reporting no Get 12 out of every 100 currently physically inactive adults to exercise during leisure time. Lycoming, PA 25.00%
leisure-time physical
activity Source CDC Diabetes Interactive Atlas Year(s) 2012 Dickinson, MI 20.40%
Access to Exercise Rank 5th Ranked  Value Sthvlz?::ed Difference Shift in Value =~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
Opportunities —
6 Sevier 81.68% 82.47% 0.78% 1Good |Bad 84.00% Mercer, PA 84.52%
Percentage of population |  Consider how to remove batriers to access exercise locations to reach an additional 0.78 percent of R ~
with adequate access to the county's population Lycommg, PA 75.21%
locations for physical ty's pop :
activity Source Business Analyst, Delorme, ESRI, & US Census Tigetline Files Year(s) 2010 & 2014 | Dickinson, MI 90.50%
. s Rank 10th Ranked  Value 10th Ranked Difference Shift in Value =~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
Excessive Drinking Value
® 12 Benton 10.70% 10.60% 0.10% 1Bad |Good 17.00% Mercer, PA 16.40%
=
2 Percentage of adults | Get 1 out of every 100 adults in the county that currently drink to excess (binge and heavy drinkers) to Lyvcoming. PA 17.50%
g reporting binge or heavy stop drinking more than one (women) or two (men) drinks per day on average. y & o
< drinking
Cg Source Behavioral Risk Factor Surveillance System Year(s) 2014 Dickinson, MI 19.30%
€ | Alcohol-Impaired | Rank  10th Ranked  Value 10“;,1:1‘:2“"1 Difference  Shiftin Value  US Average | Peer County Peer Value
'S | Driving Deaths -
E 36 Sullivan 27.03% 19.17% 7.86% 1Bad |Good 31.00% Mercer, PA 32.26%
e Reduce the number of alcohol related driving deaths by 7.86 percent. Lycoming, PA 42.86%
deaths with alcohol
involvement
Source Fatality Analysis Reporting System Year(s) 2010-2014 Dickinson, MI 75.00%
Sexua.ll Y Rank  10th Ranked  Value 10¢h Ranked Difference Shift in Value ~ US Average | Peer County Peer Value
Transmitted Value
Infections 17 Overton 190.04 153.22 36.82 1Bad |Good 446.60 Mercer, PA 366.61
Number of newly Consider ways to educate 2 out of every 10 persons self-reporting to be involved in any sexual contact .
T . . . . . . Lycoming, PA 366.14
diagnosed chlamydia cases to commit to using safe sex practices to prevent the infection of Chlamydia.
per 100,000 population
Source National Center for HIV/AIDS, Viral Hepatitis, STD, & TB Prevention Year(s) 2013 Dickinson, MI 183.07
. Rank 10th Ranked  Value 10¢h Ranked Difference Shift in Value ~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
Teen Births Value
38 Putnam 45.89 34.87 11.02 1Bad |Good 35.00 Mercer, PA 26.39
Teen birth rate per 1,000 For every 100 teenage females (ages 15 to 19 years) in the county, consider ways to prevent 25 teen(s) Lycoming. PA 3265
female population, ages 154 from becoming pregnant. i & :
19
Source National Center for Health Statistics - Natality files Year(s) 2007-2013 Dickinson, MI 23.67
. Rank 10th Ranked  Value 10¢h Ranked Difference Shift in Value ~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
Uninsured Value
67 Cheatham 17.75% 14.54% 3.21% 1Bad |Good 17.00% Mercer, PA 11.49%
WL&({”"U%P&P“}:"& Get 19 out of every 100 currently uninsured adults ages 18-64 to obtain health insurance. Lycoming, PA 11.33%
under age 09 without
health insurance
Source Small Area Health Insurance Estimates Year(s) 2013 Dickinson, MI 12.30%
. 10th Ranked . cp s
0 Primary Care Rank 10th Ranked  Value Value Difference Shift in Value =~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
= . o
Physicians
8 Y 55 Coffee 2606:1 1368:1 1238 1Bad |Good 1320:1 Mercer, PA 1355:1
Tcg To reach a population-to-provider ratio at or exceeding that of the 10th ranking county, 43 primary
‘2 | Ratioof population to care providers would need to be recruited to the county. More importantly, if the county's value is | Lycoming, PA 1390:1
8 primary care physicians greater than 3,500, this county would be considered a Health Professional Shortage Area.
Source Area Health Resource File/ Ametican Medical Association  Year(s) 2013 Dickinson, MI 1135:1
1
. Rank 10th Ranked  Value Oth Ranked Difference Shift in Value =~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
Dentists Value
46 Dickson 3346:1 1744:1 1602 1Bad | Good 1540:1 Mercer, PA 1915:1
To reach a population-to-provider ratio at or exceeding that of the 10th ranking county, 34 dental care
Ratio of population to | providers would need to be recruited to the county. More importantly, if the county's value is greater | Lycoming, PA 2330:1
dentists than 5,000, this county would be considered a Health Professional Shortage Area.
Source Area Health Resource File/National Provider Identification file Year(s) 2014 Dickinson, MI 1082:1
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Health Factors

10th Ranked

Source American Community Survey

Mental Health Rank 10th Ranked  Value Val Difference Shift in Value ~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
Providers alue —
59 Henry 3346:1 644:1 2702 1Bad |Good 490:1 Mercer, PA 653:1
To reach a population-to-provider ratio at or exceeding that of the 10th ranking county, 153 mental
Ratio of population to | health providers would need to be recruited to the county. More importantly, if the county's value is | Lycoming, PA 826:1
mental health providers greater than 30,000, this county would be considered a Health Professional Shortage Area.
Source CMS, National Provider Identification file Year(s) 2015 Dickinson, MI 448:1
10th Ranked . oo,
Preventable Rank 10th Ranked  Value Value Difference Shift in Value ~ US Average | Peer County Peer Value
Hospital Stays = — —
32 Anderson 67.53 50.27 17.26 1Bad |Good 54.00 Mercer, PA 62.21
® %{;uzl_;:; For every 100 Medicare enrollees, prevent 1 Med.ic’are enro}lfees from being hospitalized for Lycoming, PA 4808
& | omhuenhneae ambulatory-care sensitive conditions. g
U sensitive c‘ondumns Cr
— | 1000 Medicare enrallees [Tg oy ce Dartmouth Atlas of Health Care Year(s) 2013 Dickinson, M 42,78
8 10th Ranked
= Diabetic Rank 10th Ranked  Value Vala e € Difference Shift in Value ~ US Average | Peer County Peer Value
= Monitoring — - = -
@) 65 Giles 85.41% 89.20% 3.80% 1Good |Bad 63.00% Mercer, PA 83.08%
Percentage of diabetic For every 100 diabetic Medicare enrollees, get 4 additional Medicare enrollees to receive HbAlc . o
Medicare enrollees ages 65 screenin Lycommg, PA 88.30%
75 that receive HbAlc g
menitering Source Dartmouth Atlas of Health Care Year(s) 2013 Dickinson, MI  87.98%
Mammography Rank 5th Ranked  Value Sthvi?rfed Difference Shift in Value ~ US Average | Peer County Peer Value
Screenin,
creening 02 Cumberland  57.00% 71.00% 14.00% 1Good | Bad 63.00% Mercer, PA 63.00%
Percentage of female For every 100 female Medicare enrollees, get 14 additional Medicare enrollees to receive their . N
Medicare enrollees ages 67 mammography screenin. Lycommg, PA 74.00%
69 that receive graphy 8-
mammography screening [ g4y rce Dartmouth Atlas of Health Care Year(s) 2013 Dickinson, MI  70.00%
High School Rank  1stRanked  Value IS“?“l“ked Difference  Shiftin Value  US Average | Peer County Peer Value
Graduation - auce
37 Tipton 92.06% 98.00% 5.94% 1Good |Bad 82.00% Mercer, PA 89.14%
Bercentape of nlurhrade. For every 100 ninth graders, assist 6 additional ninth graders to graduate within four years. Lycoming, PA 84.27%
cohort that graduates in °
four years
Source EDFacts Year(s) 2012-2013 Dickinson, MI 85.64%
10th Ranked . I
Rank 10th Ranked  Value Difference Shift in Value ~ US Average | Peer County Peer Value
Some College Value
29 Shelby 48.78% 62.28% 13.51% 1Good |Bad 64.00% Mercer, PA 56.60%
o | Percentage 0”4“'“ aces For every 100 adults between 25-44 years of age, assist‘ 14 additional adults to complete some Lycoming, PA 54.82%
g | 2244 years with some coursework at the collegiate level. g
+ | post-secondary education
g Source American Community Survey Year(s) 2010-2014 Dickinson, MI 58.67%
o
0 Rank  10th Ranked Value (ORRanked o rence  ShiftinValue US Average | Peer County Peer Value
= | Unemployment Value
g 44 Robertson 7.61% 5.69% 1.92% 1Bad |Good 6.20% Mercer, PA 5.94%
Q ages 16 and older For every 100 persons ages 16 years and older, help 2 persons successfully find employment. Lycoming, PA 6.07%
) work Source Bureau of Labor Statistics Year(s) 2014 Dickinson, MI 6.65%
= 10th Ranked
i3] . . Rank 10th Ranked  Value Difference Shift in Value =~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
& | Children in Poverty Value
2 79 Dickson 33.20% 21.10% 12.10% 1Bad |Good 22.00% Mercer, PA 25.00%
F, 100 child; der 18 i ty, help 37 children to find assist: to get f
Pereentane of childsen or every children (under 18 years) in poverty, help 37 children to find assistance to get out o ycoming, PA 22.60%
T T——— poverty.
under age 18 in poverty
Source Small Area Income and Poverty Estimates Year(s) 2014 Dickinson, MI 18.50%
. Rank 10th Ranked  Value 10¢h Ranked Difference Shift in Value =~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
Income Inequality Value
47 Houston 4.63 4.11 0.52 1Bad | Good 4.70 Mercer, PA 4.20
Ratio of houschold income To reach a household income ratio at or below that of the 10th ranking county reduce the gap Lyvcomine. PA 416
at the 80th percentile to. between the 80th percentile and 20th percentile by 1 household(s). yeoming, i
income at the 20th
PRI Year(s) 2010-2014 | Dickinson, MI 433
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Health Factors

10th Ranked

minutes

Children in Single- Rank 10th Ranked  Value Difference Shift in Value ~ US Average | Peer County Peer Value
Value
Parent Households
45 Lawrence 31.78% 23.36% 8.42% 1Bad |Good 34.00% Mercer, PA 32.22%
P(Tr,mm ve of children that| FOr every 100 single parent households in the .county, investigate ways to encourage 27 households to Lycoming, PA 35.42%
live in a household headed be a multi-parent household. ’
by single parent
Source American Community Survey Year(s) 2010-2014 Dickinson, MI 29.79%
) - Rank 10thRanked Value CiRamked 4 rence ShiftinValue USAvetage | Peer County Peer Value
Social Associations Value
22 Johnson 14.30 16.13 1.83 1Good |Bad 9.00 Mercer, PA 17.19
@ | Number of membership . P . o . § .
& | ssociatons per 10000 For every 100 people in the county, increase the number of membership associations by 1. Lycoming, PA 16.62
‘5 population
< Source County Business Patterns Year(s) 2013 Dickinson, MI 18.78
=~
Q . . Rank 5th Ranked Value 5th Ranked Difference Shift in Value  US Average Peer County Peer Value
é Violent Crime Value
o 10 Grainger 206.33 144.58 61.75 1Bad |Good 392.00 Mercer, PA 214.83
(=)
=] f reporte
Q |  Dumberof reported. For every 100 persons in the county, ptevent 30 people from committing a violent crime. Lycoming, PA 176.81
m violent crime offenses per -
100,000 population
3 Source Uniform Crime Reporting - FBI Year(s) 2010-2012 Dickinson, MI NA
= 10th Ranked
3] . Rank 10th Ranked  Value 4 Difference Shift in Value US Average Peer County Peer Value
o Injury Deaths Value
£ 25 Washington 78.06 70.04 8.03 1Bad |Good 60.00 Mercer, PA 75.11
Number of deaths due to For every 1,000 population consider ways to prevent 103 deaths as a result of intentional and Lyvcoming. PA 57.65
injury per 100,000 unintentional injury. ¥ & ’
population
Source CDC WONDER mortality data Year(s) 2009-2013 Dickinson, MI 79.37
Air Pollution - Rank  1stRanked  Value ISt‘I;*;“ked Difference  Shiftin Value  US Average | Peer County Peer Value
Particulate Matter - ue
4 Shelby 13.03 12.83 0.20 1Bad |Good 11.40 Mercer, PA 13.98
Average daily density of Reduce the average daily measure of fine particulate matter by 0.2 micrograms per cubic meter
fine particulate matter in u g Y " p (PM‘ZJ 5) Y g p v Lycoming, PA 12.51
micrograms per cubic e
Dl iDL Source CDC WONDER Environmental data Year(s) 2011 Dickinson, M 10.38
Drinking Water Rank  IstRanked  Value ISt‘I;aI“ked Difference  Shiftin Value  US Average | Peer County Peer Value
Violations ue
No Rank NA No No NA NA NA Mercer, PA Yes
Percentage of % CO : i i
;::er:tzﬂ;];)Cs(i;id‘t:: " There were no health-based drinking water violations. Lycoming, PA Yes
water exceeding a violation
Ll sl i et o Source Safe Drinking Water Information System Year(s) FY2013-14 Dickinson, MI No
. 10th Ranked . 9.
Severe Housing Rank 10th Ranked  Value Value Difference Shift in Value ~ US Average | Peer County Peer Value
Problems
- 48 Unicoi 14.00% 11.70% 2.30% 1Bad |Good 19.00% Mercer, PA 12.32%
[=
U | Percentage of households
g \x::b]][elr;:toi::Cij:::;:;:«' For every 100 persons in the county experiencingi ﬁozsing problems, help 17 person(s) to find housing Lycoming, PA 13.50%
5 high housing costs, or lack assistance.
E of kitchen or plumbing
facilities
25 e Source  Comprehensive Housing Affordability Strategy (CHAS) data_Year(s) 20082012 | Dickinson, MI ___10.38%
o
<
.9 | Driving Alone to Rank 10th Ranked  Value IOﬂ;Z?:Eked Difference Shift in Value =~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
2 Work
_é“‘ 37 Grundy 83.89% 80.27% 3.62% 1Bad | Good 76.00% Mercer, PA 82.14%
A Percentage of the For every 100 persons that cutrently drive alone to work, convince 5 to catpool or take mass- Lycoming. PA 81.95%
workforce that drives transportation. ? & !
alone to work Source American Community Survey Year(s) 2010-2014 Dickinson, MI 84.88%
Long Commute - Rank 10th Ranked  Value 10t};71:1a1(13ked Difference Shift in Value =~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
Driving Alone v
30 Hamilton 30.00% 25.20% 4.80% 1Bad | Good 31.00% Mercer, PA 24.00%
ﬁ% For every 100 persons that currently drive more than 30 minu’fes alone to work, convince 16 to carpool ycoming, PA 20.10%
COMMUIE IR MEr At or take mass-transportation. g
alone, the percentage that
commute more than 30 Source American Community Survey Year(s) 2010-2014 Dickinson, MI 10.70%
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TN Department of "I.ir,.' prive Your countyToTHE CHEATHAM COUNTY

Health 2" TOP TEN Summary

E Population: 39,764 <18 YOA: 23.59%)| 65+ YOA: 13.23% % Rural: 83.00%
g,: Unemployment: 5.51%| % Females: 50.20%| % Males: 49.80% Graduation Rate: 86.00%
g‘ Single parent households: 28.97% MHI:  $51,475
. Top Third
Ad u It SmOkl ng Measure Value
Food Environment Index 8.30
Wilson : Income Inequality 3.63
Mid-Cumberland Region ] Poor or Fair Health 19.10%
Benton, IA | Children in Poverty 19.20%
Mid-Cumberland Region . ' Poor Physical Health Days 440
Cheatham I 1 Teen Births 33.45
0% 5% 10%  15%  20%  25%  30% | |Unemployment 5519
m === TN Average ==« US Average Uninsured 14.54%
Severe Housing Problems 12.07%
HP 2020 Top US Performers
Poor Mental Health Days 4.50
Middle Third
Ad u I t O bes i ty Measure Value
Physical Inactivity 34.70%
Wilson . . Driving Alone to Work 83.40%
Mid-Cumberland Region Sexually Transmitted Infections 241.91
Benton, IA Alcohol-Impaired Driving Deaths 27.27%
Mid-Cumberland Region Violent Crime 311.96
Cheatham Primary Care Physicians 2323:1
10% 15% 20% 25% 30% 35% Adult Obesity 32.80%
«Eﬁ- - o= TN Average L US Average Premature Death 10037.70
Mammography Screening 57.00%
HP 2020 Top US Performers
Physical Inactivity Measure Value
Long Commute - Driving Alone 60.20%
Wilson Excessive Drinking 13.00%
Mid-Cumberland Region Air Pollution - Particulate Matter 14.57
Benton, IA Dentists 7953:1
Mid-Cumbetland Region Diabetic Monitoting 84.25%
Cheatham Social Associations 7.60
10% 15% 20% 25% 30% 35% 40% High School Graduation 86.00%
«m- — e e TN Average — - US Average Injury Deaths 104.02
HP 2020 Top US Performers

Tennessee'sBig3+1

Why were these charts selected? The "Big 3 + 1" directly influences at least
six of the top ten leading causes of death in Tennessee, and also directly
Physical Substance influence other public health threats, such as heart disease, cancer, and
Inactivity Abuse diabetes. Overall, the Big Three plus One influences two-thirds of the
factors that contribute to Tennessee’s overall rank.

Tobacco Use Obesity

Comparative Counties:

Each graph provides the Tennessee county with its respective region and three non-Tennessee comparative counties from around the
US based on county-level demographics. The vertical lines represent: the TN Average, the US Average, Top US Performers (top 10%)
and the Healthy People 2020 (HP) Goal. For all measures a decrease (shift left) in percentage represents improvement.

YOA: Years of Age. MHI: Median Household Income. HP 2020: Healthy People 2020 Goal. Adult Smoking: Percentage of adults who are current smokers. Source: Behavioral Risk
Factor Surveillance System; 2006-2012. Adult Obesity: Percentage of adults that report a BMI of 30 or more. Source: CDC Diabetes Interactive Atlas; 2011. Physical Inactivity:
Percentage of adults aged 20 and over reporting no leisure-time physical activity. Source: CDC Diabetes Interactive Atlas; 2011. Prepared by the Division of Administrative Services,
Tennessee Department of Health. Nashville, TN. admin.health@tn.gov or 615-741-5001.
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2016 | TO POTWEN CHEATHAM COUNTY, TENNESSEE

 Health o et i
12}
b=} Rank 10th Ranked  Value b Beraliasdl Difference Shift in Value US Average Peer County Peer Value
3 | Premature Death Value
‘s 55 Knox 10037.70 7735.80 2301.90 1Bad |Good 6,600.00 Le Sueur, MN 4973.30
<. . .
By | Yeamsofpowntallifelost | For every 100 people in the county, 1 people in the county need to live one year closer to age 75. Clinton, MI 4896.80
=t before age 75 per 100,000
Q [ population (age-adjusted
— Source National Center for Health Statistics - Mortality files Year(s) 2011-2013 Benton, IA 4780.80
Poor or Fair Rank 5th Ranked  Value Sthviitrfed Difference Shift in Value ~ US Average | Peer County Peer Value
Health*
e 6 Robettson 19.10% 18.60% 0.50% 1Bad |Good 18.00% Le Sueur, MN 10.80%
Percentage of adults Improve the health of 1 out of every 100 people in the county who, in general, report being in poor or .
reporting fair or poor prov v very P Pfail’ health. unty who, 1n g > ep gimnp Clinton, MI 11.10%
w health (age-adjusted .
g Source Behavioral Risk Factor Surveillance System Year(s) 2014 Benton, 1A 10.60%
e} Poor Physical Rank 5th Ranked  Value 5th Ranked Difference Shift in Value =~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
Value
Q Health Days* = ~
*5 8 Knox 4.40 4.30 0.10 1Bad |Good 3.8 Le Sueur, MN 2.70
O Average number of . .
& | physically unhealthy days Engage people in the county on ways to reduce number of poor physical health days reported by Clinton. MI 3.20
= ;j reported in past 30 days residents by 1 days per month. - > o
‘*_‘-’ [ age-adjusted
4] g‘ Source Behavioral Risk Factor Surveillance System Year(s) 2014 Benton, TA 2.70
o
' | = |Poor Mental Health|  Rank  IstRanked  Value 13‘&‘;25“1 Difference  Shiftin Value  US Average | Peer County Peer Value
Days*
8 as 16 Williamson __ 4.50 3.80 0.70 1Bad |Good 2.8 TeSueur, MN 2,70
Average number of E le in th d b f hvsical health d db
m#ml s ngage people in the county on wayi1 to trebuclednum er o p(;;)lr physical health days reported by Clinton, MI 3,30
reported in past 30 days restdents by ays per month.
bl Source Behavioral Risk Factor Surveillance System Year(s) 2014 Benton, TA 2.80
. . Rank 10th Ranked  Value 10¢h Ranked Difference Shift in Value ~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
Low Birthweight Value
26 Pickett 8.07% 7.24% 0.83% 1Bad |Good 8.00% Le Sueur, MN 5.35%
Rercentapeof live births Reduce the number of low birth weight babies by 1 for every 100 live births. Clinton, MI 6.75%
with low birthweight (<
2500 grams)
Source National Center for Health Statistics - Natality files Year(s) 2007-2013 Benton, IA 6.90%
Rank 10th Ranked  Value 10¢h Ranked Difference Shift in Value  US Average Peer Coun Peer Value
Adult Smoking* Value g ty
18 Humphreys  21.90% 21.10% 0.80% 1Bad |Good 17.00% Le Sueur, MN 15.30%
Percentage of adults who Get 4 out of every 100 current adult smokers in the county to quit smoking. Clinton, MI 16.00%
are current Smokers
7)) Source Behavioral Risk Factor Surveillance System Year(s) 2014 Benton, IA 16.80%
| @
=
8 =] . Rank 10th Ranked  Value 10¢h Ranked Difference Shift in Value ~ US Average | Peer County Peer Value
134 S Adult Obesity Value
< 2 47 Hamilton 32.80% 29.90% 2.90% 1Bad |Good 27.00% Le Sueur, MN 33.00%
| )
e AR | Bercentage of aduls that Get 9 out of every 100 current obese adults in the county to reduce their BMI below 30. Clinton, MI 32.70%
= | S| reportaBMIof300r
Ts ‘—‘“ more
ol Source CDC Diabetes Interactive Atlas Year(s) 2012 Benton, TA 33.20%
m m Food Environment Rank 1st Ranked Value 1St‘i izl‘:ed Difference Shift in Value US Average Peer County Peer Value
Inde
* 2 Williamson 8.30 8.8 0.5 1Good |Bad 7.20 Le Sueur, MN 9.00
Index of factors that
contribute to a healthy Increase the county's food index score by 0.5. Clinton, MI 8.30
food environment, 0
worst) to 10 (best -
Source USDA Food Environment Atlas, Map the Meal Gap Year(s) 2013 Benton, TA 8.30

Prepared by the Division of Administrative Services, Tennessee Department of Health. Nashville, TN. May 2016. admin.health@tn.gov or 615-741-9398. The full report can be accessed at:
http://tn.gov/health/topic/specialreports. All data is from the University of Wisconsin Population Health Institute and Robert Wood Johnson Foundation's, 2015 County Health Rankings and Roadmaps
report. Difference statements represent the absolute value using the following formula: ["Value" - "10th Ranked Value"]. *The action statements are based on the assumption that no new additional cases
occur. *¥Data should not be compared with prior years due to changes in definition/methods. All rankings and action statements presented in this report must be interpreted with caution due to
various limitations of each measurement. Further information with regards to the strengths and limitations of each measurement may be found by clicking the hyperlink found in the

description of each measurement.
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Health Factors

10th Ranked

. .. Rank 10th Ranked  Value Difference Shift in Value =~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
Physical Inactivity Value
32 Shelby 34.70% 30.20% 4.50% 1Bad |Good 23.00% Le Sueur, MN 19.20%
Percentage of adults aged
20 and over reporting no Get 13 out of every 100 currently physically inactive adults to exercise during leisure time. Clinton, MI 20.70%
leisure-time physical
activity Source CDC Diabetes Interactive Atlas Year(s) 2012 Benton, TA 28.10%
. 10th Ranked . o
Access to Exercise Rank 10th Ranked  Value Value Difference Shift in Value =~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
Opportunities
30 Loudon 64.26% 78.48% 14.22% 1Good |Bad 84.00% Le Sueur, MN 66.93%
Percentage of population | Consider how to remove barriers to access exercise locations to reach an additional 14.22 percent of .
with adequate access to ' . Clinton, MI 71.04%
; ; the county's population.
locations for physical
activity Source Business Analyst, Delorme, ESRI, & US Census Tigetline Files Year(s) 2010 & 2014 Benton, TA 64.59%
. s Rank 10th Ranked  Value 10th Ranked Difference Shift in Value =~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
Excessive Drinking Value
® 89 Benton 13.00% 10.60% 2.40% 1Bad |Good 17.00% Le Sueur, MN 23.10%
=
2 Percentage of adults Get 19 out of every 100 adults in the county that currently drink to excess (binge and heavy drinkers) Clinton. MI 21.70%
2 | reporting binge or heavy to stop drinking more than one (women) or two (men) drinks per day on average. - > ’
® | reporting binge or heavy P g p y g
< drinking
Cg Source Behavioral Risk Factor Surveillance System Year(s) 2014 Benton, TA 20.50%
€ | Alcohol-Impaired | Rank  10th Ranked  Value 10“;,1:1"“1“"1 Difference  Shiftin Value  US Average | Peer County Peer Value
'S | Driving Deaths i ue _ _
E 38 Sullivan 27.27% 19.17% 8.11% 1Bad |Good 31.00% Le Sueur, MN 50.00%
e Reduce the number of alcohol related driving deaths by 8.11 percent. Clinton, MI 17.24%
deaths with alcohol
involvement
Source Fatality Analysis Reporting System Year(s) 2010-2014 Benton, TA 41.38%
Sexua.ll Y Rank  10th Ranked  Value 10¢h Ranked Difference Shift in Value ~ US Average | Peer County Peer Value
Transmitted Value
Infections 33 Overton 241.91 153.22 88.69 1Bad |Good 446.60 Le Sueur, MN 169.82
Number of newly Consider ways to educate 4 out of every 10 persons self-reporting to be involved in any sexual contact Clinton. MI 21973
diagnosed chlamydia cases to commit to using safe sex practices to prevent the infection of Chlamydia. - > ’
per 100,000 population
Source National Center for HIV/AIDS, Viral Hepatitis, STD, & TB Prevention Year(s) 2013 Benton, TA 240.06
. Rank 5th Ranked  Value 5th Ranked Difference Shift in Value ~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
Teen Births Value
9 Knox 33.45 31.09 2.36 1Bad |Good 35.00 Le Sueur, MN 20.53
Teen birth rate per 1,000 For every 100 teenage females (ages 15 to 19 years) in the county, consider ways to prevent 8 teen(s) Clinton. MI 15.01
female population, ages 154 from becoming pregnant. >0 :
19
Source National Center for Health Statistics - Natality files Year(s) 2007-2013 Benton, TA 18.05
. Rank 5th Ranked  Value 5th Ranked Difference Shift in Value ~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
Uninsured Value
10 Tipton 14.54% 13.87% 0.67% 1Bad |Good 17.00% Le Sueur, MN 8.94%
Deireent st population Get 5 out of every 100 currently uninsured adults ages 18-64 to obtain health insurance. Clinton, MI 9.93%
under age 65 without
health insurance
Source Small Area Health Insurance Estimates Year(s) 2013 Benton, TA 8.07%
. 10th Ranked . cp s
0 Primary Care Rank 10th Ranked  Value Value Difference Shift in Value =~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
= . o
Physician
S ysicians 46 Coffee 23231 1368:1 955 1Bad |Good 1320:1 Le Sueur, MN __ 9270:1
Tcg To reach a population-to-provider ratio at or exceeding that of the 10th ranking county, 37 primary
‘2 | Ratioof population to care providers would need to be recruited to the county. More importantly, if the county's value is Clinton, MI 2646:1
8 primary care physicians greater than 3,500, this county would be considered a Health Professional Shortage Area.
Source Area Health Resource File/ Ametican Medical Association  Year(s) 2013 Benton, TA 6425:1
1
. Rank 10th Ranked  Value Oth Ranked Difference Shift in Value =~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
Dentists Value
86 Dickson 7953:1 1744:1 6209 1Bad | Good 1540:1 Le Sueur, MN 3471:1
To reach a population-to-provider ratio at or exceeding that of the 10th ranking county, 55 dental care
Ratio of population to | providers would need to be recruited to the county. More importantly, if the county's value is greater | Clinton, MI 3681:1
dentists than 5,000, this county would be considered a Health Professional Shortage Area.
Source Area Health Resource File/National Provider Identification file Year(s) 2014 Benton, TA 4280:1



http://www.countyhealthrankings.org/app/tennessee/2016/measure/factors/4/description
http://www.countyhealthrankings.org/app/tennessee/2016/measure/factors/4/description
http://www.countyhealthrankings.org/app/tennessee/2016/measure/factors/70/description
http://www.countyhealthrankings.org/app/tennessee/2016/measure/factors/70/description
http://www.countyhealthrankings.org/app/tennessee/2016/measure/factors/70/description
http://www.countyhealthrankings.org/app/tennessee/2016/measure/factors/70/description
http://www.countyhealthrankings.org/app/tennessee/2016/measure/factors/132/description
http://www.countyhealthrankings.org/app/tennessee/2016/measure/factors/132/description
http://www.countyhealthrankings.org/app/tennessee/2016/measure/factors/132/description
http://www.countyhealthrankings.org/app/tennessee/2016/measure/factors/132/description
http://www.countyhealthrankings.org/app/tennessee/2016/measure/factors/85/description
http://www.countyhealthrankings.org/app/tennessee/2016/measure/factors/85/description
http://www.countyhealthrankings.org/app/tennessee/2016/measure/factors/85/description
http://www.countyhealthrankings.org/app/tennessee/2016/measure/factors/49/description
http://www.countyhealthrankings.org/app/tennessee/2016/measure/factors/49/description
http://www.countyhealthrankings.org/app/tennessee/2016/measure/factors/49/description
http://www.countyhealthrankings.org/app/tennessee/2016/measure/factors/134/description
http://www.countyhealthrankings.org/app/tennessee/2016/measure/factors/134/description
http://www.countyhealthrankings.org/app/tennessee/2016/measure/factors/134/description
http://www.countyhealthrankings.org/app/tennessee/2016/measure/factors/45/description
http://www.countyhealthrankings.org/app/tennessee/2016/measure/factors/45/description
http://www.countyhealthrankings.org/app/tennessee/2016/measure/factors/45/description
http://www.countyhealthrankings.org/app/tennessee/2016/measure/factors/14/description
http://www.countyhealthrankings.org/app/tennessee/2016/measure/factors/14/description
http://www.countyhealthrankings.org/app/tennessee/2016/measure/factors/14/description
http://www.countyhealthrankings.org/app/tennessee/2016/measure/factors/88/description
http://www.countyhealthrankings.org/app/tennessee/2016/measure/factors/88/description

Health Factors

10th Ranked

Mental Health Rank 10th Ranked  Value Val Difference Shift in Value ~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
Providers e
31 Henry 1729:1 644:1 1085 1Bad |Good 490:1 Le Sueur, MN 4628:1
To reach a population-to-provider ratio at or exceeding that of the 10th ranking county, 119 mental
Ratio of population to | health providers would need to be rectuited to the county. More importantly, if the county's value is Clinton, MI 1189:1
mental health providers greater than 30,000, this county would be considered a Health Professional Shortage Area.
Source CMS, National Provider Identification file Year(s) 2015 Benton, TA 12840:1
10th Ranked . oo,
Preventable Rank 10th Ranked  Value Value Difference Shift in Value ~ US Average | Peer County Peer Value
Hospital Stays = — —
17 Anderson 61.64 50.27 11.37 1Bad |Good 54.00 Le Sueur, MN 33.87
o %ﬁ’“f—;fi For every 100 Medicare enrollees, prevent 1 Med.ic’are enro}lfees from being hospitalized for Clinton, MI 47.84
& | omhuenhneae ambulatory-care sensitive conditions.
U sensitive c‘ondm(ms Cr
e Medicare enrollees |77 gy pce Dartmouth Atlas of Health Care Year(s) 2013 Benton, A 53.52
Q
= Diabetic Rank 10th Ranked  Value mt};,;allked Difference Shift in Value ~ US Average | Peer County Peer Value
= Monitoring " > =
Q 81 Giles 84.25% 89.20% 4.95% 1Good |Bad 63.00% Le Sueur, MN 93.44%
Percentage of diabetic For every 100 diabetic Medicare enrollees, get 5 additional Medicare enrollees to receive HbAlc
Medicare enrollees ages 65 very ’ fcreenin v Clinton, MI 87.18%
75 that receive HbAlc g
menitering Source Dartmouth Atlas of Health Care Year(s) 2013 Benton, 1A 88.37%
Mammography Rank 5th Ranked  Value Sthvi?rfed Difference Shift in Value ~ US Average | Peer County Peer Value
Screenin,
creening 02 Cumberland  57.00% 71.00% 14.00% 1Good | Bad 63.00% Te Sucur, MN __ 61.00%
Percentage of female For every 100 female Medicare enrollees, get 14 additional Medicare entollees to receive their X
Medicare enrollees ages 67 every 2 are e ma:rilogia ha Scl‘eenian edica ces v Clinton, MI 73.00%
69 that receive graphy 8-
mammography screening [ g4y rce Dartmouth Atlas of Health Care Year(s) 2013 Benton, 1A 70.00%
High School Rank  1stRanked  Value IS“?“l“ked Difference  Shiftin Value  US Average | Peer County Peer Value
Graduation - auce
76 Tipton 86.00% 98.00% 12.00% 1Good |Bad 82.00% Le Sueur, MN 89.75%
Bercentape of nlurhrade. For every 100 ninth graders, assist 12 additional ninth graders to graduate within four years. Clinton, MI 87.39%
cohort that graduates in
four years
Source EDFacts Year(s) 2012-2013 Benton, IA 90.86%
10th Ranked . I
Rank 10th Ranked  Value Difference Shift in Value ~ US Average | Peer County Peer Value
Some College Value
19 Shelby 54.13% 62.28% 8.15% 1Good |Bad 64.00% Le Sueur, MN 64.33%
o | Percentage (,(nvdu]fs a0es For every 100 adults between 25-44 years of age, assist 9 additional adults to complete some Clinton, MI 77.90%
‘5 25-44 years with some coursework at the collegiate level.
+ | post-secondary education
g Source American Community Survey Year(s) 2010-2014 Benton, TA 69.31%
o 5th Ranked . -~
3) Rank 5th Ranked  Value Difference Shift in Value =~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
= | Unemployment Value
g 9 Sumner 5.51% 5.28% 0.23% 1Bad |Good 6.20% Le Sueur, MN 5.25%
Q ages 16 and older For every 100 persons ages 16 years and older, help 1 persons successfully find employment. Clinton, MI 4.99%
) work Source Bureau of Labor Statistics Year(s) 2014 Benton, TA 4.79%
= 5th Ranked
i3] . . Rank 5th Ranked  Value Difference Shift in Value =~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
& | Children in Poverty Value
2 7 Montgomery ~ 19.20% 17.30% 1.90% 1Bad | Good 22.00% Le Sueur, MN 10.90%
F 100 child: der 18 i ty, help 10 children to find assist to get f
Pereentane of childsen or every children (under 18 years) in poverty, help 10 children to find assistance to get out o Clinton, MI 11.00%
under age 18 in poverty poverty.
Source Small Area Income and Poverty Estimates Year(s) 2014 Benton, IA 11.70%
1st Ranked " o
. Rank 1st Ranked Value Difference Shift in Value =~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
Income Inequality Value
3 Moore 3.63 3.34 0.30 1Bad | Good 4.70 Le Sueur, MN 3.69
Ratio of houschold income| T reach a household income ratio at or below that of the 1st ranking county reduce the gap between Cli MI 3.96
aLthe SUA percentie o .[hC B pesenrle the 80th percentile and 20th percentile by 1 household(s). -Hnton, 2 270
income at the 20th
PRI Source American Community Survey Year(s) 2010-2014 Benton, IA 3.70
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Health Factors

10th Ranked

minutes

Children in Single- Rank 10th Ranked  Value Difference Shift in Value ~ US Average | Peer County Peer Value
Value
Parent Households
23 Lawrence 28.97% 23.36% 5.61% 1Bad |Good 34.00% Le Sueur, MN 27.09%
Percentage of children that| FOr every 100 single parent households in the county, investigate ways to encourage 20 households to Clinton. MI 25.16%
live in a household headed be a multi-parent household. - > '
by single parent
Source American Community Survey Year(s) 2010-2014 Benton, TA 22.45%
) - Rank 10thRanked Value CiRamked 4 rence ShiftinValue USAvetage | Peer County Peer Value
Social Associations Value
78 Johnson 7.60 16.13 8.54 1Good |Bad 9.00 Le Sueur, MN 16.90
@ | Number of membership . . : e . A
& | ssociatons per 10000 For every 100 people in the county, increase the number of membership associations by 1. Clinton, MI 8.34
‘5 population
< Source County Business Patterns Year(s) 2013 Benton, IA 15.95
=~
Q . . Rank 10th Ranked  Value 10th Ranked Difference Shift in Value  US Average Peer County Peer Value
é Violent Crime Value
o 38 Carter 311.96 206.33 105.63 1Bad |Good 392.00 Le Sueur, MN 64.25
(=)
=] f reporte
Q |  Dumberof reported. For every 100 persons in the county, ptevent 34 people from committing a violent crime. Clinton, MI 105.64
m violent crime offenses per
08 100,000 population
Source Uniform Crime Reporting - FBI Year(s) 2010-2012 Benton, IA 83.27
= 10th Ranked
3] . Rank 10th Ranked  Value 4 Difference Shift in Value US Average Peer County Peer Value
o Injury Deaths Value
£ 70 Washington 104.02 70.04 33.98 1Bad |Good 60.00 Le Sueur, MN 50.51
Number of deaths due to For every 1,000 population consider ways to prevent 327 deaths as a result of intentional and Clinton. MI 39,64
injury per 100,000 unintentional injury. - > o
population
Source CDC WONDER mortality data Year(s) 2009-2013 Benton, TA 62.40
. R 10th Ranked . 8
Air Pollution - Rank 10th Ranked  Value Val Difference Shift in Value =~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
Particulate Matter = ue - -
88 Greene 14.57 13.14 1.43 1Bad |Good 11.40 Le Sueur, MN 12.55
Average daily density of Reduce the average daily measure of fine particulate matter by 1.43 micrograms per cubic meter
fine particulate matter in u g Y " p (PMuZ 5) Y g P v Clinton, M1 12.14
micrograms per cubic e
Dl iDL Source CDC WONDER Environmental data Year(s) 2011 Benton, 1A 11.01
Drinking Water Rank  IstRanked  Value ISt‘I;aI“ked Difference  Shiftin Value  US Average | Peer County Peer Value
Violations aue -
No Rank NA No No NA NA NA Le Sueur, MN No
Percentage of 12 Y. . . .
Lr;:er:tzﬂ;l;)Cs(;?;d‘t::n There were no health-based drinking water violations. Clinton, MI Yes
water exceeding a violation
limit during the past year Source Safe Drinking Water Information System Year(s) FY2013-14 Benton, IA Yes
. 10th Ranked . 9.
Severe Housing Rank 10th Ranked  Value Value Difference Shift in Value ~ US Average | Peer County Peer Value
Problems
- 15 Unicoi 12.07% 11.70% 0.37% 1Bad |Good 19.00% Le Sueur, MN 11.56%
[=
Qé Dercentage of households
with at least 1 of 4 housing| | 1 in th t : : h : bl hel; to fi h :
g TR or every 100 persons in the county expetiencing tousmg problems, help 4 person(s) to find housing Clinton, MI 12.66%
5 high housing costs, or lack assistance.
E of kitchen or plumbing
facilities
25 e Source  Comprehensive Housing Affordability Strategy (CHAS) data_Year(s) 20082012 Benton, 1A 8.65%
o
<
.9 | Driving Alone to Rank 10th Ranked  Value IOﬂ;Z?:Eked Difference Shift in Value =~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
2 Work
_Ef‘ 32 Grundy 83.40% 80.27% 3.13% 1Bad | Good 76.00% Le Sueur, MN 81.65%
A Percentage of the For every 100 persons that cutrently drive alone to work, convince 4 to carpool or take mass- Clinton. MI 83.78%
workforce that drives transportation. ’ > -
alone to work Source American Community Survey Year(s) 2010-2014 Benton, TA 79.82%
Long Commute - Rank 10th Ranked  Value 10t};71:1a1(13ked Difference Shift in Value =~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
Driving Alone v
93 Hamilton 60.20% 25.20% 35.00% 1Bad | Good 31.00% Le Sueur, MN 37.30%
ﬁ% For every 100 persons that currently drive more than 30 minut'es alone to work, convince 59 to carpool Clinton, MI 26.30%
COMMUIE IR MEr At or take mass-transportation.
alone, the percentage that
commute more than 30 Source American Community Survey Year(s) 2010-2014 Benton, TA 39.70%
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 Health summary
E Population: 17,3791 <18 YOA: 21.90%)| 65+ YOA: 16.69% % Rural: 65.20%
o
ézﬁ Unemployment: 7.02%)| % Females: 52.10%| % Males: 47.90% Graduation Rate: 92.50%
g‘ Single parent households: 31.06% MHI:  $40,980
. Top Third
Ad u It SmOkl ng Measure Value
Physical Inactivity 29.40%
Wilson | Premature Death 7528.30
Mid-Cumberland Region 1 Teen Births 31.45
]
Lawrence, OH H Low Birthweight 747%
West Region ' Preventable Hosptial Stays 57.60
Chester 1 Injury Deaths 74.74
0% 5% 10% 15% 20% 25% 30% Some College 53.87%
m === TN Average —— - US Average Poor Mental Health Days 4.60
Adult Smoking 22.40%
HP 2020 Top US Performers
Children in Poverty 25.30%
Middle Third
Ad u I t O bes 1 ty Measure Value
Unemployment 7.02%
Wilson _ . Children in Single-Parent Households 31.06%
Mid-Cumberland Region Driving Alone to Work 84.20%
Lawrence, OH Adult Obesity 32.40%
West Region Severe Housing Problems 13.50%
Chester Air Pollution - Particulate Matter 13.64
10% 15%  20%  25%  30% 35% 40%  45% Social Associations 10.97
n ____ Average 1S Average Dentists 3476:1
Mammography Screening 59.00%
HP 2020 Top US Performers L .
Access to Exercise Opportunities 45.22%
Physical Inactivity Measure Value
Income Inequality 5.31
Wilson _ Excessive Drinking 12.30%
Mid-Cumberland Region Long Commute - Driving Alone 46.80%
Lawrence, OH Primary Care Physicians 4330:1
West Region Diabetic Monitoting 84.67%
Chester
10% 15% 20% 25% 30% 35% 40%
' === TN Average ===« US Average
HP 2020 Top US Performers

Tennessee'sBig3+1

Why were these charts selected? The "Big 3 + 1" directly influences at least
six of the top ten leading causes of death in Tennessee, and also directly
influence other public health threats, such as heart disease, cancer, and
diabetes. Overall, the Big Three plus One influences two-thirds of the
factors that contribute to Tennessee’s overall rank.

