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Executive Summary

This Data Book is a compilation of statistics concerning Health Status and Access issues pertinent
to residents of Michigan’s Thumb area. Data includes Community Profiles, Death Rates and
Related Statistics, Infant and Maternal Characteristics, Disease Death and Incidence Rates,
Adolescent Health Data, Community Safety, Access to Care, and Health Status and Other Health
Risks.

In examining this statistical data, it is apparent that there are a number of significant findings that
warrant careful analysis and further consideration in addressing Health Status and Access for the
Thumb.

Based on past data/surveys, some issues continue to be problematic. Items of major concern
include:

¢  Obesity
o Thumb obesity rates have sharply increased from 28.8% in 2003 to 40% in 2005
and were higher than Michigan (26.5%). The percentage of Thumb residents that
were overweight or obese was at 66% in 2003.
o Obesity greatly impacts disease and death rates:
* Diabetes — Crude death rates and the rate of potential years of life lost are
significantly higher for the Thumb than Michigan.
» Cancer — Years of potential life lost to cancer are higher than the state, and
some types of cancer have higher rates of incidence.
» Stroke — Death rates for Huron and Sanilac counties are significantly
higher than Michigan.

e Uninsured and Underinsured — Uninsured rates for the Thumb area are about the same
as for Michigan; however Huron County’s rate sharply increased from 16.4% in 2003 to
28.2% in 2005. Those that are uninsured in the Thumb are more likely to be in poverty or
have low incomes, and the likelihood of not obtaining healthcare due to cost has also
increased and is higher than the State.

e Unemployment Rates — While the rate of unemployment is 5% for the United States,
Michigan has the second worst rate in the nation at 7.7% - and the Thumb rate is even
worse at 9.9%. As Michigan’s and the Thumb’s economies continue to decline, it is
apparent that health status worsens in certain areas and access issues become more
critical.

¢ Unintentional Injuries — Death rates are similar to those of the state, however years of
potential life lost due to unintentional injury are significantly higher.

¢ Smoking During Pregnancy — Rates for the Thumb area are higher than the State rates.

¢ Lack of Social/Emotional Support — The Thumb rate of those reporting rarely or never
receiving the social and emotional support they needed was greater than the Michigan
rate, with 14.5% of Tuscola residents indicating they rarely received this support. Tuscola
residents were also more likely to report that they were dissatisfied or very dissatisfied
with life than the Thumb or Michigan averages.
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Notable improvements include:
o A lower than state average for infant deaths for Huron and Sanilac Counties
» A higher rate of prenatal care during the first trimester for all three counties
o Higher immunization rates for all three counties
o A lower rate of low birth weight babies
o Significantly lower rates for certain sexually transmitted diseases
» A steady decline in teen pregnancy rates in the Thumb and Michigan (1992-2004), with
the Thumb rate lower than Michigan’s in 2004
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Overview

Data Sources: This report is a compilation of Data that was obtained from a wide variety of
sources. The source for each set of data is cited under the tables provided. When possible a live
link to the website on which the information is posted has been included. Please note that web
based data is updated, reformatted, changed, or moved on a regular basis. A description of major
data sources used in this document is included in the appendix.

Geographic and Demographic Description

This Data Report provides data on Huron, Sanilac, and Tuscola Counties commonly referred to
as the “Thumb” of the mitten-shaped State of Michigan. Huron and Sanilac Counties have over
130 miles of shoreline along Lake Huron, one of the “Great Lakes.” The Thumb is a sparsely
populated rural area of about 2600 square miles and approximately 54-people/square mile. There
are 40 communities within the area with populations ranging from 300 to 4200. Huron (19.4%)
and Sanilac (15.4%) Counties have a greater proportion of its population that is age 65 and older
than Michigan (12.3%).

Demographic Information: Sanilac Tuscola Michigan
Total Population (138.206)-2004 estimate 34,948 44,828 38.646 10.112.620
% of people less than age 5 5.5 6.5 6 6.8

% of people less than age 18 24.2 26.9 26.8 26.1

% of people 18-64 years 56.4 57.7 60.4 61.6

% of people 63 years or older 194 154 12.8 12.3

# of Houscholds 14.597 16,871 21.454 3.785.661
Average # of persons per household 2.42 2.6 2,65 2.56

% of households with a child < 18 30.8 35 37.2 35.6
Square Miles of Land Area 836 963 812 36.803
Persons per Square Mile 41.8 | 46.5 T 72.2 178

Economic Description

Major employers for Huron, Sanilac, and Tuscola Counties are small-scale manufacturing, retail
trade, education, local government and Health Care/Social Services. Although the area remains
highly agricultural, from 1990-1998 there was a 28.9% increase in private non-farm employment.
The Huron and Sanilac shoreline communities also experience a significant amount of seasonal
tourism and second residence homes. The influx of non-permanent residents has a significant
impact on the delivery of healthcare services.

« Economically, poverty rates are close to state averages. However, average income is
lower, and Huron, Sanilac, and Tuscola Counties have higher levels of unemployment.

« The median income is less than the State of Michigan by an average ot $7.200 and the
nation by $4,500.

« Every year from 1999 to 2007 the annual unemployment rates were higher than the State
of Michigan and the United States.

« Opportunities are also limited for residents due to lower overall educational attainment. In
comparison to Michigan rates, 4% fewer Thumb residents have high school diplomas, 6%
fewer have associates degrees, 7% fewer have bachelor’s degrees, and 4.5% fewer have
graduate or professional degrees.
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Access to Health Care

Having adequate access to health care when needed is reliant on a number of factors. These
factors include availability of primary and specialty providers, adequate health insurance coverage.
ability to pay, and existence of health care access barriers such as limited transportation. Limited
providers for Medicaid patients are not specifically addressed in the data provided but are of
major concern.

Providers in the Thumb are limited for primary care, specialty services, dental care, and
mental health care. Presently, all three counties are designated in part or full as Healthcare
Provider Shortage Areas (HPSA) for primary care and mental health. Huron and Sanilac
Counties also are HPSAs for dental care for low-income populations. Both Huron and
Sanilac Counties have a portion of their counties designated as Medically Underserved
Areas (MUASs).

According to the 2000 census data, overall uninsured rates are slightly lower than the state
rates for all three counties. However, when income is taken into account, the Thumb has
higher rates. Sanilac and Tuscola Counties have a higher uninsured rate for those with
incomes below poverty. In addition, for all three counties, the uninsured rates for children
with incomes below poverty or at 100-199% of poverty in all three counties are higher
than the State of Michigan rate. Unemployment and income trends since 2000 are not
reflected in these rates. The Behavioral Risk Factor Survey data from 2003 and 2005
shows for Huron County that those reporting no health care coverage (age 18-64 years)
rose from 16.4% to 28.2%. Sanilac and Tuscola rates did not experience the same
increase.