Substance
Abuse

Physical

Tobacco Use L
Inactivity

Obesity

Comparative Counties:

Each graph provides the Tennessee county with its respective region and three non-Tennessee comparative counties from around the
US based on county-level demographics. The vertical lines represent: the TN Average, the US Average, Top US Performers (top 10%)
and the Healthy People 2020 (HP) Goal. For all measures a decrease (shift left) in percentage represents improvement.

YOA: Years of Age. MHI: Median Household Income. HP 2020: Healthy People 2020 Goal. Adult Smoking: Percentage of adults who are current smokers. Source: Behavioral Risk
Factor Surveillance System; 2006-2012. Adult Obesity: Percentage of adults that report a BMI of 30 or more. Source: CDC Diabetes Interactive Atlas; 2011. Physical Inactivity:
Percentage of adults aged 20 and over reporting no leisure-time physical activity. Source: CDC Diabetes Interactive Atlas; 2011. Prepared by the Division of Administrative Services,
Tennessee Department of Health. Nashville, TN. admin.health@tn.gov or 615-741-5001.
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 Health o et i
12}
b=} Rank 5th Ranked Value sih Laled Difference Shift in Value US Average Peer County Peer Value
3 | Premature Death Value
‘s 7 Fayette 7528.30 7190.80 337.50 1Bad |Good 6,600.00 Guernsey, OH  8679.90
<. . .
By | Yeamsofpowntallifelost | For every 100 people in the county, 1 people in the county need to live one year closer to age 75. Randolph, IN  8328.50
=t before age 75 per 100,000
Q [ population (age-adjusted
— Source National Center for Health Statistics - Mortality files Year(s) 2011-2013 Lawrence, OH  9427.20
Poor or Fair Rank 10th Ranked  Value IOt};::lillked Difference Shift in Value ~ US Average | Peer County Peer Value
Health*
e 60 Rutherford 22.80% 19.60% 3.20% TBad | Good 18.00% Guernsey, OH 18.00%
Percentage of adults Improve the health of 4 out of every 100 people in the county who, in general, report being in poor or
reporting fair or poor prov v very P Pfail’ health. unty who, in g > ep gmp Randolph, IN 17.60%
w health (age-adjusted .
g Source Behavioral Risk Factor Surveillance System Year(s) 2014 Lawrence, OH 18.30%
e} Poor Physical Rank 5th Ranked  Value 5th Ranked Difference Shift in Value =~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
Value
Q Health Days* —
= 30 Knox 4.70 4.30 0.40 Bad |Good 3.8 Guernsey, OH 4.10
: y
O Average number of . .
& | physically unhealthy days Engage people in the county on ways to reduce number of poor physical health days reported by Randoloh. IN 400
L= ;j reported in past 30 days residents by 1 days per month. P, :
‘*_‘-’ [ age-adjusted
4] g‘ Source Behavioral Risk Factor Surveillance System Year(s) 2014 Lawrence, OH 4.30
o
' | = |Poor Mental Health|  Rank  IstRanked  Value 13‘&‘;25“1 Difference  Shiftin Value  US Average | Peer County Peer Value
Days*
8 ays 26 Williamson 4.6 3.80 0.80 1Bad |Good 2.8 Guernsey, OH_ 4.30
Average number of E le in th d b f hvsical health d db
m#m s ngage people in the county on wayilto trebuclednum er o p(;;)lr physical health days reported by Randolph, IN 410
reported in past 30 days restdents by ays per month.
bl Source Behavioral Risk Factor Surveillance System Year(s) 2014 Lawrence, OH 4.50
. . Rank 5th Ranked  Value 5th Ranked Difference Shift in Value ~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
Low Birthweight Value
9 Putnam 7.17% 6.97% 0.20% 1Bad |Good 8.00% Guernsey, OH 8.11%
Rercentapeof live births Reduce the number of low birth weight babies by 1 for every 100 live births. Randolph, IN 9.25%
with low birthweight (<
2500 grams)
Source National Center for Health Statistics - Natality files Year(s) 2007-2013 Lawrence, OH 10.07%
Rank 10th Ranked  Value 10¢h Ranked Difference Shift in Value  US Average Peer Coun Peer Value
Adult Smoking* Value g ty
26 Humphreys  22.40% 21.10% 1.30% 1Bad |Good 17.00% Guernsey, OH 21.00%
Percentage of adults who Get 6 out of every 100 current adult smokers in the county to quit smoking. Randolph, IN 20.20%
are current smokers
7)) Source Behavioral Risk Factor Surveillance System Year(s) 2014 Lawrence, OH 20.90%
| »
=
8 =] . Rank 10th Ranked  Value 10¢h Ranked Difference Shift in Value ~ US Average | Peer County Peer Value
134 S Adult Obesity Value
< 2 41 Hamilton 32.40% 29.90% 2.50% 1Bad |Good 27.00% Guernsey, OH 36.40%
| )
e AR | Bercentage of aduls that Get 8 out of every 100 current obese adults in the county to reduce their BMI below 30. Randolph, IN 33.80%
= | S| reportaBMIof300r
Ts ‘—‘“ more
ol Source CDC Diabetes Interactive Atlas Year(s) 2012 Lawrence, OH 38.90%
m T Food Environment Rank 5th Ranked  Value SthVI:;t::ed Difference Shift in Value =~ US Average | Peer County Peer Value
Inde
* 54 Cannon 6.90 7.9 1 1Good |Bad 7.20 Guernsey, OH 7.00
Index of factors that
contribute to a healthy Increase the county's food index score by 1. Randolph, IN 6.80
food environment, 0
worst) to 10 (best -
Source USDA Food Environment Atlas, Map the Meal Gap Year(s) 2013 Lawrence, OH 7.00

Prepared by the Division of Administrative Services, Tennessee Department of Health. Nashville, TN. May 2016. admin.health@tn.gov or 615-741-9398. The full report can be accessed at:
http://tn.gov/health/topic/specialreports. All data is from the University of Wisconsin Population Health Institute and Robert Wood Johnson Foundation's, 2015 County Health Rankings and Roadmaps
report. Difference statements represent the absolute value using the following formula: ["Value" - "10th Ranked Value"]. *The action statements are based on the assumption that no new additional cases
occur. *¥Data should not be compared with prior years due to changes in definition/methods. All rankings and action statements presented in this report must be interpreted with caution due to
various limitations of each measurement. Further information with regards to the strengths and limitations of each measurement may be found by clicking the hyperlink found in the

description of each measurement.
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Health Factors

1st Ranked

. .. Rank 1st Ranked Value Difference Shift in Value =~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
Physical Inactivity Value
5 Williamson 29.40% 23.30% 6.10% 1Bad |Good 23.00% Guernsey, OH 34.20%
Percentage of adults aged
20 and over reporting no Get 21 out of every 100 currently physically inactive adults to exercise during leisure time. Randolph, IN 32.40%
leisure-time physical
activity Source CDC Diabetes Interactive Atlas Year(s) 2012 Lawrence, OH 37.30%
. 10th Ranked . o
Access to Exercise Rank 10th Ranked  Value Value Difference Shift in Value =~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
Opportunities — —
53 Loudon 45.22% 78.48% 33.26% 1Good |Bad 84.00% Guernsey, OH 48.09%
Percentage of population. | Consider how to = barriers t rcise locations to reach an additional 33.26 percent of
with ﬂdcgumc access to onside OW 1o femove batriets o act(}:)eesi;zz C'ze (;)CSIa(t)loSn o reach an ona perce ° Randolph, IN 33.21%
locations for physical ty's pop :
activity Source Business Analyst, Delorme, ESRI, & US Census Tigetline Files Year(s) 2010 & 2014 | Lawrence, OH 96.23%
. s Rank 10th Ranked  Value 10th Ranked Difference Shift in Value =~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
Excessive Drinking Value
® 82 Benton 12.30% 10.60% 1.70% 1Bad |Good 17.00% Guernsey, OH 17.60%
=
2 Percentage of adults Get 14 out of every 100 adults in the county that currently drink to excess (binge and heavy drinkers) Randolph. IN 14.20%
g reporting binge or heavy to stop drinking more than one (women) or two (men) drinks per day on average. : P, ’
=i drinking
Cg Source Behavioral Risk Factor Surveillance System Year(s) 2014 Lawrence, OH 15.20%
€ | Alcohol-Impaired | Rank  10th Ranked  Value 10“;,1:1"“1“"1 Difference  Shiftin Value  US Average | Peer County Peer Value
'S | Driving Deaths _ : ue _
E 59 Sullivan 33.33% 19.17% 14.17% 1Bad |Good 31.00% Guernsey, OH 30.56%
Percentage of driving. Reduce the number of alcohol related driving deaths by 14.17 percent. Randolph, IN 22.22%
deaths with alcohol
involvement
Source Fatality Analysis Reporting System Year(s) 2010-2014 Lawrence, OH 35.48%
Sexua.ll Y Rank  10th Ranked  Value 10¢h Ranked Difference Shift in Value ~ US Average | Peer County Peer Value
Transmitted Value
Infections 55 Overton 314.48 153.22 161.26 1Bad |Good 446.60 Guernsey, OH 296.36
Number of newly Consider ways to educate 6 out of every 10 persons self-reporting to be involved in any sexual contact Randolnh. IN 278.91
diagnosed chlamydia cases to commit to using safe sex practices to prevent the infection of Chlamydia. P, ’
per 100,000 population
Source National Center for HIV/AIDS, Viral Hepatitis, STD, & TB Prevention Year(s) 2013 Lawrence, OH 175.50
. Rank 5th Ranked  Value 5th Ranked Difference Shift in Value ~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
Teen Births Value
7 Knox 31.45 31.09 0.36 1Bad |Good 35.00 Guernsey, OH 39.09
Teen birth rate per 1,000 | For every 100 teenage females (ages 15 to 19 yearsl) in the county, consider ways to prevent 2 teen(s) Randolph, IN 44.54
female population, ages 154 from becommg pregnant.
19
Source National Center for Health Statistics - Natality files Year(s) 2007-2013 Lawrence, OH 47.68
. Rank 10th Ranked  Value 10¢h Ranked Difference Shift in Value ~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
Uninsured Value
28 Cheatham 15.73% 14.54% 1.19% 1Bad |Good 17.00% Guernsey, OH 14.10%
WL&({”"U%P&P“}:"& Get 8 out of every 100 currently uninsured adults ages 18-64 to obtain health insurance. Randolph, IN 16.94%
under age 09 without
health insurance
Source Small Area Health Insurance Estimates Year(s) 2013 Lawrence, OH 13.43%
. 10th Ranked . cp s
0 Primary Care Rank 10th Ranked  Value Value Difference Shift in Value =~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
= . o
Physician
S ysicians 75 Coffee 43301 1368:1 2962 1Bad |Good 1320:1 Guernsey, OH __ 2086:1
Tcg To reach a population-to-provider ratio at or exceeding that of the 10th ranking county, 61 primary
‘2 | Ratioof population to care providers would need to be recruited to the county. More importantly, if the county's value is | Randolph, IN 3661:1
8 primary care physicians greater than 3,500, this county would be considered a Health Professional Shortage Area.
Source Area Health Resource File/ Ametican Medical Association  Year(s) 2013 Lawrence, OH 1876:1
1
. Rank 10th Ranked  Value Oth Ranked Difference Shift in Value =~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
Dentists Value
51 Dickson 3476:1 1744:1 1732 1Bad | Good 1540:1 Guernsey, OH 2084:1
To reach a population-to-provider ratio at or exceeding that of the 10th ranking county, 35 dental care
Ratio of population to | providers would need to be recruited to the county. More importantly, if the county's value is greater | Randolph, IN 4231:1
dentists than 5,000, this county would be considered a Health Professional Shortage Area.
Source Area Health Resource File/National Provider Identification file Year(s) 2014 Lawrence, OH 2934:1
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Health Factors

10th Ranked

Mental Health Rank 10th Ranked  Value Val Difference Shift in Value ~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
Providers e
28 Henry 1448:1 644:1 804 1Bad |Good 490:1 Guernsey, OH 1042:1
To reach a population-to-provider ratio at or exceeding that of the 10th ranking county, 106 mental
Ratio of population to | health providers would need to be rectuited to the county. More importantly, if the county's value is | Randolph, IN 3626:1
mental health providers greater than 30,000, this county would be considered a Health Professional Shortage Area.
Source CMS, National Provider Identification file Year(s) 2015 Lawrence, OH 1712:1
10th Ranked . oo,
Preventable Rank 10th Ranked  Value Value Difference Shift in Value ~ US Average | Peer County Peer Value
Hospital Stays = — —
13 Anderson 57.60 50.27 7.33 TBad | Good 54.00 Guernsey, OH 96.44
o %ﬁ’“f—;fi For every 100 Medicare enrollees, prevent 1 Med.ic’are enro}lfees from being hospitalized for Randolph, IN 7871
< ST ambulatory-care sensitive conditions.
U sensitve c‘ondm(ms Cr
— | 1000 Medicare enrallees [Tg oy ce Dartmouth Atlas of Health Care Year(s) 2013 Lawrence, OH  105.81
8 10th Ranked
= Diabetic Rank 10th Ranked  Value Vala e € Difference Shift in Value ~ US Average | Peer County Peer Value
= Monitoring " > =
Q 74 Giles 84.67% 89.20% 4.53% 1Good |Bad 63.00% Guernsey, OH 84.23%
Percentage of diabetic For every 100 diabetic Medicare enrollees, get 5 additional Medicare enrollees to receive HbAlc
Medicare enrollees ages 65 very ’ fcreenin v Randolph, IN 85.27%
75 that receive HbAlc g
menitering Source Dartmouth Atlas of Health Care Year(s) 2013 Lawrence, OH  85.02%
Mammography Rank 5th Ranked  Value Sthvi?rfed Difference Shift in Value ~ US Average | Peer County Peer Value
Screenin,
creening 52 Cumberland  59.00% 71.00% 12.00% 1Good |Bad 63.00% | Guermsey, OH __ 64.00%
Percentage of female For every 100 female Medicare enrollees, get 12 additional Medicare entollees to receive their
Medicare enrollees ages 67 every 2 are e ma:rilogia ha Scl‘eenian edica ces v Randolph, IN 71.00%
69 that receive graphy 8-
mammography screening [ g4y rce Dartmouth Atlas of Health Care Year(s) 2013 Lawrence, OH  56.00%
High School Rank  1stRanked  Value IS“?“l“ked Difference  Shiftin Value  US Average | Peer County Peer Value
Graduation - aue -
30 Tipton 92.50% 98.00% 5.50% 1Good |Bad 82.00% Guernsey, OH 88.53%
Bercentape of nlurhrade. For every 100 ninth graders, assist 6 additional ninth graders to graduate within four years. Randolph, IN 87.15%
cohort that graduates in
four years
Source EDFacts Year(s) 2012-2013 Lawrence, OH 92.20%
10th Ranked . I
Rank 10th Ranked  Value Difference Shift in Value ~ US Average | Peer County Peer Value
Some College Value
20 Shelby 53.87% 62.28% 8.42% 1Good |Bad 64.00% Guernsey, OH 49.67%
o | Percentage (,(nvdu]fs a0es For every 100 adults between 25-44 years of age, assist 9 additional adults to complete some Randolph, IN 55.48%
‘5 25-44 years with some coursework at the collegiate level.
+ | post-secondary education
g Source American Community Survey Year(s) 2010-2014 Lawrence, OH 48.02%
o 10th Ranked . s
3) Rank 10th Ranked  Value Difference Shift in Value =~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
= | Unemployment Value
g 33 Robertson 7.02% 5.69% 1.33% 1Bad |Good 6.20% Guernsey, OH 6.67%
g | ».. :
© | Dercentage of population
Q ages 16 and older For every 100 persons ages 16 years and older, help 2 persons successfully find employment. Randolph, IN 6.58%
) work Source Bureau of Labor Statistics Year(s) 2014 Lawrence, OH 6.53%
= 10th Ranked
i3] . . Rank 10th Ranked  Value Difference Shift in Value =~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
& | Children in Poverty Value
2 27 Dickson 25.30% 21.10% 4.20% 1Bad | Good 22.00% Guernsey, OH 26.40%
F 100 child: der 18 i ty, help 17 children to find assist to get f
Pereentane of childsen or every children (under 18 years) in poverty, help 17 children to find assistance to get out o Randolph, IN 23.70%
T T——— poverty.
under age 18 in poverty
Source Small Area Income and Poverty Estimates Year(s) 2014 Lawrence, OH 27.40%
. Rank 10th Ranked  Value 10¢h Ranked Difference Shift in Value =~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
Income Inequality Value
88 Houston 5.31 4.11 1.20 1Bad | Good 4.70 Guernsey, OH 4.37
Ratio of household income To reach a household income ratio at or below that of the 10th ranking county reduce the gap :
at the 80th percentile to. between the 80th percentile and 20th percentile by 2 household(s). Randolph, IN 418
income at the 20th
PRI Source American Community Survey Year(s) 2010-2014 Lawrence, OH 4.78
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Health Factors

10th Ranked

minutes

Children in Single- Rank 10th Ranked  Value Difference Shift in Value ~ US Average | Peer County Peer Value
Value
Parent Households
37 Lawrence 31.06% 23.36% 7.70% 1Bad |Good 34.00% Guernsey, OH 32.59%
P(Tr,mm ve of children that| FOr every 100 single parent households in the .county, investigate ways to encourage 25 households to Randolph, IN 34.44%
live in a household headed be a multi-parent household.
by single parent
Source American Community Survey Year(s) 2010-2014 Lawrence, OH 37.01%
) - Rank 10thRanked Value CiRamked 4 rence ShiftinValue USAvetage | Peer County Peer Value
Social Associations Value
49 Johnson 10.97 16.13 5.16 1Good |Bad 9.00 Guernsey, OH 15.64
@ | Number of membershi . . . . . N
g 4"—“550Cmiom e 10,000 For every 100 people in the county, increase the number of membership associations by 1. Randolph, IN 19.90
‘5 population
] Source County Business Patterns Year(s) 2013 Lawrence, OH 10.50
=~
Q . . Rank 10th Ranked  Value 10th Ranked Difference Shift in Value  US Average Peer County Peer Value
é Violent Crime Value
) 30 Carter 294.00 206.33 87.67 1Bad |Good 392.00 Guernsey, OH 141.84
(=)
=] f reporte
Q |  Dumberof reported. For every 100 persons in the county, ptevent 30 people from committing a violent crime. Randolph, IN 24.93
m violent crime offenses per
100,000 population
< Source Uniform Crime Reporting - FBI Year(s) 2010-2012 Lawrence, OH 166.55
= 10th Ranked
3] . Rank 10th Ranked  Value 4 Difference Shift in Value US Average Peer County Peer Value
o Injury Deaths Value
£ 18 Washington 74.74 70.04 4.70 1Bad |Good 60.00 Guernsey, OH 71.10
Number of deaths due to For every 1,000 population consider ways to prevent 63 deaths as a result of intentional and Randolnh. IN 65.41
injury per 100,000 unintentional injury. P, 22 :
population
Source CDC WONDER mortality data Year(s) 2009-2013 Lawrence, OH 73.81
. R 10th Ranked . 8
Air Pollution - Rank 10th Ranked  Value Val Difference Shift in Value =~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
Particulate Matter = e =
47 Greene 13.64 13.14 0.50 1Bad |Good 11.40 Guernsey, OH 13.73
Average daily density of Reduce the average daily measure of fine particulate matter by 0.5 micrograms per cubic meter
fine particulate matter in u g Y " p (PM‘ZJ 5) Y & p v Randolph, IN 13.46
micrograms per cubic e
Dl iDL Source CDC WONDER Environmental data Year(s) 2011 Lawrence, OH  13.13
Drinking Water Rank  IstRanked  Value ISt‘I;aI“ked Difference  Shiftin Value  US Average | Peer County Peer Value
Violations aue -
No Rank NA No No NA NA NA Guernsey, OH No
Percentage of % o 1ed 5 i J
Lr;:er:tzﬂ;l;);)(i;id‘t::n There were no health-based drinking water violations. Randolph, IN No
water exceeding a violation
Ll sl i et o Source Safe Drinking Water Information System Year(s) FY2013-14 Lawrence, OH No
. 10th Ranked . 9.
Severe Housing Rank 10th Ranked  Value Value Difference Shift in Value ~ US Average | Peer County Peer Value
Problems
- 43 Unicoi 13.50% 11.70% 1.80% TBad | Good 19.00% Guernsey, OH 12.71%
[=
U | Percentage of households
g \x::b]][elr;:toi::Cij:::;:;:«' For every 100 persons in the county experiencingi ﬁozsing problems, help 14 person(s) to find housing Randolph, IN 12.45%
5 high housing costs, or lack assistance.
E of kitchen or plumbing
facilities
84} achities Source  Comprehensive Housing Affordability Strategy (CHAS) data  Year(s) 2008-2012 Lawrence, OH 12.07%
o
<
.9 | Driving Alone to Rank 10th Ranked  Value IOﬂ;Z?:Eked Difference Shift in Value =~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
2 Work
_Ef‘ 40 Grundy 84.20% 80.27% 3.94% 1Bad | Good 76.00% Guernsey, OH 85.38%
A Percentage of the For every 100 persons that cutrently drive alone to work, convince 5 to catpool or take mass- Randolnh. IN 83.75%
workforce that drives transportation. P, -
alone to work Source American Community Survey Year(s) 2010-2014 Lawrence, OH 89.07%
Long Commute - Rank 10th Ranked  Value 10t};71:1a1(13ked Difference Shift in Value =~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
Driving Alone v
77 Hamilton 46.80% 25.20% 21.60% 1Bad | Good 31.00% Guernsey, OH 27.40%
ﬁ% For every 100 persons that currently drive more than 30 minut'es alone to work, convince 47 to carpool Randolph, IN 34.00%
COMMUIE IR MEr At or take mass-transportation.
alone, the percentage that
commute more than 30 Source American Community Survey Year(s) 2010-2014 Lawrence, OH 29.20%
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Health -+~ 2R*SMTOP TEN Summary
E Population: 31,592 <18 YOA: 19.63%| 65+ YOA: 18.48% % Rural: 71.60%
o
ézﬁ Unemployment: 8.69%)| % Females: 51.10%| % Males: 48.90% Graduation Rate: 89.00%
g‘ Single parent households: 31.18% MHI:  $33,640
. Top Third
Ad u It SmOkl ng Measure Value
Air Pollution - Particulate Matter 13.16
Wilson Alcohol-Impaired Driving Deaths 21.05%
Mid-Cumberland Region Teen Births 40.35
Harrison, OH Sexually Transmitted Infections 192.21
Fast Reg on Severe Housing Problems 12.79%
Claiborne Physical Inactivity 34.60%
0% 5% 10% 15% 20% 25% 30%
m === TN Average ==« US Average
HP 2020 Top US Performers
Middle Third
Ad u I t O bes | ty Measure Value
Long Commute - Driving Alone 31.80%
Wilson Children in Single-Parent Households 31.18%
Mid-Cumberland Region Primary Care Physicians 2254:1
Harrison, OH Uninsured 16.47%
East Begon Access to Exercise Opportunities 49.86%
Claiborne Excessive Drinking 11.60%
10% 15% 20% 25% 30% 35% 40% Driving Alone to Work 85.23%
«Eﬁ- - o= TN Average - US Average High School Graduation 89.00%
HP 2020 Top US Performers
Physical Inactivity Measure Value
Injury Deaths 125.83
Wilson Premature Death 12261.70
Mid-Cumberland Region Low Birthweight 10.68%
Harrison, OH Children in Poverty 34.10%
East Region Income Inequality 5.09
Claiborne Food Environment Index 6.30
10% 15%  20%  25%  30% = 35%  40% Social Associations 7.60
& TN Average + US Average Poor Mental Health Days 490
HP 2020 Ton US Perf Mammography Screening 55.00%
op be Fertormers Adult Obesity 34.40%
Tennessee'sBig3+1
Why were these charts selected? The "Big 3 + 1" directly influences at least
six of the top ten leading causes of death in Tennessee, and also directly
) Physical Substance influence other public health threats, such as heart disease, cancer, and
Tobacco Use Obesity L b . . . .
Inactivity Abuse diabetes. Overall, the Big Three plus One influences two-thirds of the

factors that contribute to Tennessee’s overall rank.

Comparative Counties:

Each graph provides the Tennessee county with its respective region and three non-Tennessee comparative counties from around the
US based on county-level demographics. The vertical lines represent: the TN Average, the US Average, Top US Performers (top 10%)
and the Healthy People 2020 (HP) Goal. For all measures a decrease (shift left) in percentage represents improvement.

YOA: Years of Age. MHI: Median Household Income. HP 2020: Healthy People 2020 Goal. Adult Smoking: Percentage of adults who are current smokers. Source: Behavioral Risk
Factor Surveillance System; 2006-2012. Adult Obesity: Percentage of adults that report a BMI of 30 or more. Source: CDC Diabetes Interactive Atlas; 2011. Physical Inactivity:
Percentage of adults aged 20 and over reporting no leisure-time physical activity. Source: CDC Diabetes Interactive Atlas; 2011. Prepared by the Division of Administrative Services,
Tennessee Department of Health. Nashville, TN. admin.health@tn.gov or 615-741-5001.
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2016 | TOPOTWEN CLAIBORNE COUNTY, TENNESSEE

 Health o et i
12}
b=} Rank 10th Ranked  Value b Beraliasdl Difference Shift in Value US Average Peer County Peer Value
3 | Premature Death Value
‘s 89 Knox 12261.70 7735.80 4525.90 1Bad |Good 6,600.00 Tyler, WV 8382.20
<. . .
By | Yeamsofpowntallifelost | For every 100 people in the county, 1 people in the county need to live one year closer to age 75. White, GA 7359.00
=t before age 75 per 100,000
Q [ population (age-adjusted
— Source National Center for Health Statistics - Mortality files Year(s) 2011-2013 Harrison, OH 8646.00
Poor or Fair Rank 10th Ranked  Value IOt};::lillked Difference Shift in Value ~ US Average | Peer County Peer Value
Health*
e 67 Rutherford  23.30% 19.60% 3.70% 1Bad {Good 18.00% Tyler, WV 20.20%
Percentage of adults Improve the health of 4 out of every 100 people in the county who, in general, report being in poor or .
reporting fair or poor prov v very P Pfail’ health. unty who, in g > ep gmp White, GA 15.50%
w health (age-adjusted .
g Source Behavioral Risk Factor Surveillance System Year(s) 2014 Harrison, OH 16.90%
e} Poor Physical Rank 5th Ranked  Value 5th Ranked Difference Shift in Value =~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
Value
Q Health Days* —
*5 69 Knox 5.00 4.30 0.70 TBad | Good 3.8 Tyler, WV 4.70
O Average number of . .
& | physically unhealthy days Engage people in the county on ways to reduce number of poor physical health days reported by White. GA 3.80
L= ;j reported in past 30 days residents by 1 days per month. ? o
‘*_‘-’ [ age-adjusted
4] g‘ Source Behavioral Risk Factor Surveillance System Year(s) 2014 Harrison, OH 3.90
o
' | = |Poor Mental Health|  Rank  IstRanked  Value 13‘&‘;25“1 Difference  Shiftin Value  US Average | Peer County Peer Value
Days*
8 as 76 Williamson 4.9 3.80 1.10 1Bad |Good 2.8 Tyler, WV 4.60
Average number of Engage people in the county on ways to reduce number of poor physical health days reported by .
mentally unhealthy days residents by 2 days per month. White, GA 3.90
reported in past 30 days y yS p .
bl Source Behavioral Risk Factor Surveillance System Year(s) 2014 Harrison, OH 4.10
. . Rank 10th Ranked  Value 10¢h Ranked Difference Shift in Value ~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
Low Birthweight Value
87 Pickett 10.68% 7.24% 3.44% 1Bad |Good 8.00% Tyler, WV 8.70%
Rercentapeof live births Reduce the number of low birth weight babies by 4 for every 100 live births. White, GA 6.66%
with low birthweight (<
2500 grams)
Source National Center for Health Statistics - Natality files Year(s) 2007-2013 Harrison, OH 7.54%
Rank 10th Ranked  Value 10¢h Ranked Difference Shift in Value  US Average Peer Coun Peer Value
Adult Smoking* Value g ty
70 Humphreys  24.40% 21.10% 3.30% 1Bad |Good 17.00% Tyler, WV 22.50%
Percentage of adults who Get 14 out of every 100 current adult smokers in the county to quit smoking. White, GA 15.80%
are current smokers
7)) Source Behavioral Risk Factor Surveillance System Year(s) 2014 Harrison, OH 20.10%
| »
=
8 =] . Rank 10th Ranked  Value 10¢h Ranked Difference Shift in Value ~ US Average | Peer County Peer Value
134 S Adult Obesity Value
< 2 71 Hamilton 34.40% 29.90% 4.50% 1Bad |Good 27.00% Tyler, WV 34.20%
| )
L= AR | Bercentage of aduls that Get 14 out of every 100 current obese adults in the county to reduce their BMI below 30. White, GA 28.10%
= | S| reportaBMIof300r
Ts ‘—‘“ more
ol Source CDC Diabetes Interactive Atlas Year(s) 2012 Harrison, OH 29.40%
m T Food Environment Rank 5th Ranked  Value SthVI:;t::ed Difference Shift in Value =~ US Average | Peer County Peer Value
Inde
* 82 Cannon 6.30 7.9 1.6 1Good |Bad 7.20 Tyler, WV 7.70
Index of factors that
contribute to a healthy Increase the county's food index score by 1.6. White, GA 7.80
food environment, 0
worst) to 10 (best -
Source USDA Food Environment Atlas, Map the Meal Gap Year(s) 2013 Harrison, OH 7.60

Prepared by the Division of Administrative Services, Tennessee Department of Health. Nashville, TN. May 2016. admin.health@tn.gov or 615-741-9398. The full report can be accessed at:
http://tn.gov/health/topic/specialreports. All data is from the University of Wisconsin Population Health Institute and Robert Wood Johnson Foundation's, 2015 County Health Rankings and Roadmaps
report. Difference statements represent the absolute value using the following formula: ["Value" - "10th Ranked Value"]. *The action statements are based on the assumption that no new additional cases
occur. *¥Data should not be compared with prior years due to changes in definition/methods. All rankings and action statements presented in this report must be interpreted with caution due to
various limitations of each measurement. Further information with regards to the strengths and limitations of each measurement may be found by clicking the hyperlink found in the

description of each measurement.


http://www.countyhealthrankings.org/app/tennessee/2016/measure/factors/11/description
http://www.countyhealthrankings.org/app/tennessee/2016/measure/factors/11/description
http://www.countyhealthrankings.org/app/tennessee/2016/measure/factors/11/description
http://www.countyhealthrankings.org/app/tennessee/2016/measure/factors/133/description
http://www.countyhealthrankings.org/app/tennessee/2016/measure/factors/133/description
http://www.countyhealthrankings.org/app/tennessee/2016/measure/factors/133/description
http://www.countyhealthrankings.org/app/tennessee/2016/measure/factors/133/description
http://www.countyhealthrankings.org/app/tennessee/2016/measure/outcomes/37/description
http://www.countyhealthrankings.org/app/tennessee/2016/measure/outcomes/37/description
http://www.countyhealthrankings.org/app/tennessee/2016/measure/outcomes/37/description
http://www.countyhealthrankings.org/app/tennessee/2016/measure/outcomes/36/description
http://www.countyhealthrankings.org/app/tennessee/2016/measure/outcomes/36/description
http://www.countyhealthrankings.org/app/tennessee/2016/measure/outcomes/36/description
http://www.countyhealthrankings.org/app/tennessee/2016/measure/outcomes/36/description
http://www.countyhealthrankings.org/app/tennessee/2016/measure/outcomes/36/description
http://www.countyhealthrankings.org/app/tennessee/2016/measure/outcomes/42/description
http://www.countyhealthrankings.org/app/tennessee/2016/measure/outcomes/42/description
http://www.countyhealthrankings.org/app/tennessee/2016/measure/outcomes/42/description
http://www.countyhealthrankings.org/app/tennessee/2016/measure/outcomes/42/description
http://www.countyhealthrankings.org/app/tennessee/2016/measure/outcomes/1/description
http://www.countyhealthrankings.org/app/tennessee/2016/measure/outcomes/1/description
http://www.countyhealthrankings.org/app/tennessee/2016/measure/outcomes/1/description
http://www.countyhealthrankings.org/app/tennessee/2016/measure/outcomes/2/description
http://www.countyhealthrankings.org/app/tennessee/2016/measure/outcomes/2/description
http://www.countyhealthrankings.org/app/tennessee/2016/measure/outcomes/2/description
http://www.countyhealthrankings.org/app/tennessee/2016/measure/outcomes/2/description
http://www.countyhealthrankings.org/app/tennessee/2016/measure/factors/9/description
http://www.countyhealthrankings.org/app/tennessee/2016/measure/factors/9/description

Health Factors

10th Ranked

. .. Rank 10th Ranked  Value Difference Shift in Value =~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
Physical Inactivity Value
31 Shelby 34.60% 30.20% 4.40% 1Bad | Good 23.00% Tyler, WV 37.30%
Percentage of adults aged
20 and over reporting no Get 13 out of every 100 currently physically inactive adults to exercise during leisure time. White, GA 26.20%
leisure-time physical
activity Source CDC Diabetes Interactive Atlas Year(s) 2012 Harrison, OH 29.40%
. 10th Ranked . o
Access to Exercise Rank 10th Ranked  Value Value Difference Shift in Value =~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
Opportunities -
49 Loudon 49.86% 78.48% 28.62% 1Good |Bad 84.00% Tyler, WV 64.60%
mﬁ% Consider how to remove barriers to act(l:)eesi;zztcfze l:))cz;‘i‘(t)ir;snto reach an additional 28.62 percent of White, GA 05.04%
locations for physical ty's pop :
activity Source Business Analyst, Delorme, ESRI, & US Census Tigetline Files Year(s) 2010 & 2014 Harrison, OH 53.66%
. s Rank 10th Ranked  Value 10th Ranked Difference Shift in Value =~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
Excessive Drinking Value
® 52 Benton 11.60% 10.60% 1.00% 1Bad |Good 17.00% Tyler, WV 11.30%
=
2 Percentage of adults | Get 9 out of every 100 adults in the county that currently drink to excess (binge and heavy drinkers) to White. GA 15.20%
g reporting binge or heavy stop drinking more than one (women) or two (men) drinks per day on average. > .
< drinking
Cg Source Behavioral Risk Factor Surveillance System Year(s) 2014 Harrison, OH 16.30%
€ | Alcohol-Impaired | Rank  10th Ranked  Value 10“;,1:1‘:2“"1 Difference  Shiftin Value  US Average | Peer County Peer Value
'S | Driving Deaths . -
E 15 Sullivan 21.05% 19.17% 1.89% 1Bad |Good 31.00% Tyler, WV 33.33%
e Reduce the number of alcohol related driving deaths by 1.89 percent. White, GA 29.17%
deaths with alcohol
involvement
Source Fatality Analysis Reporting System Year(s) 2010-2014 Harrison, OH 20.00%
Sexua.ll Y Rank  10th Ranked  Value 10¢h Ranked Difference Shift in Value ~ US Average | Peer County Peer Value
Transmitted Value
Infections 20 Overton 192.21 153.22 38.99 1Bad |Good 446.60 Tyler, WV 132.79
Number of newly Consider ways to educate 3 out of every 10 persons self-reporting to be involved in any sexual contact White. GA 112.50
diagnosed chlamydia cases to commit to using safe sex practices to prevent the infection of Chlamydia. ? ”
per 100,000 population
Source National Center for HIV/AIDS, Viral Hepatitis, STD, & TB Prevention Year(s) 2013 Harrison, OH 210.00
. Rank 10th Ranked  Value 10¢h Ranked Difference Shift in Value ~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
Teen Births Value
17 Putnam 40.35 34.87 5.48 1Bad |Good 35.00 Tyler, WV 45.88
Teen birth rate per 1,000 | For every 100 teenage females (ages 15 to 19 years) in the county, consider ways to prevent 14 teen(s) White. GA 31.79
female population, ages 154 from becoming pregnant. > !
19
Source National Center for Health Statistics - Natality files Year(s) 2007-2013 Harrison, OH 45.06
. Rank 10th Ranked  Value 10¢h Ranked Difference Shift in Value ~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
Uninsured Value
44 Cheatham 16.47% 14.54% 1.93% 1Bad |Good 17.00% Tyler, WV 18.02%
Deireent st population Get 12 out of every 100 currently uninsured adults ages 18-64 to obtain health insurance. White, GA 21.64%
under age 65 without
health insurance
Source Small Area Health Insurance Estimates Year(s) 2013 Harrison, OH 14.01%
. 10th Ranked . cp s
0 Primary Care Rank 10th Ranked  Value Value Difference Shift in Value =~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
= . o
Physician
S ysicians 43 Coffee 22541 1368:1 856 1Bad |Good 1320:1 Tyler, WV 1499:1
Tcg To reach a population-to-provider ratio at or exceeding that of the 10th ranking county, 36 primary
‘2 | Ratioof population to care providers would need to be recruited to the county. More importantly, if the county's value is White, GA 3971:1
8 primary care physicians greater than 3,500, this county would be considered a Health Professional Shortage Area.
Source Area Health Resource File/ Ametican Medical Association  Year(s) 2013 Harrison, OH 3906:1
1
. Rank 10th Ranked  Value Oth Ranked Difference Shift in Value =~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
Dentists Value
66 Dickson 4513:1 1744:1 2769 1Bad | Good 1540:1 Tyler, WV 9098:1
To reach a population-to-provider ratio at or exceeding that of the 10th ranking county, 43 dental care
Ratio of population to | providers would need to be recruited to the county. More importantly, if the county's value is greater White, GA 3108:1
dentists than 5,000, this county would be considered a Health Professional Shortage Area.
Source Area Health Resource File/National Provider Identification file Year(s) 2014 Harrison, OH 7772:1



http://www.countyhealthrankings.org/app/tennessee/2016/measure/factors/4/description
http://www.countyhealthrankings.org/app/tennessee/2016/measure/factors/4/description
http://www.countyhealthrankings.org/app/tennessee/2016/measure/factors/70/description
http://www.countyhealthrankings.org/app/tennessee/2016/measure/factors/70/description
http://www.countyhealthrankings.org/app/tennessee/2016/measure/factors/70/description
http://www.countyhealthrankings.org/app/tennessee/2016/measure/factors/70/description
http://www.countyhealthrankings.org/app/tennessee/2016/measure/factors/132/description
http://www.countyhealthrankings.org/app/tennessee/2016/measure/factors/132/description
http://www.countyhealthrankings.org/app/tennessee/2016/measure/factors/132/description
http://www.countyhealthrankings.org/app/tennessee/2016/measure/factors/132/description
http://www.countyhealthrankings.org/app/tennessee/2016/measure/factors/85/description
http://www.countyhealthrankings.org/app/tennessee/2016/measure/factors/85/description
http://www.countyhealthrankings.org/app/tennessee/2016/measure/factors/85/description
http://www.countyhealthrankings.org/app/tennessee/2016/measure/factors/49/description
http://www.countyhealthrankings.org/app/tennessee/2016/measure/factors/49/description
http://www.countyhealthrankings.org/app/tennessee/2016/measure/factors/49/description
http://www.countyhealthrankings.org/app/tennessee/2016/measure/factors/134/description
http://www.countyhealthrankings.org/app/tennessee/2016/measure/factors/134/description
http://www.countyhealthrankings.org/app/tennessee/2016/measure/factors/134/description
http://www.countyhealthrankings.org/app/tennessee/2016/measure/factors/45/description
http://www.countyhealthrankings.org/app/tennessee/2016/measure/factors/45/description
http://www.countyhealthrankings.org/app/tennessee/2016/measure/factors/45/description
http://www.countyhealthrankings.org/app/tennessee/2016/measure/factors/14/description
http://www.countyhealthrankings.org/app/tennessee/2016/measure/factors/14/description
http://www.countyhealthrankings.org/app/tennessee/2016/measure/factors/14/description
http://www.countyhealthrankings.org/app/tennessee/2016/measure/factors/88/description
http://www.countyhealthrankings.org/app/tennessee/2016/measure/factors/88/description

Health Factors

10th Ranked

Source

Mental Health Rank 10th Ranked  Value Val Difference Shift in Value ~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
Providers e
67 Henry 3949:1 644:1 3305 1Bad |Good 490:1 Tyler, WV 4549:1
To reach a population-to-provider ratio at or exceeding that of the 10th ranking county, 159 mental
Ratio of population to | health providers would need to be rectuited to the county. More importantly, if the county's value is White, GA 1554:1
mental health providers greater than 30,000, this county would be considered a Health Professional Shortage Area.
Source CMS, National Provider Identification file Year(s) 2015 Harrison, OH 3109:1
10th Ranked . oo,
Preventable Rank 10th Ranked  Value Value Difference Shift in Value ~ US Average | Peer County Peer Value
Hospital Stays = — —
70 Anderson 90.27 50.27 40.00 1Bad |Good 54.00 Tyler, WV 78.84
o %ﬁ’“f—;fi For every 100 Medicare enrollees, prevent 1 Med.ic’are enro}lfees from being hospitalized for White, GA 45.44
< ST ambulatory-care sensitive conditions.
U sensitve c‘ondm(ms Cr
e Medicare enrollees |77 gy pce Dartmouth Atlas of Health Care Year(s) 2013 Harrison, OH 92,95
Q
= Diabetic Rank 10th Ranked  Value mt};,;allked Difference Shift in Value ~ US Average | Peer County Peer Value
= Monitoring " > =
@) 68 Giles 85.32% 89.20% 3.89% 1Good |Bad 63.00% Tyler, WV 89.92%
Percentage of diabetic For every 100 diabetic Medicare enrollees, get 4 additional Medicare enrollees to receive HbAlc
Medicare enrollees ages 65 very ’ fcreenin v White, GA 88.82%
75 that receive HbAlc g
menitering Source Dartmouth Atlas of Health Care Year(s) 2013 Harrison, OH 75.83%
Mammography Rank 5th Ranked  Value Sthvi?rfed Difference Shift in Value ~ US Average | Peer County Peer Value
Screenin,
creening 7 Cumberland  55.00% 71.00% 16.00% 1Good |Bad 63.00% Tyler, WV 71.00%
Percentage of female For every 100 female Medicare enrollees, get 16 additional Medicare entollees to receive their .
Medicare enrollees ages 67 every 2 are e ma:rilogia ha Scl‘eenian edica ces v White, GA 67.00%
69 that receive graphy 8-
mammography screening [ g4y rce Dartmouth Atlas of Health Care Year(s) 2013 Harrison, OH 50.00%
High School Rank  1stRanked  Value IS“?“l“ked Difference  Shiftin Value  US Average | Peer County Peer Value
Graduation — - aue
57 Tipton 89.00% 98.00% 9.00% 1Good |Bad 82.00% Tyler, WV 87.50%
Bercentape of nlurhrade. For every 100 ninth graders, assist 9 additional ninth graders to graduate within four years. White, GA 42.33%
cohort that graduates in
four years
Source EDFacts Year(s) 2012-2013 Harrison, OH 82.50%
10th Ranked . I
Rank 10th Ranked  Value Difference Shift in Value ~ US Average | Peer County Peer Value
Some College Value
67 Shelby 39.74% 62.28% 22.54% 1Good |Bad 64.00% Tyler, WV 45.12%
o | Percentage (,(nvdu]fs a0es For every 100 adults between 25-44 years of age, assist_23 additional adults to complete some White, GA 49.78%
‘5 25-44 years with some coursework at the collegiate level.
+ | post-secondary education
g Source American Community Survey Year(s) 2010-2014 Harrison, OH 52.05%
o
0 Rank  10th Ranked Value (ORRanked o rence  ShiftinValue US Average | Peer County Peer Value
= | Unemployment Value
g 67 Robertson 8.69% 5.69% 3.00% 1Bad |Good 6.20% Tyler, WV 8.93%
g | ».. :
© | Dercentage of population
Q ages 16 and older For every 100 persons ages 16 years and older, help 3 persons successfully find employment. White, GA 6.31%
) work Source Bureau of Labor Statistics Year(s) 2014 Harrison, OH 5.95%
I 10th Ranked
i3] . . Rank 10th Ranked  Value Difference Shift in Value =~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
& | Children in Poverty Value
2 83 Dickson 34.10% 21.10% 13.00% 1Bad |Good 22.00% Tyler, WV 23.60%
F, 100 child; der 18 i ty, help 39 children to find assist: to get f
Pereentane of childsen or every children (under 18 years) in poverty, help 39 children to find assistance to get out o White, GA 27.00%
T T——— poverty.
under age 18 in poverty
Source Small Area Income and Poverty Estimates Year(s) 2014 Harrison, OH 25.60%
. Rank 10th Ranked  Value 10¢h Ranked Difference Shift in Value =~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
Income Inequality Value
83 Houston 5.09 4.11 0.98 1Bad | Good 4.70 Tyler, WV 4.46
Ratio of houschold income To reach a household income ratio at or below that of the 10th ranking county reduce the gap White. GA 406
aLthe SUA percentie o .[hC B pesenrle between the 80th percentile and 20th percentile by 1 household(s). vhite, o
income at the 20th
percentile American Community Survey Year(s) 2010-2014 Harrison, OH 4.21
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Health Factors

10th Ranked

minutes

Children in Single- Rank 10th Ranked  Value Difference Shift in Value ~ US Average | Peer County Peer Value
Value
Parent Households
39 Lawrence 31.18% 23.36% 7.81% 1Bad |Good 34.00% Tyler, WV 23.60%
Percentage of children that| FOr every 100 single parent households in the county, investigate ways to encourage 26 households to White. GA 39.13%
live in a household headed be a multi-parent household. ? T
by single parent
Source American Community Survey Year(s) 2010-2014 Hartison, OH 30.38%
) - Rank 10thRanked Value CiRamked 4 rence ShiftinValue USAvetage | Peer County Peer Value
Social Associations Value
77 Johnson 7.60 16.13 8.53 1Good |Bad 9.00 Tyler, WV 15.56
@ | Number of membership . P . o . _ 3
& | ssociatons per 10000 For every 100 people in the county, increase the number of membership associations by 1. White, GA 10.07
‘5 population
< Source County Business Patterns Year(s) 2013 Harrison, OH 17.92
=~
Q . . Rank 10th Ranked  Value 10th Ranked Difference Shift in Value  US Average Peer County Peer Value
é Violent Crime Value
o 67 Carter 431.27 206.33 224.94 1Bad |Good 392.00 Tyler, WV 174.23
(=)
=] f reporte
Q |  Dumberof reported. For every 100 persons in the county, ptevent 53 people from committing a violent crime. White, GA 220.17
m violent crime offenses per
100,000 population
< Source Uniform Crime Reporting - FBI Year(s) 2010-2012 Harrison, OH 79.45
= 10th Ranked
3] . Rank 10th Ranked  Value 4 Difference Shift in Value US Average Peer County Peer Value
o Injury Deaths Value
2 90 Washington 125.83 70.04 55.79 1Bad |Good 60.00 Tyler, WV 76.74
Number of deaths due to For every 1,000 population consider ways to prevent 444 deaths as a result of intentional and White. GA 73.87
injury per 100,000 unintentional injury. ? .
population
Source CDC WONDER mortality data Year(s) 2009-2013 Harrison, OH 72.23
. R 10th Ranked . 8
Air Pollution - Rank 10th Ranked  Value Val Difference Shift in Value =~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
Particulate Matter = e -
11 Greene 13.16 13.14 0.02 1Bad |Good 11.40 Tyler, WV 13.5
Average daily density of Red h dail ffi icul! by 0.02 mi bi
ﬁ‘é»—)—.—ne e educe the average daily measure of fine pa(rlt;l;;;:)e matter by 0.02 micrograms per cubic meter White, GA 1338
micrograms per cubic e
Dl iDL Source CDC WONDER Environmental data Year(s) 2011 Harrison, OH 13.93
Drinking Water Rank  IstRanked  Value ISt‘I;aI“ked Difference  Shiftin Value  US Average | Peer County Peer Value
Violations ue
No Rank NA No No NA NA NA Tyler, WV No
Percentage of % o1 : s hi
;::er:tzﬂ;];)is(i;id‘t:: " There were no health-based drinking water violations. White, GA Yes
water exceeding a violation
limit during the past year | gy, pce Safe Drinking Water Information System Year(s) FY2013-14 Harrison, OH Yes
. 10th Ranked . 9.
Severe Housing Rank 10th Ranked  Value Val Difference Shift in Value ~ US Average | Peer County Peer Value
Problems — e S
- 26 Unicoi 12.79% 11.70% 1.09% TBad | Good 19.00% Tyler, WV 9.90%
[=
U | Percentage of households
g W:‘:I:[e 1;1:%( ,1\, ::C :101:::;: r-::«' For every 100 persons in the county experiencin% }th;]Sing problems, help 9 person(s) to find housing White, GA 17.19%
5 high housing costs, or lack assistance.
E of kitchen or plumbing
facilities
84} achities Source  Comprehensive Housing Affordability Strategy (CHAS) data  Year(s) 2008-2012 Harrison, OH 14.07%
o
<
.9 | Driving Alone to Rank 10th Ranked  Value IOﬂ;Z?:Eked Difference Shift in Value =~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
2 Work
_Ef‘ 56 Grundy 85.23% 80.27% 4.96% 1Bad |Good 76.00% Tyler, WV 81.55%
A Percentage of the For every 100 persons that cutrently drive alone to work, convince 6 to carpool or take mass- White. GA 83.73%
workforce that drives transportation. > T
alone to work Source American Community Survey Year(s) 2010-2014 Harrison, OH 83.65%
Long Commute - Rank 10th Ranked  Value 10t};71:1a1(13ked Difference Shift in Value =~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
Driving Alone v
33 Hamilton 31.80% 25.20% 6.60% 1Bad |Good 31.00% Tyler, WV 44.70%
ﬁ% For every 100 persons that currently drive more than 30 minu’fes alone to work, convince 21 to carpool White, GA 41.90%
COMMUIE IR MEr At or take mass-transportation.
alone, the percentage that
commute more than 30, Source American Community Survey Year(s 2010-2014 Harrison, OH 49.60%
) ) (O] »
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TN epartment o ’ DRIVE YOUR COUNTY TO THE CLAY COUNTY
Health 'I.ir". TOP TEN Summary

E Population: 7,765 <18 YOA: 20.49%)| 65+ YOA: 23.71% % Rural: ~ 100.00%
§ Unemployment: 9.24%| % Females: 51.10%| % Males:  48.90% Graduation Rate: 97.50%
g‘ Single parent households: 25.52% MHI: $30,744
. Top Third

Ad u It SmOkl ng Measure Value

High School Graduation 97.50%

Wilson : Excessive Drinking 10.30%

Mid-Cumberland Region ] Violent Crime 173.60

Harrison, OH : Children in Single-Parent Households 25.52%

Upper Cumberland Region ' Low Birthweight 7.58%

Clay 1 Food Environment Index 7.40

0% 5% 10% 15% 20% 25% 30%

m === TN Average ==« US Average

HP 2020 Top US Performers
Middle Third

Ad u I t O beS i ty Measure Value

Teen Births 43.77
Wilson Physical Inactivity 35.30%
Mid-Cumberland Region Adult Smoking 23.80%
Harrison, OH Sexually Transmitted Infections 306.12
Upper Cumberland Region Adult Obesity 33.40%

Clay Air Pollution - Particulate Matter 13.78

10% 15% 20% 25% 30% 35% 40%

' === TN Average ===+ US Average

HP 2020 Top US Performers
Physical Inactivity Measure Value
Social Associations 3.86
Wilson Premature Death 13138.50
Mid-Cumberland Region Access to Exercise Opportunities 15.10%
Hartison, OH Preventable Hosptial Stays 127.07
Upper Cumberland Region Children in Poverty 35.00%
Clay Injury Deaths 12031
10% 15% 20% 25% 30% 35%  40% Poor Physical Health Days 5.30
m — == IN Average — - US Average Dentists 7765:1
Some College 36.89%
HP 2020 Top US Performers Poor or Fair Health 24.70%

Tennessee'sBig3+1

Why were these charts selected? The "Big 3 + 1" directly influences at least
six of the top ten leading causes of death in Tennessee, and also directly
Physical Substance influence other public health threats, such as heart disease, cancer, and
Inactivity Abuse diabetes. Overall, the Big Three plus One influences two-thirds of the
factors that contribute to Tennessee’s overall rank.

Tobacco Use Obesity

Comparative Counties:

Each graph provides the Tennessee county with its respective region and three non-Tennessee comparative counties from around the
US based on county-level demographics. The vertical lines represent: the TN Average, the US Average, Top US Performers (top 10%)
and the Healthy People 2020 (HP) Goal. For all measures a decrease (shift left) in percentage represents improvement.

YOA: Years of Age. MHI: Median Household Income. HP 2020: Healthy People 2020 Goal. Adult Smoking: Percentage of adults who are current smokers. Source: Behavioral Risk
Factor Surveillance System; 2006-2012. Adult Obesity: Percentage of adults that report a BMI of 30 or more. Source: CDC Diabetes Interactive Atlas; 2011. Physical Inactivity:
Percentage of adults aged 20 and over reporting no leisure-time physical activity. Source: CDC Diabetes Interactive Atlas; 2011. Prepared by the Division of Administrative Services,
Tennessee Department of Health. Nashville, TN. admin.health@tn.gov or 615-741-5001.
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.Health
12}
b=} Rank 10th Ranked  Value b Beraliasdl Difference Shift in Value US Average Peer County Peer Value
3 | Premature Death Value
‘s 91 Knox 13138.50 7735.80 5402.70 1Bad |Good 6,600.00 Tyler, WV 8382.20
< 1. . o
Iy %‘% For every 100 people in the county, 1 people in the county need to live one year closer to age 75. White, GA 7359.00
betore ﬂy(: o Cr
8 population (age-adjusted,
— Source National Center for Health Statistics - Mortality files Year(s) 2011-2013 Harrison, OH 8646.00
Poor or Fair Rank 10th Ranked  Value IOt};::lillked Difference Shift in Value ~ US Average | Peer County Peer Value
Health*
e 83 Rutherford  24.70% 19.60% 5.10% 1Bad |Good 18.00% Tyler, WV 20.20%
r?i:;?:"f‘;i‘;fﬂrd‘tltsr Improve the health of 6 out of every 100 people in the county who, in general, report being in poor or White. GA 15.50%
. g fair o poo . 3 .
w health (age-adjusted fair health.
g Source Behavioral Risk Factor Surveillance System Year(s) 2014 Harrison, OH 16.90%
e} Poor Physical Rank 5th Ranked  Value Sthvii‘n:ed Difference Shift in Value =~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
Q Health Days* — — = —
*5 85 Knox 5.30 4.30 1.00 1Bad |Good 3.8 Tyler, WV 4.70
Average number of
O O | physically unhealthy davs Engage people in the county on ways to reduce number of poor physical health days reported by .
4= | physically unhealthy days. i White, GA 3.80
L | 3 | reported in past 30 days residents by 1 days per month.
‘*_‘-’ [ age-adjusted
4] ; Source Behavioral Risk Factor Surveillance System Year(s) 2014 Harrison, OH 3.90
o
' | = |Poor Mental Health|  Rank  IstRanked  Value 13‘&‘;25“1 Difference  Shiftin Value  US Average | Peer County Peer Value
Days*
8 as 76 Williamson 4.9 3.80 1.10 1Bad |Good 2.8 Tyler, WV 4.60
Mw Engage people in the county on ways to reduce number of poor physical health days reported by -
mentally unhealthy days . W hltC, GA 3.90
reported in past 30 days residents by 2 days per month.
bl Source Behavioral Risk Factor Surveillance System Year(s) 2014 Harrison, OH 4.10
. . Rank 10th Ranked  Value 10¢h Ranked Difference Shift in Value ~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
Low Birthweight Value
14 Pickett 7.58% 7.24% 0.34% 1Bad |Good 8.00% Tyler, WV 8.70%
W Reduce the number of low birth weight babies by 1 for every 100 live births. White, GA 6.66%
with low birthweight (<
2500 grams)
Source National Center for Health Statistics - Natality files Year(s) 2007-2013 Harrison, OH 7.54%
10th Ranked . o
Adult Smoking* Rank 10th Ranked  Value Value Difference Shift in Value ~ US Average | Peer County Peer Value
54 Humphreys  23.80% 21.10% 2.70% 1Bad |Good 17.00% Tyler, WV 22.50%
Percentage of adults who Get 12 out of every 100 current adult smokers in the county to quit smoking. White, GA 15.80%
are current smokers
7)) Source Behavioral Risk Factor Surveillance System Year(s) 2014 Harrison, OH 20.10%
| »
=
ele . Rank  10th Ranked Vale CmRanked - p cnce  Shiftin Valie  US Average | Peer County Peer Value
134 S Adult Obesity Value
< 2 55 Hamilton 33.40% 29.90% 3.50% 1Bad |Good 27.00% Tyler, WV 34.20%
| )
e AR | Bercentage of aduls that Get 11 out of every 100 current obese adults in the county to reduce their BMI below 30. White, GA 28.10%
= | S| reportaBMIof300r
Ts ‘?‘5 more
ol Source CDC Diabetes Interactive Atlas Year(s) 2012 Harrison, OH 29.40%
m T Food Environment Rank 5th Ranked  Value SthVI:?;l:ed Difference Shift in Value ~ US Average | Peer County Peer Value
Inde
* 21 Cannon 7.40 7.9 0.5 1Good |Bad 7.20 Tyler, WV 7.70
Index of factors that
contribute to a healthy Increase the county's food index score by 0.5. White, GA 7.80
food environment, 0
worst) to 10 (best -
Source USDA Food Environment Atlas, Map the Meal Gap Year(s) 2013 Harrison, OH 7.60

Prepared by the Division of Administrative Services, Tennessee Department of Health. Nashville, TN. May 2016. admin.health@tn.gov or 615-741-9398. The full report can be accessed at:
http://tn.gov/health/topic/specialreports. All data is from the University of Wisconsin Population Health Institute and Robert Wood Johnson Foundation's, 2015 County Health Rankings and Roadmaps
report. Difference statements represent the absolute value using the following formula: ["Value" - "10th Ranked Value"]. *The action statements are based on the assumption that no new additional cases
occur. *¥Data should not be compared with prior years due to changes in definition/methods. All rankings and action statements presented in this report must be interpreted with caution due to
various limitations of each measurement. Further information with regards to the strengths and limitations of each measurement may be found by clicking the hyperlink found in the

description of each measurement.
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Health Factors

10th Ranked

. .. Rank 10th Ranked  Value Difference Shift in Value =~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
Physical Inactivity Value
37 Shelby 35.30% 30.20% 5.10% 1Bad | Good 23.00% Tyler, WV 37.30%
Percentage of adults aged
20 and over reporting no Get 15 out of every 100 currently physically inactive adults to exercise during leisure time. White, GA 26.20%
leisure-time physical
activity Source CDC Diabetes Interactive Atlas Year(s) 2012 Harrison, OH 29.40%
. 10th Ranked . o
Access to Exercise Rank 10th Ranked  Value Value Difference Shift in Value =~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
Opportunities -
90 Loudon 15.10% 78.48% 63.38% 1Good |Bad 84.00% Tyler, WV 64.60%
mﬁ% Consider how to remove barriers to act(l:)eesi;zztcfze l:))cz;‘i‘(t)ir;snto reach an additional 63.38 percent of White, GA 05.04%
locations for physical ty's pop :
activity Source Business Analyst, Delorme, ESRI, & US Census Tigetline Files Year(s) 2010 & 2014 Harrison, OH 53.66%
. s Rank 1st Ranked Value Ist Ranked Difference Shift in Value =~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
Excessive Drinking Value
® 3 Haywood 10.30% 8.90% 1.40% 1Bad |Good 17.00% Tyler, WV 11.30%
=
2 Percentage of adults Get 14 out of every 100 adults in the county that currently drink to excess (binge and heavy drinkers) White. GA 15.20%
& | reporting binge or heavy to stop drinking more than one (women) or two (men) drinks per day on average.
z drinki h drinks per d ’ >
< drinking
Cg Source Behavioral Risk Factor Surveillance System Year(s) 2014 Harrison, OH 16.30%
cohol-Impaire an| th Ranke alue ifference ift in Value verage eer Count eer Value
£ | Alcohol-Impaired | Rank  10th Ranked  Val 10“;,1:1"“1“"1 Diff Shift in Val US Average | Peer County Peer Val
'S | Driving Deaths : e
E 73 Sullivan 37.50% 19.17% 18.33% 1Bad |Good 31.00% Tyler, WV 33.33%
Percentage of driving. Reduce the number of alcohol related driving deaths by 18.33 percent. White, GA 29.17%
deaths with alcohol
involvement
Source Fatality Analysis Reporting System Year(s) 2010-2014 Harrison, OH 20.00%
Sexua.ll Y Rank  10th Ranked  Value 10¢h Ranked Difference Shift in Value ~ US Average | Peer County Peer Value
Transmitted Value
Infections 54 Overton 306.12 153.22 152.90 1Bad |Good 446.60 Tyler, WV 132.79
Number of newly Consider ways to educate 5 out of every 10 persons self-reporting to be involved in any sexual contact White. GA 112.50
diagnosed chlamydia cases to commit to using safe sex practices to prevent the infection of Chlamydia. ? ”
per 100,000 population
Source National Center for HIV/AIDS, Viral Hepatitis, STD, & TB Prevention Year(s) 2013 Harrison, OH 210.00
. Rank 10th Ranked  Value 10¢h Ranked Difference Shift in Value ~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
Teen Births Value
32 Putnam 43.77 34.87 8.90 1Bad |Good 35.00 Tyler, WV 45.88
Teen birth rate per 1,000 | For every 100 teenage females (ages 15 to 19 years) in the county, consider ways to prevent 21 teen(s) White. GA 31.79
female population, ages 154 from becoming pregnant. > !
19
Source National Center for Health Statistics - Natality files Year(s) 2007-2013 Harrison, OH 45.06
. Rank 10th Ranked  Value 10¢h Ranked Difference Shift in Value ~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
Uninsured Value
82 Cheatham 18.53% 14.54% 3.99% 1Bad |Good 17.00% Tyler, WV 18.02%
Deireent st population Get 22 out of every 100 currently uninsured adults ages 18-64 to obtain health insurance. White, GA 21.64%
under age 65 without
health insurance
Source Small Area Health Insurance Estimates Year(s) 2013 Harrison, OH 14.01%
. 10th Ranked . cp s
0 Primary Care Rank 10th Ranked  Value Value Difference Shift in Value =~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
= . o
Physician
5 ysicians 72 Coffee 3887:1 1368:1 2519 Bad |Good 1320:1 Tyler, WV 1499:1
Q )
Tcg To reach a population-to-provider ratio at or exceeding that of the 10th ranking county, 58 primary
‘2 | Ratioof population to care providers would need to be recruited to the county. More importantly, if the county's value is White, GA 3971:1
8 primary care physicians greater than 3,500, this county would be considered a Health Professional Shortage Area.
Source Area Health Resource File/ Ametican Medical Association  Year(s) 2013 Harrison, OH 3906:1
1
. Rank 10th Ranked  Value Oth Ranked Difference Shift in Value =~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
Dentists Value
84 Dickson 7765:1 1744:1 6021 1Bad | Good 1540:1 Tyler, WV 9098:1
To reach a population-to-provider ratio at or exceeding that of the 10th ranking county, 55 dental care
Ratio of population to | providers would need to be recruited to the county. More importantly, if the county's value is greater White, GA 3108:1
dentists than 5,000, this county would be considered a Health Professional Shortage Area.
Source Area Health Resource File/National Provider Identification file Year(s) 2014 Harrison, OH 7772:1
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Health Factors

10th Ranked

Source

Mental Health Rank 10th Ranked  Value Val Difference Shift in Value ~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
Providers e
NA Henry NA 644:1 NA 1Bad |Good 490:1 Tyler, WV 4549:1
Ratio of population to No information available White, GA 1554:1
mental health providers
Source CMS, National Provider Identification file Year(s) 2015 Harrison, OH 3109:1
10th Ranked . oo,
Preventable Rank 10th Ranked  Value Value Difference Shift in Value ~ US Average | Peer County Peer Value
Hospital Stays = — —
88 Anderson 127.07 50.27 76.80 1Bad |Good 54.00 Tyler, WV 78.84
o %ﬁ’“f—;fi For every 100 Medicare enrollees, prevent 1 Med.ic’are enro}lfees from being hospitalized for White, GA 45.44
< ST ambulatory-care sensitive conditions.
U sensitve c‘ondm(ms Cr
e Medicare enrollees |77 gy pce Dartmouth Atlas of Health Care Year(s) 2013 Harrison, OH 92,95
Q
= Diabetic Rank 10th Ranked  Value mt};,;allked Difference Shift in Value ~ US Average | Peer County Peer Value
= Monitoring - = -
Q 82 Giles 83.70% 89.20% 5.50% 1Good |Bad 63.00% Tyler, WV 89.92%
Percentage of diabetic For every 100 diabetic Medicare enrollees, get 6 additional Medicare enrollees to receive HbAlc
Medicare enrollees ages 65 very ’ fcreenin v White, GA 88.82%
75 that receive HbAlc g
menitering Source Dartmouth Atlas of Health Care Year(s) 2013 Harrison, OH 75.83%
Mammography Rank 5th Ranked  Value Sthvi?rfed Difference Shift in Value ~ US Average | Peer County Peer Value
Screenin,
creening 78 Cumberland  53.00% 71.00% 18.00% 1Good |Bad 63.00% Tyler, WV 71.00%
Percentage of female For every 100 female Medicare enrollees, get 18 additional Medicare entollees to receive their .
Medicare enrollees ages 67 every 2 are e ma:rilogia ha Scl‘eenian edica ces v White, GA 67.00%
69 that receive graphy 8-
mammography screening [ g4y rce Dartmouth Atlas of Health Care Year(s) 2013 Harrison, OH 50.00%
High School Rank  1stRanked  Value IS“?“l“ked Difference  Shiftin Value  US Average | Peer County Peer Value
Graduation - auce
2 Tipton 97.50% 98.00% 0.50% 1Good |Bad 82.00% Tyler, WV 87.50%
Bercentape of nlurhrade. For every 100 ninth graders, assist 1 additional ninth graders to graduate within four years. White, GA 42.33%
cohort that graduates in
four years
Source EDFacts Year(s) 2012-2013 Harrison, OH 82.50%
10th Ranked . I
Rank 10th Ranked  Value Difference Shift in Value ~ US Average | Peer County Peer Value
Some College Value
84 Shelby 36.89% 62.28% 25.40% 1Good |Bad 64.00% Tyler, WV 45.12%
o | Percentage (,(nvdu]fs a0es For every 100 adults between 25-44 years of age, assist_ZG additional adults to complete some White, GA 49.78%
‘5 25-44 years with some coursework at the collegiate level.
+ | post-secondary education
g Source American Community Survey Year(s) 2010-2014 Harrison, OH 52.05%
o
0 Rank  10th Ranked Value (ORRanked o rence  ShiftinValue US Average | Peer County Peer Value
= | Unemployment Value
g 81 Robertson 9.24% 5.69% 3.55% 1Bad |Good 6.20% Tyler, WV 8.93%
g | ».. :
© | Dercentage of population
Q ages 16 and older For every 100 persons ages 16 years and older, help 4 persons successfully find employment. White, GA 6.31%
) work Source Bureau of Labor Statistics Year(s) 2014 Harrison, OH 5.95%
I 10th Ranked
i3] . . Rank 10th Ranked  Value Difference Shift in Value =~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
& | Children in Poverty Value
2 87 Dickson 35.00% 21.10% 13.90% 1Bad |Good 22.00% Tyler, WV 23.60%
F, 100 child; der 18 i ty, help 40 children to find assist: to get f
Pereentane of childsen or every children (under 18 years) in poverty, help 40 children to find assistance to get out o White, GA 27.00%
T T——— poverty.
under age 18 in poverty
Source Small Area Income and Poverty Estimates Year(s) 2014 Harrison, OH 25.60%
. Rank 10th Ranked  Value 10¢h Ranked Difference Shift in Value =~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
Income Inequality Value
80 Houston 5.00 4.11 0.89 1Bad | Good 4.70 Tyler, WV 4.46
Ratio of houschold income To reach a household income ratio at or below that of the 10th ranking county reduce the gap White. GA 406
aLthe SUA percentie o .[hC B pesenrle between the 80th percentile and 20th percentile by 1 household(s). vhite, o
income at the 20th
percentile American Community Survey Year(s) 2010-2014 Harrison, OH 4.21
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Health Factors

10th Ranked

minutes

Children in Single- Rank 10th Ranked  Value Difference Shift in Value ~ US Average | Peer County Peer Value
Value
Parent Households
13 Lawrence 25.52% 23.36% 2.16% 1Bad |Good 34.00% Tyler, WV 23.60%
Percentage of children that| FOr every 100 single parent households in the county, investigate ways to encourage 9 households to White. GA 39.13%
live in a household headed be a multi-parent household. ? T
by single parent
Source American Community Survey Year(s) 2010-2014 Hartison, OH 30.38%
) - Rank 10thRanked Value CiRamked 4 rence ShiftinValue USAvetage | Peer County Peer Value
Social Associations Value
92 Johnson 3.86 16.13 12.27 1Good |Bad 9.00 Tyler, WV 15.56
@ | Number of membershi . . . P - )
g 4"—“550Cmiom e 10,000 For every 100 people in the county, increase the number of membership associations by 1. White, GA 10.07
‘5 population
< Source County Business Patterns Year(s) 2013 Harrison, OH 17.92
=~
Q . . Rank 5th Ranked Value 5th Ranked Difference Shift in Value  US Average Peer County Peer Value
é Violent Crime Value
o 7 Grainger 173.60 144.58 29.01 1Bad |Good 392.00 Tyler, WV 174.23
(=)
=] f reporte
Q |  Dumberof reported. For every 100 persons in the county, prevent 17 people from committing a violent crime. White, GA 220.17
m violent crime offenses per
100,000 population
< Source Uniform Crime Reporting - FBI Year(s) 2010-2012 Harrison, OH 79.45
= 10th Ranked
3] . Rank 10th Ranked  Value 4 Difference Shift in Value US Average Peer County Peer Value
o Injury Deaths Value
2 86 Washington 120.31 70.04 50.27 1Bad |Good 60.00 Tyler, WV 76.74
Number of deaths due to For every 1,000 population consider ways to prevent 418 deaths as a result of intentional and White. GA 73.87
injury per 100,000 unintentional injury. ? .
population
Source CDC WONDER mortality data Year(s) 2009-2013 Harrison, OH 72.23
. R 10th Ranked . 8
Air Pollution - Rank 10th Ranked  Value Val Difference Shift in Value =~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
Particulate Matter - = ue -
57 Greene 13.78 13.14 0.64 1Bad |Good 11.40 Tyler, WV 13.5
Average daily density of | Reduce th daily measure of fine particulate matter by 0.64 microgram bic meter
. educe the average daily measure of fine pa(Plc\:/;lzas)e matter by micrograms per cubic mete: White, GA 1338
micrograms per cubic e
Dl iDL Source CDC WONDER Environmental data Year(s) 2011 Harrison, OH 13.93
Drinking Water Rank  IstRanked  Value ISt‘I;aI“ked Difference  Shiftin Value  US Average | Peer County Peer Value
Violations 2e
No Rank NA No No NA NA NA Tyler, WV No
Percentage of % o1 : s hi
;::er:tzﬂ;];)is(i;id‘t:: " There were no health-based drinking water violations. White, GA Yes
water exceeding a violation
limit during the past year | gy, pce Safe Drinking Water Information System Year(s) FY2013-14 Harrison, OH Yes
. 10th Ranked . 9.
Severe Housing Rank 10th Ranked  Value Val Difference Shift in Value ~ US Average | Peer County Peer Value
Problems — s = - ;
- 68 Unicoi 15.20% 11.70% 3.50% 1Bad |Good 19.00% Tyler, WV 9.90%
[=
Qé Dercentage of households
with at least 1 of 4 housing| 1 in th : : h H bl help 2 find h i
g TR or every 100 persons in the county experiencing tt:tusmg problems, help 23 person(s) to find housing White, GA 17.19%
5 high housing costs, or lack assistance.
E of kitchen or plumbing
facilities
84} achities Source  Comprehensive Housing Affordability Strategy (CHAS) data  Year(s) 2008-2012 Harrison, OH 14.07%
o
<
.9 | Driving Alone to Rank 10th Ranked  Value IOﬂ;Z?:Eked Difference Shift in Value =~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
2 Work
_Ef‘ 68 Grundy 86.23% 80.27% 5.97% 1Bad |Good 76.00% Tyler, WV 81.55%
A Percentage of the For every 100 persons that cutrently drive alone to work, convince 7 to catpool or take mass- White. GA 83.73%
workforce that drives transportation. > T
alone to work Source American Community Survey Year(s) 2010-2014 Harrison, OH 83.65%
Long Commute - Rank 10th Ranked  Value 10t};71:1a1(13ked Difference Shift in Value =~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
Driving Alone v
81 Hamilton 49.20% 25.20% 24.00% 1Bad |Good 31.00% Tyler, WV 44.70%
ﬁ% For every 100 persons that currently drive more than 30 minut'es alone to work, convince 49 to carpool White, GA 41.90%
COMMUIE IR MEr At or take mass-transportation.
alone, the percentage that
commute more than 30 Source American Community Survey Year(s) 2010-2014 Harrison, OH 49.60%
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TN conrtmentof B DRIVE YOUR COUNTY TO THE COCKE COUNTY
Health 'I.ir". TOP TEN Summary

E Population: 35374 <18 YOA: 20.88%| 65+ YOA: 19.20% % Rural: 67.50%
g,: Unemployment: 9.09%]| % Females: 51.60%| % Males: 48.40% Graduation Rate: 90.00%
g‘ Single parent households: 44.26% MHI:  $30,860
. Top Third
Ad u It SmOkl ng Measure Value
Excessive Drinking 10.50%
Wilson Air Pollution - Particulate Matter 13.22
Mid-Cumberland Region Access to Exercise Opportunities 72.74%
Harrison, OH Primary Care Physicians 17741
Fast Region Mammography Screening 62.00%
Cocke
0% 5%  10%  15%  20%  25%  30%
m === TN Average ==« US Average
HP 2020 Top US Performers
Middle Third
Ad u I t O bes i ty Measure Value
Diabetic Monitoring 87.43%
Wilson Social Associations 11.56
Mid-Cumberland Region Driving Alone to Work 84.70%
Harrison, OH Sexually Transmitted Infections 281.13
East Region High School Graduation 90.00%
Cocke Long Commute - Driving Alone 38.80%
10% 15% 20% 25% 30% 35% 40% Uninsured 17.06%
«Eﬁ- - o= TN Average L US Average Adult Obesity 33.70%
Dentists 4422:1
HP 2020 Top US Performers
Physical Inactivity Measure Value
Income Inequality 5.52
Wilson . Children in Poverty 40.40%
Mid-Cumberland Region Premature Death 13695.60
Harrison, OH Poor Physical Health Days 5.50
East Region Teen Births 63.88
Cocke Violent Crime 669.87
10%  15%  20%  25%  30%  35% 40%  45% Poor Mental Health Days 5.10
«m- — e e TN Average — - US Average Adult Smoking 26.50%
Children in Single-Parent Households 44.26%
HP 2020 Top US Performers Poor or Fair Health 27.00%

Tennessee'sBig3+1

Why were these charts selected? The "Big 3 + 1" directly influences at least
six of the top ten leading causes of death in Tennessee, and also directly
Physical Substance influence other public health threats, such as heart disease, cancer, and
Inactivity Abuse diabetes. Overall, the Big Three plus One influences two-thirds of the
factors that contribute to Tennessee’s overall rank.

Tobacco Use Obesity

Comparative Counties:

Each graph provides the Tennessee county with its respective region and three non-Tennessee comparative counties from around the
US based on county-level demographics. The vertical lines represent: the TN Average, the US Average, Top US Performers (top 10%)
and the Healthy People 2020 (HP) Goal. For all measures a decrease (shift left) in percentage represents improvement.

YOA: Years of Age. MHI: Median Household Income. HP 2020: Healthy People 2020 Goal. Adult Smoking: Percentage of adults who are current smokers. Source: Behavioral Risk
Factor Surveillance System; 2006-2012. Adult Obesity: Percentage of adults that report a BMI of 30 or more. Source: CDC Diabetes Interactive Atlas; 2011. Physical Inactivity:
Percentage of adults aged 20 and over reporting no leisure-time physical activity. Source: CDC Diabetes Interactive Atlas; 2011. Prepared by the Division of Administrative Services,
Tennessee Department of Health. Nashville, TN. admin.health@tn.gov or 615-741-5001.
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.Health
12}
b=} Rank 10th Ranked  Value b Beraliasdl Difference Shift in Value US Average Peer County Peer Value
3 | Premature Death Value
‘s 92 Knox 13695.60 7735.80 5959.80 1Bad |Good 6,600.00 Tyler, WV 8382.20
<. . .
;5:'0 % For every 100 people in the county, 1 people in the county need to live one year closer to age 75. White, GA 7359.00
a y o
Q [ population (age-adjusted
— Source National Center for Health Statistics - Mortality files Year(s) 2011-2013 Harrison, OH 8646.00
Poor or Fair Rank 10th Ranked  Value IOt};::lillked Difference Shift in Value ~ US Average | Peer County Peer Value
Health*
e 89 Rutherford  27.00% 19.60% 7.40% 1Bad |Good 18.00% Tyler, WV 20.20%
Percentage of adults Improve the health of 8 out of every 100 people in the county who, in general, report being in poor or .
reporting fair or poor prov v very P Pfail’ health. unty who, in g > ep gmp White, GA 15.50%
w health (age-adjusted .
g Source Behavioral Risk Factor Surveillance System Year(s) 2014 Harrison, OH 16.90%
e} Poor Physical Rank 5th Ranked  Value Sthvii‘n:ed Difference Shift in Value =~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
Q Health Days* — — = —
*5 91 Knox 5.50 4.30 1.20 1Bad |Good 3.8 Tyler, WV 4.70
Average number of
O O | physically unhealthy davs Engage people in the county on ways to reduce number of poor physical health days reported by .
S | Puscivunhentiy davs. . White, GA 3.80
L | 3 | reported in past 30 days residents by 2 days per month.
‘*_‘-’ [ age-adjusted
4] g‘ Source Behavioral Risk Factor Surveillance System Year(s) 2014 Harrison, OH 3.90
o
' | = |Poor Mental Health|  Rank  IstRanked  Value 13‘&‘;25“1 Difference  Shiftin Value  US Average | Peer County Peer Value
Days*
8 as 90 Williamson _ 5.10 3.80 130 1Bad |Good 2.8 Tyler, WV 4.60
Average number of Engage people in the county on ways to reduce number of poor physical health days reported by .
mentally unhealthy days . W hltc, GA 3.90
reported in past 30 days residents by 2 days per month.
bl Source Behavioral Risk Factor Surveillance System Year(s) 2014 Harrison, OH 4.10
. . Rank 10th Ranked  Value 10¢h Ranked Difference Shift in Value ~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
Low Birthweight Value
69 Pickett 9.31% 7.24% 2.07% 1Bad |Good 8.00% Tyler, WV 8.70%
%ﬁf“ﬂ““% Reduce the number of low birth weight babies by 3 for every 100 live births. White, GA 6.66%
with low birthweight (<
2500 grams)
Source National Center for Health Statistics - Natality files Year(s) 2007-2013 Harrison, OH 7.54%
10th Ranked . o
Adult Smoking* Rank 10th Ranked  Value Value Difference Shift in Value ~ US Average | Peer County Peer Value
90 Humphreys  26.50% 21.10% 5.40% 1Bad |Good 17.00% Tyler, WV 22.50%
Percentage of adults who Get 21 out of every 100 current adult smokers in the county to quit smoking. White, GA 15.80%
are current smokers
7)) Source Behavioral Risk Factor Surveillance System Year(s) 2014 Harrison, OH 20.10%
| »
=
8 =] . Rank 10th Ranked  Value 10¢h Ranked Difference Shift in Value ~ US Average | Peer County Peer Value
134 S Adult Obesity Value
< 2 60 Hamilton 33.70% 29.90% 3.80% 1Bad |Good 27.00% Tyler, WV 34.20%
| )
L= AR | Bercentage of aduls that Get 12 out of every 100 current obese adults in the county to reduce their BMI below 30. White, GA 28.10%
= | S| reportaBMIof300r
Ts ‘—‘“ more
ol Source CDC Diabetes Interactive Atlas Year(s) 2012 Harrison, OH 29.40%
ood Environment an| th Ranke alue ifference ift in Value verage eer Coun eer Value
an 2 Food Envi Rank  5th Ranked  Val Sthvi?;l:ed Diff Shift in Val US Average | Peer County Peer Val
Inde
* 88 Cannon 6.00 7.9 1.9 1Good |Bad 7.20 Tyler, WV 7.70
Index of factors that
contribute to a healthy Increase the county's food index score by 1.9. White, GA 7.80
food environment, 0
worst) to 10 (best -
Source USDA Food Environment Atlas, Map the Meal Gap Year(s) 2013 Harrison, OH 7.60

Prepared by the Division of Administrative Services, Tennessee Department of Health. Nashville, TN. May 2016. admin.health@tn.gov or 615-741-9398. The full report can be accessed at:
http://tn.gov/health/topic/specialreports. All data is from the University of Wisconsin Population Health Institute and Robert Wood Johnson Foundation's, 2015 County Health Rankings and Roadmaps
report. Difference statements represent the absolute value using the following formula: ["Value" - "10th Ranked Value"]. *The action statements are based on the assumption that no new additional cases
occur. *¥Data should not be compared with prior years due to changes in definition/methods. All rankings and action statements presented in this report must be interpreted with caution due to
various limitations of each measurement. Further information with regards to the strengths and limitations of each measurement may be found by clicking the hyperlink found in the

description of each measurement.
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Health Factors

10th Ranked

. .. Rank 10th Ranked  Value Difference Shift in Value =~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
Physical Inactivity Value
85 Shelby 39.60% 30.20% 9.40% 1Bad | Good 23.00% Tyler, WV 37.30%
Percentage of adults aged
20 and over reporting no Get 24 out of every 100 currently physically inactive adults to exercise during leisure time. White, GA 26.20%
leisure-time physical
activity Source CDC Diabetes Interactive Atlas Year(s) 2012 Harrison, OH 29.40%
. 10th Ranked . o
Access to Exercise Rank 10th Ranked  Value Value Difference Shift in Value =~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
Opportunities -
17 Loudon 72.74% 78.48% 5.74% 1Good |Bad 84.00% Tyler, WV 64.60%
mﬁ% Consider how to remove barriers to a::lc)::scsoi);erc'isse (l)o&l:]alz‘ig;ltsl to reach an additional 5.74 percent of White, GA 05.04%
locations for physical ty's pop :
activity Source Business Analyst, Delorme, ESRI, & US Census Tigetline Files Year(s) 2010 & 2014 Harrison, OH 53.66%
. s Rank 1st Ranked Value Ist Ranked Difference Shift in Value =~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
Excessive Drinking Value
® 8 Haywood 10.50% 8.90% 1.60% 1Bad |Good 17.00% Tyler, WV 11.30%
=
2 Percentage of adults Get 16 out of every 100 adults in the county that currently drink to excess (binge and heavy drinkers) White. GA 15.20%
g reporting binge or heavy to stop drinking more than one (women) or two (men) drinks per day on average. ? -
< drinking
Cg Source Behavioral Risk Factor Surveillance System Year(s) 2014 Harrison, OH 16.30%
€ | Alcohol-Impaired | Rank  10th Ranked  Value 10“;,1:1"“1“"1 Difference  Shiftin Value  US Average | Peer County Peer Value
'S | Driving Deaths : e
E 71 Sullivan 36.59% 19.17% 17.42% 1Bad |Good 31.00% Tyler, WV 33.33%
Percentage of driving. Reduce the number of alcohol related driving deaths by 17.42 percent. White, GA 29.17%
deaths with alcohol
involvement
Source Fatality Analysis Reporting System Year(s) 2010-2014 Harrison, OH 20.00%
Sexua.ll Y Rank  10th Ranked  Value 10¢h Ranked Difference Shift in Value ~ US Average | Peer County Peer Value
Transmitted Value
Infections 46 Overton 281.13 153.22 127.91 1Bad |Good 446.60 Tyler, WV 132.79
Number of newly Consider ways to educate 5 out of every 10 persons self-reporting to be involved in any sexual contact White. GA 112.50
diagnosed chlamydia cases to commit to using safe sex practices to prevent the infection of Chlamydia. ? ”
per 100,000 population
Source National Center for HIV/AIDS, Viral Hepatitis, STD, & TB Prevention Year(s) 2013 Harrison, OH 210.00
. Rank 10th Ranked  Value 10¢h Ranked Difference Shift in Value ~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
Teen Births Value
91 Putnam 63.88 34.87 29.01 1Bad |Good 35.00 Tyler, WV 45.88
Teen birth rate per 1,000 For every 100 teenage females (ages 15 to 19 years) in the county, consider ways to prevent 46 teen(s) White. GA 31.79
female population, ages 154 from becoming pregnant. > !
19
Source National Center for Health Statistics - Natality files Year(s) 2007-2013 Harrison, OH 45.06
. Rank 10th Ranked  Value 10¢h Ranked Difference Shift in Value ~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
Uninsured Value
57 Cheatham 17.06% 14.54% 2.52% 1Bad |Good 17.00% Tyler, WV 18.02%
Deireent st population Get 15 out of every 100 currently uninsured adults ages 18-64 to obtain health insurance. White, GA 21.64%
under age 65 without
health insurance
Source Small Area Health Insurance Estimates Year(s) 2013 Harrison, OH 14.01%
. 10th Ranked . cp s
0 Primary Care Rank 10th Ranked  Value Value Difference Shift in Value =~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
= . o
Physician
S ysicians 24 Coffee 17741 1368:1 406 1Bad |Good 1320:1 Tyler, WV 1499:1
Tcg To reach a population-to-provider ratio at or exceeding that of the 10th ranking county, 21 primary
‘2 | Ratioof population to care providers would need to be recruited to the county. More importantly, if the county's value is White, GA 3971:1
8 primary care physicians greater than 3,500, this county would be considered a Health Professional Shortage Area.
Source Area Health Resource File/ Ametican Medical Association  Year(s) 2013 Harrison, OH 3906:1
1
. Rank 10th Ranked  Value Oth Ranked Difference Shift in Value =~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
Dentists Value
63 Dickson 4422:1 1744:1 2678 1Bad | Good 1540:1 Tyler, WV 9098:1
To reach a population-to-provider ratio at or exceeding that of the 10th ranking county, 43 dental care
Ratio of population to | providers would need to be recruited to the county. More importantly, if the county's value is greater White, GA 3108:1
dentists than 5,000, this county would be considered a Health Professional Shortage Area.
Source Area Health Resource File/National Provider Identification file Year(s) 2014 Harrison, OH 7772:1
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Health Factors