Thumb area residents without health care coverage also have a lower ability to self-pay as
illustrated by lower income and higher unemployment characteristics of the area.
Additionally, the rates for uninsured in poverty are higher. According to the 2003
Behavioral Risk Factor Survey, of those reporting no health insurance, 51% had incomes
less than $20,000 and another 20% had incomes between $20.000 and $34.999
Underinsured status of individuals (those who have insurance, but high deductibles and
co-pays cause them to go without care) is more difficult to assess. The Behavioral Risk
Factor survey data indicates that the prevalence of Thumb residents who did not get
needed medical care because of cost rose from 2003 (10.1%) to 2005 (14.8%). The
Michigan rate in 2005 was 12.7%. Of those who reported going without needed care due
to cost, 6.8% of those had insurance coverage.

The area’s unemployment rates and income levels adversely impacts the ability to self-pay
for preventive services. While the prevalence of those with a primary care provider
increased from 2003 (84.6%) to 2005 (92.4%) for Thumb residents. the percentage that
had obtained a routine check up in the past year was slightly less than the Michigan rate.
Among women in the 2003 Behavioral Risk Factor Survey Study who said they had health
care coverage, 79% had a mammogram within the past two years and 71% had a clinical
breast exam within the past year compared to only 63.2% and 52.3% respectively of the
women who had no health care coverage.
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Key Findings

Leading Causes of Death

Data regarding leading causes of death can be influenced by a number of factors including
demographic composition, the manner in which deaths are coded by local physicians, and the
smaller population that makes calculating some rates misleading if not impossible.

In 2004, Huron County had a higher rate of death than the state average for 8 of the 10
leading causes of deaths, Sanilac 7 of the 10, and Tuscola 7 of the 10 (however the rates
for Tuscola were much closer to the state average than Huron or Sanilac).

Age adjusted three year moving rates indicate that disease death rates for heart disease.
diabetes, stroke, and cancer are all decreasing in the Thumb Area.

When adjusted for age, Thumb area death rates for heart disease and diabetes appear to be
at or slightly below Michigan averages while stroke and cancer rates are higher for Huron
and Sanilac County.

While Michigan cancer rates have shown a steady decline, the rates in Huron have not
shown the same steady decline but have fluctuated, and the downward trend in Sanilac and
Tuscola has not been as great.

The average unintentional injury death rate for 1999-2003 was significantly higher than the
State of Michigan. The average rate per 100,000 population for this 5-year period was 70
in Huron County, 62.9 in Sanilac, 63.5 in Tuscola and 52.9 in Michigan.

More than one third of the accidental deaths in the three counties were from transport
fatalities.

Perceived Health Status

Behavioral Risk Factor Surveys conducted in 2003 and 2005 assessed the perceived health status
of residents. According to this data:

Residents in the Thumb on average are no more or less likely than other Michigan
residents (15.2% in 2005) to rate their health as fair or poor. However, the rate
differences in the three counties range from Huron at 10.5% and Tuscola at 15.1%, to
Sanilac at 19.3%.

Those who were widowed or divorced were significantly more likely to rate their health as
fair or poor as were those with lower income, higher age, and lower education levels.
Sanilac County residents were more likely to report poor physical and mental health at
least 14 days in the past month. Overall in 2005, Thumb residents were less likely to
report recent poor physical or mental health on at least 14 days in the past month.
Thumb residents were also less likely to feel that they received social and emotional
support and were slightly less likely then Michigan residents to report that they were
dissatisfied or very dissatisfied with life. Tuscola County had significantly higher rates of
residents that reported that they rarely or never received the social and emotional support
needed (14.5%) as compared to the Thumb rate (10.3%) and the Michigan rate (7.3%).
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Potential Years of Life Lost

A closer look at Years of Potential Life Lost may be more helpful then crude or age-adjusted
rates in assessing the impact of disease and injury on the residents. The years of potential life lost
below age 75 is a measure of mortality designed to emphasize mortality that is prevalent among
persons under age 75. The number of years of potential life lost is calculated as the number of
years between the age at death and 75 years of age for persons dying before their 75th year.

When looking at 5-year averages for 2000-2004, Huron, Sanilac, and Tuscola Counties had
higher rates of years of potential life lost for cancer, unintentional injuries, stroke, and diabetes
than Michigan. Huron and Sanilac also had higher rates for heart disease. The following table
illustrates the extent of the difference between the county rate and the Michigan rate.

2000-2004 Rates of Years of Potential Life Lost Below the Age of 75

*Rates are per 100000 population under 75 years of age
Average 2000-20 0 ] 0
Cancer 1908 1821 1913 1581

Heart Disease 1296 1378 1076 1282
Unintentional Injury 1310 1532 1247 | 739
Cerebrovascular Disease 216 249 198 1190
(Includes Stroke)

Diabetes 438 217 360 178

Except for Tuscola County’s lower than state rate for heart disease, all other Thumb area rates
are higher than the state’s rate. For instance, the rate of years of life lost due to diabetes is two
and a half times greater in Huron County than for the State of Michigan, and unintentional injury
deaths in the Thumb are up to double the state rate.

Behavioral Health Data

Main sources of information regarding behavioral health data are the 2003, 2004, and 2005
Behavioral Risk Factor Surveys. Some statistics are available in relation to suicide, substance
abuse and violent crimes, and self-reported adolescent behaviors,

+  Thumb heavy drinking ot alcohol rates (5.8%) were about the same as the Michigan rate
in 2005. Binge drinking rates were slightly higher in the Thumb (20%) than Michigan
(16.7%). Binge drinking was significantly higher in Huron County in 2003, but was lower
in 2005 than the other two counties. This may in part be due to high margins of error
related to 2005 sample sizes. Heavy drinking was slightly higher in Huron County than
the other counties for both years, and Huron County had 10% fewer people who abstain
from any alcohol use. Age had a statistically significant impact on drinking behaviors, and
those with middle incomes had higher rates of heavy and binge drinking.

- Smoking rates are close to those of Michigan at 21.5% in 2005. 1n 2003, 50.3% of
residents had never smoked, with about the same amount of people reporting that they
were former smokers as were current smokers.