10th Ranked

Source

Mental Health Rank 10th Ranked  Value Val Difference Shift in Value ~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
Providers e
66 Henry 3930:1 644:1 3286 1Bad |Good 490:1 Tyler, WV 4549:1
To reach a population-to-provider ratio at or exceeding that of the 10th ranking county, 159 mental
Ratio of population to | health providers would need to be rectuited to the county. More importantly, if the county's value is White, GA 1554:1
mental health providers greater than 30,000, this county would be considered a Health Professional Shortage Area.
Source CMS, National Provider Identification file Year(s) 2015 Harrison, OH 3109:1
10th Ranked . oo,
Preventable Rank 10th Ranked  Value Value Difference Shift in Value ~ US Average | Peer County Peer Value
Hospital Stays = — —
81 Anderson 100.83 50.27 50.56 TBad | Good 54.00 Tyler, WV 78.84
o %ﬁ’“f—;fi For every 100 Medicare enrollees, prevent 1 Med.ic’are enro}lfees from being hospitalized for White, GA 45.44
< ST ambulatory-care sensitive conditions.
U sensitve c‘ondm(ms Cr
e Medicare enrollees |77 gy pce Dartmouth Atlas of Health Care Year(s) 2013 Harrison, OH 92,95
Q
= Diabetic Rank 10th Ranked  Value mt};,;allked Difference Shift in Value ~ US Average | Peer County Peer Value
= Monitoring " > =
Q 38 Giles 87.43% 89.20% 1.77% 1Good |Bad 63.00% Tyler, WV 89.92%
Percentage of diabetic For every 100 diabetic Medicare enrollees, get 2 additional Medicare enrollees to receive HbAlc
Medicare enrollees ages 65 very ’ fcreenin v White, GA 88.82%
75 that receive HbAlc g
menitering Source Dartmouth Atlas of Health Care Year(s) 2013 Harrison, OH 75.83%
Mammography Rank 5th Ranked  Value Sthvi?rfed Difference Shift in Value ~ US Average | Peer County Peer Value
Screenin,
creening 26 Cumberland  62.00% 71.00% 9.00% 1Good | Bad 63.00% Tyler, WV 71.00%
Percentage of female For e 100 female Medicare enrollees, get 9 additional Medicare enrollees to receive their .
Medicare enrollees ages 67 very . € & marnrnS:)gra ha screen?n edica ces v White, GA 67.00%
69 that receive graphy g
mammography screening [ g4y rce Dartmouth Atlas of Health Care Year(s) 2013 Harrison, OH 50.00%
High School Rank  1stRanked  Value IS“?“l“ked Difference  Shiftin Value  US Average | Peer County Peer Value
Graduation — - aue
52 Tipton 90.00% 98.00% 8.00% 1Good |Bad 82.00% Tyler, WV 87.50%
Bercentape of nlurhrade. For every 100 ninth graders, assist 8 additional ninth graders to graduate within four years. White, GA 42.33%
cohort that graduates in
four years
Source EDFacts Year(s) 2012-2013 Harrison, OH 82.50%
10th Ranked . I
Rank 10th Ranked  Value Difference Shift in Value ~ US Average | Peer County Peer Value
Some College Value
81 Shelby 37.10% 62.28% 25.18% 1Good |Bad 64.00% Tyler, WV 45.12%
o | Percentage (,(nvdu]fs a0es For every 100 adults between 25-44 years of age, assist_ZG additional adults to complete some White, GA 49.78%
‘5 25-44 years with some coursework at the collegiate level.
+ | post-secondary education
g Source American Community Survey Year(s) 2010-2014 Harrison, OH 52.05%
o
0 Rank  10th Ranked Value (ORRanked o rence  ShiftinValue US Average | Peer County Peer Value
= | Unemployment Value
g 79 Robertson 9.09% 5.69% 3.40% 1Bad |Good 6.20% Tyler, WV 8.93%
g | ».. :
© | Dercentage of population
Q ages 16 and older For every 100 persons ages 16 years and older, help 4 persons successfully find employment. White, GA 6.31%
) work Source Bureau of Labor Statistics Year(s) 2014 Harrison, OH 5.95%
I 10th Ranked
i3] . . Rank 10th Ranked  Value Difference Shift in Value =~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
& | Children in Poverty Value
2 93 Dickson 40.40% 21.10% 19.30% 1Bad |Good 22.00% Tyler, WV 23.60%
F, 100 child; der 18 i ty, help 48 children to find assist: to get f
Pereentane of childsen or every children (under 18 years) in poverty, help 48 children to find assistance to get out o White, GA 27.00%
T T——— poverty.
under age 18 in poverty
Source Small Area Income and Poverty Estimates Year(s) 2014 Harrison, OH 25.60%
. Rank 10th Ranked  Value 10¢h Ranked Difference Shift in Value =~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
Income Inequality Value
94 Houston 5.52 4.11 1.41 1Bad | Good 4.70 Tyler, WV 4.46
Ratio of houschold income To reach a household income ratio at or below that of the 10th ranking county reduce the gap White. GA 406
aLthe SUA percentie o .[hC B pesenrle between the 80th percentile and 20th percentile by 2 household(s). vhite, o
income at the 20th
percentile American Community Survey Year(s) 2010-2014 Harrison, OH 4.21
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Health Factors

10th Ranked

minutes

Children in Single- Rank 10th Ranked  Value Value Difference Shift in Value ~ US Average | Peer County Peer Value
Parent Households "
90 Lawrence 44.26% 23.36% 20.89% 1Bad |Good 34.00% Tyler, WV 23.60%
Percentage of children that| FOr every 100 single parent households in the county, investigate ways to encourage 48 households to White. GA 39.13%
live in a household headed be a multi-parent household. ? T
by single parent
Source American Community Survey Year(s) 2010-2014 Hartison, OH 30.38%
) - Rank 10thRanked Value CiRamked 4 rence ShiftinValue USAvetage | Peer County Peer Value
Social Associations Value
39 Johnson 11.56 16.13 4.58 1Good |Bad 9.00 Tyler, WV 15.56
@ | Number of membership . P . o . _ 3
& | ssociatons per 10000 For every 100 people in the county, increase the number of membership associations by 1. White, GA 10.07
‘5 population
< Source County Business Patterns Year(s) 2013 Harrison, OH 17.92
=~
Q . . Rank 10th Ranked  Value 10th Ranked Difference Shift in Value  US Average Peer County Peer Value
é Violent Crime Value
) 91 Carter 669.87 206.33 463.54 1Bad |Good 392.00 Tyler, WV 174.23
(=)
=] f reporte
Q |  Dumberof reported. For every 100 persons in the county, prevent 70 people from committing a violent crime. White, GA 220.17
m violent crime offenses per
100,000 population
< Source Uniform Crime Reporting - FBI Year(s) 2010-2012 Harrison, OH 79.45
= 10th Ranked
3] . Rank 10th Ranked  Value 4 Difference Shift in Value US Average Peer County Peer Value
o Injury Deaths Value
2 68 Washington 103.33 70.04 33.29 1Bad |Good 60.00 Tyler, WV 76.74
Number of deaths due to For every 1,000 population consider ways to prevent 323 deaths as a result of intentional and White. GA 73.87
injury per 100,000 unintentional injury. ? .
population
Source CDC WONDER mortality data Year(s) 2009-2013 Harrison, OH 72.23
. R 10th Ranked . 8
Air Pollution - Rank 10th Ranked  Value Val Difference Shift in Value =~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
Particulate Matter = e -
16 Greene 13.22 13.14 0.08 1Bad |Good 11.40 Tyler, WV 13.5
Average daily density of Red h dail ffi icul! by 0. i bi
(f&—)—.—ne e educe the average daily measure of fine pa(rIt’llc\:/;lzast)e matter by 0.08 micrograms per cubic meter White, GA 1338
micrograms per cubic e
Dl iDL Source CDC WONDER Environmental data Year(s) 2011 Harrison, OH 13.93
Drinking Water Rank  IstRanked  Value ISt‘I;aI“ked Difference  Shiftin Value  US Average | Peer County Peer Value
Violations 2e
No Rank NA No No NA NA NA Tyler, WV No
Percentage of % o1 : s hi
;::er:tzﬂ;];)is(i;id‘t:: " There were no health-based drinking water violations. White, GA Yes
water exceeding a violation
limit during the past year | gy, pce Safe Drinking Water Information System Year(s) FY2013-14 Harrison, OH Yes
. 10th Ranked . 9.
Severe Housing Rank 10th Ranked  Value Value Difference Shift in Value ~ US Average | Peer County Peer Value
Problems
- 79 Unicoi 16.16% 11.70% 4.46% TBad | Good 19.00% Tyler, WV 9.90%
[=
U | Percentage of households
g \x::b]][elr;:toi::Cij:::;:;:«' For every 100 persons in the county experiencingihtm;sing problems, help 28 person(s) to find housing White, GA 17.19%
5 high housing costs, or lack assistance.
E of kitchen or plumbing
facilities
84} achities Source  Comprehensive Housing Affordability Strategy (CHAS) data  Year(s) 2008-2012 Harrison, OH 14.07%
o
<
.9 | Driving Alone to Rank 10th Ranked  Value IOﬂ;Z?:Eked Difference Shift in Value =~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
2 Work
_é“‘ 45 Grundy 84.70% 80.27% 4.43% 1Bad |Good 76.00% Tyler, WV 81.55%
A Percentage of the For every 100 persons that cutrently drive alone to work, convince 6 to carpool or take mass- White. GA 83.73%
workforce that drives transportation. > T
alone to work Source American Community Survey Year(s) 2010-2014 Harrison, OH 83.65%
Long Commute - Rank 10th Ranked  Value 10t};71:1a1(13ked Difference Shift in Value =~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
Driving Alone v
55 Hamilton 38.80% 25.20% 13.60% 1Bad |Good 31.00% Tyler, WV 44.70%
ﬁ% For every 100 persons that currently drive more than 30 minut'es alone to work, convince 36 to carpool White, GA 41.90%
COMMUIE IR MEr At or take mass-transportation.
alone, the percentage that
commute more than 30 Source American Community Survey Year(s) 2010-2014 Harrison, OH 49.60%
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COFFEE COUNTY

.Health Summary
E Population: 53,623 <18 YOA: 23.93%| 65+ YOA: 16.88% % Rural: 47.30%
g,: Unemployment: 6.30%] % Females: 51.20%| % Males: 48.80% Graduation Rate: 91.16%
g‘ Single parent households: 34.54% MHI:  $45,235
. Top Third
Ad u It SmOkl ng Measure Value
Dentists 1192:1
Wilson | Mental Health Providers 479:1
Mid-Cumberland Region 0 Primary Care Physicians 1368:1
Lawrence, OH | Long Commute - Driving Alone 26.90%
South Central Region : Unemployment 6.30%
Coffee 1 Low Birthweight 7.85%
0% 5% 10% 15% 20% 25% 30% Adult Smoking 22.10%
m === TN Average —— - US Average Alcohol-Impaired Driving Deaths 22.81%
Access to Exercise Opportunities 66.40%
HP 2020 Top US Performers . .
Children in Poverty 25.60%
Middle Third
Ad u I t O bes i ty Measure Value
Social Associations 11.99
Wilson ' h Some College 48.07%
Mid-Cumberland Region Poor Mental Health Days 4.70
Lawrence, OH Food Environment Index 7.10
South Central Region High School Graduation 91.16%
Coffee Uninsured 16.59%
10%  15%  20%  25%  30%  35% 40%  45% Excessive Drinking 11.50%
«Eﬁ- - o= TN Average L US Average Poor or Fair Health 22.40%
Premature Death 9920.70
HP 2020 Top US Performers .
Injury Deaths 94.64
Physical Inactivity Measure Value
Adult Obesity 38.40%
Wilson _ Severe Housing Problems 16.67%
Mid-Cumberland Region Physical Inactivity 39.20%
Lawrence, OH Preventable Hosptial Stays 96.51
South Central Region Driving Alone to Work 86.89%
Coffee Violent Crime 467.02
10%  15%  20%  25%  30%  35% 40%  45% Income Inequality 4.82
«m- — e e TN Average — - US Average Children in Single-Parent Houscholds ~ 34.54%
Teen Births 54.20
HP 2020 Top US Performers Mammography Screening 56.00%

Tennessee'sBig3+1

Why were these charts selected? The "Big 3 + 1" directly influences at least
six of the top ten leading causes of death in Tennessee, and also directly

influence other public health threats, such as heart disease, cancer, and
diabetes. Overall, the Big Three plus One influences two-thirds of the
factors that contribute to Tennessee’s overall rank.

Substance
Abuse

Physical

Tobacco Use L
Inactivity

Obesity

Comparative Counties:

Each graph provides the Tennessee county with its respective region and three non-Tennessee comparative counties from around the
US based on county-level demographics. The vertical lines represent: the TN Average, the US Average, Top US Performers (top 10%)
and the Healthy People 2020 (HP) Goal. For all measures a decrease (shift left) in percentage represents improvement.

YOA: Years of Age. MHI: Median Household Income. HP 2020: Healthy People 2020 Goal. Adult Smoking: Percentage of adults who are current smokers. Source: Behavioral Risk
Factor Surveillance System; 2006-2012. Adult Obesity: Percentage of adults that report a BMI of 30 or more. Source: CDC Diabetes Interactive Atlas; 2011. Physical Inactivity:
Percentage of adults aged 20 and over reporting no leisure-time physical activity. Source: CDC Diabetes Interactive Atlas; 2011. Prepared by the Division of Administrative Services,
Tennessee Department of Health. Nashville, TN. admin.health@tn.gov or 615-741-5001.
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b=} Rank 10th Ranked  Value b Beraliasdl Difference Shift in Value US Average Peer Count Peer Value

g y

3 | Premature Death Value

‘s 52 Knox 9920.70 7735.80 2184.90 1Bad |Good 6,600.00 Guernsey, OH  8679.90

< 1. . .

Iy %‘% For every 100 people in the county, 1 people in the county need to live one year closer to age 75. Randolph, IN  8328.50
betore ﬂy(: o Cr

8 population (age-adjusted,

— Source National Center for Health Statistics - Mortality files Year(s) 2011-2013 Lawrence, OH  9427.20

Poor or Fair Rank 10th Ranked  Value 10¢h Ranked Difference Shift in Value =~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
Value = v
Health*
e 50 Rutherford 22.40% 19.60% 2.80% TBad | Good 18.00% Guernsey, OH 18.00%
Ii:;?;t?‘:iar(l‘i:r Improve the health of 3 out of every 100 peop}eiinhth;t;ounty who, in general, report being in poor or Randolph, IN 17.60%
w health (age-adjusted a ¢ .
g Source Behavioral Risk Factor Surveillance System Year(s) 2014 Lawrence, OH 18.30%
e} Poor Physical Rank 5th Ranked  Value Sthvii‘nked Difference Shift in Value =~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
Q Health Days* — ue
*5 54 Knox 4.90 4.30 0.60 1Bad |Good 3.8 Guernsey, OH 4.10
O Average number of E le in th d b ; hvsical health d db
Q rsically : dav: t t t t
@ | phusically unhealthy days ngage people in the county on ways to reduce number of poor physical hea ays reported by Randolph, IN 400
L | 3 | reported in past 30 days residents by 1 days per month.
‘*_‘-’ [ age-adjusted
4] g‘ Source Behavioral Risk Factor Surveillance System Year(s) 2014 Lawrence, OH 4.30
o
' | = |Poor Mental Health|  Rank  IstRanked  Value 13‘&‘;25“1 Difference  Shiftin Value  US Average | Peer County Peer Value
Days*

8 ays 41 Williamson __ 4.70 3.80 0.90 1Bad |Good 2.8 Guernsey, OH_ 4.30
m%< Engage people in the county on wa}is to reduce number of poor physical health days reported by Randolph, IN 410
reported in past 30 days residents by 1 days per month.

bl Source Behavioral Risk Factor Surveillance System Year(s) 2014 Lawrence, OH 4.50
. . Rank 10th Ranked  Value 10¢h Ranked Difference Shift in Value ~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
Low Birthweight Value
19 Pickett 7.85% 7.24% 0.61% 1Bad |Good 8.00% Guernsey, OH 8.11%
%ﬁ“’fh‘% Reduce the number of low birth weight babies by 1 for every 100 live births. Randolph, IN 9.25%
with low birthweight (<
2500 grams)
Source National Center for Health Statistics - Natality files Year(s) 2007-2013 Lawrence, OH 10.07%
10th Ranked . o
Adult Smoking* Rank 10th Ranked  Value Value Difference Shift in Value ~ US Average | Peer County Peer Value
21 Humphreys 22.10% 21.10% 1.00% 1Bad |Good 17.00% Guernsey, OH 21.00%
Percentage of adults who Get 5 out of every 100 current adult smokers in the county to quit smoking. Randolph, IN 20.20%
are current Smokers
7)) Source Behavioral Risk Factor Surveillance System Year(s) 2014 Lawrence, OH 20.90%
| »
=
8 g Adult Obesity Rank 10th Ranked  Value 10t};,§111:ked Difference Shift in Value ~ US Average | Peer County Peer Value
Q
< 2 93 Hamilton 38.40% 29.90% 8.50% 1Bad |Good 27.00% Guernsey, OH 36.40%
| )
e AR | Bercentage of aduls that Get 23 out of every 100 current obese adults in the county to reduce their BMI below 30. Randolph, IN 33.80%
= | S| reportaBMIof300r
Ts ‘—‘“ more
ol Source CDC Diabetes Interactive Atlas Year(s) 2012 Lawrence, OH 38.90%
m T Food Environment Rank 5th Ranked  Value SthVI:;t::ed Difference Shift in Value =~ US Average | Peer County Peer Value
Inde
* 42 Cannon 7.10 7.9 0.8 1Good |Bad 7.20 Guernsey, OH 7.00
Index of factors that
contribute to a healthy Increase the county's food index score by 0.8. Randolph, IN 6.80
food environment, 0
worst) to 10 (best -
Source USDA Food Environment Atlas, Map the Meal Gap Year(s) 2013 Lawrence, OH 7.00

Prepared by the Division of Administrative Services, Tennessee Department of Health. Nashville, TN. May 2016. admin.health@tn.gov or 615-741-9398. The full report can be accessed at:
http://tn.gov/health/topic/specialreports. All data is from the University of Wisconsin Population Health Institute and Robert Wood Johnson Foundation's, 2015 County Health Rankings and Roadmaps
report. Difference statements represent the absolute value using the following formula: ["Value" - "10th Ranked Value"]. *The action statements are based on the assumption that no new additional cases
occur. *¥Data should not be compared with prior years due to changes in definition/methods. All rankings and action statements presented in this report must be interpreted with caution due to
various limitations of each measurement. Further information with regards to the strengths and limitations of each measurement may be found by clicking the hyperlink found in the

description of each measurement.
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Health Factors

10th Ranked

. .. Rank 10th Ranked  Value Difference Shift in Value =~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
Physical Inactivity Value
82 Shelby 39.20% 30.20% 9.00% 1Bad |Good 23.00% Guernsey, OH 34.20%
Percentage of adults aged
20 and over reporting no Get 23 out of every 100 currently physically inactive adults to exercise during leisure time. Randolph, IN 32.40%
leisure-time physical
activity Source CDC Diabetes Interactive Atlas Year(s) 2012 Lawrence, OH 37.30%
. 10th Ranked . o
Access to Exercise Rank 10th Ranked  Value Value Difference Shift in Value =~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
Opportunities
Pportu 28 Loudon 66.40% 78.48% 12.09% 1Good |Bad 84.00% Guernsey, OH 48.09%
mﬁ% Consider how to remove barriers to ac;:;sz;;e;cf:e loocl:;llt:t)il:;to reach an additional 12.09 percent of Randolph, IN 33.01%
locations for physical Y'S PoP '
activity Source Business Analyst, Delorme, ESRI, & US Census Tigetline Files Year(s) 2010 & 2014 | Lawrence, OH 96.23%
. s Rank 10th Ranked  Value 10th Ranked Difference Shift in Value =~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
Excessive Drinking Value
® 49 Benton 11.50% 10.60% 0.90% 1Bad |Good 17.00% Guernsey, OH 17.60%
=
2 Percentage of adults | Get 8 out of every 100 adults in the county that currently drink to excess (binge and heavy drinkers) to Randolph. IN 14.20%
g reporting binge or heavy stop drinking more than one (women) or two (men) drinks per day on average. ‘ ph, ’
=i drinking
Cg Source Behavioral Risk Factor Surveillance System Year(s) 2014 Lawrence, OH 15.20%
€ | Alcohol-Impaired | Rank  10th Ranked  Value 10“;,1:1‘:2“"1 Difference  Shiftin Value  US Average | Peer County Peer Value
'S | Driving Deaths - .
E 22 Sullivan 22.81% 19.17% 3.64% 1Bad |Good 31.00% Guernsey, OH 30.56%
e Reduce the number of alcohol related driving deaths by 3.64 percent. Randolph, IN 22.22%
deaths with alcohol
involvement
Source Fatality Analysis Reporting System Year(s) 2010-2014 Lawrence, OH 35.48%
Sexua.ll Y Rank  10th Ranked  Value 10¢h Ranked Difference Shift in Value ~ US Average | Peer County Peer Value
Transmitted Value
Infections 64 Overton 353.24 153.22 200.02 1Bad |Good 446.60 Guernsey, OH 296.36
Number of newly Consider ways to educate 6 out of every 10 persons self-reporting to be involved in any sexual contact Randolnh. IN 278.91
diagnosed chlamydia cases to commit to using safe sex practices to prevent the infection of Chlamydia. P, ’
per 100,000 population
Source National Center for HIV/AIDS, Viral Hepatitis, STD, & TB Prevention Year(s) 2013 Lawrence, OH 175.50
. Rank 10th Ranked  Value 10¢h Ranked Difference Shift in Value ~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
Teen Births Value
67 Putnam 54.20 34.87 19.33 1Bad |Good 35.00 Guernsey, OH 39.09
Teen birth rate per 1,000 For every 100 teenage females (ages 15 to 19 years) in the county, consider ways to prevent 36 teen(s) Randolbh. IN 44.54
female population, ages 154 from becoming pregnant. pPh, :
19
Source National Center for Health Statistics - Natality files Year(s) 2007-2013 Lawrence, OH 47.68
. Rank 10th Ranked  Value 10¢h Ranked Difference Shift in Value ~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
Uninsured Value
47 Cheatham 16.59% 14.54% 2.05% 1Bad |Good 17.00% Guernsey, OH 14.10%
WL&({”"U%P&P“}:"& Get 13 out of every 100 currently uninsured adults ages 18-64 to obtain health insurance. Randolph, IN 16.94%
under age 09 without
health insurance
Source Small Area Health Insurance Estimates Year(s) 2013 Lawrence, OH 13.43%
0 Primary Care Rank 5th Ranked  Value 5thV1:';r]1:ed Difference Shift in Value =~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
= . o
Physician
S ysicians 10 Knox 1368:1 895:1 473 1Bad |Good 1320:1 Guernsey, OH __ 2086:1
Tcg To reach a population-to-provider ratio at or exceeding that of the 5th ranking county, 48 primary
‘2 | Ratioof population to care providers would need to be recruited to the county. More importantly, if the county's value is | Randolph, IN 3661:1
8 primary care physicians greater than 3,500, this county would be considered a Health Professional Shortage Area.
Source Area Health Resource File/ Ametican Medical Association  Year(s) 2013 Lawrence, OH 1876:1
1 ke
. Rank 1st Ranked Value st Ranked Difference Shift in Value =~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
Dentists Value
1 Coffee 1192:1 1192:1 0 1Bad | Good 1540:1 Guernsey, OH 2084:1
Ratio of population to No action required. Randolph, IN 4231:1
dentists
Source Area Health Resource File/National Provider Identification file Year(s) 2014 Lawrence, OH 2934:1
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Health Factors

5th Ranked

Mental Health Rank 5th Ranked  Value Val Difference Shift in Value ~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
Providers 2ue
6 Maury 479:1 450:1 29 1Bad |Good 490:1 Guernsey, OH 1042:1
To reach a population-to-provider ratio at or exceeding that of the 5th ranking county, 17 mental
Ratio of population to | health providers would need to be rectuited to the county. More importantly, if the county's value is | Randolph, IN 3626:1
mental health providers greater than 30,000, this county would be considered a Health Professional Shortage Area.
Source CMS, National Provider Identification file Year(s) 2015 Lawrence, OH 1712:1
10th Ranked . oo,
Preventable Rank 10th Ranked  Value Value Difference Shift in Value ~ US Average | Peer County Peer Value
Hospital Stays = — —
76 Anderson 96.51 50.27 46.24 1Bad |Good 54.00 Guernsey, OH 96.44
o %ﬁ’“f—;fi For every 100 Medicare enrollees, prevent 1 Med.ic’are enro}lfees from being hospitalized for Randolph, IN 7871
< ST ambulatory-care sensitive conditions.
U sensitve c‘ondumns Cr
— | 1000 Medicare enrallees [Tg oy ce Dartmouth Atlas of Health Care Year(s) 2013 Lawrence, OH  105.81
8 10th Ranked
= Diabetic Rank 10th Ranked  Value Vala e € Difference Shift in Value ~ US Average | Peer County Peer Value
= Monitoring — - = —
@) 59 Giles 85.76% 89.20% 3.44% 1Good |Bad 63.00% Guernsey, OH 84.23%
Percentage of diabetic For every 100 diabetic Medicare enrollees, get 4 additional Medicare enrollees to receive HbAlc
Medicare enrollees ages 65 very ’ fcreenin v Randolph, IN 85.27%
75 that receive HbAlc g
menitering Source Dartmouth Atlas of Health Care Year(s) 2013 Lawrence, OH  85.02%
Mammography Rank 5th Ranked  Value Sthvi?rfed Difference Shift in Value ~ US Average | Peer County Peer Value
Screenin,
creening 67 Cumberland  56.00% 71.00% 15.00% 1Good |Bad 63.00% | Guermsey, OH __ 64.00%
Percentage of female For every 100 female Medicare enrollees, get 15 additional Medicare entollees to receive their
Medicare enrollees ages 67 every 2 are e ma:rilogia ha Scl‘eenian edica ces v Randolph, IN 71.00%
69 that receive graphy 8-
mammography screening [ g4y rce Dartmouth Atlas of Health Care Year(s) 2013 Lawrence, OH  56.00%
High School Rank  1stRanked  Value IS“?“l“ked Difference  Shiftin Value  US Average | Peer County Peer Value
Graduation - aue -
44 Tipton 91.16% 98.00% 6.84% 1Good |Bad 82.00% Guernsey, OH 88.53%
Bercentape of nlurhrade. For every 100 ninth graders, assist 7 additional ninth graders to graduate within four years. Randolph, IN 87.15%
cohort that graduates in
four years
Source EDFacts Year(s) 2012-2013 Lawrence, OH 92.20%
10th Ranked . I
Rank 10th Ranked  Value Difference Shift in Value ~ US Average | Peer County Peer Value
Some College Value
34 Shelby 48.07% 62.28% 14.21% 1Good |Bad 64.00% Guernsey, OH 49.67%
o | Percentage (,f,,vduhs aces For every 100 adults between 25-44 years of age, assist‘ 15 additional adults to complete some Randolph, IN 55.48%
‘5 25-44 years with some coursework at the collegiate level.
+ | post-secondary education
g Source American Community Survey Year(s) 2010-2014 Lawrence, OH 48.02%
o 10th Ranked . s
3) Rank 10th Ranked  Value Difference Shift in Value =~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
= | Unemployment Value
g 18 Robertson 6.30% 5.69% 0.61% 1Bad |Good 6.20% Guernsey, OH 6.67%
g | ».. :
© | Dercentage of population
Q ages 16 and older For every 100 persons ages 16 years and older, help 1 persons successfully find employment. Randolph, IN 6.58%
) work Source Bureau of Labor Statistics Year(s) 2014 Lawrence, OH 6.53%
= 10th Ranked
i3] . . Rank 10th Ranked  Value Difference Shift in Value =~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
& | Children in Poverty Value
2 30 Dickson 25.60% 21.10% 4.50% 1Bad | Good 22.00% Guernsey, OH 26.40%
F 100 child: der 18 i ty, help 18 children to find assist to get f
Pereentane of childsen or every children (under 18 years) in poverty, help 18 children to find assistance to get out o Randolph, IN 23.70%
T T——— poverty.
under age 18 in poverty
Source Small Area Income and Poverty Estimates Year(s) 2014 Lawrence, OH 27.40%
. Rank 10th Ranked  Value 10¢h Ranked Difference Shift in Value =~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
Income Inequality Value
69 Houston 4.82 4.11 0.71 1Bad | Good 4.70 Guernsey, OH 4.37
Ratio of household income To reach a household income ratio at or below that of the 10th ranking county reduce the gap :
at the 80th percentile to. between the 80th percentile and 20th percentile by 1 household(s). Randolph, IN 418
income at the 20th
PRI Source American Community Survey Year(s) 2010-2014 Lawrence, OH 4.78
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Health Factors

10th Ranked

minutes

Children in Single- Rank 10th Ranked  Value Difference Shift in Value ~ US Average | Peer County Peer Value
Value
Parent Households
68 Lawrence 34.54% 23.36% 11.18% 1Bad |Good 34.00% Guernsey, OH 32.59%
P(Tr,mm ve of children that| FOr every 100 single parent households in the .county, investigate ways to encourage 33 households to Randolph, IN 34.44%
live in a household headed be a multi-parent household.
by single parent
Source American Community Survey Year(s) 2010-2014 Lawrence, OH 37.01%
) - Rank 10thRanked Value CiRamked 4 rence ShiftinValue USAvetage | Peer County Peer Value
Social Associations Value
33 Johnson 11.99 16.13 4.14 1Good |Bad 9.00 Guernsey, OH 15.64
@ | Number of membership . . : e N
& | ssociatons per 10000 For every 100 people in the county, increase the number of membership associations by 1. Randolph, IN 19.90
‘5 population
] Source County Business Patterns Year(s) 2013 Lawrence, OH 10.50
=~
Q . . Rank 10th Ranked  Value 10th Ranked Difference Shift in Value  US Average Peer County Peer Value
é Violent Crime Value
o 70 Carter 467.02 206.33 260.69 1Bad |Good 392.00 Guernsey, OH 141.84
(=)
=] f reporte
Q |  Dumberof reported. For every 100 persons in the county, prevent 56 people from committing a violent crime. Randolph, IN 24.93
m violent crime offenses per
100,000 population
< Source Uniform Crime Reporting - FBI Year(s) 2010-2012 Lawrence, OH 166.55
= 10th Ranked
3] . Rank 10th Ranked  Value 4 Difference Shift in Value US Average Peer County Peer Value
o Injury Deaths Value
£ 53 Washington 94.64 70.04 24.61 1Bad |Good 60.00 Guernsey, OH 71.10
Number of deaths due to For every 1,000 population consider ways to prevent 260 deaths as a result of intentional and Randolnh. IN 65.41
injury per 100,000 unintentional injury. P, 22 :
population
Source CDC WONDER mortality data Year(s) 2009-2013 Lawrence, OH 73.81
. R 10th Ranked . 8
Air Pollution - Rank 10th Ranked  Value Val Difference Shift in Value =~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
Particulate Matter - = ue -
58 Greene 13.82 13.14 0.68 1Bad |Good 11.40 Guernsey, OH 13.73
Average daily density of Reduce the average daily measure of fine particulate matter by 0.68 micrograms per cubic meter
fine particulate matter in v g Y Y p (PNFZ 5) 4 g P v Randolph, IN 13.46
micrograms per cubic e
Dl iDL Source CDC WONDER Environmental data Year(s) 2011 Lawrence, OH  13.13
Drinking Water Rank  IstRanked  Value ISt‘I;aI“ked Difference  Shiftin Value  US Average | Peer County Peer Value
Violations aue -
No Rank NA No No NA NA NA Guernsey, OH No
Percentage of % o 1ed 5 i J
Lr;:er:tzﬂ;l;);)(i;id‘t::n There were no health-based drinking water violations. Randolph, IN No
water exceeding a violation
Ll sl i et o Source Safe Drinking Water Information System Year(s) FY2013-14 Lawrence, OH No
. 10th Ranked . 9.
Severe Housing Rank 10th Ranked  Value Value Difference Shift in Value ~ US Average | Peer County Peer Value
Problems
- 84 Unicoi 16.67% 11.70% 4.97% TBad | Good 19.00% Guernsey, OH 12.71%
[=
Qé Dercentage of households
g \x::b]][elr;:toi::Cij:::;:;:«' For every 100 persons in the county experiencingihtm;sing problems, help 30 person(s) to find housing Randolph, IN 12.45%
5 high housing costs, or lack assistance.
E of kitchen or plumbing
facilities
84} achities Source  Comprehensive Housing Affordability Strategy (CHAS) data  Year(s) 2008-2012 Lawrence, OH 12.07%
o
<
.9 | Driving Alone to Rank 10th Ranked  Value IOﬂ;Z?:Eked Difference Shift in Value =~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
2 Work
_Ef‘ 75 Grundy 86.89% 80.27% 6.62% 1Bad | Good 76.00% Guernsey, OH 85.38%
A Percentage of the For every 100 persons that cutrently drive alone to work, convince 8 to carpool or take mass- Randolnh. IN 83.75%
workforce that drives transportation. P, -
alone to work Source American Community Survey Year(s) 2010-2014 Lawrence, OH 89.07%
Long Commute - Rank 10th Ranked  Value 10t};71:1a1(13ked Difference Shift in Value =~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
Driving Alone v
14 Hamilton 26.90% 25.20% 1.70% 1Bad | Good 31.00% Guernsey, OH 27.40%
ﬁ% For every 100 persons that currently drive more than 30 minu'tes alone to work, convince 7 to carpool Randolph, IN 34.00%
COMMUIE IR MEr At or take mass-transportation.
alone, the percentage that
commute more than 30 Source American Community Survey Year(s) 2010-2014 Lawrence, OH 29.20%
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TN [ — DRIVE YOUR COUNTY TO THE CROCKETT COUNTY
Health 'I.ir". TOP TEN Summary

E Population: 14,668 <18 YOA: 24.48%)| 65+ YOA: 17.38% % Rural: 67.40%
g,: Unemployment: 7.86%]| % Females: 52.10%| % Males: 47.90% Graduation Rate: 92.50%
g‘ Single parent households: 31.49% MHI: $37,853
. Top Third
Ad u It SmOkl ng Measure Value
Social Associations 17.82
Wilson Income Inequality 3.96
Mid-Cumberland Region Diabetic Monitoring 89.44%
Lawrence, OH Alcohol-Impaired Driving Deaths 20.00%
West Region Low Birthweight 7.43%
Crockett Injury Deaths 75.42
0% 5% 10% 15% 20% 25% 30% Severe Housing Problems 12.69%
m === TN Average —— - US Average Food Environment Index 7.30
Dentists 2445:1
HP 2020 Top US Performers . .
High School Graduation 92.50%
Middle Third
Ad u I t O bes i ty Measure Value
Premature Death 9148.90
Wilson ' h Children in Poverty 26.20%
Mid-Cumberland Region Long Commute - Driving Alone 33.60%
Lawrence, OH Children in Single-Parent Households 31.49%
West Region Unemployment 7.86%
Crockett Physical Inactivity 36.40%
10%  15%  20%  25%  30%  35% 40%  45% Preventable Hosptial Stays 78.30
«Eﬁ- - o= TN Average L US Average Poor Mental Health Days 4.80
Some College 40.76%
HP 2020 Top US Performers . . .
Air Pollution - Particulate Matter 13.87
Physical Inactivity Measure Value
Uninsured 19.80%
Wilson . Primary Care Physicians 7296:1
Mid-Cumberland Region Driving Alone to Work 88.43%
Lawrence, OH Poor or Fair Health 25.10%
West Region Sexually Transmitted Infections 451.34
Crockert Mental Health Providers 7334:1
10% 15% 20% 25% 30% 35% 40% Access to Exercise Opportunities 28.23%
«m- — e e TN Average — - US Average Teen Births 56.19
Adult Obesity 34.50%
HP 2020 Top US Performers Violent Crime 47750

Tennessee'sBig3+1

Why were these charts selected? The "Big 3 + 1" directly influences at least
six of the top ten leading causes of death in Tennessee, and also directly
Physical Substance influence other public health threats, such as heart disease, cancer, and
Inactivity Abuse diabetes. Overall, the Big Three plus One influences two-thirds of the
factors that contribute to Tennessee’s overall rank.

Tobacco Use Obesity

Comparative Counties:

Each graph provides the Tennessee county with its respective region and three non-Tennessee comparative counties from around the
US based on county-level demographics. The vertical lines represent: the TN Average, the US Average, Top US Performers (top 10%)
and the Healthy People 2020 (HP) Goal. For all measures a decrease (shift left) in percentage represents improvement.

YOA: Years of Age. MHI: Median Household Income. HP 2020: Healthy People 2020 Goal. Adult Smoking: Percentage of adults who are current smokers. Source: Behavioral Risk
Factor Surveillance System; 2006-2012. Adult Obesity: Percentage of adults that report a BMI of 30 or more. Source: CDC Diabetes Interactive Atlas; 2011. Physical Inactivity:
Percentage of adults aged 20 and over reporting no leisure-time physical activity. Source: CDC Diabetes Interactive Atlas; 2011. Prepared by the Division of Administrative Services,
Tennessee Department of Health. Nashville, TN. admin.health@tn.gov or 615-741-5001.
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2016 | TO POTWEN CROCKETT COUNTY, TENNESSEE

 Health o et i
12}
b=} Rank 10th Ranked  Value b Beraliasdl Difference Shift in Value US Average Peer County Peer Value
3 | Premature Death Value
‘s 33 Knox 9148.90 7735.80 1413.10 1Bad |Good 6,600.00 Guernsey, OH  8679.90
<. . .
By | Yeamsofpowntallifelost | For every 100 people in the county, 1 people in the county need to live one year closer to age 75. Randolph, IN  8328.50
=t before age 75 per 100,000
Q [ population (age-adjusted
— Source National Center for Health Statistics - Mortality files Year(s) 2011-2013 Lawrence, OH  9427.20
Poor or Fair Rank 10th Ranked  Value IOt};::lillked Difference Shift in Value ~ US Average | Peer County Peer Value
Health*
e 84 Rutherford  25.10% 19.60% 5.50% 1Bad |Good 18.00% | Guernsey, OH _ 18.00%
Percentage of adults Improve the health of 6 out of every 100 people in the county who, in general, report being in poor or
reporting fair or poor prov v very P Pfail’ health. unty who, in g > ep gmp Randolph, IN 17.60%
w health (age-adjusted .
g Source Behavioral Risk Factor Surveillance System Year(s) 2014 Lawrence, OH 18.30%
e} Poor Physical Rank 5th Ranked  Value 5th Ranked Difference Shift in Value =~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
Q Health Days* Value
*5 4 69 Knox 5.00 4.30 0.70 1Bad |Good 3.8 Guernsey, OH 4.10
O Average number of . .
@ | physically unhealthy days Engage people in the county on ways to reduce number of poor physical health days reported by .
S | phwsicaly unheality days. . Randolph, IN 4.00
L | 3 | reported in past 30 days residents by 1 days per month.
‘*_‘-’ [ age-adjusted
4] g‘ Source Behavioral Risk Factor Surveillance System Year(s) 2014 Lawrence, OH 4.30
o
' | = |Poor Mental Health|  Rank  IstRanked  Value 13‘&‘;25“1 Difference  Shiftin Value  US Average | Peer County Peer Value
Days*
8 ays 60 Williamson 4.8 3.80 1.00 1Bad |Good 2.8 Guernsey, OH_ 4.30
Average number of E le in th d b f hvsical health d db
m#m] s ngage people in the county on wayilto trebuclednum er o p(;;)lr physical health days reported by Randolph, IN 410
reported in past 30 days restdents by ays per month.
bl Source Behavioral Risk Factor Surveillance System Year(s) 2014 Lawrence, OH 4.50
. . Rank 10th Ranked  Value 10¢h Ranked Difference Shift in Value ~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
Low Birthweight Value
12 Pickett 7.43% 7.24% 0.19% 1Bad |Good 8.00% Guernsey, OH 8.11%
Rercentapeof live births Reduce the number of low birth weight babies by 1 for every 100 live births. Randolph, IN 9.25%
with low birthweight (<
2500 grams)
Source National Center for Health Statistics - Natality files Year(s) 2007-2013 Lawrence, OH 10.07%
Rank 10th Ranked  Value 10¢h Ranked Difference Shift in Value  US Average Peer Coun Peer Value
Adult Smoking* Value g ty
64 Humphreys  24.10% 21.10% 3.00% 1Bad |Good 17.00% Guernsey, OH 21.00%
Percentage of adults who Get 13 out of every 100 current adult smokers in the county to quit smoking. Randolph, IN 20.20%
are current Smokers
7)) Source Behavioral Risk Factor Surveillance System Year(s) 2014 Lawrence, OH 20.90%
| »
=
8 =] . Rank 10th Ranked  Value 10¢h Ranked Difference Shift in Value ~ US Average | Peer County Peer Value
134 S Adult Obesity Value
< 2 72 Hamilton 34.50% 29.90% 4.60% 1Bad |Good 27.00% Guernsey, OH 36.40%
| )
e AR | Bercentage of aduls that Get 14 out of every 100 current obese adults in the county to reduce their BMI below 30. Randolph, IN 33.80%
= | S| reportaBMIof300r
Ts ‘—‘“ more
ol Source CDC Diabetes Interactive Atlas Year(s) 2012 Lawrence, OH 38.90%
m T Food Environment Rank 5th Ranked  Value SthVI:;t::ed Difference Shift in Value =~ US Average | Peer County Peer Value
Inde
* 25 Cannon 7.30 7.9 0.6 1Good |Bad 7.20 Guernsey, OH 7.00
Index of factors that
contribute to a healthy Increase the county's food index score by 0.6. Randolph, IN 6.80
food environment, 0
worst) to 10 (best -
Source USDA Food Environment Atlas, Map the Meal Gap Year(s) 2013 Lawrence, OH 7.00

Prepared by the Division of Administrative Services, Tennessee Department of Health. Nashville, TN. May 2016. admin.health@tn.gov or 615-741-9398. The full report can be accessed at:
http://tn.gov/health/topic/specialreports. All data is from the University of Wisconsin Population Health Institute and Robert Wood Johnson Foundation's, 2015 County Health Rankings and Roadmaps
report. Difference statements represent the absolute value using the following formula: ["Value" - "10th Ranked Value"]. *The action statements are based on the assumption that no new additional cases
occur. *¥Data should not be compared with prior years due to changes in definition/methods. All rankings and action statements presented in this report must be interpreted with caution due to
various limitations of each measurement. Further information with regards to the strengths and limitations of each measurement may be found by clicking the hyperlink found in the

description of each measurement.
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Health Factors

10th Ranked

. .. Rank 10th Ranked  Value Difference Shift in Value =~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
Physical Inactivity Value
50 Shelby 36.40% 30.20% 6.20% 1Bad |Good 23.00% Guernsey, OH 34.20%
Percentage of adults aged
20 and over reporting no Get 18 out of every 100 currently physically inactive adults to exercise during leisure time. Randolph, IN 32.40%
leisure-time physical
activity Source CDC Diabetes Interactive Atlas Year(s) 2012 Lawrence, OH 37.30%
. 10th Ranked . o
Access to Exercise Rank 10th Ranked  Value Value Difference Shift in Value =~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
Opportunities —
78 Loudon 28.23% 78.48% 50.25% 1Good |Bad 84.00% Guernsey, OH 48.09%
mﬁ% Consider how to remove barriers to act(l:)eesi;zztcfze l:))cz;‘i‘(t)ir;snto reach an additional 50.25 percent of Randolph, IN 33.91%
locations for physical ty's pop :
activity Source Business Analyst, Delorme, ESRI, & US Census Tigetline Files Year(s) 2010 & 2014 | Lawrence, OH 96.23%
. s Rank 10th Ranked  Value 10th Ranked Difference Shift in Value =~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
Excessive Drinking Value
® 31 Benton 11.10% 10.60% 0.50% 1Bad |Good 17.00% Guernsey, OH 17.60%
=
2 Percentage of adults | Get 5 out of every 100 adults in the county that currently drink to excess (binge and heavy drinkers) to Randolph. IN 14.20%
g reporting binge or heavy stop drinking more than one (women) or two (men) drinks per day on average. ‘ ph, ’
=i drinking
Cg Source Behavioral Risk Factor Surveillance System Year(s) 2014 Lawrence, OH 15.20%
€ | Alcohol-Impaired | Rank  10th Ranked  Value 10“;,1:1‘:2“"1 Difference  Shiftin Value  US Average | Peer County Peer Value
'S | Driving Deaths - .
E 11 Sullivan 20.00% 19.17% 0.83% 1Bad |Good 31.00% Guernsey, OH 30.56%
e Reduce the number of alcohol related driving deaths by 0.83 percent. Randolph, IN 22.22%
deaths with alcohol
involvement
Source Fatality Analysis Reporting System Year(s) 2010-2014 Lawrence, OH 35.48%
Sexua.ll Y Rank  10th Ranked  Value 10¢h Ranked Difference Shift in Value ~ US Average | Peer County Peer Value
Transmitted Value
Infections 81 Overton 451.34 153.22 298.12 1Bad |Good 446.60 Guernsey, OH 296.36
Number of newly Consider ways to educate 7 out of every 10 persons self-reporting to be involved in any sexual contact Randolnh. IN 278.91
diagnosed chlamydia cases to commit to using safe sex practices to prevent the infection of Chlamydia. P, ’
per 100,000 population
Source National Center for HIV/AIDS, Viral Hepatitis, STD, & TB Prevention Year(s) 2013 Lawrence, OH 175.50
. Rank 10th Ranked  Value 10¢h Ranked Difference Shift in Value ~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
Teen Births Value
74 Putnam 56.19 34.87 21.32 1Bad |Good 35.00 Guernsey, OH 39.09
Teen birth rate per 1,000 For every 100 teenage females (ages 15 to 19 years) in the county, consider ways to prevent 38 teen(s) Randolbh. IN 44.54
female population, ages 154 from becoming pregnant. ph, ’
19
Source National Center for Health Statistics - Natality files Year(s) 2007-2013 Lawrence, OH 47.68
. Rank 10th Ranked  Value 10¢h Ranked Difference Shift in Value ~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
Uninsured Value
90 Cheatham 19.80% 14.54% 5.26% 1Bad |Good 17.00% Guernsey, OH 14.10%
WL&({”"U%P&P“}:"& Get 27 out of every 100 currently uninsured adults ages 18-64 to obtain health insurance. Randolph, IN 16.94%
under age 09 without
health insurance
Source Small Area Health Insurance Estimates Year(s) 2013 Lawrence, OH 13.43%
. 10th Ranked . cp s
0 Primary Care Rank 10th Ranked  Value Value Difference Shift in Value =~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
= . o
Physician
S ysicians 87 Coffee 7296:1 1368:1 5928 1Bad |Good 1320:1 Guernsey, OH __ 2086:1
Tcg To reach a population-to-provider ratio at or exceeding that of the 10th ranking county, 73 primary
‘2 | Ratioof population to care providers would need to be recruited to the county. More importantly, if the county's value is | Randolph, IN 3661:1
8 primary care physicians greater than 3,500, this county would be considered a Health Professional Shortage Area.
Source Area Health Resource File/ Ametican Medical Association  Year(s) 2013 Lawrence, OH 1876:1
1
. Rank 10th Ranked  Value Oth Ranked Difference Shift in Value =~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
Dentists Value
26 Dickson 2445:1 1744:1 701 1Bad | Good 1540:1 Guernsey, OH 2084:1
To reach a population-to-provider ratio at or exceeding that of the 10th ranking county, 21 dental care
Ratio of population to | providers would need to be recruited to the county. More importantly, if the county's value is greater | Randolph, IN 4231:1
dentists than 5,000, this county would be considered a Health Professional Shortage Area.
Source Area Health Resource File/National Provider Identification file Year(s) 2014 Lawrence, OH 2934:1
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Health Factors

10th Ranked

Mental Health Rank 10th Ranked  Value Val Difference Shift in Value ~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
Providers e
79 Henry 7334:1 644:1 6690 1Bad |Good 490:1 Guernsey, OH 1042:1
To reach a population-to-provider ratio at or exceeding that of the 10th ranking county, 173 mental
Ratio of population to | health providers would need to be rectuited to the county. More importantly, if the county's value is | Randolph, IN 3626:1
mental health providers greater than 30,000, this county would be considered a Health Professional Shortage Area.
Source CMS, National Provider Identification file Year(s) 2015 Lawrence, OH 1712:1
10th Ranked . oo,
Preventable Rank 10th Ranked  Value Value Difference Shift in Value ~ US Average | Peer County Peer Value
Hospital Stays — = — —
53 Anderson 78.30 50.27 28.03 TBad | Good 54.00 Guernsey, OH 96.44
o %ﬁ’“f—;fi For every 100 Medicare enrollees, prevent 1 Med.ic’are enro}lfees from being hospitalized for Randolph, IN 7871
< ST ambulatory-care sensitive conditions.
U sensitve c‘ondumns Cr
~ 1000 Medicare enrollees [77g 4 pce Dartmouth Atlas of Health Care Year(s) 2013 Lawrence, OH  105.81
Q . ) 5th Ranked . g s
= Diabetic Rank 5th Ranked  Value Value Difference Shift in Value ~ US Average | Peer County Peer Value
= Monitoring > -
Q 9 Lake 89.44% 90.16% 0.72% 1Good |Bad 63.00% Guernsey, OH 84.23%
Percentage of diabetic For every 100 diabetic Medicare enrollees, get 1 additional Medicare enrollees to receive HbAlc
Medicare enrollees ages 65 very ’ sgcreenin v Randolph, IN 85.27%
75 that receive HbAlc 8-
menitering Source Dartmouth Atlas of Health Care Year(s) 2013 Lawrence, OH  85.02%
Mammography Rank 5th Ranked  Value Sthvi?rfed Difference Shift in Value ~ US Average | Peer County Peer Value
Screenin,
creening 2 Cumberland  57.00% 71.00% 14.00% 1Good |Bad 63.00% | Guermsey, OH __ 64.00%
Percentage of female For every 100 female Medicare enrollees, get 14 additional Medicare entollees to receive their
Medicare enrollees ages 67 every 2 are e ma:rilogia ha Scl‘eenian edica ces v Randolph, IN 71.00%
69 that receive graphy 8-
mammography screening [ g4y rce Dartmouth Atlas of Health Care Year(s) 2013 Lawrence, OH  56.00%
High School Rank  1stRanked  Value IS“?“l“ked Difference  Shiftin Value  US Average | Peer County Peer Value
Graduation - aue -
30 Tipton 92.50% 98.00% 5.50% 1Good |Bad 82.00% Guernsey, OH 88.53%
Bercentape of nlurhrade. For every 100 ninth graders, assist 6 additional ninth graders to graduate within four years. Randolph, IN 87.15%
cohort that graduates in
four years
Source EDFacts Year(s) 2012-2013 Lawrence, OH 92.20%
10th Ranked . I
Rank 10th Ranked  Value Difference Shift in Value ~ US Average | Peer County Peer Value
Some College Value
60 Shelby 40.76% 62.28% 21.52% 1Good |Bad 64.00% Guernsey, OH 49.67%
o | Percentage (,(nvdu]fs a0es For every 100 adults between 25-44 years of age, assist_ZZ additional adults to complete some Randolph, IN 55.48%
‘5 25-44 years with some coursework at the collegiate level.
+ | post-secondary education
g Source American Community Survey Year(s) 2010-2014 Lawrence, OH 48.02%
o 10th Ranked . s
3) Rank 10th Ranked  Value Difference Shift in Value =~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
= | Unemployment Value
g 49 Robertson 7.86% 5.69% 2.17% 1Bad |Good 6.20% Guernsey, OH 6.67%
g | ».. :
© | Dercentage of population
Q ages 16 and older For every 100 persons ages 16 years and older, help 3 persons successfully find employment. Randolph, IN 6.58%
) work Source Bureau of Labor Statistics Year(s) 2014 Lawrence, OH 6.53%
= 10th Ranked
i3] . . Rank 10th Ranked  Value Difference Shift in Value =~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
& | Children in Poverty Value
2 34 Dickson 26.20% 21.10% 5.10% 1Bad | Good 22.00% Guernsey, OH 26.40%
F, 100 child; der 18 i ty, help 20 children to find assist: to get f
Pereentane of childsen or every children (under 18 years) in poverty, help 20 children to find assistance to get out o Randolph, IN 23.70%
T T——— poverty.
under age 18 in poverty
Source Small Area Income and Poverty Estimates Year(s) 2014 Lawrence, OH 27.40%
5th Ranked " o
. Rank 5th Ranked  Value Difference Shift in Value ~ US Average | Peer County Peer Value
Income Inequality Value
8 Rutherford 3.96 3.82 0.14 1Bad | Good 4.70 Guernsey, OH 4.37
Ratio of household income To reach a household income ratio at or below that of the 5th ranking county reduce the gap :
at the 80th percentile to. between the 80th percentile and 20th percentile by 1 household(s). Randolph, IN 418
income at the 20th
PRI Source American Community Survey Year(s) 2010-2014 Lawrence, OH 4.78
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Health Factors

10th Ranked

minutes

Children in Single- Rank 10th Ranked  Value Difference Shift in Value ~ US Average | Peer County Peer Value
Value
Parent Households
41 Lawrence 31.49% 23.36% 8.12% 1Bad |Good 34.00% Guernsey, OH 32.59%
P(Tr,mm ve of children that| FOr every 100 single parent households in the .county, investigate ways to encourage 26 households to Randolph, IN 34.44%
live in a household headed be a multi-parent household.
by single parent
Source American Community Survey Year(s) 2010-2014 Lawrence, OH 37.01%
1st Ranked . o
. e Rank 1st Ranked Value Difference Shift in Value =~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
Social Associations Value
5 Haywood 17.82 23.60 5.78 1Good |Bad 9.00 Guernsey, OH 15.64
@ | Number of membershi . . . . . N
g 4"—“550Cmiom e 10,000 For every 100 people in the county, increase the number of membership associations by 1. Randolph, IN 19.90
‘5 population
] Source County Business Patterns Year(s) 2013 Lawrence, OH 10.50
=~
Q . . Rank 10th Ranked  Value 10th Ranked Difference Shift in Value  US Average Peer County Peer Value
é Violent Crime Value
o 72 Carter 477.52 206.33 271.19 1Bad |Good 392.00 Guernsey, OH 141.84
(=)
=] f reporte
Q |  Dumberof reported. For every 100 persons in the county, prevent 57 people from committing a violent crime. Randolph, IN 24.93
m violent crime offenses per
100,000 population
< Source Uniform Crime Reporting - FBI Year(s) 2010-2012 Lawrence, OH 166.55
= 10th Ranked
3] . Rank 10th Ranked  Value 4 Difference Shift in Value US Average Peer County Peer Value
o Injury Deaths Value
£ 21 Washington 75.42 70.04 5.38 1Bad |Good 60.00 Guernsey, OH 71.10
Number of deaths due to For every 1,000 population consider ways to prevent 72 deaths as a result of intentional and Randolnh. IN 65.41
injury per 100,000 unintentional injury. P, 22 :
population
Source CDC WONDER mortality data Year(s) 2009-2013 Lawrence, OH 73.81
. R 10th Ranked . 8
Air Pollution - Rank 10th Ranked  Value Val Difference Shift in Value =~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
Particulate Matter = e =
61 Greene 13.87 13.14 0.73 1Bad |Good 11.40 Guernsey, OH 13.73
Average daily density of Reduce the average daily measure of fine particulate matter by 0.73 micrograms per cubic meter
fine particulate matter in v g Y Y p (PNFZ 5) 4 g P v Randolph, IN 13.46
micrograms per cubic e
Dl iDL Source CDC WONDER Environmental data Year(s) 2011 Lawrence, OH  13.13
Drinking Water Rank  IstRanked  Value ISt‘I;aI“ked Difference  Shiftin Value  US Average | Peer County Peer Value
Violations aue -
No Rank NA No No NA NA NA Guernsey, OH No
Percentage of % o 1ed 5 i J
Lr;:er:tzﬂ;l;);)(i;id‘t::n There were no health-based drinking water violations. Randolph, IN No
water exceeding a violation
Ll sl i et o Source Safe Drinking Water Information System Year(s) FY2013-14 Lawrence, OH No
. 10th Ranked . 9.
Severe Housing Rank 10th Ranked  Value Value Difference Shift in Value ~ US Average | Peer County Peer Value
Problems
- 24 Unicoi 12.69% 11.70% 0.99% TBad | Good 19.00% Guernsey, OH 12.71%
[=
U | Percentage of households
g W:‘:I:[e 1;1:%( ,1\, ::C :101:::;: r-::«' For every 100 persons in the county experiencin% }th;]Sing problems, help 8 person(s) to find housing Randolph, IN 12.45%
5 high housing costs, or lack assistance.
E of kitchen or plumbing
facilities
84} achities Source  Comprehensive Housing Affordability Strategy (CHAS) data  Year(s) 2008-2012 Lawrence, OH 12.07%
o
<
.9 | Driving Alone to Rank 10th Ranked  Value IOﬂ;Z?:Eked Difference Shift in Value =~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
2 Work
_Ef‘ 87 Grundy 88.43% 80.27% 8.17% 1Bad | Good 76.00% Guernsey, OH 85.38%
A Percentage of the For every 100 persons that cutrently drive alone to work, convince 10 to carpool or take mass- Randolnh. IN 83.75%
workforce that drives transportation. P, -
alone to work Source American Community Survey Year(s) 2010-2014 Lawrence, OH 89.07%
Long Commute - Rank 10th Ranked  Value 10t};71:1a1(13ked Difference Shift in Value =~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
Driving Alone v
40 Hamilton 33.60% 25.20% 8.40% 1Bad | Good 31.00% Guernsey, OH 27.40%
ﬁ% For every 100 persons that currently drive more than 30 minut'es alone to work, convince 25 to carpool Randolph, IN 34.00%
COMMUIE IR MEr At or take mass-transportation.
alone, the percentage that
commute more than 30 Source American Community Survey Year(s) 2010-2014 Lawrence, OH 29.20%
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Health 2" TOP TEN Summary

E Population: 57,985 <18 YOA: 18.29%| 65+ YOA: 28.88% % Rural: 60.90%
g,: Unemployment: 8.02%] % Females: 51.30%| % Males: 48.70% Graduation Rate: 93.00%
g‘ Single parent households: 36.31% MHI:  $40,839
. Top Third
Ad u It SmOkl ng Measure Value
Preventable Hosptial Stays 38.43
Wilson | Excessive Drinking 10.30%
Mid-Cumberland Region | Mammography Screening 71.00%
Piscataquis, ME | Primary Care Physicians 1336:1
Upper Cumbetland Region N : Income Inequality 414
Cumberland 1 Long Commute - Driving Alone 25.90%
0% 5% 10% 15% 20% 25% 30% Physical Inactivity 32.20%
m === TN Average ==« US Average Adult Obesity 30.40%
Diabetic Monitoring 88.87%
HP 2020 Top US Performers .
Poor or Fair Health 20.50%
Middle Third
Ad u I t O bes i ty Measure Value
Low Birthweight 8.43%
Wilson Food Environment Index 7.20
Mid-Cumberland Region Access to Exercise Opportunities 59.52%
Piscataquis, ME Dentists 3221:1
Upper Cumberland Region Some College 4516%
Cumberland Children in Poverty 29.20%
10% 15% 20% 25% 30% 35% Air Pollution - Particulate Matter 13.75
«Eﬁ- - o= TN Average L US Average Unemployment 8.02%
Social Associations 10.09
HP 2020 Top US Performers .
Injury Deaths 96.52
Physical Inactivity Measure Value
Teen Births 62.31
Wilson Alcohol-Impaired Driving Deaths 43.55%
Mid-Cumberland Region Uninsured 18.90%
Piscataquis, ME Children in Single-Parent Households 36.31%
Upper Cumbetland Region Mental Health Providers 4460:1
Cumberland Violent Crime 42248
10% 15% 20% 25% 30% 35%
m === TN Average ===« US Average
HP 2020 Top US Performers

Tennessee'sBig3+1

Why were these charts selected? The "Big 3 + 1" directly influences at least
six of the top ten leading causes of death in Tennessee, and also directly
Physical Substance influence other public health threats, such as heart disease, cancer, and
Inactivity Abuse diabetes. Overall, the Big Three plus One influences two-thirds of the
factors that contribute to Tennessee’s overall rank.

Tobacco Use Obesity

Comparative Counties:

Each graph provides the Tennessee county with its respective region and three non-Tennessee comparative counties from around the
US based on county-level demographics. The vertical lines represent: the TN Average, the US Average, Top US Performers (top 10%)
and the Healthy People 2020 (HP) Goal. For all measures a decrease (shift left) in percentage represents improvement.

YOA: Years of Age. MHI: Median Household Income. HP 2020: Healthy People 2020 Goal. Adult Smoking: Percentage of adults who are current smokers. Source: Behavioral Risk
Factor Surveillance System; 2006-2012. Adult Obesity: Percentage of adults that report a BMI of 30 or more. Source: CDC Diabetes Interactive Atlas; 2011. Physical Inactivity:
Percentage of adults aged 20 and over reporting no leisure-time physical activity. Source: CDC Diabetes Interactive Atlas; 2011. Prepared by the Division of Administrative Services,
Tennessee Department of Health. Nashville, TN. admin.health@tn.gov or 615-741-5001.
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 Health o et i
12}
b=} Rank 10th Ranked  Value b Beraliasdl Difference Shift in Value US Average Peer County Peer Value
3 | Premature Death Value
‘s 61 Knox 10620.70 7735.80 2884.90 1Bad |Good 6,600.00 Cheboygan, MI ~ 6664.50
<. . .
By | Yeamsofpowntallifelost | For every 100 people in the county, 1 people in the county need to live one year closer to age 75. Rabun, GA 7425.60
=t before age 75 per 100,000
Q [ population (age-adjusted
— Source National Center for Health Statistics - Mortality files Year(s) 2011-2013 Piscataquis, ME  7182.30
Poor or Fair Rank 10th Ranked  Value IOt};::lillked Difference Shift in Value ~ US Average | Peer County Peer Value
Health*
e 18 Rutherford  20.50% 19.60% 0.90% 1Bad |Good 18.00% | Cheboygan, M 14.30%
Percentage of adults Improve the health of 1 out of every 100 people in the county who, in general, report being in poor or
reporting fair or poor prov v very P Pfail’ health. unty who, fn g > ep gimnp Rabun, GA 17.10%
w health (age-adjusted .
g Source Behavioral Risk Factor Surveillance System Year(s) 2014 Piscataquis, ME  15.70%
e} Poor Physical Rank 5th Ranked  Value 5th Ranked Difference Shift in Value =~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
Value
Q Health Days* —
IKknox .0 oo .2 ad 000 3. _heboygan, M 3.
*5 21 K 4.60 4.30 0.30 1Bad |Good 3.8 Cheboygan, MI 3.70
Average number of . .
O & | physically unhealthy days Engage people in the county on ways to reduce number of poor physical health days reported by Rabun. GA 400
: ;j reported in past 30 days residents by 1 days per month. abun, L3/ :
‘*_‘-’ [ age-adjusted
4] g‘ Source Behavioral Risk Factor Surveillance System Year(s) 2014 Piscataquis, ME 4.00
o
' | = |Poor Mental Health|  Rank  IstRanked  Value 13‘&‘;25“1 Difference  Shiftin Value  US Average | Peer County Peer Value
Days*
8 as 26 Williamson 4.6 3.80 0.80 1Bad |Good 2.8 Cheboygan, M 3.90
Average number of E le in th nty on to reduce number of poor physical health days reported b
mentally unhealthy days ngage peopie © county o ‘:Ieasyiile(;tsebuiedau;n :; ;;OI;(;)] physie e ays reported by Rabun, GA 4.00
reported in past 30 days y yS P :
bl Source Behavioral Risk Factor Surveillance System Year(s) 2014 Piscataquis, ME 4.10
. . Rank 10th Ranked  Value 10¢h Ranked Difference Shift in Value ~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
Low Birthweight Value
35 Pickett 8.43% 7.24% 1.19% 1Bad |Good 8.00% Cheboygan, MI 5.20%
Rercentapeof live births Reduce the number of low birth weight babies by 2 for every 100 live births. Rabun, GA 8.51%
with low birthweight (<
2500 grams)
Source National Center for Health Statistics - Natality files Year(s) 2007-2013 Piscataquis, ME 5.97%
Rank 10th Ranked  Value 10¢h Ranked Difference Shift in Value  US Average Peer Coun Peer Value
Adult Smoking* Value g ty
23 Humphreys  22.20% 21.10% 1.10% 1Bad |Good 17.00% Cheboygan, MI 18.00%
Percentage of adults who Get 5 out of every 100 current adult smokers in the county to quit smoking. Rabun, GA 16.20%
are current smokers
7)) Source Behavioral Risk Factor Surveillance System Year(s) 2014 Piscataquis, ME 19.20%
S| & 10th Ranked . o
21.8 . Rank 10th Ranked  Value Difference Shift in Value ~ US Average | Peer County Peer Value
134 S Adult Obesity Value
< 2 16 Hamilton 30.40% 29.90% 0.50% 1Bad |Good 27.00% Cheboygan, MI 32.10%
| )
e AR | Bercentage of aduls that Get 2 out of every 100 current obese adults in the county to reduce their BMI below 30. Rabun, GA 32.10%
= | S| reportaBMIof300r
Ts ‘—‘“ more
ol Source CDC Diabetes Interactive Atlas Year(s) 2012 Piscataquis, ME 31.40%
m T Food Environment Rank 5th Ranked  Value SthVI:;t::ed Difference Shift in Value =~ US Average | Peer County Peer Value
Inde
* 35 Cannon 7.20 7.9 0.7 1Good |Bad 7.20 Cheboygan, MI 7.00
Index of factors that
contribute to a healthy Increase the county's food index score by 0.7. Rabun, GA 7.60
food environment, 0
worst) to 10 (best -
Source USDA Food Environment Atlas, Map the Meal Gap Year(s) 2013 Piscataquis, ME 7.10

Prepared by the Division of Administrative Services, Tennessee Department of Health. Nashville, TN. May 2016. admin.health@tn.gov or 615-741-9398. The full report can be accessed at:
http://tn.gov/health/topic/specialreports. All data is from the University of Wisconsin Population Health Institute and Robert Wood Johnson Foundation's, 2015 County Health Rankings and Roadmaps
report. Difference statements represent the absolute value using the following formula: ["Value" - "10th Ranked Value"]. *The action statements are based on the assumption that no new additional cases
occur. *¥Data should not be compared with prior years due to changes in definition/methods. All rankings and action statements presented in this report must be interpreted with caution due to
various limitations of each measurement. Further information with regards to the strengths and limitations of each measurement may be found by clicking the hyperlink found in the

description of each measurement.
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Health Factors

10th Ranked

. .. Rank 10th Ranked  Value Difference Shift in Value =~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
Physical Inactivity Value
14 Shelby 32.20% 30.20% 2.00% 1Bad |Good 23.00% Cheboygan, MI 26.90%
Percentage of adults aged
20 and over reporting no Get 7 out of every 100 currently physically inactive adults to exercise during leisure time. Rabun, GA 23.90%
leisure-time physical
activity Source CDC Diabetes Interactive Atlas Year(s) 2012 Piscataquis, ME  26.20%
. 10th Ranked . o
Access to Exercise Rank 10th Ranked  Value Value Difference Shift in Value =~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
Opportunities —
35 Loudon 59.52% 78.48% 18.96% 1Good |Bad 84.00% Cheboygan, MI 77.57%
mﬁ% Consider how to remove barriers to access exetc'ise locatio.ns to reach an additional 18.96 percent of Rabun, GA 100.00%
S the county's population.
locations for physical
activity Source Business Analyst, Delorme, ESRI, & US Census Tigetline Files Year(s) 2010 & 2014  [Piscataquis, ME 47.05%
. s Rank 1st Ranked Value Ist Ranked Difference Shift in Value =~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
Excessive Drinking Value
® 3 Haywood 10.30% 8.90% 1.40% 1Bad |Good 17.00% Cheboygan, MI 18.40%
=
2 Percentage of adults Get 14 out of every 100 adults in the county that currently drink to excess (binge and heavy drinkers) Rabun. GA 13.90%
2 | reporting binge or heavy to stop drinking more than one (women) or two (men) drinks per day on average. ? o
E reporting binge or heavy P g p y g
drinking
Cg Source Behavioral Risk Factor Surveillance System Year(s) 2014 Piscataquis, ME 16.00%
€ | Alcohol-Impaired | Rank  10th Ranked  Value 10“;,1:1‘:2“"1 Difference  Shiftin Value  US Average | Peer County Peer Value
'S | Driving Deaths : ; _
E 84 Sullivan 43.55% 19.17% 24.38% 1Bad |Good 31.00% Cheboygan, MI 55.00%
e Reduce the number of alcohol related driving deaths by 24.38 percent. Rabun, GA 31.25%
deaths with alcohol
involvement
Source Fatality Analysis Reporting System Year(s) 2010-2014  |Piscataquis, ME  22.22%
Sexua.ll Y Rank  10th Ranked  Value 10¢h Ranked Difference Shift in Value ~ US Average | Peer County Peer Value
Transmitted Value
Infections 26 Overton 219.19 153.22 65.96 1Bad |Good 446.60 Cheboygan, MI 154.83
Number of newly Consider ways to educate 4 out of every 10 persons self-reporting to be involved in any sexual contact Rabun. GA 128.86
diagnosed chlamydia cases to commit to using safe sex practices to prevent the infection of Chlamydia. > ’
per 100,000 population
Source National Center for HIV/AIDS, Viral Hepatitis, STD, & TB Prevention Year(s) 2013 Piscataquis, ME 150.38
. Rank 10th Ranked  Value 10¢h Ranked Difference Shift in Value ~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
Teen Births Value
88 Putnam 62.31 34.87 27.44 1Bad |Good 35.00 Cheboygan, MI 32.56
Teen birth rate per 1,000 | For every 100 teenage females (ages 15 to 19 years) in the county, consider ways to prevent 45 teen(s) Rabun. GA 42.50
female population, ages 154 from becoming pregnant. > :
19
Source National Center for Health Statistics - Natality files Year(s) 2007-2013 Piscataquis, ME 29.60
. Rank 10th Ranked  Value 10¢h Ranked Difference Shift in Value ~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
Uninsured Value
84 Cheatham 18.90% 14.54% 4.36% 1Bad |Good 17.00% Cheboygan, MI 17.47%
WL&({”"U%P&P“}:"& Get 24 out of every 100 currently uninsured adults ages 18-64 to obtain health insurance. Rabun, GA 29.69%
under age 09 without
health insurance
Source Small Area Health Insurance Estimates Year(s) 2013 Piscataquis, ME 16.32%
0 Primary Care Rank 5th Ranked  Value 5thV1:';r]1:ed Difference Shift in Value =~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
= . o
Physician
S ysiclans 9 Knox 1336:1 895:1 441 TBad {Good 132011 Cheboygan, M 1838:1
Tcg To reach a population-to-provider ratio at or exceeding that of the 5th ranking county, 45 primary
‘2 | Ratioof population to care providers would need to be recruited to the county. More importantly, if the county's value is Rabun, GA 1804:1
8 primary care physicians greater than 3,500, this county would be considered a Health Professional Shortage Area.
Source Area Health Resource File/ Ametican Medical Association  Year(s) 2013 Piscataquis, ME 1007:1
1
. Rank 10th Ranked  Value Oth Ranked Difference Shift in Value =~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
Dentists Value
43 Dickson 3221:1 1744:1 1477 1Bad | Good 1540:1 Cheboygan, MI 2140:1
To reach a population-to-provider ratio at or exceeding that of the 10th ranking county, 33 dental care
Ratio of population to | providers would need to be recruited to the county. More importantly, if the county's value is greater Rabun, GA 2707:1
dentists than 5,000, this county would be considered a Health Professional Shortage Area.
Source Area Health Resource File/National Provider Identification file Year(s) 2014 Piscataquis, ME 3405:1
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Health Factors

10th Ranked

Source American Community Survey Year(s)

Mental Health Rank 10th Ranked  Value Val Difference Shift in Value ~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
Providers e
69 Henry 4460:1 644:1 3816 1Bad |Good 490:1 Cheboygan, MI 2140:1
To reach a population-to-provider ratio at or exceeding that of the 10th ranking county, 163 mental
Ratio of population to | health providers would need to be rectuited to the county. More importantly, if the county's value is Rabun, GA 625:1
mental health providers greater than 30,000, this county would be considered a Health Professional Shortage Area.
Source CMS, National Provider Identification file Year(s) 2015 Piscataquis, ME 532:1
Preventable Rank 1st Ranked  Value ISt‘i 1n§ed Difference Shift in Value ~ US Average | Peer County Peer Value
Hospital Stays E — —
1 Cumberland 38.43 38.43 0.00 1Bad |Good 54.00 Cheboygan, MI 49.01
Number of hospital stays
e for ambulatory-care No action required. Rabun, GA 61.82
8 sensitive conditions per
— | 1000 Medicare enrallees [Tg oy ce Dartmouth Atlas of Health Care Year(s) 2013 Piscataquis, ME__ 67.24
8 10th Ranked
= Diabetic Rank 10th Ranked  Value Vala e € Difference Shift in Value ~ US Average | Peer County Peer Value
= Monitoring - = -
Q 17 Giles 88.87% 89.20% 0.33% 1Good |Bad 63.00% Cheboygan, MI 88.36%
Percentage of diabetic For every 100 diabetic Medicare enrollees, get 1 additional Medicare enrollees to receive HbAlc
Medicare enrollees ages 65 very ’ sgcreenin v Rabun, GA 73.37%
75 that receive HbAlc 8-
menitering Source Dartmouth Atlas of Health Care Year(s) 2013 Piscataquis, ME  89.37%
Mammography Rank 1st Ranked  Value ISt‘z alzged Difference Shift in Value ~ US Average | Peer County Peer Value
Screenin,
creening 5 Loudon  71.00% 74.00% 3.00% 1Good | Bad 63.00% | Cheboygan, Ml 71.00%
Percentage of female For e 100 female Medicare enrollees, get 3 additional Medicare enrollees to receive their
Medicare enrollees ages 67 very . € & marnrnS:)gra ha screen?n edica ces v Rabun, GA 57.00%
69 that receive graphy g
mammography screening [ g4y rce Dartmouth Atlas of Health Care Year(s) 2013 Piscataquis, ME  74.00%
High School Rank  1stRanked  Value IS“?“l“ked Difference  Shiftin Value  US Average | Peer County Peer Value
Graduation - auce
22 Tipton 93.00% 98.00% 5.00% 1Good |Bad 82.00% Cheboygan, MI 84.49%
Bercentape of nlurhrade. For every 100 ninth graders, assist 5 additional ninth graders to graduate within four years. Rabun, GA 82.50%
cohort that graduates in
four years
Source EDFacts Year(s) 2012-2013 Piscataquis, ME NA
10th Ranked . I
Rank 10th Ranked  Value Difference Shift in Value ~ US Average | Peer County Peer Value
Some College Value
49 Shelby 45.16% 62.28% 17.13% 1Good |Bad 64.00% Cheboygan, MI 52.71%
o | Percentage (,f,,vduhs aces For every 100 adults between 25-44 years of age, assist‘18 additional adults to complete some Rabun, GA 44.58%
‘5 25-44 years with some coursework at the collegiate level.
+ | post-secondary education
g Source American Community Survey Year(s) 2010-2014 Piscataquis, ME 53.14%
o 10th Ranked . s
3) Rank 10th Ranked  Value Difference Shift in Value =~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
= | Unemployment Value
g 55 Robertson 8.02% 5.69% 2.33% 1Bad |Good 6.20% Cheboygan, MI 10.45%
g | ».. :
© | Dercentage of population
Q ages 16 and older For every 100 persons ages 16 years and older, help 3 persons successfully find employment. Rabun, GA 8.34%
) work Source Bureau of Labor Statistics Year(s) 2014 Piscataquis, ME 7.49%
= 10th Ranked
i3] . . Rank 10th Ranked  Value Difference Shift in Value =~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
& | Children in Poverty Value
2 54 Dickson 29.20% 21.10% 8.10% 1Bad |Good 22.00% Cheboygan, MI 28.30%
F, 100 child; der 18 i ty, help 28 children to find assist: to get f
Pereentane of childsen or every children (under 18 years) in poverty, help 28 children to find assistance to get out o Rabun, GA 33.10%
T T——— poverty.
under age 18 in poverty
Source Small Area Income and Poverty Estimates Year(s) 2014 Piscataquis, ME  29.80%
. Rank 10th Ranked  Value 10¢h Ranked Difference Shift in Value =~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
Income Inequality Value
11 Houston 4.14 4.11 0.03 1Bad | Good 4.70 Cheboygan, MI 3.94
Ratio of houschold income To reach a household income ratio at or below that of the 10th ranking county reduce the gap Rabun. GA 5.88
at the 80th percentile o between the 80th percentile and 20th percentile by 1 household(s). abun, ’
income at the 20th
percentile 2010-2014  |Piscataquis, ME 428
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Health Factors

10th Ranked

minutes

Children in Single- Rank  10th Ranked  Value Difference Shift in Value ~ US Average | Peer County Peer Value
Value
Parent Households
80 Lawrence 36.31% 23.36% 12.94% 1Bad |Good 34.00% Cheboygan, MI 31.94%
Percentage of children that| FOr every 100 single parent households in the county, investigate ways to encourage 36 households to Rabun. GA 33.54%
live in a household headed be a multi-parent household. > o
by single parent
Source American Community Survey Year(s) 2010-2014  |Piscataquis, ME  39.01%
. . Rank 10th Ranked  Value 10th Ranked Difference Shift in Value =~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
Social Associations Value
58 Johnson 10.09 16.13 6.04 1Good |Bad 9.00 Cheboygan, MI 13.22
@ Number of memberships. For every 100 people in the county, increase the number of membership associations by 1. Rabun, GA 20.33
o associations per 10,000
‘5 population S c - - - - ’
< ource ounty Business Patterns Year(s) 2013 Piscataquis, ME 13.43
=~
Q X . Rank 10th Ranked  Value 10th Ranked Difference Shift in Value =~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
é Violent Crime Value
) 64 Carter 422.48 206.33 216.15 1Bad |Good 392.00 Cheboygan, MI 134.24
(=)
=] f reporte
Q |  Dumberof reported. For every 100 persons in the county, prevent 52 people from committing a violent crime. Rabun, GA 114.49
m violent crime offenses per
08 100,000 population
Source Uniform Crime Reporting - FBI Year(s) 2010-2012  |Piscataquis, ME  171.43
= 10th Ranked
3] . Rank 10th Ranked  Value Difference Shift in Value US Average Peer County Peer Value
1) Injury Deaths Value
2 60 Washington 96.52 70.04 26.48 1Bad |Good 60.00 Cheboygan, MI 64.63
Number of deaths due to For every 1,000 population consider ways to prevent 275 deaths as a result of intentional and Rabun. GA 100.77
injury per 100,000 unintentional injury. ? ’
population
Source CDC WONDER mortality data Year(s) 2009-2013 Piscataquis, ME 69.12
. . 10th Ranked . o
Air Pollution - Rank 10th Ranked  Value Val Difference Shift in Value =~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
Particulate Matter - = ue -
54 Greene 13.75 13.14 0.61 1Bad |Good 11.40 Cheboygan, MI 10.98
mﬁﬁ Reduce the average daily measure of fine pa(r;i;/[uzla:)e matter by 0.61 micrograms per cubic meter Rabun, GA 13.29
micrograms per cubic e
Dl iDL Source CDC WONDER Environmental data Year(s) 2011 Piscataquis, ME.  10.3
Drinking Water Rank 1st Ranked Value ISt‘lf z;nked Difference Shift in Value =~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
Violations aue -
No Rank NA No No NA NA NA Cheboygan, MI No
Percentage of % o 1ed i i
Lr;:er:tzﬂ;l;);)(i)?;d‘t::n There were no health-based drinking water violations. Rabun, GA No
water exceeding a violation
Ll sl i et o Source Safe Drinking Water Information System Year(s) FY2013-14  |Piscataquis, ME No
Severe Housing Rank 10th Ranked  Value IOt};]Z?:Zked Difference Shift in Value ~ US Average | Peer County Peer Value
Problems
- 18 Unicoi 12.40% 11.70% 0.70% 1Bad |Good 19.00% Cheboygan, MI 15.23%
[=
U | Percentage of households
g W:‘:I:[e 1;:;1\ :rtc :101:::;: r-::«' For every 100 persons in the county experiencin% }th;]Sing problems, help 6 person(s) to find housing Rabun, GA 19.61%
5 high housing costs, or lack assistance.
E of kitchen or plumbing
facilities
84} achities Source  Comprehensive Housing Affordability Strategy (CHAS) data  Year(s) 2008-2012 Piscataquis, ME 14.62%
o
<
.9 | Driving Alone to Rank 10th Ranked  Value IOtI;]Zir;ked Difference Shift in Value =~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
2 Work
_éf‘ 60 Grundy 85.66% 80.27% 5.40% 1Bad | Good 76.00% Cheboygan, MI 79.96%
R Percentace of the For every 100 persons that cutrently drive alone to work, convince 7 to catpool or take mass- Rabun. GA 77 85%
workforce that drives transportation. > o
alone to work Source American Community Survey Year(s) 2010-2014 Piscataquis, ME 80.96%
Long Commute - Rank 10th Ranked  Value 10&;71:12‘2{6(1 Difference Shift in Value =~ US Average | Peer County Peer Value
Driving Alone v
11 Hamilton 25.90% 25.20% 0.70% 1Bad | Good 31.00% Cheboygan, MI 32.90%
ﬁ% For every 100 persons that currently drive more than 30 minu'tes alone to work, convince 3 to carpool Rabun, GA 21.10%
S —— or take mass-transportation.
alone, the percentage that
commute more than 30 Source American Community Survey Year(s) 2010-2014 Piscataquis, ME  30.80%
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TN [ — DRIVE YOUR COUNTY TO THE DAVIDSON COUNTY
Health 'I.ir". TOP TEN Summary

E Population: 668,347] <18 YOA: 21.55%)| 65+ YOA: 11.08% % Rural: 3.40%
o
ézﬁ Unemployment: 5.05%| % Females: 51.80%| % Males: 48.20% Graduation Rate: 76.90%
g‘ Single parent households: 43.56% MHI: $48,195
. Top Third
Ad u It SmOkl ng Measure Value
Physical Inactivity 25.80%
Wilson : Unemployment 5.05%
Mid-Cumberland Region 1 Dentists 1364:1
|
‘ Jefferson, KY H Mental Health Providers 370:1
Mid-Cumberland R'eglon : Access to Exercise Opportunities 80.40%
Davidson 1 Some College 67.02%
0% 5% 10% 15% 20% 25% 30% Poor Mental Health Days 4.40
am ___ ., Average - US Average Primary Care Physicians 1044:1
Driving Alone to Work 79.69%
HP 2020 Top US Performers
Premature Death 7782.30
Middle Third
Ad u I t O bes | ty Measure Value
Long Commute - Driving Alone 30.30%
Wilson Diabetic Monitoring 80.48%
Mid-Cumberland Region Income Inequality 4.66
Jefferson, KY Low Birthweight 8.93%

Mid-Cumberland Region

Davidson

10% 15% 20% 25% 30% 35%

' === TN Average ===+ US Average

HP 2020 Top US Performers

Physical Inactivity Measure Value
Excessive Drinking 13.90%
Wilson Violent Crime 1,153.22
Mid-Cumberland Region High School Graduation 76.90%
Jefferson, KY Severe Housing Problems 18.82%
Mid-Cumberland Region Sexually Transmitted Infections 611.60
Davidson Children in Single-Parent Houscholds ~ 43.56%

10% 15% 20% 25% 30% 35% Air Pollution - Particulate Matter 14.46
«m- — e e TN Average — - US Average Uninsured 18.46%

Food Environment Index 6.50
HP 2020 Top US Performers Children in Poverty 31.50%

Tennessee'sBig3+1

Why were these charts selected? The "Big 3 + 1" directly influences at least
six of the top ten leading causes of death in Tennessee, and also directly
Physical Substance influence other public health threats, such as heart disease, cancer, and
Inactivity Abuse diabetes. Overall, the Big Three plus One influences two-thirds of the
factors that contribute to Tennessee’s overall rank.