« Compared to Michigan, data related to obesity point to a greater risk for chronic diseases
for Thumb area residents. From 2003 to 2003, the rate of Thumb residents that were
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obese increased from 28.8% to 40% respectively. The 2005 Michigan rate was 26.5%. In
2003, the Thumb rates for being overweight (37.3%) and obese (28.8%) were closer to
the Michigan rate of 25.5% and 35.5% respectively. There was little difference between
the three counties, but males were more likely to be overweight or obese 73% as
compared to women (59%). Rates of being overweight or obese increased with age but
then decreased for the oldest age group age 65-99. Those with lowest income and
education levels were more likely to be overweight. Those without a high school
education and making less than $20,000 had the highest rates of being overweight,
however those with education and income falling into middle range had higher rates for
obesity (41.2% and 34.5% respectively). The group least likely to be obese included those
making $75,000 or more.

« The rate of residents that were inactive decreased for Thumb residents from 25.2%
inactive in 2003 to 19.5% in 2005. Gender had almost no impact on inadequate activity,
but the rate of inadequate activity increased with age. Those with less than a high school
education and who had incomes less than $25,000 had the highest rates for inadequate
activity.

» The rate of Thumb residents eating an adequate number of fruits and vegetables decreased
from 80.3% in 2003 to 73.8% in 2005, which was still close to the Michigan rate of
77.2% in 2005.

» Thumb area residents were much more likely to have experienced sunburns (46.9%) in
2003 as compared to Michigan in 2004 (38.3%). Males were slightly more likely to have
had sunburn, as were younger residents and those with higher education and incomes.
Sanilac County had the highest rate at 50.4% compared to Huron (47.7%), and Tuscola
(43.7%).

The following are notable statistics from the Adolescent Behavioral Risk Factor Surveys for 7"-
12" Grade Students (20% random sample):

+ Alcohol use among youth has decreased from 1998-2004,

« Huron County has a significantly higher self-reported rate of alcohol use over the years of
data available. 2004 rates for Huron County were 57.5%, Sanilac 49.8%, and Tuscola
47.1%.

« Thumb tobacco use by youth has decreased from 42% in 1996-1998 to 29% in 2004.

« In 2004, the top three drugs used by Thumb area youth were Marijuana (19.6%). Uppers
(9%), Downers (6.5%), and Inhalants (6%).

« One third of the youth reported being in a physical fight in the past 12 months. (2004)

«  9.4% reported physical abuse by a parent (2004).

« 17.1% reported verbal or physical abuse by peers that they considered harassment (2004).

«  4.2% reported sexual abuse by an adult and 6% reported sexual abuse by a peer (2004).

Notable Strengths Indicated in Data

In additional to the disparities already described, there are numerous strengths reflected in this

report including:

» A lower than state average for infant deaths for Huron and Sanilac Counties with the 2000-
2004 average Tuscola rate equal to the State of Michigan.

- Higher rate of prenatal care during the first trimester for Huron, Sanilac, and Tuscola
Counties than for Michigan.
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Higher immunization rates for the three counties as reported through the Michigan

Department of Community Health.

A lower rate of low birth weight babies in Huron, Sanilac, and Tuscola Counties than Michigan.
Sexually transmitted disease rates for the Thumb are significantly lower than the state rates for
Chlamydia, Gonorrhea, Syphilis, and HIV.

Teen pregnancy rates have steadily declined for Huron, Sanilac, Tuscola Counties and
Michigan from [992-2004. [n 2004, the rates for the Thumb area counties were

approximately 14/1000 lower than Michigan’s rate of 55.2/1000.

Other Notable Health Duta

While other statistics related to maternal and infant health indicated strengths, there were

significantly more women in Huron, Sanilac, and Tuscola Counties reporting smoking during

pregnancy in 2004: Huron (22.2%), Sanilac (24.1%), Tuscola (22.6%), and Michigan

(13.8%).

Overall, the crime rate for the three counties is significantly less than that of the rest of

Michigan. There are, however, high rates for some crimes that may warrant further

exploration. These fluctuations may be a result of greater monitoring or enforcement efforts

for less serious infractions.

The adolescent health survey indicated a significant level of violence. Huron County youth

self-reported more peer physical violence and adult sexual abuse than the other two counties.

Sanilac and Tuscola reported more parent/relative physical/verbal/emotional abuse than Huron

County. Date violence and sexual abuse showed fluctuations through the years of the survey

and little difference between the three counties.

Traffic safety statistics indicate numerous areas where one or more of the three counties rank

higher than half of the rest of the Michigan counties. The rankings reflect a combination of #

of crashes and % of crashes.

* Huron County ranked #1 (1995-2000) and #9 (1998-2002) for excessive older driver
(70+) crashes.

» Sanilac County ranked #16 (1995-2000) and #20 (1998-2002) for heavy truck crashes.

*  Tuscola County ranked #8 (1995-2000) and #12 (1998-2002) for 15-17 year old crashes.

»  Tuscola County’s rank for excessive alcohol related crashes also increased from #4 1
(1995-2000) to #22 (1998-2002).
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2004 Community Profiles
Table 1: Profile of Michigan, 2004

POPULATION NATALITY
As of July 1, 2004 10,1 IZ’C% Total Live Births;
Rank Among Counties: - Teenage Mothers:
e Mile: .
Per Square Mile 178.0 Low Weight Births:
First Births:
MARRIAGE DIVORCE
Marriages: 61,932 Divorces:
Marriage Rate: 12.3 Divorce Rate:

129,71
0
12.447

10,867

50,416

34,696
6.9

MORTALITY
Total Deaths:
Infant Deaths:

Neonatal Deaths;

Postneonatal Deaths:

Perinatal Deaths:
Fetal Deaths:

1,361
798

Total
Number Rate
Live Births 129,710 12.8
Total
Number Ratio
Teenage Mothers 12,447 96.0
Low Weight 10,867 838
Under 1,500 Grams 2,148 16.6
< 38 weeks Gestation 12,939 998
Prenatal Care Began in 107.283 8271

First Trimester

Rate is per 1.000 estimated 2004 population and ratio per 1,000 live births in 2004 in specified group.

NATALITY BY RACE OF MOTHER

White
Number Rate
100,795 12.1
White
Number Ratio
7917 785
7,030 69.7
1,298 129
9,025 895
86,926 862 4

Black
Number Rate
22,484 15.0

Black
Number Ratio
4,194 186.5
3,270 1454
769 342
3.371 149.9
15,363 683.3

Other
Number Rate
5,719 18.4
Other
Number Ratio
275 18.1
505 88.3
74 129
4906 86.7
4,681 8185

Total
Number Ratio
Infant Deaths 984 7.6
Neonatal Deaths 694 54
Postneonatal Deaths 290 22
Perinatal Deaths 1,361 104
Fetal Deaths 798 6.1

Rate is per 1.000 hive births or total births in 2004 in specified group.

INFANT AND PERINATAL MORTALITY BY RACE

White
Number Ratio
527 52
374 37
153 1.5
797 79
492 49

Black
Number Ratio
388 17.3
270 12.0
118 52
462 20.3
248 10.9

Other

Number

ol
42
19
73
18

Ratio
10.7
7.3
33
127
6.6

MORTALITY

Total
Total  Male Female  Total
Deaths 85.122 41560 43,560 71,684
Crude Death Rate 8.4 84 8.3 8.6
<1 1-4 58 10-14 15-19
Total Deaths 984 136 103 139 476
White Male 301 49 43 48 242
White Female 226 38 22 43 110
Black Male 212 13 18 14 83
Black Female 174 27 20 26 34
Other Male 36 3 2 4 4
Other Female 23 5 - 3 3

Rate is per 100.000. 2004 population in specified group.

Thumb Rural Health Network

White
Male Female
34,596 37.088
84 8.8
Age in
20-24 25-29
594 594
296 286
94 93
125 134
49 60
23 )
7 6

Black
Total Male Female Total
12028 6,178 5848 1.370
8.0 8.7 7.4 44
Years
30-39 40-49 50-59 60-69
1,869 4.650 7.989 11,011
807 2,173 3.678 5.119
453 1,288 2,168 3,894
343 593 1132 979
182 470 805 799
51 74 129 124
29 48 72 9

Other
Male

764

19

70+

1O to
N = &
T
[N
bl R ]
T B ow

FEENIe)
[}
<
]

299
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Thumb llealth Status Report April 2007

Table 1 Cont. Michigan

LEADING CAUSES OF DEATH--2004 LEADING HOSPITAL DISCHARGES--2004

Deaths Rate Discharges Rate
Total 85,122 812.2 All Hospitalizations 1,306,327  1.296.0
Heart Disease 24,804 2342 Heart Diseases 165,662 164 .4
Cancer 19.654 1895 Newborns and Neonates (Less than 7 days) 131,979 1309
Stroke 5,282 49.8  Females with Deliveries 127,747 126.7
Chronic Lower Respiratory Diseases 4,246 41.0  Injury and Poisoning 94,102 93.7
Unintentional Injuries 3,299 32.1 Psychoses 17,952 47.6
Diabetes Mellitus 2954 284 Cancer (Malignant Neoplasms) 43,032 427
Alzheimer's Disease 2,231 20.6  Pneumonia 41,419 41.1
Pneumonia/Inflnenza 1,959 18.3  Cerebrovascular Diseases 35965 357
Kidney Disease 1.511 144 Care Involving Use of Rehabilitation Procedures 30,492 303
Intentional Setf-harm (Suicide) 1,096 10.7  Chest Pain 26,938 26.7

Children Ages 1-19 Children Ages 1-19

Deaths Rate Discharges Rate
Total 856 31.8  All Hospitalizations . 73,915 2737
Accidents 330 12.2 Females with Deliveries 12,273 455
Assault (homicide) 89 3.3 Injury and Poisoning 9,805 36.3
Cancer 75 2.8 Asthina 5,486 203
Suicide 71 2.6 Pneumonia 3,876 14.4
Congenital malformations 51 1.9 Psychoses 2.848 10.6

Rates are per 100, 000. Total leading causes of death rates are age-adjusted, computed by the direct method, using as the standard population the age
distribution of the total population of the United States for the year 2000. Children leading causes of death and discharge data are per 100,000 youth ages
1-19.

Source:  httpiwww mdch.state. mi.us/pha osr. CHI/profilesframe htmi

Thumb Rural Health Network Page 12



Thumb Health Status Report

Table 2: Profile of Huron County, 2004

April 2007

POPULATION NATALITY MORTALITY
AsofJuly 1, 2004 34,948 Total Live Births: 302 Total Deaths: 446
Rank Among Counties: 45 Teenage Mothers: 28 Infant Deaths: -
Per Square Mile: 41.8 , .
Low Weight Births: 18 Neonatal Deaths: -
First Births: 108 Postneonatal Deaths: -
Perinatal Deaths: 3
MARRIAGE DIVORCE Fetal Deaths: 3
Marriages: 207 Divorces: 100
Marriage Rate: 11.8 Divorce Rate: 5.7

NATALITY BY RACE OF MOTHER

Total White Black Other
Number Rate Number Rate Number Rate Number Rate
Live Births 302 8.6 298 8.0 - - 4 *
Total White Black Other
Number Ratio Number Ratio Number Ratio Number Ratio
Teenage Mothers 28 92.7 28 94.0 - - - -
Low Weight 18 59.6 18 60.4 - - - -
Under 1,500 Grams 2 * 2 * - - - -
< 38 weeks Gestation 31 102.6 30 100.7 - - 1 *
Prenatal Care Began in 276 9139 274 9195 } } 5 .

First Trimester

Rate is per 1.000 estimated 2004 population and ratio per 1,000 live births in 2004 in specified group.

INFANT AND PERINATAL MORTALITY BY RACE

Total White Black Other
Number Ratio Number Ratio Number Ratio Number Ratio
Infant Deaths - - - - - - - .
Neonatal Deaths - - - - - - . N
Postneonatal Deaths - - - - - - - -
Perinatal Deaths 3 * 3 * - - - .
Fetal Deaths 3 * 3 * - - . .

Rate is per 1.000 live births or total births in 2004 in specified group.

MORTALITY

Total White Black Other
Total Male Female Total Male Female Total Male Female Total Male Female
Deaths 446 220 226 445 220 225 - - - 1 - 1
Crude Death Rate 12.8 12.7 12.8 12.9 12.9 129 - - - * - *
Agein Years
<l 1-4 5-8 10-14 15-19 20-24 25-29 30-39 40-49 50-59 60-69 70+ Unk
Total Deaths - - - 2 3 1 2 5 7 32 53 341 -
White Male - - - - 3 1 2 5 4 13 32 160 -
White Female - - - 2 - - - - 3 18 21 181 -
Black Male - - - - - - - - - - - - -

Black Female - - - - - - - R - R R R R
Other Male - - - - - - . . - R R - .
Other Female - - - B - - - - - | R - R

Rate is per 100,000, 2004 population in specified group.