Tobacco Use Obesity

Comparative Counties:

Each graph provides the Tennessee county with its respective region and three non-Tennessee comparative counties from around the
US based on county-level demographics. The vertical lines represent: the TN Average, the US Average, Top US Performers (top 10%)
and the Healthy People 2020 (HP) Goal. For all measures a decrease (shift left) in percentage represents improvement.

YOA: Years of Age. MHI: Median Household Income. HP 2020: Healthy People 2020 Goal. Adult Smoking: Percentage of adults who are current smokers. Source: Behavioral Risk
Factor Surveillance System; 2006-2012. Adult Obesity: Percentage of adults that report a BMI of 30 or more. Source: CDC Diabetes Interactive Atlas; 2011. Physical Inactivity:
Percentage of adults aged 20 and over reporting no leisure-time physical activity. Source: CDC Diabetes Interactive Atlas; 2011. Prepared by the Division of Administrative Services,
Tennessee Department of Health. Nashville, TN. admin.health@tn.gov or 615-741-5001.
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2016 | TO POTWEN DAVIDSON COUNTY, TENNESSEE

 Health o et i
12}
b=} Rank 10th Ranked  Value b Beraliasdl Difference Shift in Value US Average Peer County Peer Value
3 | Premature Death Value
‘s 11 Knox 7782.30 7735.80 46.50 1Bad |Good 6,600.00 Hamilton, OH  8203.30
<. . .
By | Yeamsofpowntallifelost | For every 100 people in the county, 1 people in the county need to live one year closer to age 75. Duval, FL 8714.30
=t before age 75 per 100,000
Q [ population (age-adjusted
— Source National Center for Health Statistics - Mortality files Year(s) 2011-2013 Jefferson, KY 8714.00
Poor or Fair Rank 10th Ranked  Value IOt};::lillked Difference Shift in Value ~ US Average | Peer County Peer Value
Health*
e 16 Rutherford 20.30% 19.60% 0.70% 1Bad |Good 18.00% Hamilton, OH 15.50%
Percentage of adults Improve the health of 1 out of every 100 people in the county who, in general, report being in poor or
reporting fair or poor prov v very P Pfail’ health. unty who, fn g > ep gimnp Duval, FL. 16.60%
w health (age-adjusted .
g Source Behavioral Risk Factor Surveillance System Year(s) 2014 Jefferson, KY 18.40%
e} Poor Physical Rank 5th Ranked  Value 5th Ranked Difference Shift in Value =~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
Value
Q Health Days* — -
*5 21 Knox 4.60 4.30 0.30 1Bad |Good 3.8 Hamilton, OH 3.70
Average number of . .
O & | physically unhealthy days Engage people in the county on ways to reduce number of poor physical health days reported by Duval. FI. 370
L= ,j reported in past 30 days residents by 1 days per month. uval, 2
‘*_‘-’ [ age-adjusted
4] g‘ Source Behavioral Risk Factor Surveillance System Year(s) 2014 Jefferson, KY 3.90
o
' | = |Poor Mental Health|  Rank  IstRanked  Value 13‘&‘;25“1 Difference  Shiftin Value  US Average | Peer County Peer Value
Days*
8 as 6 Williamson 4,40 3.80 0.60 1Bad |Good 2.8 Hamilton, OH __ 4.00
Average number of Engage people in the county on ways to reduce number of poor physical health days reported by
mentally unhealthy days residents by 1 days per month Duval, FL. 4.10
reported in past 30 days y yS P :
bl Source Behavioral Risk Factor Surveillance System Year(s) 2014 Jefferson, KY 3.70
. . Rank 10th Ranked  Value 10¢h Ranked Difference Shift in Value ~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
Low Birthweight Value
55 Pickett 8.93% 7.24% 1.69% 1Bad |Good 8.00% Hamilton, OH 9.95%
Rercentapeof live births Reduce the number of low birth weight babies by 2 for every 100 live births. Duval, FL 9.42%
with low birthweight (<
2500 grams)
Source National Center for Health Statistics - Natality files Year(s) 2007-2013 Jefferson, KY 9.22%
Rank 10th Ranked  Value 10¢h Ranked Difference Shift in Value  US Average Peer Coun Peer Value
Adult Smoking* Value g ty
26 Humphreys  22.40% 21.10% 1.30% 1Bad |Good 17.00% Hamilton, OH 19.60%
Percentage of adults who Get 6 out of every 100 current adult smokers in the county to quit smoking. Duval, FL, 18.20%
are current smokers
7)) Source Behavioral Risk Factor Surveillance System Year(s) 2014 Jefferson, KY 21.80%
S| & 10th Ranked . o
21.8 . Rank 10th Ranked  Value Difference Shift in Value ~ US Average | Peer County Peer Value
134 B Adult Obesity Value
< 2 28 Hamilton 31.50% 29.90% 1.60% 1Bad |Good 27.00% Hamilton, OH 28.90%
| )
e AR | Bercentage of aduls that Get 6 out of every 100 current obese adults in the county to reduce their BMI below 30. Duval, FL 29.50%
= | S| reportaBMIof300r
Ts ‘—‘“ more
ol Source CDC Diabetes Interactive Atlas Year(s) 2012 Jefferson, KY 31.20%
m T Food Environment Rank 5th Ranked  Value SthVI:;t::ed Difference Shift in Value =~ US Average | Peer County Peer Value
Inde
* 73 Cannon 6.50 7.9 1.4 1Good |Bad 7.20 Hamilton, OH 6.30
Index of factors that
contribute to a healthy Increase the county's food index score by 1.4. Duval, FL, 6.20
food environment, 0
worst) to 10 (best -
Source USDA Food Environment Atlas, Map the Meal Gap Year(s) 2013 Jefferson, KY 6.90

Prepared by the Division of Administrative Services, Tennessee Department of Health. Nashville, TN. May 2016. admin.health@tn.gov or 615-741-9398. The full report can be accessed at:
http://tn.gov/health/topic/specialreports. All data is from the University of Wisconsin Population Health Institute and Robert Wood Johnson Foundation's, 2015 County Health Rankings and Roadmaps
report. Difference statements represent the absolute value using the following formula: ["Value" - "10th Ranked Value"]. *The action statements are based on the assumption that no new additional cases
occur. *¥Data should not be compared with prior years due to changes in definition/methods. All rankings and action statements presented in this report must be interpreted with caution due to
various limitations of each measurement. Further information with regards to the strengths and limitations of each measurement may be found by clicking the hyperlink found in the

description of each measurement.
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Health Factors

1st Ranked

. .. Rank 1st Ranked Value Difference Shift in Value =~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
Physical Inactivity Value
2 Williamson 25.80% 23.30% 2.50% 1Bad | Good 23.00% Hamilton, OH 23.20%
Percentage of adults aged
20 and over reporting no Get 10 out of every 100 currently physically inactive adults to exercise during leisure time. Duval, FL 23.70%
leisure-time physical
activity Source CDC Diabetes Interactive Atlas Year(s) 2012 Jefferson, KY 25.60%
Access to Exercise Rank 1st Ranked Value 1St‘1;a aIZ‘I:ed Difference Shift in Value =~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
Opportunities -
4 Johnson 86.40% 100.00% 13.60% 1Good |Bad 84.00% Hamilton, OH 94.63%
mﬁ% Consider how to remove barriers to accescsoz);etr(:isseioi:l?;it(i)(r;sl to reach an additional 13.6 percent of the Duval, FL 03.47%
locations for physical Y'S POP '
activity Source Business Analyst, Delorme, ESRI, & US Census Tigetline Files Year(s) 2010 & 2014 Jefferson, KY 95.25%
. s Rank 10th Ranked  Value 10th Ranked Difference Shift in Value =~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
Excessive Drinking Value
® 94 Benton 13.90% 10.60% 3.30% 1Bad |Good 17.00% Hamilton, OH 18.80%
=
2 Percentage of adults Get 24 out of every 100 adults in the county that currently drink to excess (binge and heavy drinkers) Duval. FL 19.40%
g reporting binge or heavy to stop drinking more than one (women) or two (men) drinks per day on average. > ’
< drinking
Cg Source Behavioral Risk Factor Surveillance System Year(s) 2014 Jefferson, KY 15.90%
€ | Alcohol-Impaired | Rank  10th Ranked  Value 10“;,1:1‘:2“"1 Difference  Shiftin Value  US Average | Peer County Peer Value
'S | Driving Deaths - -
E 29 Sullivan 24.43% 19.17% 5.27% 1Bad |Good 31.00% Hamilton, OH 40.89%
e Reduce the number of alcohol related driving deaths by 5.27 percent. Duval, FL 34.09%
deaths with alcohol
involvement
Source Fatality Analysis Reporting System Year(s) 2010-2014 Jefferson, KY 31.51%
Sexua.ll Y Rank  10th Ranked  Value 10¢h Ranked Difference Shift in Value ~ US Average | Peer County Peer Value
Transmitted Value
Infections 89 Overton 611.60 153.22 458.38 1Bad |Good 446.60 Hamilton, OH 820.91
Number of newly Consider ways to educate 8 out of every 10 persons self-reporting to be involved in any sexual contact Duval. FL. 650.29
diagnosed chlamydia cases to commit to using safe sex practices to prevent the infection of Chlamydia. > o
per 100,000 population
Source National Center for HIV/AIDS, Viral Hepatitis, STD, & TB Prevention Year(s) 2013 Jefferson, KY 658.47
. Rank 10th Ranked  Value 10¢h Ranked Difference Shift in Value ~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
Teen Births Value
24 Putnam 42.31 34.87 7.44 1Bad |Good 35.00 Hamilton, OH 38.76
Teen birth rate per 1,000 For every 100 teenage females (ages 15 to 19 years) in the county, consider ways to prevent 18 teen(s) Duval. FI 4275
female population, ages 154 from becoming pregnant. > :
19
Source National Center for Health Statistics - Natality files Year(s) 2007-2013 Jefferson, KY 43.54
. Rank 10th Ranked  Value 10¢h Ranked Difference Shift in Value ~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
Uninsured Value
79 Cheatham 18.46% 14.54% 3.92% 1Bad |Good 17.00% Hamilton, OH 13.23%
Deireent st population Get 22 out of every 100 currently uninsured adults ages 18-64 to obtain health insurance. Duval, FL 19.38%
under age 65 without
health insurance
Source Small Area Health Insurance Estimates Year(s) 2013 Jefferson, KY 15.92%
0 Primary Care Rank 5th Ranked  Value 5thV1:';r]1:ed Difference Shift in Value =~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
= . o
Physician
S ysicians 7 Knox 1044:1 895:1 149 1Bad |Good 1320:1 Hamilon, OH 9551
Tcg To reach a population-to-provider ratio at or exceeding that of the 5th ranking county, 20 primary
‘2 | Ratioof population to care providers would need to be recruited to the county. More importantly, if the county's value is Duval, FL 1159:1
8 primary care physicians greater than 3,500, this county would be considered a Health Professional Shortage Area.
Source Area Health Resource File/ Ametican Medical Association  Year(s) 2013 Jefferson, KY 1075:1
1 ke
. Rank 1st Ranked Value st Ranked Difference Shift in Value =~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
Dentists Value
3 Coffee 1364:1 1192:1 172 1Bad | Good 1540:1 Hamilton, OH 1405:1
To reach a population-to-provider ratio at or exceeding that of the Ist ranking county, 13 dental care
Ratio of population to | providers would need to be recruited to the county. More importantly, if the county's value is greater Duval, FLL 1385:1
dentists than 5,000, this county would be considered a Health Professional Shortage Area.
Source Area Health Resource File/National Provider Identification file Year(s) 2014 chfcrson, KY 1020:1
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Health Factors

1st Ranked

Mental Health Rank 1st Ranked Value Val Difference Shift in Value ~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
Providers — aue -
3 Knox 370:1 303:1 67 1Bad |Good 490:1 Hamilton, OH 423:1
To reach a population-to-provider ratio at or exceeding that of the Ist ranking county, 73 mental
Ratio of population to | health providers would need to be rectuited to the county. More importantly, if the county's value is Duval, FL. 615:1
mental health providers greater than 30,000, this county would be considered a Health Professional Shortage Area.
Source CMS, National Provider Identification file Year(s) 2015 Jefferson, KY 359:1
10th Ranked . oo,
Preventable Rank 10th Ranked  Value Value Difference Shift in Value ~ US Average | Peer County Peer Value
Hospital Stays u — — - —
16 Anderson 59.97 50.27 9.70 1Bad |Good 54.00 Hamilton, OH 51.00
o %ﬁ’“f—;fi For every 100 Medicare enrollees, prevent 1 Med.ic’are enro}lfees from being hospitalized for Duval, FL. 62.42
& | omhuenhneae ambulatory-care sensitive conditions.
U sensitive c‘ondumns Cr
— | 1000 Medicare enrallees [Tg oy ce Dartmouth Atlas of Health Care Year(s) 2013 Jefferson, KY 60.86
8 10th Ranked
= Diabetic Rank 10th Ranked  Value Vala e € Difference Shift in Value ~ US Average | Peer County Peer Value
= Monitoring - u — -
@) 47 Giles 86.48% 89.20% 2.73% 1Good |Bad 63.00% Hamilton, OH 86.77%
Percentage of diabetic For every 100 diabetic Medicare enrollees, get 3 additional Medicare enrollees to receive HbAlc
Medicare enrollees ages 65 very ’ fcreenin v Duval, FL. 84.59%
75 that receive HbAlc g
menitering Source Dartmouth Atlas of Health Care Year(s) 2013 Jefferson, KY 87.17%
Mammography Rank 5th Ranked  Value Sthvi?rfed Difference Shift in Value ~ US Average | Peer County Peer Value
Screenin,
creening 26 Cumberland  62.00% 71.00% 9.00% 1Good | Bad 63.00% Hamilton, OH  62.00%
Percentage of female For e 100 female Medicare enrollees, get 9 additional Medicare enrollees to receive their
Medicare enrollees ages 67 very . € & marnrnS:)gra ha screen?n edica ces v Duval, FL. 65.00%
69 that receive graphy g
mammography screening [ g4y rce Dartmouth Atlas of Health Care Year(s) 2013 Jefferson, KY 63.00%
High School Rank  1stRanked  Value IS“?“l“ked Difference  Shiftin Value  US Average | Peer County Peer Value
Graduation - auce - -
92 Tipton 76.90% 98.00% 21.10% 1Good |Bad 82.00% Hamilton, OH 81.52%
Bercentape of nlurhrade. For every 100 ninth graders, assist 22 additional ninth graders to graduate within four years. Duval, FL 72.00%
cohort that graduates in
four years
Source EDFacts Year(s) 2012-2013 Jefferson, KY 77.00%
Rank 1st Ranked Value Ist Ranked Difference Shift in Value =~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
Some College Value
5 Williamson 67.02% 82.51% 15.49% 1Good |Bad 64.00% Hamilton, OH 68.85%
Percentage of adults ages For every 100 adults between 25-44 years of age, assist 16 additional adults to complete some R o
2 : . Duval, FL. 64.18%
‘5 25-44 years with some coursework at the collegiate level.
+ | post-secondary education
g Source American Community Survey Year(s) 2010-2014 Jefferson, KY 68.02%
o 1st Ranked . -~
3) Rank 1st Ranked Value Difference Shift in Value =~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
= | Unemployment Value
g 2 Williamson 5.05% 4.55% 0.50% 1Bad |Good 6.20% Hamilton, OH 5.34%
Q ages 16 and older For every 100 persons ages 16 years and older, help 1 persons successfully find employment. Duval, FL 6.70%
) work Source Bureau of Labor Statistics Year(s) 2014 Jefferson, KY 6.09%
= 10th Ranked
i3] . . Rank 10th Ranked  Value Difference Shift in Value =~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
& | Children in Poverty Value
2 71 Dickson 31.50% 21.10% 10.40% 1Bad |Good 22.00% Hamilton, OH 24.40%
F, 100 child; der 18 i ty, help 34 children to find assist: to get f
Pereentane of childsen or every children (under 18 years) in poverty, help 34 children to find assistance to get out o Duval, FL 26.70%
T T——— poverty.
under age 18 in poverty
Source Small Area Income and Poverty Estimates Year(s) 2014 Jefferson, KY 23.90%
. Rank 10th Ranked  Value 10¢h Ranked Difference Shift in Value =~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
Income Inequality Value
52 Houston 4.66 4.11 0.55 1Bad | Good 4.70 Hamilton, OH 5.81
Ratio of household income To reach a household income ratio at or below that of the 10th ranking county reduce the gap
at the 80th percentile to . . Duval, FLL 4.72
. between the 80th percentile and 20th percentile by 1 household(s).
income at the 20th
PRI Source American Community Survey Year(s) 2010-2014 Jefferson, KY 5.01



http://www.countyhealthrankings.org/app/tennessee/2016/measure/factors/62/description
http://www.countyhealthrankings.org/app/tennessee/2016/measure/factors/62/description
http://www.countyhealthrankings.org/app/tennessee/2016/measure/factors/7/description
http://www.countyhealthrankings.org/app/tennessee/2016/measure/factors/7/description
http://www.countyhealthrankings.org/app/tennessee/2016/measure/factors/7/description
http://www.countyhealthrankings.org/app/tennessee/2016/measure/factors/7/description
http://www.countyhealthrankings.org/app/tennessee/2016/measure/factors/50/description
http://www.countyhealthrankings.org/app/tennessee/2016/measure/factors/50/description
http://www.countyhealthrankings.org/app/tennessee/2016/measure/factors/50/description
http://www.countyhealthrankings.org/app/tennessee/2016/measure/factors/50/description
http://www.countyhealthrankings.org/app/tennessee/2016/measure/factors/23/description
http://www.countyhealthrankings.org/app/tennessee/2016/measure/factors/23/description
http://www.countyhealthrankings.org/app/tennessee/2016/measure/factors/23/description
http://www.countyhealthrankings.org/app/tennessee/2016/measure/factors/23/description
http://www.countyhealthrankings.org/app/tennessee/2016/measure/factors/24/description
http://www.countyhealthrankings.org/app/tennessee/2016/measure/factors/24/description
http://www.countyhealthrankings.org/app/tennessee/2016/measure/factors/44/description
http://www.countyhealthrankings.org/app/tennessee/2016/measure/factors/44/description
http://www.countyhealthrankings.org/app/tennessee/2016/measure/factors/44/description
http://www.countyhealthrankings.org/app/tennessee/2016/measure/factors/44/description
http://www.countyhealthrankings.org/app/tennessee/2016/measure/factors/5/description
http://www.countyhealthrankings.org/app/tennessee/2016/measure/factors/5/description
http://www.countyhealthrankings.org/app/tennessee/2016/measure/factors/5/description
http://www.countyhealthrankings.org/app/tennessee/2016/measure/factors/5/description
http://www.countyhealthrankings.org/app/tennessee/2016/measure/factors/21/description
http://www.countyhealthrankings.org/app/tennessee/2016/measure/factors/21/description
http://www.countyhealthrankings.org/app/tennessee/2016/measure/factors/21/description
http://www.countyhealthrankings.org/app/tennessee/2016/measure/factors/69/description
http://www.countyhealthrankings.org/app/tennessee/2016/measure/factors/69/description
http://www.countyhealthrankings.org/app/tennessee/2016/measure/factors/69/description

Health Factors

10th Ranked

minutes

Children in Single- Rank 10th Ranked  Value Value Difference Shift in Value ~ US Average | Peer County Peer Value
Parent Households "
89 Lawrence 43.56% 23.36% 20.19% 1Bad |Good 34.00% Hamilton, OH 43.19%
Percentage of children that| FOr every 100 single parent households in the county, investigate ways to encourage 47 households to Duval. FL 42.48%
live in a household headed be a multi-parent household. ? ’
by single parent
Source American Community Survey Year(s) 2010-2014 Jefferson, KY 42.49%
) - Rank 10thRanked Value CiRamked 4 rence ShiftinValue USAvetage | Peer County Peer Value
Social Associations Value
26 Johnson 13.68 16.13 2.45 1Good |Bad 9.00 Hamilton, OH 10.95
@ Number of membership. For every 100 people in the county, increase the number of membership associations by 1. Duval, FL. 9.12
o associations per 10,000
‘5 population
< Source County Business Patterns Year(s) 2013 Jefferson, KY 10.03
591
Q . . Rank 10th Ranked  Value 10th Ranked Difference Shift in Value  US Average Peer County Peer Value
é Violent Crime Value
) 94 Carter 1153.22 206.33 946.89 1Bad |Good 392.00 Hamilton, OH 500.87
[=)
=] f reporte
Q |  Dumberof reported. For every 100 persons in the county, ptevent 83 people from committing a violent crime. Duval, FL 645.58
m violent crime offenses per
100,000 population
3 Source Uniform Crime Reporting - FBI Year(s) 2010-2012 Jefferson, KY 579.11
= 10th Ranked
3] . Rank 10th Ranked  Value 4 Difference Shift in Value US Average Peer County Peer Value
o Injury Deaths Value
£ 20 Washington 75.33 70.04 5.29 1Bad |Good 60.00 Hamilton, OH 63.19
Number of deaths due to For every 1,000 population consider ways to prevent 71 deaths as a result of intentional and Duval. FL 74.79
injury per 100,000 unintentional injury. - "
population
Source CDC WONDER mortality data Year(s) 2009-2013 Jefferson, KY 71.67
. R 10th Ranked . 8
Air Pollution - Rank 10th Ranked  Value Val Difference Shift in Value =~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
Particulate Matter = ue -
84 Greene 14.46 13.14 1.32 1Bad |Good 11.40 Hamilton, OH 13.27
Average daily density of Red h dail f fi icul by 1.32 mi bi
ﬁ‘é»—)—.—ne e educe the average daily measure of fine pa(r:;[uzast)e matter by 1.32 micrograms per cubic meter Duval, L 12.02
micrograms per cubic e
Dl iDL Source CDC WONDER Environmental data Year(s) 2011 Jefferson, KY 13.52
Drinking Water Rank  IstRanked  Value ISt‘I;aI“ked Difference  Shiftin Value  US Average | Peer County Peer Value
Violations aue -
No Rank NA No No NA NA NA Hamilton, OH No
Percentage of % CO : i T
;::er:tzﬂ;];)is(i;id‘t:: " There were no health-based drinking water violations. Duval, FL. Yes
water exceeding a violation
Ll sl i et o Source Safe Drinking Water Information System Year(s) FY2013-14 Jefferson, KY No
. 10th Ranked . 9.
Severe Housing Rank 10th Ranked  Value Value Difference Shift in Value ~ US Average | Peer County Peer Value
Problems
- 92 Unicoi 18.82% 11.70% 7.11% 1Bad |Good 19.00% Hamilton, OH 17.83%
[=
U | Percentage of households
g \x::b]][elr;:toi::Cij:::;:;:«' For every 100 persons in the county experiencingihtm;sing problems, help 38 person(s) to find housing Duval, FL 19.75%
5 high housing costs, or lack assistance.
E of kitchen or plumbing
facilities
84} achities Source  Comprehensive Housing Affordability Strategy (CHAS) data  Year(s) 2008-2012 Jefferson, KY 15.79%
o
<
.9 | Driving Alone to Rank 5th Ranked  Value Sthvlz?:::ed Difference Shift in Value =~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
2 Work
_Ef‘ 7 Johnson 79.69% 79.19% 0.50% 1Bad | Good 76.00% Hamilton, OH 79.65%
A Percentage of the For every 100 persons that currently drive alone to work, convince 1 to carpool or take mass- Duval. FL 80.41%
workforce that drives transportation. i :
alone to work Source American Community Survey Year(s) 2010-2014 Jefferson, KY 82.24%
Long Commute - Rank 10th Ranked  Value 10t};71:1a1(13ked Difference Shift in Value =~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
Driving Alone v
32 Hamilton 30.30% 25.20% 5.10% 1Bad | Good 31.00% Hamilton, OH 28.00%
Among workers who [ For every 100 persons that currently drive more than 30 minutes alone to work, convince 17 to carpool
commute in their car : Duval, FL 29.70%
COMMUIE IR MEr At or take mass-transportation.
alone, the percentage that
commute more than 30 Source American Community Survey Year(s) 2010-2014 Jefferson, KY 23.90%



http://www.countyhealthrankings.org/app/tennessee/2016/measure/factors/137/description
http://www.countyhealthrankings.org/app/tennessee/2016/measure/factors/137/description
http://www.countyhealthrankings.org/app/tennessee/2016/measure/factors/137/description
http://www.countyhealthrankings.org/app/tennessee/2016/measure/factors/137/description
http://www.countyhealthrankings.org/app/tennessee/2016/measure/factors/137/description
http://www.countyhealthrankings.org/app/tennessee/2016/measure/factors/124/description
http://www.countyhealthrankings.org/app/tennessee/2016/measure/factors/124/description
http://www.countyhealthrankings.org/app/tennessee/2016/measure/factors/124/description
http://www.countyhealthrankings.org/app/tennessee/2016/measure/factors/124/description
http://www.countyhealthrankings.org/app/tennessee/2016/measure/factors/136/description
http://www.countyhealthrankings.org/app/tennessee/2016/measure/factors/136/description
http://www.countyhealthrankings.org/app/tennessee/2016/measure/factors/136/description
http://www.countyhealthrankings.org/app/tennessee/2016/measure/factors/136/description
http://www.countyhealthrankings.org/app/tennessee/2016/measure/factors/136/description
http://www.countyhealthrankings.org/app/tennessee/2016/measure/factors/136/description
http://www.countyhealthrankings.org/app/tennessee/2016/measure/factors/67/description
http://www.countyhealthrankings.org/app/tennessee/2016/measure/factors/67/description
http://www.countyhealthrankings.org/app/tennessee/2016/measure/factors/67/description
http://www.countyhealthrankings.org/app/tennessee/2016/measure/factors/135/description
http://www.countyhealthrankings.org/app/tennessee/2016/measure/factors/135/description
http://www.countyhealthrankings.org/app/tennessee/2016/measure/factors/135/description
http://www.countyhealthrankings.org/app/tennessee/2016/measure/factors/125/description
http://www.countyhealthrankings.org/app/tennessee/2016/measure/factors/125/description
http://www.countyhealthrankings.org/app/tennessee/2016/measure/factors/125/description
http://www.countyhealthrankings.org/app/tennessee/2016/measure/factors/125/description
http://www.countyhealthrankings.org/app/tennessee/2016/measure/factors/140/description
http://www.countyhealthrankings.org/app/tennessee/2016/measure/factors/140/description
http://www.countyhealthrankings.org/app/tennessee/2016/measure/factors/140/description
http://www.countyhealthrankings.org/app/tennessee/2016/measure/factors/82/description
http://www.countyhealthrankings.org/app/tennessee/2016/measure/factors/82/description
http://www.countyhealthrankings.org/app/tennessee/2016/measure/factors/82/description
http://www.countyhealthrankings.org/app/tennessee/2016/measure/factors/43/description
http://www.countyhealthrankings.org/app/tennessee/2016/measure/factors/43/description
http://www.countyhealthrankings.org/app/tennessee/2016/measure/factors/43/description

TN Department of

2016

DRIVE YOUR COUNTY TO THE
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.Health T 0 P T E N Summary
E Population: 11,666] <18 YOA: 19.96%| 65+ YOA: 22.74% % Rural: ~ 100.00%
g,: Unemployment: 9.63%)| % Females: 50.90%| % Males: 49.10% Graduation Rate: 97.50%
g‘ Single parent households: 34.36% MHI:  $37,417
. Top Third
Ad u It SmOkl ng Measure Value
High School Graduation 97.50%
Wilson | Low Birthweight 7.03%
Mid-Cumberland Region 0 Excessive Drinking 10.60%
Piscataquis, ME | Dentists 1944:1
West Region . ' Mental Health Providers 972:1
Decatur 1 Violent Crime 271.16
0% 5% 10%  15%  20%  25%  30% Primary Care Physicians 1944:1
m === TN Average —— - US Average Sexually Transmitted Infections 239.87
HP 2020 Top US Performers
Middle Third
Ad u I t O beS i ty Measure Value
Food Environment Index 7.20
Wilson Severe Housing Problems 13.31%
Mid-Cumberland Region Adult Smoking 22.90%
Piscataquis, ME Long Commute - Driving Alone 35.10%
West Region Access to Exercise Opportunities 53.91%
Decatur Children in Poverty 27.70%
10% 15% 20% 25% 30% 35% 40% Teen Births 48.20
m — == TN Average —— - US Average Mammography Screening 59.00%
Premature Death 9931.90
HP 2020 Top US Performers . L
Social Associations 10.29
Physical Inactivity Measure Value
Income Inequality 5.83
Wilson n Injury Deaths 128.08
Mid-Cumberland Region Adult Obesity 37.80%
Piscataquis, ME Unemployment 9.63%
West Region Preventable Hosptial Stays 117.78
Decatur | Diabetic Monitoring 83.23%
10%  15%  20% 25%  30%  35% 40%  45% Physical Inactivity 39.20%
«m- — e e TN Average — . US Average Driving Alone to Work 87.25%
Air Pollution - Particulate Matter 14.25
HP 2020 Top US Performers Alcohol-Impaired Driving Deaths 36.36%

Tennessee'sBig3+1

Why were these charts selected? The "Big 3 + 1" directly influences at least
six of the top ten leading causes of death in Tennessee, and also directly

influence other public health threats, such as heart disease, cancer, and
diabetes. Overall, the Big Three plus One influences two-thirds of the
factors that contribute to Tennessee’s overall rank.

Substance
Abuse

Physical

Tobacco Use L
Inactivity

Obesity

Comparative Counties:

Each graph provides the Tennessee county with its respective region and three non-Tennessee comparative counties from around the
US based on county-level demographics. The vertical lines represent: the TN Average, the US Average, Top US Performers (top 10%)
and the Healthy People 2020 (HP) Goal. For all measures a decrease (shift left) in percentage represents improvement.

YOA: Years of Age. MHI: Median Household Income. HP 2020: Healthy People 2020 Goal. Adult Smoking: Percentage of adults who are current smokers. Source: Behavioral Risk
Factor Surveillance System; 2006-2012. Adult Obesity: Percentage of adults that report a BMI of 30 or more. Source: CDC Diabetes Interactive Atlas; 2011. Physical Inactivity:
Percentage of adults aged 20 and over reporting no leisure-time physical activity. Source: CDC Diabetes Interactive Atlas; 2011. Prepared by the Division of Administrative Services,
Tennessee Department of Health. Nashville, TN. admin.health@tn.gov or 615-741-5001.
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 Health o et i
12}
b=} Rank 10th Ranked  Value b Beraliasdl Difference Shift in Value US Average Peer County Peer Value
3 | Premature Death Value
‘s 53 Knox 9931.90 7735.80 2196.10 1Bad |Good 6,600.00 Cheboygan, MI ~ 6664.50
<. . .
By | Yeamsofpowntallifelost | For every 100 people in the county, 1 people in the county need to live one year closer to age 75. Rabun, GA 7425.60
=t before age 75 per 100,000
Q [ population (age-adjusted
— Source National Center for Health Statistics - Mortality files Year(s) 2011-2013 Piscataquis, ME  7182.30
Poor or Fair Rank 10th Ranked  Value IOt};::lillked Difference Shift in Value ~ US Average | Peer County Peer Value
H *
caldhy 64 Rutherford 23.10% 19.60% 3.50% Bad |Good 18.00% Cheboygan, MI 14.30%
Bad | ygan,
Percentage of adults Improve the health of 4 out of every 100 people in the county who, in general, report being in poor or
reporting fair or poor prov v very P Pfail’ health. unty who, fn g > ep gmp Rabun, GA 17.10%
w health (age-adjusted .
g Source Behavioral Risk Factor Surveillance System Year(s) 2014 Piscataquis, ME  15.70%
e} Poor Physical Rank 5th Ranked  Value 5th Ranked Difference Shift in Value =~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
Value
Q Health Days* —
5 nox . x .6 ad | Good 3. “heboygan, M 3.
*5 54 K 4.90 4.30 0.60 1Bad |Good 3.8 Cheboygan, MI 3.70
O Average number of . .
& | physically unhealthy days Engage people in the county on ways to reduce number of poor physical health days reported by Rabun. GA 400
L= ;j reported in past 30 days residents by 1 days per month. ’ :
‘*_‘-’ [ age-adjusted
4] g‘ Source Behavioral Risk Factor Surveillance System Year(s) 2014 Piscataquis, ME 4.00
o
' | = |Poor Mental Health|  Rank  IstRanked  Value 13‘&‘;25“1 Difference  Shiftin Value  US Average | Peer County Peer Value
Days*
8 as 60 Williamson 4.8 3.80 1.00 1Bad |Good 2.8 Cheboygan, M 3.90
Average number of E le in th d b f hvsical health d db
m#m” s ngage people in the county on wayi1 to trebuclednum er o p(;;)lr physical health days reported by Rabun, GA 400
reported in past 30 days restdents by ays per month.
bl Source Behavioral Risk Factor Surveillance System Year(s) 2014 Piscataquis, ME 4.10
. . Rank 5th Ranked  Value 5th Ranked Difference Shift in Value ~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
Low Birthweight Value
7 Putnam 7.03% 6.97% 0.06% 1Bad |Good 8.00% Cheboygan, MI 5.20%
Rercentapeof live births Reduce the number of low birth weight babies by 1 for every 100 live births. Rabun, GA 8.51%
with low birthweight (<
2500 grams)
Source National Center for Health Statistics - Natality files Year(s) 2007-2013 Piscataquis, ME 5.97%
Rank 10th Ranked  Value 10¢h Ranked Difference Shift in Value  US Average Peer Coun Peer Value
Adult Smoking* Value g ty
37 Humphreys  22.90% 21.10% 1.80% 1Bad |Good 17.00% Cheboygan, MI 18.00%
Percentage of adults who Get 8 out of every 100 current adult smokers in the county to quit smoking. Rabun, GA 16.20%
are current Smokers
7)) Source Behavioral Risk Factor Surveillance System Year(s) 2014 Piscataquis, ME 19.20%
S| & 10th Ranked . o
21.8 . Rank 10th Ranked  Value Difference Shift in Value ~ US Average | Peer County Peer Value
134 S Adult Obesity Value
< 2 90 Hamilton 37.80% 29.90% 7.90% 1Bad |Good 27.00% Cheboygan, MI 32.10%
| )
e AR | Bercentage of aduls that Get 21 out of every 100 current obese adults in the county to reduce their BMI below 30. Rabun, GA 32.10%
= | S| reportaBMIof300r
Ts ‘—‘“ more
ol Source CDC Diabetes Interactive Atlas Year(s) 2012 Piscataquis, ME 31.40%
m T Food Environment Rank 5th Ranked  Value SthVI:;t::ed Difference Shift in Value =~ US Average | Peer County Peer Value
Inde
* 35 Cannon 7.20 7.9 0.7 1Good |Bad 7.20 Cheboygan, MI 7.00
Index of factors that
contribute to a healthy Increase the county's food index score by 0.7. Rabun, GA 7.60
food environment, 0
worst) to 10 (best -
Source USDA Food Environment Atlas, Map the Meal Gap Year(s) 2013 Piscataquis, ME 7.10

Prepared by the Division of Administrative Services, Tennessee Department of Health. Nashville, TN. May 2016. admin.health@tn.gov or 615-741-9398. The full report can be accessed at:
http://tn.gov/health/topic/specialreports. All data is from the University of Wisconsin Population Health Institute and Robert Wood Johnson Foundation's, 2015 County Health Rankings and Roadmaps
report. Difference statements represent the absolute value using the following formula: ["Value" - "10th Ranked Value"]. *The action statements are based on the assumption that no new additional cases
occur. *¥Data should not be compared with prior years due to changes in definition/methods. All rankings and action statements presented in this report must be interpreted with caution due to
various limitations of each measurement. Further information with regards to the strengths and limitations of each measurement may be found by clicking the hyperlink found in the

description of each measurement.
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Health Factors

10th Ranked

. .. Rank 10th Ranked  Value Difference Shift in Value =~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
Physical Inactivity Value
82 Shelby 39.20% 30.20% 9.00% 1Bad |Good 23.00% Cheboygan, MI 26.90%
Percentage of adults aged
20 and over reporting no Get 23 out of every 100 currently physically inactive adults to exercise during leisure time. Rabun, GA 23.90%
leisure-time physical
activity Source CDC Diabetes Interactive Atlas Year(s) 2012 Piscataquis, ME  26.20%
. 10th Ranked . o
Access to Exercise Rank 10th Ranked  Value Value Difference Shift in Value =~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
Opportunities
43 Loudon 53.91% 78.48% 24.57% 1Good |Bad 84.00% Cheboygan, MI 77.57%
mﬁ% Consider how to remove barriers to act(l:)eesi;zztcfze l:))cz;‘i‘(t)ir;snto reach an additional 24.57 percent of Rabun, GA 100.00%
locations for physical ty's pop :
activity Source Business Analyst, Delorme, ESRI, & US Census Tigetline Files Year(s) 2010 & 2014  [Piscataquis, ME 47.05%
. s Rank 1st Ranked Value Ist Ranked Difference Shift in Value =~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
Excessive Drinking Value
® 10 Haywood 10.60% 8.90% 1.70% 1Bad |Good 17.00% Cheboygan, MI 18.40%
=
2 Percentage of adults Get 17 out of every 100 adults in the county that currently drink to excess (binge and heavy drinkers) Rabun. GA 13.90%
g reporting binge or heavy to stop drinking more than one (women) or two (men) drinks per day on average. ? .
< drinking
Cg Source Behavioral Risk Factor Surveillance System Year(s) 2014 Piscataquis, ME 16.00%
€ | Alcohol-Impaired | Rank  10th Ranked  Value 10“;,1:1‘:2“"1 Difference  Shiftin Value  US Average | Peer County Peer Value
'S | Driving Deaths : ; _
E 69 Sullivan 36.36% 19.17% 17.20% 1Bad |Good 31.00% Cheboygan, MI 55.00%
e Reduce the number of alcohol related driving deaths by 17.2 percent. Rabun, GA 31.25%
deaths with alcohol
involvement
Source Fatality Analysis Reporting System Year(s) 2010-2014  |Piscataquis, ME  22.22%
Sexua.ll Y Rank  10th Ranked  Value 10¢h Ranked Difference Shift in Value ~ US Average | Peer County Peer Value
Transmitted Value
Infections 31 Overton 239.87 153.22 86.65 1Bad |Good 446.60 Cheboygan, MI 154.83
Number of newly Consider ways to educate 4 out of every 10 persons self-reporting to be involved in any sexual contact Rabun. GA 128.86
diagnosed chlamydia cases to commit to using safe sex practices to prevent the infection of Chlamydia. > ’
per 100,000 population
Source National Center for HIV/AIDS, Viral Hepatitis, STD, & TB Prevention Year(s) 2013 Piscataquis, ME 150.38
. Rank 10th Ranked  Value 10¢h Ranked Difference Shift in Value ~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
Teen Births Value
47 Putnam 48.20 34.87 13.33 1Bad |Good 35.00 Cheboygan, MI 32.56
Teen birth rate per 1,000 | For every 100 teenage females (ages 15 to 19 years) in the county, consider ways to prevent 28 teen(s) Rabun. GA 42.50
female population, ages 154 from becoming pregnant. > :
19
Source National Center for Health Statistics - Natality files Year(s) 2007-2013 Piscataquis, ME 29.60
. Rank 10th Ranked  Value 10¢h Ranked Difference Shift in Value ~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
Uninsured Value
68 Cheatham 17.76% 14.54% 3.22% 1Bad |Good 17.00% Cheboygan, MI 17.47%
WL&({”"U%P&P“}:"& Get 19 out of every 100 currently uninsured adults ages 18-64 to obtain health insurance. Rabun, GA 29.69%
under age 09 without
health insurance
Source Small Area Health Insurance Estimates Year(s) 2013 Piscataquis, ME 16.32%
. 10th Ranked . cp s
0 Primary Care Rank 10th Ranked  Value Value Difference Shift in Value =~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
= . o
Physician
5 ysiclans 30 Coffee 1944:1 1368:1 576 Bad |Good 1320:1 Cheboygan, MI_ 1838:1
@) Y
Tcg To reach a population-to-provider ratio at or exceeding that of the 10th ranking county, 27 primary
‘2 | Ratioof population to care providers would need to be recruited to the county. More importantly, if the county's value is Rabun, GA 1804:1
8 primary care physicians greater than 3,500, this county would be considered a Health Professional Shortage Area.
Source Area Health Resource File/ Ametican Medical Association  Year(s) 2013 Piscataquis, ME 1007:1
1
. Rank 10th Ranked  Value Oth Ranked Difference Shift in Value =~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
Dentists Value
17 Dickson 1944:1 1744:1 200 1Bad | Good 1540:1 Cheboygan, MI 2140:1
To reach a population-to-provider ratio at or exceeding that of the 10th ranking county, 8 dental care
Ratio of population to | providers would need to be recruited to the county. More importantly, if the county's value is greater Rabun, GA 2707:1
dentists than 5,000, this county would be considered a Health Professional Shortage Area.
Source Area Health Resource File/National Provider Identification file Year(s) 2014 Piscataquis, ME 3405:1
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Health Factors

10th Ranked

Source American Community Survey Year(s)