Thumb Rural Health Network Page 13



Thumb Health Status Report

Table 2 Cont. Huron County

LEADING CAUSES OF DEATH--2004

April 2007

LEADING HOSPITAL BiSCIHARGES--2004

Total

Heart Discase

Cancer

Stroke

Chronic Lower Respiratory Diseases
Unintentional Tnjuries
Diabetes Mellitus

Alzheimer's Disease
Pneumonia/Influenza

Kidney Discase

Intentional Self-harm (Suicide)

Children Ages 1-19

Total

Accidents

Assault (homicide)
Cancer

Suicide

Congenital malformations

Deaths
446
137
112
36

22
11
13
14

Deaths
5

2

Rate
818.1
2434
2110
62.0
39.7

Rate

*

All Hospitalizations

Heart Diseases

Newboms and Neonates (Less than 7 days)
Females with Deliveries

Injury and Poisoning

Psychoses

Cancer (Malignant Neoplasms)
Pneumonia

Cerebrovascular Diseases

Care Involving Use of Rehabilitation Procedures
Chest Pain

Children Ages 1-19

All Hospitalizations
Females with Deliveries
Injury and Poisoning
Asthma

Pneumonia

Psychoses

Discharges
5,135
883
358
341
367
96
196
220
157
143
100

Discharges
230
29

_ — o
ISR

Rate

1.458.1
250.7
101.7
96.8
104.2
273
55.7
62.5
44.6
40.6
28.4

Rate
272.1
343
272
10.7
20.1
189

Rates are per 100. 000. Total leading causes of death rates are age-adjusted. computed by the direct method, using as the standard population the age
distribution of the total population of the United States for the year 2000, Children leading causes of death and discharge data are per 100.000 youth ages

1-19.

Thumb Rural Health Network

Source: http: s www.mdceh state nius/phasose’C Hl/protiles frame html
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Thumb Health Status Report

Table 3: Profile of Sanilac County, 2004

POPULATION NATALITY MORTALITY
As of July 1, 2004 44,828 Total Live Births: 519 Total Deaths: 464
Rank Among Counties: 39 Teenage Mothers: 46 Infant Deaths:
Per Square Mile: 46.5 . .
Low Weight Births: 33 Neonatal Deaths: 3
First Births: 176 Postneonatal Deaths: -
Perinatal Deaths: 4
MARRIAGE DIVORCE Fetal Deaths:
Martiages: 291 Divorces: 157
Marriage Rate: 13.1 Divorce Rate: 7.0

NATALITY BY RACE OF MOTHER

April 2007

Total White Black Other
Number Rate Number Rate Number Rate Number Rate
Live Births 3519 11.6 510 1.5 2 * 6 19.9
Total White Black Other
Number Ratio Number Ratio Number Ratio Number Ratio
Teenage Mothers 46 88.6 46 90.2 - - - -
Low Weight 33 63.6 3 60.8 | * 1 *
Under 1,500 Grams 5 * 5 * - - - -
<2 38 weeks Gestation 41 79.0 41 80.4 - - -
Prenatal Care Began in 441 849 7 435 8529 1 N 5 N

First Trimester

Rate is per 1.000 estimated 2004 population and ratio per 1.000 live births in 2004 in specified group.

INFANT AND PERINATAL MORTALITY BY RACE

Total White Black Other
Number Ratio Number Ratio Number Ratio Number Ratio
Infant Deaths 3 * 3 * - - -
Neonatal Deaths 3 * 3 * - - - -
Postneonatal Deaths - - - - - . - -
Perinatal Deaths 4 * 4 * - - - -
Fetal Deaths | * 1 * - - - -

Rate is per 1,000 live births or total births in 2004 in specified group.

MORTALITY

Total White Black Other
Total Male Female Total Male Female Total Male Female Total Male Female
Deaths 464 232 232 457 220 231 1 I - 6 5 1
Crude Death Rate 10.4 10.5 10.2 10.3 10.3 10.3 * * - 19.9 * *
Agein Years
<1 14 5-8 10-14 15-19 20-24 25-29 30-39 40-49 50-59 60-69 70+  Unk
Total Deaths 3 2 1 - 3 - 1 6 19 48 62 319 -
White Male 2 [ 1 - 3 - - 2 9 28 30 150 -
White Female | | - - - - 1 3 8 17 32 168 -
Black Male - - - - - - - - | - - - -
Black Female - - - - - - - - - - - - -
Other Male - - - - - - - 1 | 3 - - -
Other Female - - - - - - - - - - - t -

Rate 1s per 100,000, 2004 population in specified group.

Thumb Rural Health Network Page 15



Thumb Health Status Report

Table 3 Cont. Sanilac County

April 2007

LEADING CAUSES OF DEATH--2004

Total

Heart Disease

Cancer

Stroke

Chronic Lower Respiratory Diseases
Unintentional Injuries
Diabetes Mellitus

Alzheimer's Disease
Pneumonia/Influenza

Kidney Disease

Intentional Selt-harm (Suicide)

Children Ages 1-19

Total

Accidents

Assault (homicide)
Cancer

Suicide

Congenital malformations

Deaths
464
146
109
32
26

10
16
8

20
8
8

Deaths

Rate
8238
2508
196.9
340
452

*
*
*
355
*

*

Rate
50.8

*

LEADING HOSPITAL DISCHARGES--2004

All Hospitalizations

Heart Diseases

Newborms and Neonates (L.ess than 7 days)
Females with Deliveries

Injury and Poisoning

Psychoses

Cancer (Malignant Neoplasims)
Pneumonia

Cerebrovascular Diseases

Care Involving Use of Rehabilitation Procedures
Chest Pain

Children Ages 1-19

All Hospitalizations
Females with Deliveries
Imjury and Poisoning
Asthma

Pneumonia

Psychoses

Discharges
6,275
876
538
501
342
131
200
252
206
161
143

Discharges
345
52
49
16
19
9

Rate
1,407.5
196.5
120.7
1124
121.6
294
449
56.5
46.2
36.1
321

Rate
289.3
43.6
41.1
13.4
159
7.0

Rates are per 100, 000. Total leading causes of death rates are age-adjusted. computed by the direct method, using as the standard population the age
distribution of the total population of the United States for the year 2000. Children leading causes of death and discharge data are per 100,000 youth ages

1-19.

Thumb Rural Health Network

Source: httprawww.mdch state mius’pha-ost’C Hisprofiles/frame. htmi
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Thumb Health Status Report April 2007

Table 4: Profile of Tuscola County, 2004

POPULATION NATALITY MORTALITY
Asof July 1,2004 58,646 Total Live Births: 659 Total Deaths: 521t
Rank Among Counties: 34 Teenage Mothers: 6l Infant Deaths: 5
Per Square Mile: 722 . .
Low Weight Births: 40 Neonatal Deaths: 3
First Births: 255 Postneonatal Deaths: 2
Perinatal Deaths: 3
MARRIAGE DIVORCE Fetal Deaths: 2
Marriages: 436 Divorces: 223
Marriage Rate: 149 Divorce Rate: 7.6

NATALITY BY RACE OF MOTHER

Total White Black Other
Number Rate Number Rate Number Rate Number Rate
Live Births 0659 11.2 647 1.3 3 * 9 14.0
White Black Other
Number Ratio Number Ratio Number Ratio Number Ratio
Teenage Mothers [ 92.6 60 927 1 * - -
Low Weight 40 60.7 40 6138 - - - -
Under 1,500 Grams 6 91 6 93 - - - -
< 38 weeks Gestation 74 1123 72 1113 1 * | *
Prenatal Care Began in 580 880.1 570 881.0 3 * 7 777.8

First Trimester

Rate is per 1,000 estimated 2004 population and ratio per 1.000 live births in 2004 in specified group.