Mental Health Rank 10th Ranked  Value Val Difference Shift in Value ~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
Providers e
19 Henry 972:1 644:1 328 1Bad |Good 490:1 Cheboygan, MI 2140:1
To reach a population-to-provider ratio at or exceeding that of the 10th ranking county, 64 mental
Ratio of population to | health providers would need to be rectuited to the county. More importantly, if the county's value is Rabun, GA 625:1
mental health providers greater than 30,000, this county would be considered a Health Professional Shortage Area.
Source CMS, National Provider Identification file Year(s) 2015 Piscataquis, ME 532:1
10th Ranked . oo,
Preventable Rank 10th Ranked  Value Value Difference Shift in Value ~ US Average | Peer County Peer Value
Hospital Stays = — —
86 Anderson 117.78 50.27 67.51 1Bad |Good 54.00 Cheboygan, MI 49.01
o %ﬁ’“f—;fi For every 100 Medicare enrollees, prevent 1 Med.ic’are enro}lfees from being hospitalized for Rabun, GA 61.82
& | omhuenhneae ambulatory-care sensitive conditions.
U sensitive c‘ondumns Cr
— | 1000 Medicare enrallees [Tg oy ce Dartmouth Atlas of Health Care Year(s) 2013 Piscataquis, ME__ 67.24
8 10th Ranked
= Diabetic Rank 10th Ranked  Value Vala e € Difference Shift in Value ~ US Average | Peer County Peer Value
= Monitoring " > =
@) 86 Giles 83.23% 89.20% 5.97% 1Good |Bad 63.00% Cheboygan, MI 88.36%
Percentage of diabetic For every 100 diabetic Medicare enrollees, get 6 additional Medicare enrollees to receive HbAlc
Medicare enrollees ages 65 very ’ fcreenin v Rabun, GA 73.37%
75 that receive HbAlc g
menitering Source Dartmouth Atlas of Health Care Year(s) 2013 Piscataquis, ME  89.37%
Mammography Rank 5th Ranked  Value Sthvi?rfed Difference Shift in Value ~ US Average | Peer County Peer Value
Screenin,
creening 52 Cumberlaind _ 59.00% _ 71.00% 12.00% 1Good |Bad 63.00% | Cheboygan, M 71.00%
Percentage of female For every 100 female Medicare enrollees, get 12 additional Medicare entollees to receive their
Medicare enrollees ages 67 every 2 are e ma:rilogia ha Scl‘eenian edica ces v Rabun, GA 57.00%
69 that receive graphy 8-
mammography screening [ g4y rce Dartmouth Atlas of Health Care Year(s) 2013 Piscataquis, ME  74.00%
High School Rank  1stRanked  Value IS“?“l“ked Difference  Shiftin Value  US Average | Peer County Peer Value
Graduation - auce
2 Tipton 97.50% 98.00% 0.50% 1Good |Bad 82.00% Cheboygan, MI 84.49%
Bercentape of nlurhrade. For every 100 ninth graders, assist 1 additional ninth graders to graduate within four years. Rabun, GA 82.50%
cohort that graduates in
four years
Source EDFacts Year(s) 2012-2013 Piscataquis, ME NA
10th Ranked . I
Rank 10th Ranked  Value Difference Shift in Value ~ US Average | Peer County Peer Value
Some College Value
63 Shelby 40.56% 62.28% 21.72% 1Good |Bad 64.00% Cheboygan, MI 52.71%
o | Percentage (,(nvdu]fs a0es For every 100 adults between 25-44 years of age, assist_ZZ additional adults to complete some Rabun, GA 44.58%
‘5 25-44 years with some coursework at the collegiate level.
+ | post-secondary education
g Source American Community Survey Year(s) 2010-2014 Piscataquis, ME 53.14%
o 10th Ranked . s
3) Rank 10th Ranked  Value Difference Shift in Value =~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
= | Unemployment Value
g 88 Robertson 9.63% 5.69% 3.94% 1Bad |Good 6.20% Cheboygan, MI 10.45%
g | ».. :
© | Dercentage of population
Q ages 16 and older For every 100 persons ages 16 years and older, help 4 persons successfully find employment. Rabun, GA 8.34%
) work Source Bureau of Labor Statistics Year(s) 2014 Piscataquis, ME 7.49%
= 10th Ranked
i3] . . Rank 10th Ranked  Value Difference Shift in Value =~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
& | Children in Poverty Value
2 44 Dickson 27.70% 21.10% 6.60% 1Bad |Good 22.00% Cheboygan, MI 28.30%
F, 100 child; der 18 i ty, help 24 children to find assist: to get f
Pereentane of childsen or every children (under 18 years) in poverty, help 24 children to find assistance to get out o Rabun, GA 33.10%
T T——— poverty.
under age 18 in poverty
Source Small Area Income and Poverty Estimates Year(s) 2014 Piscataquis, ME  29.80%
. Rank 10th Ranked  Value 10¢h Ranked Difference Shift in Value =~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
Income Inequality Value
95 Houston 5.83 4.11 1.72 1Bad | Good 4.70 Cheboygan, MI 3.94
Ratio of houschold income To reach a household income ratio at or below that of the 10th ranking county reduce the gap Rabun. GA 5.88
at the 80th percentile o between the 80th percentile and 20th percentile by 2 household(s). abun, ’
income at the 20th
percentile 2010-2014  |Piscataquis, ME 428
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Health Factors

10th Ranked

minutes

Children in Single- Rank  10th Ranked  Value Difference Shift in Value ~ US Average | Peer County Peer Value
Value
Parent Households
67 Lawrence 34.36% 23.36% 11.00% 1Bad |Good 34.00% Cheboygan, MI 31.94%
P(Tr,""m ve of children that| FOr every 100 single parent households in the .county, investigate ways to encourage 33 households to Rabun, GA 33.54%
live in a household headed be a multi-parent household.
by single parent
Source American Community Survey Year(s) 2010-2014  |Piscataquis, ME  39.01%
. . Rank 10th Ranked  Value 10th Ranked Difference Shift in Value =~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
Social Associations Value
53 Johnson 10.29 16.13 5.84 1Good |Bad 9.00 Cheboygan, MI 13.22
@ Number of memberships. For every 100 people in the county, increase the number of membership associations by 1. Rabun, GA 20.33
o associations per 10,000
‘5 population
< Source County Business Patterns Year(s) 2013 Piscataquis, ME 13.43
591
Q X . Rank 10th Ranked  Value 10th Ranked Difference Shift in Value =~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
é Violent Crime Value
) 23 Carter 271.16 206.33 64.82 1Bad |Good 392.00 Cheboygan, MI 134.24
[=)
=] f reporte
Q |  Dumberof reported. For every 100 persons in the county, prevent 24 people from committing a violent crime. Rabun, GA 114.49
m violent crime offenses per
100,000 population
< Source Uniform Crime Reporting - FBI Year(s) 2010-2012  |Piscataquis, ME  171.43
= 10th Ranked
3] . Rank 10th Ranked  Value Difference Shift in Value US Average Peer County Peer Value
1) Injury Deaths Value
£ 92 Washington 128.08 70.04 58.04 1Bad |Good 60.00 Cheboygan, MI 64.63
Number of deaths due to For every 1,000 population consider ways to prevent 454 deaths as a result of intentional and Rabun. GA 100.77
injury per 100,000 unintentional injury. ? ’
population
Source CDC WONDER mortality data Year(s) 2009-2013 Piscataquis, ME 69.12
. . 10th Ranked . o
Air Pollution - Rank 10th Ranked  Value Val Difference Shift in Value =~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
Particulate Matter = e =
79 Greene 14.25 13.14 1.11 1Bad |Good 11.40 Cheboygan, MI 10.98
mﬁﬁ Reduce the average daily measure of fine pa(r;;:[zlit)e matter by 1.11 micrograms per cubic meter Rabun, GA 13.29
micrograms per cubic e
Dl iDL Source CDC WONDER Environmental data Year(s) 2011 Piscataquis, ME.  10.3
Drinking Water Rank 1st Ranked Value ISt‘lf z;nked Difference Shift in Value =~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
Violations aue -
No Rank NA No No NA NA NA Cheboygan, MI No
Percentage of 12 Y. . .
Lr;:er:tzﬂ;l;);)(i)?;d‘t::n There were no health-based drinking water violations. Rabun, GA No
water exceeding a violation
Ll sl i et o Source Safe Drinking Water Information System Year(s) FY2013-14  |Piscataquis, ME No
Severe Housing Rank 10th Ranked  Value IOt};]Z?:Zked Difference Shift in Value ~ US Average | Peer County Peer Value
Problems
- 35 Unicoi 13.31% 11.70% 1.61% 1Bad |Good 19.00% Cheboygan, MI 15.23%
[=
O | Percentage of households
g \x::b]][elr;:toi::;01:::;:;:«' For every 100 persons in the county experiencingi iozsing problems, help 13 person(s) to find housing Rabun, GA 19.61%
5 high housing costs, or lack assistance.
E of kitchen or plumbing
facilities
84} achities Source  Comprehensive Housing Affordability Strategy (CHAS) data  Year(s) 2008-2012 Piscataquis, ME 14.62%
o
<
.9 | Driving Alone to Rank 10th Ranked  Value IOtI;]Zir;ked Difference Shift in Value =~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
2 Work
_éf‘ 80 Grundy 87.25% 80.27% 6.98% 1Bad | Good 76.00% Cheboygan, MI 79.96%
R Percentace of the For every 100 persons that cutrently drive alone to work, convince 9 to carpool or take mass- Rabun. GA 77 85%
workforce that drives transportation. > o
alone to work Source American Community Survey Year(s) 2010-2014 Piscataquis, ME 80.96%
Long Commute - Rank 10th Ranked  Value 10&;71:12‘2{6(1 Difference Shift in Value =~ US Average | Peer County Peer Value
Driving Alone v
42 Hamilton 35.10% 25.20% 9.90% 1Bad | Good 31.00% Cheboygan, MI 32.90%
ﬁ% For every 100 persons that cutrently drive more than 30 minut'es alone to work, convince 29 to carpool Rabun, GA 21.10%
S —— or take mass-transportation.
alone, the percentage that
commute more than 30 Source American Community Survey Year(s) 2010-2014 Piscataquis, ME  30.80%



http://www.countyhealthrankings.org/app/tennessee/2016/measure/factors/137/description
http://www.countyhealthrankings.org/app/tennessee/2016/measure/factors/137/description
http://www.countyhealthrankings.org/app/tennessee/2016/measure/factors/137/description
http://www.countyhealthrankings.org/app/tennessee/2016/measure/factors/137/description
http://www.countyhealthrankings.org/app/tennessee/2016/measure/factors/137/description
http://www.countyhealthrankings.org/app/tennessee/2016/measure/factors/124/description
http://www.countyhealthrankings.org/app/tennessee/2016/measure/factors/124/description
http://www.countyhealthrankings.org/app/tennessee/2016/measure/factors/124/description
http://www.countyhealthrankings.org/app/tennessee/2016/measure/factors/124/description
http://www.countyhealthrankings.org/app/tennessee/2016/measure/factors/136/description
http://www.countyhealthrankings.org/app/tennessee/2016/measure/factors/136/description
http://www.countyhealthrankings.org/app/tennessee/2016/measure/factors/136/description
http://www.countyhealthrankings.org/app/tennessee/2016/measure/factors/136/description
http://www.countyhealthrankings.org/app/tennessee/2016/measure/factors/136/description
http://www.countyhealthrankings.org/app/tennessee/2016/measure/factors/136/description
http://www.countyhealthrankings.org/app/tennessee/2016/measure/factors/67/description
http://www.countyhealthrankings.org/app/tennessee/2016/measure/factors/67/description
http://www.countyhealthrankings.org/app/tennessee/2016/measure/factors/67/description
http://www.countyhealthrankings.org/app/tennessee/2016/measure/factors/135/description
http://www.countyhealthrankings.org/app/tennessee/2016/measure/factors/135/description
http://www.countyhealthrankings.org/app/tennessee/2016/measure/factors/135/description
http://www.countyhealthrankings.org/app/tennessee/2016/measure/factors/125/description
http://www.countyhealthrankings.org/app/tennessee/2016/measure/factors/125/description
http://www.countyhealthrankings.org/app/tennessee/2016/measure/factors/125/description
http://www.countyhealthrankings.org/app/tennessee/2016/measure/factors/125/description
http://www.countyhealthrankings.org/app/tennessee/2016/measure/factors/140/description
http://www.countyhealthrankings.org/app/tennessee/2016/measure/factors/140/description
http://www.countyhealthrankings.org/app/tennessee/2016/measure/factors/140/description
http://www.countyhealthrankings.org/app/tennessee/2016/measure/factors/82/description
http://www.countyhealthrankings.org/app/tennessee/2016/measure/factors/82/description
http://www.countyhealthrankings.org/app/tennessee/2016/measure/factors/82/description
http://www.countyhealthrankings.org/app/tennessee/2016/measure/factors/43/description
http://www.countyhealthrankings.org/app/tennessee/2016/measure/factors/43/description
http://www.countyhealthrankings.org/app/tennessee/2016/measure/factors/43/description

TN [ ——— DRIVE YOUR COUNTY TO THE DEKALB COUNTY
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E Population: 19,268 <18 YOA: 22.56%| 65+ YOA: 17.47% % Rural: 78.40%
g,: Unemployment: 7.97%]| % Females: 50.40%| % Males: 49.60% Graduation Rate: 97.50%
g‘ Single parent households: 23.22% MHI:  $38,595
. Top Third
Ad u It SmOkl ng Measure Value
Severe Housing Problems 8.87%
Wilson | High School Graduation 97.50%
Mid-Cumberland Region ] Food Environment Index 7.70
Lawrence, OH : Children in Single-Parent Households 23.22%
Upper Cumberland Region ' Diabetic Monitoring 88.56%
Dekalb 1 Income Inequality 4.34
0% 5% 10%  15%  20%  25%  30% Poor Mental Health Days 4.60
m === TN Average ==« US Average
HP 2020 Top US Performers
Middle Third
Ad u I t O bes i ty Measure Value
Primary Care Physicians 2129:1
Wilson _ . Driving Alone to Work 84.04%
Mid-Cumberland Region Poor or Fair Health 22.10%
Lawrence, OH Poor Physical Health Days 4.80
Upper Cumberland Region Violent Crime 326.71
DeKalb Adult Obesity 32.50%
10% 15% 20% 25% 30% 35% 40% 45% Sexually Transmitted Infections 280.41
«Eﬁ- - o= TN Average L US Average Adult Smoking 23.40%
Unemployment 7.97%
HP 2020 Top US Performers .
Long Commute - Driving Alone 38.70%
Physical Inactivity Measure Value
Physical Inactivity 40.40%
Wilson ' Uninsured 19.78%
Mid-Cumberland Region Injury Deaths 120.81
Lawrence, OH Access to Exercise Opportunities 20.66%
Upper Cumberland Region Premature Death 11358.60
DeKalb Alcohol-Impaited Driving Deaths 42.11%
10% 15% 20% 25% 30% 35% 40%  45% Teen Births 59.69
m — == IN Average — - US Average Preventable Hosptial Stays 97.20
Mental Health Providers 6423:1
HP 2020 Top US Performers Mammography Screening 54.00%

Tennessee'sBig3+1

Why were these charts selected? The "Big 3 + 1" directly influences at least
six of the top ten leading causes of death in Tennessee, and also directly

Physical Substance influence other public health threats, such as heart disease, cancer, and
Inactivity Abuse diabetes. Overall, the Big Three plus One influences two-thirds of the
factors that contribute to Tennessee’s overall rank.

Tobacco Use Obesity

Comparative Counties:

Each graph provides the Tennessee county with its respective region and three non-Tennessee comparative counties from around the
US based on county-level demographics. The vertical lines represent: the TN Average, the US Average, Top US Performers (top 10%)
and the Healthy People 2020 (HP) Goal. For all measures a decrease (shift left) in percentage represents improvement.

YOA: Years of Age. MHI: Median Household Income. HP 2020: Healthy People 2020 Goal. Adult Smoking: Percentage of adults who are current smokers. Source: Behavioral Risk
Factor Surveillance System; 2006-2012. Adult Obesity: Percentage of adults that report a BMI of 30 or more. Source: CDC Diabetes Interactive Atlas; 2011. Physical Inactivity:
Percentage of adults aged 20 and over reporting no leisure-time physical activity. Source: CDC Diabetes Interactive Atlas; 2011. Prepared by the Division of Administrative Services,
Tennessee Department of Health. Nashville, TN. admin.health@tn.gov or 615-741-5001.

WWW.TN.GOV/HEALTH/TOPIC/SPECIALREPORTS
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.Health
12}
b=} Rank 10th Ranked  Value b Beraliasdl Difference Shift in Value US Average Peer County Peer Value
3 | Premature Death Value
‘s 81 Knox 11358.60 7735.80 3622.80 1Bad |Good 6,600.00 Guernsey, OH  8679.90
<. . .
By | Yeamsofpowntallifelost | For every 100 people in the county, 1 people in the county need to live one year closer to age 75. Randolph, IN  8328.50
=t before age 75 per 100,000
Q [ population (age-adjusted
— Source National Center for Health Statistics - Mortality files Year(s) 2011-2013 Lawrence, OH  9427.20
Poor or Fair Rank 10th Ranked  Value IOt};::lillked Difference Shift in Value ~ US Average | Peer County Peer Value
Health*
e 40 Rutherford  22.10% 19.60% 2.50% 1Bad |Good 18.00% | Guernsey, OH _ 18.00%
Percentage of adults Improve the health of 3 out of every 100 people in the county who, in general, report being in poor or
reporting fair or poor prov v very P Pfail’ health. unty who, in g > ep gmp Randolph, IN 17.60%
w health (age-adjusted .
g Source Behavioral Risk Factor Surveillance System Year(s) 2014 Lawrence, OH 18.30%
e} Poor Physical Rank 5th Ranked  Value 5th Ranked Difference Shift in Value =~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
Value
Q Health Days* = ~
*5 40 Knox 4.80 4.30 0.50 1Bad |Good 3.8 Guernsey, OH 4.10
O Average number of . .
@ | physically unhealthy days Engage people in the county on ways to reduce number of poor physical health days reported by .
S | phwsicaly unheality days. . Randolph, IN 4.00
L | 3 | reported in past 30 days residents by 1 days per month.
‘*_‘-’ [ age-adjusted
4] g‘ Source Behavioral Risk Factor Surveillance System Year(s) 2014 Lawrence, OH 4.30
o
' | = |Poor Mental Health|  Rank  IstRanked  Value 13‘&‘;25“1 Difference  Shiftin Value  US Average | Peer County Peer Value
Days*
= ays 26 Williamson 4.6 3.80 0.80 Bad | Good 2.8 Guernsey, OH 430
< )
Average number of E le in th d b f hvsical health d db
m#m] s ngage people in the county on ways to reduce number of poor physical health days reported by Randolph, IN 410
[DENA"Y UMCA (1Y CAYS. residents by 1 days per month.
reported in past 30 days
bl Source Behavioral Risk Factor Surveillance System Year(s) 2014 Lawrence, OH 4.50
. . Rank 10th Ranked  Value 10¢h Ranked Difference Shift in Value ~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
Low Birthweight Value
68 Pickett 9.31% 7.24% 2.07% 1Bad |Good 8.00% Guernsey, OH 8.11%
Rercentapeof live births Reduce the number of low birth weight babies by 3 for every 100 live births. Randolph, IN 9.25%
with low birthweight (<
2500 grams)
Source National Center for Health Statistics - Natality files Year(s) 2007-2013 Lawrence, OH 10.07%
Rank 10th Ranked  Value 10¢h Ranked Difference Shift in Value  US Average Peer Coun Peer Value
Adult Smoking* Value g ty
50 Humphreys  23.40% 21.10% 2.30% 1Bad |Good 17.00% Guernsey, OH 21.00%
Percentage of adults who Get 10 out of every 100 current adult smokers in the county to quit smoking. Randolph, IN 20.20%
are current Smokers
7)) Source Behavioral Risk Factor Surveillance System Year(s) 2014 Lawrence, OH 20.90%
| »
=
8 =] . Rank 10th Ranked  Value 10¢h Ranked Difference Shift in Value ~ US Average | Peer County Peer Value
134 S Adult Obesity Value
< 2 44 Hamilton 32.50% 29.90% 2.60% 1Bad |Good 27.00% Guernsey, OH 36.40%
| )
e AR | Bercentage of aduls that Get 8 out of every 100 current obese adults in the county to reduce their BMI below 30. Randolph, IN 33.80%
= | S| reportaBMIof300r
Ts ‘—‘“ more
ol Source CDC Diabetes Interactive Atlas Year(s) 2012 Lawrence, OH 38.90%
m T Food Environment Rank 5th Ranked  Value SthVI:;t::ed Difference Shift in Value =~ US Average | Peer County Peer Value
Inde
* 7 Cannon 7.70 7.9 0.2 1Good |Bad 7.20 Guernsey, OH 7.00
Index of factors that
contribute to a healthy Increase the county's food index score by 0.2. Randolph, IN 6.80
food environment, 0
worst) to 10 (best -
Source USDA Food Environment Atlas, Map the Meal Gap Year(s) 2013 Lawrence, OH 7.00

Prepared by the Division of Administrative Services, Tennessee Department of Health. Nashville, TN. May 2016. admin.health@tn.gov or 615-741-9398. The full report can be accessed at:
http://tn.gov/health/topic/specialreports. All data is from the University of Wisconsin Population Health Institute and Robert Wood Johnson Foundation's, 2015 County Health Rankings and Roadmaps
report. Difference statements represent the absolute value using the following formula: ["Value" - "10th Ranked Value"]. *The action statements are based on the assumption that no new additional cases
occur. *¥Data should not be compared with prior years due to changes in definition/methods. All rankings and action statements presented in this report must be interpreted with caution due to
various limitations of each measurement. Further information with regards to the strengths and limitations of each measurement may be found by clicking the hyperlink found in the

description of each measurement.
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http://www.countyhealthrankings.org/app/tennessee/2016/measure/outcomes/1/description
http://www.countyhealthrankings.org/app/tennessee/2016/measure/outcomes/1/description
http://www.countyhealthrankings.org/app/tennessee/2016/measure/outcomes/2/description
http://www.countyhealthrankings.org/app/tennessee/2016/measure/outcomes/2/description
http://www.countyhealthrankings.org/app/tennessee/2016/measure/outcomes/2/description
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Health Factors

10th Ranked

. .. Rank 10th Ranked  Value Difference Shift in Value =~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
Physical Inactivity Value
92 Shelby 40.40% 30.20% 10.20% 1Bad |Good 23.00% Guernsey, OH 34.20%
Percentage of adults aged
20 and over reporting no Get 26 out of every 100 currently physically inactive adults to exercise during leisure time. Randolph, IN 32.40%
leisure-time physical
activity Source CDC Diabetes Interactive Atlas Year(s) 2012 Lawrence, OH 37.30%
. 10th Ranked . o
Access to Exercise Rank 10th Ranked  Value Value Difference Shift in Value =~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
Opportunities 85 > > > U — -
5 Loudon 20.66% 78.48% 57.82% 1Good |Bad 84.00% Guernsey, OH 48.09%
Percentage of population. | Consider how to = barriers t rcise locations to reach an additional 57.82 percent of
with ﬂdcgumc access to onside OW 1o femove batriets o act(}:)eesi;zz C'ze (;)CSIa(t)loSn o reach an ona perce ° Randolph, IN 33.21%
locations for physical ty's pop :
activity Source Business Analyst, Delorme, ESRI, & US Census Tigetline Files Year(s) 2010 & 2014 | Lawrence, OH 96.23%
. s Rank 10th Ranked  Value 10th Ranked Difference Shift in Value =~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
Excessive Drinking Value
® 58 Benton 11.70% 10.60% 1.10% 1Bad |Good 17.00% Guernsey, OH 17.60%
=
2 Percentage of adults Get 10 out of every 100 adults in the county that currently drink to excess (binge and heavy drinkers) Randolph. IN 14.20%
g reporting binge or heavy to stop drinking more than one (women) or two (men) drinks per day on average. : P, ’
=i drinking
Cg Source Behavioral Risk Factor Surveillance System Year(s) 2014 Lawrence, OH 15.20%
€ | Alcohol-Impaired | Rank  10th Ranked  Value 10“;,1:1‘:2“"1 Difference  Shiftin Value  US Average | Peer County Peer Value
'S | Driving Deaths - .
E 81 Sullivan 42.11% 19.17% 22.94% 1Bad |Good 31.00% Guernsey, OH 30.56%
e Reduce the number of alcohol related driving deaths by 22.94 percent. Randolph, IN 22.22%
deaths with alcohol
involvement
Source Fatality Analysis Reporting System Year(s) 2010-2014 Lawrence, OH 35.48%
Sexua.ll Y Rank  10th Ranked  Value 10¢h Ranked Difference Shift in Value ~ US Average | Peer County Peer Value
Transmitted Value
Infections 45 Overton 280.41 153.22 127.19 1Bad |Good 446.60 Guernsey, OH 296.36
Number of newly Consider ways to educate 5 out of every 10 persons self-reporting to be involved in any sexual contact Randolnh. IN 278.91
diagnosed chlamydia cases to commit to using safe sex practices to prevent the infection of Chlamydia. P, ’
per 100,000 population
Source National Center for HIV/AIDS, Viral Hepatitis, STD, & TB Prevention Year(s) 2013 Lawrence, OH 175.50
. Rank 10th Ranked  Value 10¢h Ranked Difference Shift in Value ~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
Teen Births Value
79 Putnam 59.69 34.87 24.81 1Bad |Good 35.00 Guernsey, OH 39.09
Teen birth rate per 1,000 | For every 100 teenage females (ages 15 to 19 years) in the county, consider ways to prevent 42 teen(s) Randolbh. IN 44.54
female population, ages 154 from becoming pregnant. ph, ’
19
Source National Center for Health Statistics - Natality files Year(s) 2007-2013 Lawrence, OH 47.68
. Rank 10th Ranked  Value 10¢h Ranked Difference Shift in Value ~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
Uninsured Value
89 Cheatham 19.78% 14.54% 5.24% 1Bad |Good 17.00% Guernsey, OH 14.10%
WL&({”"U%P&P“}:"& Get 27 out of every 100 currently uninsured adults ages 18-64 to obtain health insurance. Randolph, IN 16.94%
under age 09 without
health insurance
Source Small Area Health Insurance Estimates Year(s) 2013 Lawrence, OH 13.43%
. 10th Ranked . cp s
0 Primary Care Rank 10th Ranked  Value Value Difference Shift in Value =~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
= . o
Physician
S ysicians 39 Coffee 21291 1368:1 761 1Bad |Good 1320:1 Guernsey, OH __ 2086:1
Tcg To reach a population-to-provider ratio at or exceeding that of the 10th ranking county, 32 primary
‘2 | Ratioof population to care providers would need to be recruited to the county. More importantly, if the county's value is | Randolph, IN 3661:1
8 primary care physicians greater than 3,500, this county would be considered a Health Professional Shortage Area.
Source Area Health Resource File/ Ametican Medical Association  Year(s) 2013 Lawrence, OH 1876:1
1
. Rank 10th Ranked  Value Oth Ranked Difference Shift in Value =~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
Dentists Value
73 Dickson 4817:1 1744:1 3073 1Bad | Good 1540:1 Guernsey, OH 2084:1
To reach a population-to-provider ratio at or exceeding that of the 10th ranking county, 45 dental care
Ratio of population to | providers would need to be recruited to the county. More importantly, if the county's value is greater | Randolph, IN 4231:1
dentists than 5,000, this county would be considered a Health Professional Shortage Area.
Source Area Health Resource File/National Provider Identification file Year(s) 2014 Lawrence, OH 2934:1
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http://www.countyhealthrankings.org/app/tennessee/2016/measure/factors/70/description
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Health Factors

10th Ranked

Mental Health Rank 10th Ranked  Value Val Difference Shift in Value ~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
Providers e
75 Henry 6423:1 644:1 5779 1Bad |Good 490:1 Guernsey, OH 1042:1
To reach a population-to-provider ratio at or exceeding that of the 10th ranking county, 171 mental
Ratio of population to | health providers would need to be rectuited to the county. More importantly, if the county's value is | Randolph, IN 3626:1
mental health providers greater than 30,000, this county would be considered a Health Professional Shortage Area.
Source CMS, National Provider Identification file Year(s) 2015 Lawrence, OH 1712:1
10th Ranked . oo,
Preventable Rank 10th Ranked  Value Value Difference Shift in Value ~ US Average | Peer County Peer Value
Hospital Stays = — —
77 Anderson 97.20 50.27 46.93 1Bad |Good 54.00 Guernsey, OH 96.44
o %ﬁ’“f—;fi For every 100 Medicare enrollees, prevent 1 Med.ic’are enro}lfees from being hospitalized for Randolph, IN 7871
< ST ambulatory-care sensitive conditions.
U sensitve c‘ondm(ms Cr
— | 1000 Medicare enrallees [Tg oy ce Dartmouth Atlas of Health Care Year(s) 2013 Lawrence, OH  105.81
8 10th Ranked
= Diabetic Rank 10th Ranked  Value Vala e € Difference Shift in Value ~ US Average | Peer County Peer Value
= Monitoring " > =
Q 21 Giles 88.56% 89.20% 0.65% 1Good |Bad 63.00% Guernsey, OH 84.23%
Percentage of diabetic For every 100 diabetic Medicare enrollees, get 1 additional Medicare enrollees to receive HbAlc
Medicare enrollees ages 65 very ’ sgcreenin v Randolph, IN 85.27%
75 that receive HbAlc 8-
menitering Source Dartmouth Atlas of Health Care Year(s) 2013 Lawrence, OH  85.02%
Mammography Rank 5th Ranked  Value Sthvi?rfed Difference Shift in Value ~ US Average | Peer County Peer Value
Screenin,
creening 74 Cumberland  54.00% 71.00% 17.00% 1Good |Bad 63.00% | Guermsey, OH __ 64.00%
Percentage of female For every 100 female Medicare enrollees, get 17 additional Medicare entollees to receive their
Medicare enrollees ages 67 every 2 are e ma:rilogia ha Scl‘eenian edica ces v Randolph, IN 71.00%
69 that receive graphy 8-
mammography screening [ g4y rce Dartmouth Atlas of Health Care Year(s) 2013 Lawrence, OH  56.00%
High School Rank  1stRanked  Value IS“?“l“ked Difference  Shiftin Value  US Average | Peer County Peer Value
Graduation - aue -
2 Tipton 97.50% 98.00% 0.50% 1Good |Bad 82.00% Guernsey, OH 88.53%
Bercentape of nlurhrade. For every 100 ninth graders, assist 1 additional ninth graders to graduate within four years. Randolph, IN 87.15%
cohort that graduates in
four years
Source EDFacts Year(s) 2012-2013 Lawrence, OH 92.20%
10th Ranked . I
Rank 10th Ranked  Value Difference Shift in Value ~ US Average | Peer County Peer Value
Some College Value
72 Shelby 38.93% 62.28% 23.35% 1Good |Bad 64.00% Guernsey, OH 49.67%
o | Percentage (,(nvdu]fs a0es For every 100 adults between 25-44 years of age, assist_24 additional adults to complete some Randolph, IN 55.48%
‘5 25-44 years with some coursework at the collegiate level.
+ | post-secondary education
g Source American Community Survey Year(s) 2010-2014 Lawrence, OH 48.02%
o 10th Ranked . s
3) Rank 10th Ranked  Value Difference Shift in Value =~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
= | Unemployment Value
g 52 Robertson 7.97% 5.69% 2.28% 1Bad |Good 6.20% Guernsey, OH 6.67%
g | ».. :
© | Dercentage of population
Q ages 16 and older For every 100 persons ages 16 years and older, help 3 persons successfully find employment. Randolph, IN 6.58%
) work Source Bureau of Labor Statistics Year(s) 2014 Lawrence, OH 6.53%
= 10th Ranked
i3] . . Rank 10th Ranked  Value Difference Shift in Value =~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
& | Children in Poverty Value
2 59 Dickson 29.40% 21.10% 8.30% 1Bad | Good 22.00% Guernsey, OH 26.40%
F, 100 child; der 18 i ty, help 29 children to find assist: to get f
Pereentane of childsen or every children (under 18 years) in poverty, help 29 children to find assistance to get out o Randolph, IN 23.70%
T T——— poverty.
under age 18 in poverty
Source Small Area Income and Poverty Estimates Year(s) 2014 Lawrence, OH 27.40%
. Rank 10th Ranked  Value 10¢h Ranked Difference Shift in Value =~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
Income Inequality Value
22 Houston 4.34 4.11 0.23 1Bad | Good 4.70 Guernsey, OH 4.37
Ratio of household income To reach a household income ratio at or below that of the 10th ranking county reduce the gap :
at the 80th percentile to. between the 80th percentile and 20th percentile by 1 household(s). Randolph, IN 418
income at the 20th
PRI Source American Community Survey Year(s) 2010-2014 Lawrence, OH 4.78
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Health Factors

5th Ranked

minutes

Children in Single- Rank 5th Ranked  Value Difference Shift in Value ~ US Average | Peer County Peer Value
Value
Parent Households
8 Grainger 23.22% 21.60% 1.62% 1Bad |Good 34.00% Guernsey, OH 32.59%
P(Tr,mm v of children that| For every 100 single parent households in the.county, investigate ways to encourage 7 households to Randolph, IN 34.44%
live in a household headed be a multi-parent household.
by single parent
Source American Community Survey Year(s) 2010-2014 Lawrence, OH 37.01%
) - Rank 10thRanked Value CiRamked 4 rence ShiftinValue USAvetage | Peer County Peer Value
Social Associations Value
61 Johnson 9.91 16.13 6.22 1Good |Bad 9.00 Guernsey, OH 15.64
@ Number of membership. For every 100 people in the county, increase the number of membership associations by 1. Randolph, IN 19.90
o associations per 10,000
‘5 population
] Source County Business Patterns Year(s) 2013 Lawrence, OH 10.50
=~
Q . . Rank 10th Ranked  Value 10th Ranked Difference Shift in Value  US Average Peer County Peer Value
é Violent Crime Value
) 43 Carter 326.71 206.33 120.38 1Bad |Good 392.00 Guernsey, OH 141.84
(=)
=] f reporte
Q |  Dumberof reported. For every 100 persons in the county, ptevent 37 people from committing a violent crime. Randolph, IN 24.93
m violent crime offenses per
08 100,000 population
Source Uniform Crime Reporting - FBI Year(s) 2010-2012 Lawrence, OH 166.55
= 10th Ranked
3] . Rank 10th Ranked  Value 4 Difference Shift in Value US Average Peer County Peer Value
o Injury Deaths Value
2 87 Washington 120.81 70.04 50.77 1Bad |Good 60.00 Guernsey, OH 71.10
\~m‘“|‘,c|. of deaths due to For every 1,000 population consider waAyS to Prevefn.421 deaths as a result of intentional and Randolph, IN 65.41
injury per 100,000 unintentional injury.
population
Source CDC WONDER mortality data Year(s) 2009-2013 Lawrence, OH 73.81
. R 10th Ranked . 8
Air Pollution - Rank 10th Ranked  Value Val Difference Shift in Value =~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
Particulate Matter = e =
72 Greene 14.11 13.14 0.97 1Bad |Good 11.40 Guernsey, OH 13.73
Average daily density of Reduce the average daily measure of fine particulate matter by 0.97 micrograms per cubic meter
fine particulate matter in v g Y Y p (PNFZ 5) 4 g P v Randolph, IN 13.46
micrograms per cubic e
Dl iDL Source CDC WONDER Environmental data Year(s) 2011 Lawrence, OH  13.13
Drinking Water Rank  IstRanked  Value ISt‘I;aI“ked Difference  Shiftin Value  US Average | Peer County Peer Value
Violations aue -
No Rank NA No No NA NA NA Guernsey, OH No
Percentage of % o 1ed 5 i J
Lr;:er:tzﬂ;l;);)(i;id‘t::n There were no health-based drinking water violations. Randolph, IN No
water exceeding a violation
Ll sl i et o Source Safe Drinking Water Information System Year(s) FY2013-14 Lawrence, OH No
. 1st Ranked . 9.
Severe Housing Rank 1st Ranked Value Value Difference Shift in Value =~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
Problems
- 1 DeKalb 8.87% 8.87% 0.00% TBad | Good 19.00% Guernsey, OH 12.71%
[=
U | Percentage of households
E with at least 1 of 4 housing
g problems: overcrowding, No action required. Randolph, IN 12.45%
5 high housing costs, or lack
E of kitchen or plumbing
facilities
84} achities Source  Comprehensive Housing Affordability Strategy (CHAS) data  Year(s) 2008-2012 Lawrence, OH 12.07%
o
<
.9 | Driving Alone to Rank 10th Ranked  Value IOﬂ;Z?:Eked Difference Shift in Value =~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
2 Work
_Ef‘ 39 Grundy 84.04% 80.27% 3.77% 1Bad | Good 76.00% Guernsey, OH 85.38%
R Percentage of the For every 100 persons that cutrently drive alone to'work, convince 5 to carpool or take mass- Randolph, IN 83.75%
workforce that drives transportation.
alone to work Source American Community Survey Year(s) 2010-2014 Lawrence, OH 89.07%
Long Commute - Rank 10th Ranked  Value 10t};71:1a1(13ked Difference Shift in Value =~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
Driving Alone v
54 Hamilton 38.70% 25.20% 13.50% 1Bad | Good 31.00% Guernsey, OH 27.40%
ﬁ% For every 100 persons that currently drive more than 30 minut'es alone to work, convince 35 to carpool Randolph, IN 34.00%
COMMUIE IR MEr At or take mass-transportation.
alone, the percentage that
commute more than 30 Source American Community Survey Year(s) 2010-2014 Lawrence, OH 29.20%



http://www.countyhealthrankings.org/app/tennessee/2016/measure/factors/137/description
http://www.countyhealthrankings.org/app/tennessee/2016/measure/factors/137/description
http://www.countyhealthrankings.org/app/tennessee/2016/measure/factors/137/description
http://www.countyhealthrankings.org/app/tennessee/2016/measure/factors/137/description
http://www.countyhealthrankings.org/app/tennessee/2016/measure/factors/137/description
http://www.countyhealthrankings.org/app/tennessee/2016/measure/factors/124/description
http://www.countyhealthrankings.org/app/tennessee/2016/measure/factors/124/description
http://www.countyhealthrankings.org/app/tennessee/2016/measure/factors/124/description
http://www.countyhealthrankings.org/app/tennessee/2016/measure/factors/124/description
http://www.countyhealthrankings.org/app/tennessee/2016/measure/factors/136/description
http://www.countyhealthrankings.org/app/tennessee/2016/measure/factors/136/description
http://www.countyhealthrankings.org/app/tennessee/2016/measure/factors/136/description
http://www.countyhealthrankings.org/app/tennessee/2016/measure/factors/136/description
http://www.countyhealthrankings.org/app/tennessee/2016/measure/factors/136/description
http://www.countyhealthrankings.org/app/tennessee/2016/measure/factors/136/description
http://www.countyhealthrankings.org/app/tennessee/2016/measure/factors/67/description
http://www.countyhealthrankings.org/app/tennessee/2016/measure/factors/67/description
http://www.countyhealthrankings.org/app/tennessee/2016/measure/factors/67/description
http://www.countyhealthrankings.org/app/tennessee/2016/measure/factors/135/description
http://www.countyhealthrankings.org/app/tennessee/2016/measure/factors/135/description
http://www.countyhealthrankings.org/app/tennessee/2016/measure/factors/135/description
http://www.countyhealthrankings.org/app/tennessee/2016/measure/factors/125/description
http://www.countyhealthrankings.org/app/tennessee/2016/measure/factors/125/description
http://www.countyhealthrankings.org/app/tennessee/2016/measure/factors/125/description
http://www.countyhealthrankings.org/app/tennessee/2016/measure/factors/125/description
http://www.countyhealthrankings.org/app/tennessee/2016/measure/factors/140/description
http://www.countyhealthrankings.org/app/tennessee/2016/measure/factors/140/description
http://www.countyhealthrankings.org/app/tennessee/2016/measure/factors/140/description
http://www.countyhealthrankings.org/app/tennessee/2016/measure/factors/82/description
http://www.countyhealthrankings.org/app/tennessee/2016/measure/factors/82/description
http://www.countyhealthrankings.org/app/tennessee/2016/measure/factors/82/description
http://www.countyhealthrankings.org/app/tennessee/2016/measure/factors/43/description
http://www.countyhealthrankings.org/app/tennessee/2016/measure/factors/43/description
http://www.countyhealthrankings.org/app/tennessee/2016/measure/factors/43/description

TN Department of

AT S P TEN

DICKSON COUNTY

 Health summary
E Population: 50,575 <18 YOA: 23.38%)| 65+ YOA: 15.08% % Rural: 67.80%
o
ézﬁ Unemployment: 6.23%)| % Females: 50.80%| % Males: 49.20% Graduation Rate: 87.00%
g‘ Single parent households: 28.99% MHI: $45914
. Top Third
Ad u It SmOkl ng Measure Value
Dentists 1744:1
Wilson | Children in Poverty 21.10%
Mid-Cumberland Region : Driving Alone to Work 81.57%
‘ Lawrence, OH H Poor Mental Health Days 450
Mid-Cumberland Beglon : Food Environment Index 7.50
Dickson 1 Unemployment 6.23%
0% 5% 10% 15% 20% 25% 30% Poor or Fair Health 20.40%
m === TN Average —— - US Average Diabetic Monitoring 88.80%
Premature Death 8413.10
HP 2020 Top US Performers .
Poor Physical Health Days 4.60
Middle Third
Ad u I t O bes | ty Measure Value
Some College 48.21%
Wilson ' h Teen Births 44.52
Mid-Cumberland Region Income Inequality 4.50
Lawrence, OH Access to Exercise Opportunities 58.09%
Mid-Cumberland Region Adult Smoking 23.00%
Dickson Uninsured 16.14%
10% 15%  20%  25%  30%  35% 40%  45% A]cohol—lmpajtcd Driving Deaths 27.87%
n ____ Average 1S Average Violent Crime 379.30
Injury Deaths 94.89
HP 2020 Top US Performers .
Preventable Hosptial Stays 78.71
Physical Inactivity Measure Value
Air Pollution - Particulate Matter 14.71
Wilson ' Adult Obesity 37.80%
Mid-Cumberland Region Physical Inactivity 39.80%
Lawrence, OH Excessive Drinking 12.80%
Mid-Cumberland Region Long Commute - Driving Alone 47.00%
Dickson High School Graduation 87.00%
10%  15%  20%  25%  30%  35% 40%  45% Mammography Screening 56.00%
' === TN Average ===« US Average
HP 2020 Top US Performers

Tennessee'sBig3+1

Why were these charts selected? The "Big 3 + 1" directly influences at least
six of the top ten leading causes of death in Tennessee, and also directly
influence other public health threats, such as heart disease, cancer, and
diabetes. Overall, the Big Three plus One influences two-thirds of the
factors that contribute to Tennessee’s overall rank.

Substance
Abuse

Physical

Tobacco Use L
Inactivity

Obesity

Comparative Counties:

Each graph provides the Tennessee county with its respective region and three non-Tennessee comparative counties from around the
US based on county-level demographics. The vertical lines represent: the TN Average, the US Average, Top US Performers (top 10%)
and the Healthy People 2020 (HP) Goal. For all measures a decrease (shift left) in percentage represents improvement.

YOA: Years of Age. MHI: Median Household Income. HP 2020: Healthy People 2020 Goal. Adult Smoking: Percentage of adults who are current smokers. Source: Behavioral Risk
Factor Surveillance System; 2006-2012. Adult Obesity: Percentage of adults that report a BMI of 30 or more. Source: CDC Diabetes Interactive Atlas; 2011. Physical Inactivity:
Percentage of adults aged 20 and over reporting no leisure-time physical activity. Source: CDC Diabetes Interactive Atlas; 2011. Prepared by the Division of Administrative Services,
Tennessee Department of Health. Nashville, TN. admin.health@tn.gov or 615-741-5001.
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b=} Rank 10th Ranked  Value b Beraliasdl Difference Shift in Value US Average Peer County Peer Value

3 | Premature Death Value

‘s 19 Knox 8413.10 7735.80 677.30 1Bad |Good 6,600.00 Guernsey, OH  8679.90

< 1. . o

Iy %‘% For every 100 people in the county, 1 people in the county need to live one year closer to age 75. Randolph, IN  8328.50
betore ﬂy(: o Cr

8 population (age-adjusted,

— Source National Center for Health Statistics - Mortality files Year(s) 2011-2013 Lawrence, OH  9427.20

Poor or Fair Rank 10th Ranked  Value IOt};::lillked Difference Shift in Value ~ US Average | Peer County Peer Value
Health*
e 17 Rutherford  20.40% 19.60% 0.80% 1Bad |Good 18.00% | Guernsey, OH _ 18.00%
Ii:;?;t?‘:iar(l‘i:r Improve the health of 1 out of every 100 peop;eiin hthaeh;ounty who, in general, report being in poor or Randolph, IN 17.60%
w health (age-adjusted a ¢ .
g Source Behavioral Risk Factor Surveillance System Year(s) 2014 Lawrence, OH 18.30%
oor sical an| th Ranke ue ifference ift in Value verage eer Count; eer Value
=) Poor Physical Rank 5th Ranked  Val Sthvii‘n:ed Diffe Shift in Val US Averag Peer C y Peer Val
Q Health Days* — = —
*5 21 Knox 4.60 4.30 0.30 1Bad |Good 3.8 Guernsey, OH 4.10
O - Average number of E le in th d b ; hvsical health d db
sically + dav: t t t t
@ | phusically unhealthy days ngage people in the county on ways to reduce number of poor physical hea ays reported by Randolph, IN 400
L | 3 | reported in past 30 days residents by 1 days per month.
‘*_‘-’ [ age-adjusted
4] g‘ Source Behavioral Risk Factor Surveillance System Year(s) 2014 Lawrence, OH 4.30
o
' | = |Poor Mental Health|  Rank  IstRanked  Value 13‘&‘;25“1 Difference  Shiftin Value  US Average | Peer County Peer Value
Days*

8 ays 16 Williamson __ 4.50 3.80 0.70 1Bad |Good 2.8 Guernsey, OH_ 4.30
m%< Engage people in the county on v::y; :; tre(ti)uclednumb:rr ;]foli‘(:;)lr physical health days reported by Randolph, IN 410
reported in past 30 days s s by ays p :

bl Source Behavioral Risk Factor Surveillance System Year(s) 2014 Lawrence, OH 4.50
. . Rank 10th Ranked  Value 10¢h Ranked Difference Shift in Value ~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
Low Birthweight Value
23 Pickett 7.99% 7.24% 0.75% 1Bad |Good 8.00% Guernsey, OH 8.11%
%ﬁf“ﬂ““% Reduce the number of low birth weight babies by 1 for every 100 live births. Randolph, IN 9.25%
with low birthweight (<
2500 grams)
Source National Center for Health Statistics - Natality files Year(s) 2007-2013 Lawrence, OH 10.07%
10th Ranked q o
Adult Smoking* Rank 10th Ranked  Value Value Difference Shift in Value ~ US Average | Peer County Peer Value
38 Humphreys  23.00% 21.10% 1.90% 1Bad |Good 17.00% Guernsey, OH 21.00%
Percentage of adults who Get 9 out of every 100 current adult smokers in the county to quit smoking. Randolph, IN 20.20%
are current smokers
7)) Source Behavioral Risk Factor Surveillance System Year(s) 2014 Lawrence, OH 20.90%
| »
=
8 g Adult Obesity Rank 10th Ranked  Value 10t};,§111:ked Difference Shift in Value ~ US Average | Peer County Peer Value
Q
< 2 90 Hamilton 37.80% 29.90% 7.90% 1Bad |Good 27.00% Guernsey, OH 36.40%
| )
e AR | Bercentage of aduls that Get 21 out of every 100 current obese adults in the county to reduce their BMI below 30. Randolph, IN 33.80%
= | S| reportaBMIof300r
Ts ‘—‘“ more
ol Source CDC Diabetes Interactive Atlas Year(s) 2012 Lawrence, OH 38.90%
m T Food Environment Rank 5th Ranked  Value SthVI:;t::ed Difference Shift in Value =~ US Average | Peer County Peer Value
Inde
* 16 Cannon 7.50 7.9 0.4 1Good |Bad 7.20 Guernsey, OH 7.00
Index of factors that
contribute to a healthy Increase the county's food index score by 0.4. Randolph, IN 6.80
food environment, 0
worst) to 10 (best -
Source USDA Food Environment Atlas, Map the Meal Gap Year(s) 2013 Lawrence, OH 7.00

Prepared by the Division of Administrative Services, Tennessee Department of Health. Nashville, TN. May 2016. admin.health@tn.gov or 615-741-9398. The full report can be accessed at:
http://tn.gov/health/topic/specialreports. All data is from the University of Wisconsin Population Health Institute and Robert Wood Johnson Foundation's, 2015 County Health Rankings and Roadmaps
report. Difference statements represent the absolute value using the following formula: ["Value" - "10th Ranked Value"]. *The action statements are based on the assumption that no new additional cases
occur. *¥Data should not be compared with prior years due to changes in definition/methods. All rankings and action statements presented in this report must be interpreted with caution due to
various limitations of each measurement. Further information with regards to the strengths and limitations of each measurement may be found by clicking the hyperlink found in the

description of each measurement.
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Health Factors

10th Ranked

. .. Rank 10th Ranked  Value Difference Shift in Value =~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
Physical Inactivity Value
88 Shelby 39.80% 30.20% 9.60% 1Bad |Good 23.00% Guernsey, OH 34.20%
Percentage of adults aged
20 and over reporting no Get 25 out of every 100 currently physically inactive adults to exercise during leisure time. Randolph, IN 32.40%
leisure-time physical
activity Source CDC Diabetes Interactive Atlas Year(s) 2012 Lawrence, OH 37.30%
. 10th Ranked . o
Access to Exercise Rank 10th Ranked  Value Value Difference Shift in Value =~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
Opportunities —
36 Loudon 58.09% 78.48% 20.39% 1Good |Bad 84.00% Guernsey, OH 48.09%
Percentage of population. | Consider how to = barriers t rcise locations to reach an additional 20.39 percent of
with ﬂdcgumc access to onside OW 1o femove batriets o act(}:)eesi;zz C'ze (;)CSIa(t)loSn o reach an ona perce ° Randolph, IN 33.21%
locations for physical ty's pop :
activity Source Business Analyst, Delorme, ESRI, & US Census Tigetline Files Year(s) 2010 & 2014 | Lawrence, OH 96.23%
. s Rank 10th Ranked  Value 10th Ranked Difference Shift in Value =~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
Excessive Drinking Value
® 87 Benton 12.80% 10.60% 2.20% 1Bad |Good 17.00% Guernsey, OH 17.60%
=
2 Percentage of adults Get 18 out of every 100 adults in the county that currently drink to excess (binge and heavy drinkers) Randolph. IN 14.20%
g reporting binge or heavy to stop drinking more than one (women) or two (men) drinks per day on average. : P, ’
=i drinking
Cg Source Behavioral Risk Factor Surveillance System Year(s) 2014 Lawrence, OH 15.20%
€ | Alcohol-Impaired | Rank  10th Ranked  Value 10“;,1:1‘:2“"1 Difference  Shiftin Value  US Average | Peer County Peer Value
'S | Driving Deaths - .
E 40 Sullivan 27.87% 19.17% 8.70% 1Bad |Good 31.00% Guernsey, OH 30.56%
e Reduce the number of alcohol related driving deaths by 8.7 percent. Randolph, IN 22.22%
deaths with alcohol
involvement
Source Fatality Analysis Reporting System Year(s) 2010-2014 Lawrence, OH 35.48%
Sexua.ll Y Rank  10th Ranked  Value 10¢h Ranked Difference Shift in Value ~ US Average | Peer County Peer Value
Transmitted Value
Infections 61 Overton 345.37 153.22 192.15 1Bad |Good 446.60 Guernsey, OH 296.36
Number of newly Consider ways to educate 6 out of every 10 persons self-reporting to be involved in any sexual contact Randolnh. IN 278.91
diagnosed chlamydia cases to commit to using safe sex practices to prevent the infection of Chlamydia. P, ’
per 100,000 population
Source National Center for HIV/AIDS, Viral Hepatitis, STD, & TB Prevention Year(s) 2013 Lawrence, OH 175.50
. Rank 10th Ranked  Value 10¢h Ranked Difference Shift in Value ~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
Teen Births Value
35 Putnam 44.52 34.87 9.64 1Bad |Good 35.00 Guernsey, OH 39.09
Teen birth rate per 1,000 | For every 100 teenage females (ages 15 to 19 years) in the county, consider ways to prevent 22 teen(s) Randolbh. IN 44.54
female population, ages 154 from becoming pregnant. ph, ’
19
Source National Center for Health Statistics - Natality files Year(s) 2007-2013 Lawrence, OH 47.68
. Rank 10th Ranked  Value 10¢h Ranked Difference Shift in Value ~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
Uninsured Value
38 Cheatham 16.14% 14.54% 1.60% 1Bad |Good 17.00% Guernsey, OH 14.10%
WL&({”"U%P&P“}:"& Get 10 out of every 100 currently uninsured adults ages 18-64 to obtain health insurance. Randolph, IN 16.94%
under age 09 without
health insurance
Source Small Area Health Insurance Estimates Year(s) 2013 Lawrence, OH 13.43%
. 10th Ranked . cp s
0 Primary Care Rank 10th Ranked  Value Value Difference Shift in Value =~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
= . o
Physician
S ysicians 61 Coffee 27931 1368:1 1425 1Bad |Good 1320:1 Guernsey, OH __ 2086:1
Tcg To reach a population-to-provider ratio at or exceeding that of the 10th ranking county, 46 primary
‘2 | Ratioof population to care providers would need to be recruited to the county. More importantly, if the county's value is | Randolph, IN 3661:1
8 primary care physicians greater than 3,500, this county would be considered a Health Professional Shortage Area.
Source Area Health Resource File/ Ametican Medical Association  Year(s) 2013 Lawrence, OH 1876:1
k
. Rank 5th Ranked  Value 5th Ranked Difference Shift in Value =~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
Dentists Value
10 Hamilton 1744:1 1416:1 328 1Bad | Good 1540:1 Guernsey, OH 2084:1
To reach a population-to-provider ratio at or exceeding that of the 5th ranking county, 17 dental care
Ratio of population to | providers would need to be recruited to the county. More importantly, if the county's value is greater | Randolph, IN 4231:1
dentists than 5,000, this county would be considered a Health Professional Shortage Area.
Source Area Health Resource File/National Provider Identification file Year(s) 2014 Lawrence, OH 2934:1
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Health Factors

10th Ranked

Mental Health Rank 10th Ranked  Value Val Difference Shift in Value ~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
Providers e
21 Henry 1149:1 644:1 505 1Bad |Good 490:1 Guernsey, OH 1042:1
To reach a population-to-provider ratio at or exceeding that of the 10th ranking county, 84 mental
Ratio of population to | health providers would need to be rectuited to the county. More importantly, if the county's value is | Randolph, IN 3626:1
mental health providers greater than 30,000, this county would be considered a Health Professional Shortage Area.
Source CMS, National Provider Identification file Year(s) 2015 Lawrence, OH 1712:1
10th Ranked . oo,
Preventable Rank 10th Ranked  Value Value Difference Shift in Value ~ US Average | Peer County Peer Value
Hospital Stays — = — —
57 Anderson 78.71 50.27 28.44 TBad | Good 54.00 Guernsey, OH 96.44
o %ﬁ’“f—;fi For every 100 Medicare enrollees, prevent 1 Med.ic’are enro}lfees from being hospitalized for Randolph, IN 7871
< ST ambulatory-care sensitive conditions.
U sensitve c‘ondumns Cr
— | 1000 Medicare enrallees [Tg oy ce Dartmouth Atlas of Health Care Year(s) 2013 Lawrence, OH  105.81
8 10th Ranked
= Diabetic Rank 10th Ranked  Value Vala e € Difference Shift in Value ~ US Average | Peer County Peer Value
= Monitoring " > =
Q 18 Giles 88.80% 89.20% 0.41% 1Good |Bad 63.00% Guernsey, OH 84.23%
Percentage of diabetic For every 100 diabetic Medicare enrollees, get 1 additional Medicare enrollees to receive HbAlc
Medicare enrollees ages 65 very ’ sgcreenin v Randolph, IN 85.27%
75 that receive HbAlc 8-
menitering Source Dartmouth Atlas of Health Care Year(s) 2013 Lawrence, OH  85.02%
Mammography Rank 5th Ranked  Value Sthvi?rfed Difference Shift in Value ~ US Average | Peer County Peer Value
Screenin,
creening 67 Cumberland  56.00% 71.00% 15.00% 1Good |Bad 63.00% | Guermsey, OH __ 64.00%
Percentage of female For every 100 female Medicare enrollees, get 15 additional Medicare entollees to receive their
Medicare enrollees ages 67 every 2 are e ma:rilogia ha Scl‘eenian edica ces v Randolph, IN 71.00%
69 that receive graphy 8-
mammography screening [ g4y rce Dartmouth Atlas of Health Care Year(s) 2013 Lawrence, OH  56.00%
High School Rank  1stRanked  Value IS“?“l“ked Difference  Shiftin Value  US Average | Peer County Peer Value
Graduation - aue -
73 Tipton 87.00% 98.00% 11.00% 1Good |Bad 82.00% Guernsey, OH 88.53%
Bercentape of nlurhrade. For every 100 ninth graders, assist 11 additional ninth graders to graduate within four years. Randolph, IN 87.15%
cohort that graduates in
four years
Source EDFacts Year(s) 2012-2013 Lawrence, OH 92.20%
10th Ranked . I
Rank 10th Ranked  Value Difference Shift in Value ~ US Average | Peer County Peer Value
Some College Value
33 Shelby 48.21% 62.28% 14.08% 1Good |Bad 64.00% Guernsey, OH 49.67%
o | Percentage (,f,,vduhs aces For every 100 adults between 25-44 years of age, assist‘ 15 additional adults to complete some Randolph, IN 55.48%
‘5 25-44 years with some coursework at the collegiate level.
+ | post-secondary education
g Source American Community Survey Year(s) 2010-2014 Lawrence, OH 48.02%
o 10th Ranked . s
3) Rank 10th Ranked  Value Difference Shift in Value =~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
= | Unemployment Value
g 16 Robertson 6.23% 5.69% 0.54% 1Bad |Good 6.20% Guernsey, OH 6.67%
g | ».. :
© | Dercentage of population
Q ages 16 and older For every 100 persons ages 16 years and older, help 1 persons successfully find employment. Randolph, IN 6.58%
) wock Source Bureau of Labor Statistics Year(s) 2014 Lawrence, OH 6.53%
o
<
i3] . . Rank 5th Ranked  Value 5th Ranked Difference Shift in Value =~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
& | Children in Poverty Value
2 10 Montgomery ~ 21.10% 17.30% 3.80% 1Bad | Good 22.00% Guernsey, OH 26.40%
F 100 child: der 18 i ty, help 19 children to find assist to get f
Pereentane of childsen or every children (under 18 years) in poverty, help 19 children to find assistance to get out o Randolph, IN 23.70%
T T——— poverty.
under age 18 in poverty
Source Small Area Income and Poverty Estimates Year(s) 2014 Lawrence, OH 27.40%
. Rank 10th Ranked  Value 10¢h Ranked Difference Shift in Value =~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
Income Inequality Value
35 Houston 4.50 4.11 0.39 1Bad | Good 4.70 Guernsey, OH 4.37
Ratio of household income To reach a household income ratio at or below that of the 10th ranking county reduce the gap :
at the 80th percentile to. between the 80th percentile and 20th percentile by 1 household(s). Randolph, IN 418
income at the 20th
PRI Source American Community Survey Year(s) 2010-2014 Lawrence, OH 4.78
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http://www.countyhealthrankings.org/app/tennessee/2016/measure/factors/21/description
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Health Factors

10th Ranked

minutes

Children in Single- Rank 10th Ranked  Value Value Difference Shift in Value ~ US Average | Peer County Peer Value
Parent Households "
24 Lawrence 28.99% 23.36% 5.62% 1Bad |Good 34.00% Guernsey, OH 32.59%
reentage of children F 100 singl t h holds in th ty, i tigat t 20 h holds t R
Pe rrfn/rq (,t) hild ] that| For every single parent households in the .c-oun y, investigate ways to encourage ouseholds to Randolph, IN 34.44%
live in a household headed be a multi-parent household.
by single parent
Source American Community Survey Year(s) 2010-2014 Lawrence, OH 37.01%
) - Rank 10thRanked Value CiRamked 4 rence ShiftinValue USAvetage | Peer County Peer Value
Social Associations Value
60 Johnson 9.95 16.13 6.18 1Good |Bad 9.00 Guernsey, OH 15.64
@ Number of membership. For every 100 people in the county, increase the number of membership associations by 1. Randolph, IN 19.90
o associations per 10,000
‘5 population - - - -
] Source County Business Patterns Year(s) 2013 Lawrence, OH 10.50
=~
Q . . Rank 10th Ranked  Value 10th Ranked Difference Shift in Value  US Average Peer County Peer Value
é Violent Crime Value
) 53 Carter 379.30 206.33 172.97 1Bad |Good 392.00 Guernsey, OH 141.84
(=)
=] f reporte
Q |  Dumberof reported. For every 100 persons in the county, prevent 46 people from committing a violent crime. Randolph, IN 24.93
m violent crime offenses per
100,000 population
< Source Uniform Crime Reporting - FBI Year(s) 2010-2012 Lawrence, OH 166.55
= 10th Ranked
3] . Rank 10th Ranked  Value 4 Difference Shift in Value US Average Peer County Peer Value
o Injury Deaths Value
2 55 Washington 94.89 70.04 24.85 1Bad |Good 60.00 Guernsey, OH 71.10
Number of deaths due to For every 1,000 population consider ways to prevent 262 deaths as a result of intentional and Randolnh. IN 65.41
injury per 100,000 unintentional injury. P, 22 :
population
Source CDC WONDER mortality data Year(s) 2009-2013 Lawrence, OH 73.81
. R 10th Ranked . 8
Air Pollution - Rank 10th Ranked  Value Val Difference Shift in Value =~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
Particulate Matter = e =
91 Greene 14.71 13.14 1.57 1Bad |Good 11.40 Guernsey, OH 13.73
Average daily density of. Reduce the average daily measure of fine particulate matter by 1.57 micrograms per cubic meter
fine particulate matter in u g Y " p (PMuZ 5) Y g P v Randolph, IN 13.46
micrograms per cubic e
Dl iDL Source CDC WONDER Environmental data Year(s) 2011 Lawrence, OH  13.13
Drinking Water Rank  IstRanked  Value ISt‘I;aI“ked Difference  Shiftin Value  US Average | Peer County Peer Value
Violations ue -
No Rank NA Yes No NA NA NA Guernsey, OH No
Percentage of popula . . . L . e :
Lr;:er:tzﬂ;l;);)(i;id‘t::n At least one community water system in the county receive a violation during the specific timeframe | Randolph, IN No
water exceeding a violation
Ll sl i et o Source Safe Drinking Water Information System Year(s) FY2013-14 Lawrence, OH No
. 10th Ranked . 9.
Severe Housing Rank 10th Ranked  Value Value Difference Shift in Value ~ US Average | Peer County Peer Value
Problems
- 25 Unicoi 12.70% 11.70% 0.99% 1Bad |Good 19.00% Guernsey, OH 12.71%
[=
Qé Dercentage of households
with at least 1 of 4 housing| | 1 in th t : : h : bl hel; to fi h :
g TR or every 100 persons in the county experlencm% tolllsmg problems, help 8 person(s) to find housing Randolph, IN 12.45%
5 high housing costs, or lack assistance.
E of kitchen or plumbing
facilities
84} achities Source  Comprehensive Housing Affordability Strategy (CHAS) data  Year(s) 2008-2012 Lawrence, OH 12.07%
o
<
.9 | Driving Alone to Rank 10th Ranked  Value IOﬂ;Z?:Eked Difference Shift in Value =~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
2 Work
_Ef‘ 15 Grundy 81.57% 80.27% 1.30% 1Bad | Good 76.00% Guernsey, OH 85.38%
A Percentage of the For every 100 persons that cutrently drive alone to work, convince 2 to catpool or take mass- Randolnh. IN 83.75%
workforce that drives transportation. P, -
alone to work Source American Community Survey Year(s) 2010-2014 Lawrence, OH 89.07%
Long Commute - Rank 10th Ranked  Value 10t};71:1a1(13ked Difference Shift in Value =~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
Driving Alone v
78 Hamilton 47.00% 25.20% 21.80% 1Bad | Good 31.00% Guernsey, OH 27.40%
ﬁ% For every 100 persons that currently drive more than 30 minut'es alone to work, convince 47 to carpool Randolph, IN 34.00%
COMMUIE IR MEr At or take mass-transportation.
alone, the percentage that
commute more than 30 Source American Community Survey Year(s) 2010-2014 Lawrence, OH 29.20%
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TN o toent o ’ DRIVE YOUR COUNTY TO THE DYER COUNTY
Health 'I.ir". TOP TEN Summary

E Population: 37,935 <18 YOA: 24.08%)| 65+ YOA: 16.54% % Rural: 42.90%
g,: Unemployment: 8.36%)| % Females: 51.70%| % Males: 48.30% Graduation Rate: 88.66%
g‘ Single parent households: 35.52% MHI: $43,425
. Top Third
Ad u It SmOkl ng Measure Value
Diabetic Monitoring 90.62%
Wilson | Long Commute - Driving Alone 19.90%
Mid-Cumberland Region 1 Uninsured 13.92%
Lawrence, OH | Social Associations 15.96
West Region ' Injury Deaths 7216
Dyer 1 Dentists 1897:1
0% 5% 10%  15%  20%  25%  30% Primary Care Physicians 1737:1
m === TN Average —— - US Average Poor Mental Health Days 4.60
Some College 51.04%
HP 2020 Top US Performers
Middle Third
Ad u I t O bes i ty Measure Value
Income Inequality 4.52
Wilson _ . Access to Exercise Opportunities 56.20%
Mid-Cumberland Region Poor Physical Health Days 4.80
Lawrence, OH Alcohol-Impaired Driving Deaths 28.13%
West Region Severe Housing Problems 13.77%
Dyer Children in Poverty 28.40%
10%  15%  20%  25%  30%  35% 40%  45% Air Pollution - Particulate Matter 13.72
«Eﬁ- - o= TN Average L US Average Mental Health Providers 2918:1
Adult Smoking 23.90%
HP 2020 Top US Performers . . .
Excessive Drinking 11.70%
Physical Inactivity Measure Value
Driving Alone to Work 90.07%
Wilson _ Food Environment Index 5.50
Mid-Cumberland Region Low Birthweight 10.82%
Lawrence, OH Sexually Transmitted Infections 546.33
West Region Violent Crime 622.39
Dyer Premature Death 11527.50
10% 15% 20% 25% 30% 35% 40% Teen Births 60.67
«m- — e e TN Average — - US Average Adult Obesity 35.30%
Children in Single-Parent Households 35.52%
HP 2020 Top US Performers Physical Inactivity 38.00%

Tennessee'sBig3+1

Why were these charts selected? The "Big 3 + 1" directly influences at least
six of the top ten leading causes of death in Tennessee, and also directly
Physical Substance influence other public health threats, such as heart disease, cancer, and
Inactivity Abuse diabetes. Overall, the Big Three plus One influences two-thirds of the
factors that contribute to Tennessee’s overall rank.

Tobacco Use Obesity

Comparative Counties:

Each graph provides the Tennessee county with its respective region and three non-Tennessee comparative counties from around the
US based on county-level demographics. The vertical lines represent: the TN Average, the US Average, Top US Performers (top 10%)
and the Healthy People 2020 (HP) Goal. For all measures a decrease (shift left) in percentage represents improvement.

YOA: Years of Age. MHI: Median Household Income. HP 2020: Healthy People 2020 Goal. Adult Smoking: Percentage of adults who are current smokers. Source: Behavioral Risk
Factor Surveillance System; 2006-2012. Adult Obesity: Percentage of adults that report a BMI of 30 or more. Source: CDC Diabetes Interactive Atlas; 2011. Physical Inactivity:
Percentage of adults aged 20 and over reporting no leisure-time physical activity. Source: CDC Diabetes Interactive Atlas; 2011. Prepared by the Division of Administrative Services,
Tennessee Department of Health. Nashville, TN. admin.health@tn.gov or 615-741-5001.

WWW.TN.GOV/HEALTH/TOPIC/SPECIALREPORTS
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DYER COUNTY, TENNESSEE

.Health
12}
b=} Rank 10th Ranked  Value b Beraliasdl Difference Shift in Value US Average Peer County Peer Value
3 | Premature Death Value
‘s 83 Knox 11527.50 7735.80 3791.70 1Bad | Good 6,600.00 Guernsey, OH 8679.90
< 1. - o
;5:'0 %‘% For every 100 people in the county, 1 people in the county need to live one year closer to age 75. Randolph, IN  8328.50
Q [ population (age-adjusted
— Source National Center for Health Statistics - Mortality files Year(s) 2011-2013 Lawrence, OH  9427.20
Poor or Fair Rank 10th Ranked  Value IOt};::lillked Difference Shift in Value ~ US Average | Peer County Peer Value
Health*
e 03 Rutherford  22.90% 19.60% 3.30% 1Bad {Good 18.00% | Guernsey, OH __ 18.00%
Percentage of adults Improve the health of 4 out of every 100 people in the county who, in general, report being in poor or
reporting fair or poor prov v very P Pfait health. unty who, in g > ep gmp Randolph, IN 17.60%
w health (age-adjusted .
g Source Behavioral Risk Factor Surveillance System Year(s) 2014 Lawrence, OH 18.30%
e} Poor Physical Rank 5th Ranked  Value Sthvii‘nked Difference Shift in Value =~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
Q Health Days* - e =
*5 40 Knox 4.80 4.30 0.50 1Bad |Good 3.8 Guernsey, OH 4.10
O Average number of E le in th d b ; hvsical health d db
Q rsically : dav: t t t t
@ | phusically unhealthy days ngage people in the county on ways to reduce number of poor physical hea ays reported by Randolph, IN 400
L | 3 | reported in past 30 days residents by 1 days per month.
‘*_‘-’ [ age-adjusted
4] ; Source Behavioral Risk Factor Surveillance System Year(s) 2014 Lawrence, OH 4.30
o
' | = |Poor Mental Health|  Rank  IstRanked  Value 13‘&‘;25“1 Difference  Shiftin Value  US Average | Peer County Peer Value
Days*
8 ays 26 Williamson 4.6 3.80 0.80 1Bad |Good 2.8 Guernsey, OH_ 4.30
Average number of E le in th t to red ber of hysical health d ted b
e e ngage people in the county on ways to reduce number of poor physical heal ays reported by Randolph, IN 410
[DENA"Y UMCA (1Y CAYS. residents by 1 days per month.
reported in past 30 days
bl Source Behavioral Risk Factor Surveillance System Year(s) 2014 Lawrence, OH 4.50
. . Rank 10th Ranked  Value 10¢h Ranked Difference Shift in Value ~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
Low Birthweight Value
89 Pickett 10.82% 7.24% 3.58% 1Bad |Good 8.00% Guernsey, OH 8.11%
Rercentapeof live births Reduce the number of low birth weight babies by 4 for every 100 live births. Randolph, IN 9.25%
with low birthweight (<
2500 grams)
Source National Center for Health Statistics - Natality files Year(s) 2007-2013 Lawrence, OH 10.07%
Rank  10thRanked Vame CRanked g ence  ShiftinValue  USAverage | Peer County Peer Value
Adult Smoking* 2 2 au Value au verag unty au
57 Humphreys  23.90% 21.10% 2.80% 1Bad |Good 17.00% Guernsey, OH 21.00%
Percentage of adults who Get 12 out of every 100 current adult smokers in the county to quit smoking. Randolph, IN 20.20%
are current smokers
7)) Source Behavioral Risk Factor Surveillance System Year(s) 2014 Lawrence, OH 20.90%
| »
=
Q|3 . Rank  10th Ranked Value (ORRanked  py o rence  ShiftinValue US Average | Peer County Peer Value
*5 S Adult Obesity Value
| S 79 Hamilton 35.30% 29.90% 5.40% Bad | Good 27.00% Guernsey, OH 36.40%
= y
| )
e AR | Bercentage of aduls that Get 16 out of every 100 current obese adults in the county to reduce their BMI below 30. Randolph, IN 33.80%
= | S| reportaBMIof300r
== more
8 8 Source CDC Diabetes Interactive Atlas Year(s) 2012 Lawrence, OH 38.90%
m T Food Environment Rank 5th Ranked  Value SthVI:?;l:ed Difference Shift in Value ~ US Average | Peer County Peer Value
Inde
* 91 Cannon 5.50 7.9 2.4 1Good |Bad 7.20 Guernsey, OH 7.00
Index of factors that
contribute to a healthy Increase the county's food index score by 2.4. Randolph, IN 6.80
food environment, 0
worst) to 10 (best -
Source USDA Food Environment Atlas, Map the Meal Gap Year(s) 2013 Lawrence, OH 7.00

Prepared by the Division of Administrative Services, Tennessee Department of Health. Nashville, TN. May 2016. admin.health@tn.gov or 615-741-9398. The full report can be accessed at:
http://tn.gov/health/topic/specialreports. All data is from the University of Wisconsin Population Health Institute and Robert Wood Johnson Foundation's, 2015 County Health Rankings and Roadmaps
report. Difference statements represent the absolute value using the following formula: ["Value" - "10th Ranked Value"]. *The action statements are based on the assumption that no new additional cases
occur. *¥Data should not be compared with prior years due to changes in definition/methods. All rankings and action statements presented in this report must be interpreted with caution due to
various limitations of each measurement. Further information with regards to the strengths and limitations of each measurement may be found by clicking the hyperlink found in the

description of each measurement.



http://www.countyhealthrankings.org/app/tennessee/2016/measure/factors/11/description
http://www.countyhealthrankings.org/app/tennessee/2016/measure/factors/11/description
http://www.countyhealthrankings.org/app/tennessee/2016/measure/factors/11/description
http://www.countyhealthrankings.org/app/tennessee/2016/measure/factors/133/description
http://www.countyhealthrankings.org/app/tennessee/2016/measure/factors/133/description
http://www.countyhealthrankings.org/app/tennessee/2016/measure/factors/133/description
http://www.countyhealthrankings.org/app/tennessee/2016/measure/factors/133/description
http://www.countyhealthrankings.org/app/tennessee/2016/measure/outcomes/37/description
http://www.countyhealthrankings.org/app/tennessee/2016/measure/outcomes/37/description
http://www.countyhealthrankings.org/app/tennessee/2016/measure/outcomes/37/description
http://www.countyhealthrankings.org/app/tennessee/2016/measure/outcomes/36/description
http://www.countyhealthrankings.org/app/tennessee/2016/measure/outcomes/36/description
http://www.countyhealthrankings.org/app/tennessee/2016/measure/outcomes/36/description
http://www.countyhealthrankings.org/app/tennessee/2016/measure/outcomes/36/description
http://www.countyhealthrankings.org/app/tennessee/2016/measure/outcomes/36/description
http://www.countyhealthrankings.org/app/tennessee/2016/measure/outcomes/42/description
http://www.countyhealthrankings.org/app/tennessee/2016/measure/outcomes/42/description
http://www.countyhealthrankings.org/app/tennessee/2016/measure/outcomes/42/description
http://www.countyhealthrankings.org/app/tennessee/2016/measure/outcomes/42/description
http://www.countyhealthrankings.org/app/tennessee/2016/measure/outcomes/1/description
http://www.countyhealthrankings.org/app/tennessee/2016/measure/outcomes/1/description
http://www.countyhealthrankings.org/app/tennessee/2016/measure/outcomes/1/description
http://www.countyhealthrankings.org/app/tennessee/2016/measure/outcomes/2/description
http://www.countyhealthrankings.org/app/tennessee/2016/measure/outcomes/2/description
http://www.countyhealthrankings.org/app/tennessee/2016/measure/outcomes/2/description
http://www.countyhealthrankings.org/app/tennessee/2016/measure/outcomes/2/description
http://www.countyhealthrankings.org/app/tennessee/2016/measure/factors/9/description
http://www.countyhealthrankings.org/app/tennessee/2016/measure/factors/9/description

Health Factors

10th Ranked

. .. Rank 10th Ranked  Value Difference Shift in Value =~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
Physical Inactivity Value
66 Shelby 38.00% 30.20% 7.80% 1Bad |Good 23.00% Guernsey, OH 34.20%
Percentage of adults aged
20 and over reporting no Get 21 out of every 100 currently physically inactive adults to exercise during leisure time. Randolph, IN 32.40%
leisure-time physical
activity Source CDC Diabetes Interactive Atlas Year(s) 2012 Lawrence, OH 37.30%
. 10th Ranked . o
Access to Exercise Rank 10th Ranked  Value Value Difference Shift in Value =~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
Opportunities 9 0, 0 0, 0, 3 0,
39 Loudon 56.20% 78.48% 22.28% 1Good |Bad 84.00% Guernsey, OH 48.09%
Percentage of population. | Consider how to = barriers t rcise locations to reach an additional 22.28 percent of
with ﬂdcgumc access to onside OW 1o femove batriets o act(}:)eesi;zz C'ze (;)CSIa(t)loSn o reach an ona perce ° Randolph, IN 33.21%
locations for physical ty's pop :
activity Source Business Analyst, Delorme, ESRI, & US Census Tigetline Files Year(s) 2010 & 2014 | Lawrence, OH 96.23%
. s Rank 10th Ranked  Value 10th Ranked Difference Shift in Value =~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
Excessive Drinking Value
® 58 Benton 11.70% 10.60% 1.10% 1Bad |Good 17.00% Guernsey, OH 17.60%
=
2 Percentage of adults Get 10 out of every 100 adults in the county that currently drink to excess (binge and heavy drinkers) Randolph. IN 14.20%
g reporting binge or heavy to stop drinking more than one (women) or two (men) drinks per day on average. : P, ’
=i drinking
Cg Source Behavioral Risk Factor Surveillance System Year(s) 2014 Lawrence, OH 15.20%
€ | Alcohol-Impaired | Rank  10th Ranked  Value 10“;,1:1‘:2“"1 Difference  Shiftin Value  US Average | Peer County Peer Value
'S | Driving Deaths - .
E 43 Sullivan 28.13% 19.17% 8.96% 1Bad |Good 31.00% Guernsey, OH 30.56%
e Reduce the number of alcohol related driving deaths by 8.96 percent. Randolph, IN 22.22%
deaths with alcohol
involvement
Source Fatality Analysis Reporting System Year(s) 2010-2014 Lawrence, OH 35.48%
Sexua.ll Y Rank  10th Ranked  Value 10¢h Ranked Difference Shift in Value ~ US Average | Peer County Peer Value
Transmitted Value
Infections 87 Overton 546.33 153.22 393.11 1Bad |Good 446.60 Guernsey, OH 296.36
Number of newly Consider ways to educate 8 out of every 10 persons self-reporting to be involved in any sexual contact Randolnh. IN 278.91
diagnosed chlamydia cases to commit to using safe sex practices to prevent the infection of Chlamydia. P, ’
per 100,000 population
Source National Center for HIV/AIDS, Viral Hepatitis, STD, & TB Prevention Year(s) 2013 Lawrence, OH 175.50
. Rank 10th Ranked  Value 10¢h Ranked Difference Shift in Value ~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
Teen Births Value
83 Putnam 60.67 34.87 25.80 1Bad |Good 35.00 Guernsey, OH 39.09
Teen birth rate per 1,000 | For every 100 teenage females (ages 15 to 19 years) in the county, consider ways to prevent 43 teen(s) Randolbh. IN 44.54
female population, ages 154 from becoming pregnant. ph, ’
19
Source National Center for Health Statistics - Natality files Year(s) 2007-2013 Lawrence, OH 47.68
. Rank 5th Ranked  Value 5th Ranked Difference Shift in Value ~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
Uninsured Value
6 Tipton 13.92% 13.87% 0.05% 1Bad |Good 17.00% Guernsey, OH 14.10%
WL&({”"U%P&P“}:"& Get 1 out of every 100 currently uninsured adults ages 18-64 to obtain health insurance. Randolph, IN 16.94%
under age 09 without
health insurance
Source Small Area Health Insurance Estimates Year(s) 2013 Lawrence, OH 13.43%
. 10th Ranked . cp s
0 Primary Care Rank 10th Ranked  Value Value Difference Shift in Value =~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
= . o
Physician
S ysicians 23 Coffee 17571 1368:1 369 1Bad |Good 1320:1 Guernsey, OH __ 2086:1
Tcg To reach a population-to-provider ratio at or exceeding that of the 10th ranking county, 19 primary
‘2 | Ratioof population to care providers would need to be recruited to the county. More importantly, if the county's value is | Randolph, IN 3661:1
8 primary care physicians greater than 3,500, this county would be considered a Health Professional Shortage Area.
Source Area Health Resource File/ Ametican Medical Association  Year(s) 2013 Lawrence, OH 1876:1
1
. Rank 10th Ranked  Value Oth Ranked Difference Shift in Value =~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
Dentists Value
16 Dickson 1897:1 1744:1 153 1Bad | Good 1540:1 Guernsey, OH 2084:1
To reach a population-to-provider ratio at or exceeding that of the 10th ranking county, 6 dental care
Ratio of population to | providers would need to be recruited to the county. More importantly, if the county's value is greater | Randolph, IN 4231:1
dentists than 5,000, this county would be considered a Health Professional Shortage Area.
Source Area Health Resource File/National Provider Identification file Year(s) 2014 Lawrence, OH 2934:1
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Health Factors

10th Ranked

Mental Health Rank 10th Ranked  Value Val Difference Shift in Value ~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
Providers e
54 Henry 2918:1 644:1 2274 1Bad |Good 490:1 Guernsey, OH 1042:1
To reach a population-to-provider ratio at or exceeding that of the 10th ranking county, 148 mental
Ratio of population to | health providers would need to be rectuited to the county. More importantly, if the county's value is | Randolph, IN 3626:1
mental health providers greater than 30,000, this county would be considered a Health Professional Shortage Area.
Source CMS, National Provider Identification file Year(s) 2015 Lawrence, OH 1712:1
10th Ranked . oo,
Preventable Rank 10th Ranked  Value Value Difference Shift in Value ~ US Average | Peer County Peer Value
Hospital Stays = — —
61 Anderson 80.65 50.27 30.38 TBad | Good 54.00 Guernsey, OH 96.44
o %ﬁ’“f—;fi For every 100 Medicare enrollees, prevent 1 Med.ic’are enro}lfees from being hospitalized for Randolph, IN 7871
< ST ambulatory-care sensitive conditions.
U sensitve c‘ondm(ms Cr
~ 1000 Medicare enrollees [77g 4 pce Dartmouth Atlas of Health Care Year(s) 2013 Lawrence, OH  105.81
Q . . 1st Ranked . o g
= Diabetic Rank 1st Ranked  Value Value Difference Shift in Value ~ US Average | Peer County Peer Value
= Monitoring - > -
Q 2 Sullivan 90.62% 91.16% 0.54% 1Good |Bad 63.00% Guernsey, OH 84.23%
Percentage of diabetic For every 100 diabetic Medicare enrollees, get 1 additional Medicare enrollees to receive HbAlc
Medicare enrollees ages 65 very ’ sgcreenin v Randolph, IN 85.27%
75 that receive HbAlc 8-
menitering Source Dartmouth Atlas of Health Care Year(s) 2013 Lawrence, OH  85.02%
Mammography Rank 5th Ranked  Value Sthvi?rfed Difference Shift in Value ~ US Average | Peer County Peer Value
S .
creeming 62 Cumberland _ 57.00% __ 71.00% 14.00% Good | Bad 63.00% | Guernsey, OH___64.00%
I ! v,
Percentage of female For every 100 female Medicare enrollees, get 14 additional Medicare entollees to receive their
Medicare enrollees ages 67 every 2 are e ma:rilogia ha Scl‘eenian edica ces v Randolph, IN 71.00%
69 that receive graphy 8-
mammography screening [ g4y rce Dartmouth Atlas of Health Care Year(s) 2013 Lawrence, OH  56.00%
High School Rank  1stRanked  Value IS“?“l“ked Difference  Shiftin Value  US Average | Peer County Peer Value
Graduation - aue -
64 Tipton 88.66% 98.00% 9.34% 1Good |Bad 82.00% Guernsey, OH 88.53%
Bercentape of nlurhrade. For every 100 ninth graders, assist 10 additional ninth graders to graduate within four years. Randolph, IN 87.15%
cohort that graduates in
four years
Source EDFacts Year(s) 2012-2013 Lawrence, OH 92.20%
10th Ranked . I
Rank 10th Ranked  Value Difference Shift in Value ~ US Average | Peer County Peer Value
Some College Value
26 Shelby 51.04% 62.28% 11.25% 1Good |Bad 64.00% Guernsey, OH 49.67%
o | Percentage (,f,,vduhs aces For every 100 adults between 25-44 years of age, assist‘ 12 additional adults to complete some Randolph, IN 55.48%
‘5 25-44 years with some coursework at the collegiate level.
+ | post-secondary education
g Source American Community Survey Year(s) 2010-2014 Lawrence, OH 48.02%
o 10th Ranked . s
3) Rank 10th Ranked  Value Difference Shift in Value =~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
= | Unemployment Value
g 63 Robertson 8.36% 5.69% 2.67% 1Bad |Good 6.20% Guernsey, OH 6.67%
g | ».. :
© | Dercentage of population
Q ages 16 and older For every 100 persons ages 16 years and older, help 3 persons successfully find employment. Randolph, IN 6.58%
) work Source Bureau of Labor Statistics Year(s) 2014 Lawrence, OH 6.53%
= 10th Ranked
i3] . . Rank 10th Ranked  Value Difference Shift in Value =~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
& | Children in Poverty Value
2 49 Dickson 28.40% 21.10% 7.30% 1Bad | Good 22.00% Guernsey, OH 26.40%
F, 100 child; der 18 i ty, help 26 children to find assist: to get f
Pereentane of childsen or every children (under 18 years) in poverty, help 26 children to find assistance to get out o Randolph, IN 23.70%
T T——— poverty.
under age 18 in poverty
Source Small Area Income and Poverty Estimates Year(s) 2014 Lawrence, OH 27.40%
. Rank 10th Ranked  Value 10¢h Ranked Difference Shift in Value =~ US Average Peer County Peer Value
Income Inequality Value
38 Houston 4.52 4.11 0.41 1Bad | Good 4.70 Guernsey, OH 4.37
Ratio of household income To reach a household income ratio at or below that of the 10th ranking county reduce the gap :
at the 80th percentile to. between the 80th percentile and 20th percentile by 1 household(s). Randolph, IN 418
income at the 20th
PRI Source American Community Survey Year(s) 2010-2014 Lawrence, OH 4.78
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