Total White Black Other
Number Ratio Number Ratio Number Ratio Number Ratio
Infant Deaths 5 * 5 * - - - .
Neonatal Deaths 3 * 3 * - - - -
Postneonatal Deaths 2 * 2 * - - . R
Perinatal Deaths 3 * 3 * - - - -
Fetal Deaths 2 * 2 * - R

Rate is per 1,000 live births or total births in 2004 in specified group.

MORTALITY

Total White Black Other
Total Male Female Total Male Female Total Male Female Total Male Female
Deaths 521 260 2061 509 256 253 5 2 3 7 2 5
Crude Death Rate 8.9 8.9 89 8.9 9.0 8.8 * * * 10.9 * *

Agc in Years
<1 1-4 58 10-14 15-19 20-24 25-29 30-39 40-49 50-59 60-69 70+ Unk

Total Deaths 3 - N 3 2 14 31 13 83 334 -
White Male 3 - - - 4 3 3 9 26 21 41 146 -
White Female 2 - - - 1 - - 4 5 22 39 180 -
Black Male - - - - - - - - - - 1 1 -
Black Female - - - - - - - - - - | 2 -
Other Male - - - - - - - - - - - 2 -
Other Female - - - - - - - 1 - - 1 3 -

Rate is per 100,000, 2004 population in specified group.

Thumb Rural Health Network Page 17



Thumb Health Status Report April 2007

Table 4 Cont. Tuscola County

LEADING CAUSES OF DEATH--2004

LEADING HOSPI'TAL DISCHARGES--2004

Deaths Rate Discharges Rate
Total 521 795.7 All Hospitalizations 8,519 1,4592
Heart Disease 146 216.1 Heart Diseases 1,287 2204
Cancer 127 194.8 Newborns and Neonates (Less than 7 days) 732 125.4
Stroke 31 459 Females with Deliveries 692 118.5
Chronic Lower Respiratory Diseases 29 43.9  Injury and Poisoning 624 106.9
Unintentional Injuries 23 39.1  Psychoses 191 327
Diabetes Mellitus 16 * Cancer (Malignant Neoplasms) 306 524
Alzheimer's Disease 13 * Pneumonia 260 445
Pneumonia/Intluenza 10 * Cerebrovascular Diseases 242 415
Kidney Disease 7 *  Care Involving Use of Rehabilitation Procedures 248 425
Intentionatl Self-harm (Suicide) 13 * Chest Pain 2356 439

Children Ages 1-19 Children Ages 1-19

Deaths Rate Discharges Rate
Total 5 *  All Hospitalizations 493 318.6
Accrdents 3 * Females with Deliveries 82 53.0
Assault (homicide) - - Injury and Poisoning 64 41.4
Cancer 1 * Asthma 31 20.0
Suicide - - Pneumonia 21 13.6
Congenital malformations - - Psychoses 23 14.9

Rates are per 100, 000. Total leading causes of death rates are age-adjusted, computed by the direct method, using as the standard population the age
distribution of the total population of the United States for the year 2000. Children leading causes of death and discharge data are per 100.000 youth ages

1-19

Table 5: Demographic Summary

Source: http:/swww.mdch state nius/pha;ost/CHI/profiles/ frame html

Demographic Information: Tuscola Michigan
Total Population (138,206)-2004 estimate 34.948 44.828 58,646 10.112,620
% of people less than age 5 5.5 6.5 6 6.8

% of people less than age 18 24.2 26.9 26.8 26.1

% of people 18-64 years 56.4 57.7 60.4 61.6

% of people 65 vears or older 19.4 154 12.8 123

# of Households 14.597 16,871 21,454 3.785,661
Average # of persons per household 242 2.6 2.65 2.56

% of households with a child <18 30.8 33 37.2 35.6
Square Miles of Land Area 836 963 812 56.803
|Persons per Square Mile 41.8 46.5 72.2 178

Table 6: 2006 - 2007Average Unemployment Rates

AVERAGE UNEMPLOYMENT RATES

United States, Michigan and Thumb Area

Thumb Area Michigan United States
January 2006 9.3 % 6.9% 5.1%
January 2007 9.9% 7.7% 5.0%

Thumb Rural Health Network

Source: Stale of Michigan Labar Market [nfarmation Department - January 2007
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Thumb Heaith Status Report

Category A: Death Rates and Related Statistics

April 2007

Table A-1: Deaths and Crude Death Rates for the Ten Leading Causes of Death
Huron-Sanilac-Tuscola County and Michigan Residents. 2004 and United States Residents. 2003

*Rates are per 100,000

population.

Cause of Death Tuscola
Ml # Rate # Rate # Rate # Rate #
1 Heart Disease 137 3920 | 146 | 3257 | 146 | 249.0 | 24.804 | 2453 | 684.462 | 235.4
2 Cancer 112 3205 ] 109 | 2432 | 127 | 2166 | 19654 | 1944 | 554.643 | 190.7
3 Stroke 36 |103.0 | 32 71.4 31 529 | 528 | 522 | 157.803 | 54.3
4 Chronic Lower 22 | 630 | 26 | 580 | 29 | 494 | 4246 | 42.0 | 126.128 | 43.4
Respiratory Diseases
5 Unintentional Injuries 1315 0 10 223 23 392 | 3299 | 326 | 105695 | 36.3
6 Diabetes Mellitus 13 | 372 16 357 16 | 273 | 2954 | 292 | 73.965 | 254
7 Alzheimer's Disease 14 40.1 8 17.8 13 22.2 2,231 22.1 63,343 21.8
8 Pneumonia/Influenza 9 1258 | 20 | 446 10 17.1 | 1959 | 19.4 | 64.847 | 22.3
9 Kidney Disease 6 17.2 8 17.8 7 1.9 | 1511 | 149 | 42536 | 146
jo | Intentional Self-harm 3 * 8 17.8 13 222 | 1,096 | 108 | 30642 | 105
(Suicide)
Sub Total 363 | 1.039 | 383 | 8544 | 415 | 707.6 | 67.036 | 662.9 | 1.899.358 | 665.7
All Other Causes 83 | 2375 8l 180.7 | 106 | 180.7 | 18.086 | 178.8 | 517.067 | 181.2
Total 446 | 1276 | 464 | 1.035 | 521 | 888.4 | 85122 | 841 | 2.447.862 | 8489

Source: htp/iwww mdch state. mi.us/pha-ost/CHY/Deaths/frame html

2004 Michigan Resident Death File. Vital Records & Health Data Development Section, Michigan Department of Community Health: Population Estimate
(latest update 9/2004). National Center for Health Statistics. U.S. Census Populations With Bridged Race Categories: National Vital Statistics Reports: vol 53.
no. 15: February 28. 2005. Data displayed are by the underlying cause of death which is the condition giving rise to the chain of events leading to death.
Causes of death arc classified in accordance with the Tenth Revision of the International Classifications of Diseases (ICD-10). a eoding structure developed by
the World Health Organization. This revision has been used to classify deaths occurring on or after January 1, 1999. The ICD-10 codes are grouped into
broader categories for the causes listed in this table in order to classify these selected causes of death (e.g., ICD-10 codes C00-C97 are used to indicate deaths
due to cancer) * Number not high cnough to calculate rates or insufticient information.

Table A-2: Number of Deaths by Age- 2004

 AgeIn Years . Huron Sanilac Tuscola
Under 1 - 3 5
1-14 2 3 -
15-24 4 3 8
25-34 5 3 7
35-44 4 13 25
45-54 23 33 29
55-64 34 47 65
65-74 78 80 93
75-84 142 145 138
85 & Over 154 134 151
All Ages 446 464 521

Source: http//'www mdch state mi us/pha’ost/CHI Deaths/frame htm)

2004 Michigan Resident Death File. Vital Records & Health Data Development Section. Michigan Department of Community Health. Deaths with age not
stated are included only in the "All Ages” row

Thumb Rural Health Network Page 19
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Thumb Health Status Report April 2007

Table A-4: Years of Potential Life Lost Below Age 75, Due to Selected Causes of Death-2005

Rates are per 100,000 population under 75 years of age

Michigan
Rank Cause of Death Aichig: i Tuscola
Number Rate Number Rate Number Rate Number Rate

Malignant
neoplasms 155599 | 1637.9 530 | 17124 830 | 20244 1075 | 1972.5

2 Diseases of heart 123238 | 1297.2 390 | 1278.7 475 | 1158.5 720 | 1321.1

3 Accidents 87644 922.6 355 | 11452 * 597 | 1456.1 751 1378.0
Certain conditions
originating in the

4 perinatal period 42927 451.9 224 7226 * 0 0.0 * 75 137.6 *
Intentional self-

5 harm (suicide) 33057 348.0 50 1613 * 220 536.6 * 370 678.9 *
Assault

6 (homicide) 28346 298.4 0 0.0 * 0 00 * 25 459 *
Congenital
malformations,
deformations and
chromosomal

7 abnormalities 20838 219.3 0 0.0 * 164 400.0 * 224 411.0 *
Diabetes mellitus 17979 189.3 60 1935 * 160 390.2 85 156.0 *
Chronic lower
respiratory

9 diseases 17841 187.8 70 2258 * 70 170.7 150 275.2
Cerebrovascular

10 diseases 17795 187.3 35 112.9 160 390.2 140 256.9 *
Chronic liver
disease and

11 cirrhosis 16835 177.2 40 129.0 * 105 256.1 * 40 734 *
Nephritis,
nephrotic
syndrome and

12 nephrosis 7698 81.0 10 323 * 0 00 * 40 734 *
Influenza and

13 pneumonia 7668 80.7 20 64.5 * 10 244 * 20 36.7 *
Human
immunodeficiency
virus (HIV)

14 disease 6375 67.1 0 0.0 * 0 0.0 * 45 82.6 *

15 Septicemia 6230 65.6 95 3065 * 20 488 * 50 91.7 *

Source: http/www.midch state. my us/pha-os’/CHL Deaths/frame. htm!

2005 Michigan Resident Death File. Vital Records & Health Data Development Section, Michigan Department of Community Health.

Population Estimate (latest update 9/20053). National Center for Ilealth Statistics, U.S. Census Populations With Bridged Race Categories

The years of potential life lost below age 75 is a measure of mortality designed to emphasize mortality which is prevalent among persons under age 75. The
number of years ot potential life fost 1s calculated as the number of years between the age at death and 75 years of age for persons dying before their 75th year.
Asterisk (*) indicates that data do not meet standards of rehability or precision. Rates are estimations that were not provided by MDCH and should be noted as
having potentially large margins of error. Data displayed are by the underlying cause of death which is the condition giving rise to the chain of events leading to
death. Causes of death are classified in accordance with the Tenth Revision of the International Classifications of Diseases (1CD-10), a coding structure developed
by the Warld Health Organization. This revision has been used to classify deaths occurring on or after January 1, 1999. The ICD-10 codes are grouped into
broader categories for the causes listed in this table in order to classify these selected causes of death (e.g., [CD-10 codes CO0-C97 are used to indicate deaths due to
cancer)
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Table A-5: Rates of Years of Potential Life Lost from Top Cause of Death as compared to
Michigan-2000-2004 Average and 2005

Rates are per 100.000 population under 75 years of age

2000-2004 Averages

Huron |Michigan [Difference{ % > Michigan* |Huron |Michigan [Difference |% > Michigan*
Cancer 1908 1581 327 21% 17124 1637.9 74.5 5%
Heart Disease 1296 1282 14 1% 1278.7 | 1297.2 -18.5 -1%
Unintentional Injury 1310 739 571 77% 11452 | 922.6 222.6 24%
Cerebrovascular Disease
(Includes Stroke) 216 190 26 14% 112.9 187.3 -74.4 -40%
Diabetes 438 178 260 146% 193.5 189.3 4.2 2%

Sanilac|Michigan|Difference| % > Michigan* | Sanilac [Michigan|Difference|% > Michigan*
Cancer 1821 1581 240 15% 20244 1637.9 386.5 24%
Heart Disease 1378 1282 96 7% 1158.5| 1297.2 -138.7 -11%
Unintentional Injury 1532 739 793 107% 1456.1 | 922.6 533.5 58%
Cerebrovascular Disease
(Includes Stroke) 249 190 59 31% 390.2 187.3 202.9 108%
Diabetes 217 178 39 22% 390.2 189.3 200.9 106%

Tuscola|Michigan|Difference| % > Michigan* |TuscolaiMichigan|Difference|% > Michigan*
Cancer 1913 1581 332 21% 1972.5} 1637.9 334.6 20%
Heart Disease 1076 1282 -206 -16% 1321.1 | 1297.2 23.9 2%
Unintentional Injury 1247 739 508 69% 1378 922.6 455.4 49%
Cerebrovascular Disease
(Includes Stroke) 198 190 8 4% 256.9 187.3 69.6 37%
Diabetes 360 178 182 102% 156 189.3 -33. -18%

* As a function of the difference between county and Michigan divided by the Michigan,5 year average rate and 2005 rate.
Source:http://www mdch. state. mi.us/pha’ost/CHI/Deaths: frame huml

Table A-6: Infant Deaths, Five-Year Moving Averages; number of infant deaths/1,000 live births

*Infant Death Rates: The infant death rate is the number of resident infant deaths divided by total resident live births X 1,000.

# Rate # Rate # Rate # ‘ Rate

1989-1993 3.8 8.5 +3.8 5.6 10.3 £3.8 7.0 9.0 £3.0 1,523.2 10.4 +£0.2
1990-1994 3.6 8.3 +3.8 6.0 11.1 4.0 6.6 8.6 £2.9 1.431.0 9.9 £0.2
1991-1995 3.0 7.3 +£3.7 5.8 109 £3.9 7.0 9.2 £3.0 1,325.4 9.4 £0.2
1992-1996 3.2 79 +3.9 3.6 10.7 £3.9 6.6 8.9 £3.0 1.229.0 8.9 +0.2
1993-1997 2.4 6.0 £3.4 3.8 7.0 £3.1 8.0 11.2 £3.5 1,154.0 8.5 +0.2
1994-1998 2.2 5.5 3.2 3.8 7.0 £3.2 7.0 10.1 £3.3 1.108.4 8.2 +0.2
1995-1999 2.0 5.2 3.2 3.4 6.2 £2.9 6.6 9.7 £3.3 1.085.8 8.1 +£0.2
1996-2000 2.8 7.2 £3.8 2.6 4.7 £2.6 6.4 9.3 £3.2 1.086.2 8.1 0.2
1997-2001 22 5.8 £3.4 3.0 5.4 £2.7 6.0 8.8 £3.1 1.085.0 8.1 0.2
1998-2002 2.4 6.5 +3.7 3.2 5.9 £2.9 5.8 8.5 £3.1 1.078.8 8.1 £0.2
1999-2003 2.0 3.5 3.4 3.2 5.9 £2.9 54 7.8 £2.9 1.083.0 8.2 £0.2
2000-2004 1.8 5.243.4 2.8 5.3+2.7 5.6 8.1£3.0 1065.6 8.1£0.2
Source hitp/Awvww.mdeh. state mi us/phasost’CHETNDx frame himl
1989 - 2003 Michigan Resident Death Files and Michigan Resident Birth Files, Epidemiology Services Division, Vital Records and Health Data Development
Section, Michigan Department of Community Health Date Created: 1/27/2006; Infant Deaths: Deaths occurring to individuals less than | year of age.
Adding and subtracting the number shown after the £ symbol from the rate creates a confidence interval indicating that the true rate lies between the lower and
upper bounds ol this interval with 95 % statistical confidence. The true rate lies between the lower and upper bounds of the interval with 95% statistical confidence.

If the contidence interval is large for a single year comparison. it is suggested that you use the three year and five year moving average rates. - A dash indicates
that there were either no births or no infant deaths from this category.
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Table A-7: Rate of suicide deaths per 100,000, age adjusted rate

Rates are per 100,000

Five-Year Moving Averages

April 2007

Year Huron Sanilac Tuscola Michigan
Number Rate Number Rate Number Rate Number Rate
2000-2004 4.6 13.0£5.5 4.8 10.9+4.4 9.2 15.7+4.5 1045.8 10.4+0.3
1999-2003 5 14.3 £5.8 4.8 10.9+4 4 8 13.6+4.2 | 1,020.40 | 10.2+0.3
1998-2002 5.4 153 +5.9 4.6 10.7 +4.4 8.4 14.3+4.3 | 1,009.80 | 10.2+0.3
1997-2001 5.2 14.9+5.9 5.8 13.6 +£5.0 9.4 16.2 +4.6 991.4 10.0 +0.3
1996-2000 5 14.6 £5.8 5.4 12.8+4.8 8.6 14.9+4.5 | 1,003.80 | 10.2+0.3
1995-1999 4.6 13.8 +£5.8 6 14.5+£5.2 7.8 13.6+4.3 | 1,002.60 | 10.3£0.3
1994-1998 5.2 15.2+6.0 5.6 14.0 £5.2 7 12.2+4.1 | 1.013.20 | 10.5+0.3
1993-1997 4.8 14,0 £5.7 6.2 15.6+5.5 7.4 13.0+4.2 | 1,035.80 | 10.8=+0.3
1992-1996 5.8 16.6 £6.2 5.8 14.6 £5.4 7.6 13.5+4.3 | 1,047.80 | 11.0+0.3
1991-1995 5.2 15.1£6.0 6.2 15.6 £5.6 7.8 14.1+4.4 | 1,054.20 | 11.2+0.3
1990-1994 4 11.1£5.1 15.3 £5.6 8.6 15.6+4.7 | 1,074.00 | 11.5+0.3
1989-1993 3 * 7 18.0 +£6.0 9.8 17.8+5.0 | 1,078.20 | 11.7+0.3

Source: hittp:/‘www.mdch state mi.us/pha‘ost/CHI eri frame. il

The underlying cause of death is the condition giving rise to the chain of events leading to death. Between January 1, 1979 and December 31, 1998, the underlying
causes of death were classified in accordance with the Ninth Revision of the Intemational Classification of Diseases (ICD-9), a coding structure developed by the
World Health Organization. Starting January 1, 1999. causes of death were classified using the Tenth Revision of the International Classification of Diseases

(ICD-10). With each revision there are difterences in classifying the underlying cause of death. Therefore, health statistics based on one revision are not directly
coimparable to the other revision without the use of comparability ratios . Computed by the direct method, using as the standard population the age distribution of
the total population of the United States for the year 2000. The true rate lies between the lower and upper bounds of the interval with 95% statistical confidence. 1f
the confidence interval is large for a single year comparison, it is suggested that you use the three year and five year moving average rates. * indicates inability to

calculate reliable rates based on low numbers or insufficient information.
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Category B: Infant and Maternal Characteristics
Table B-1: Selected Birth Statistics; Coun

Infant & Maternal Characteristics

and Michi

Huron

an Residents-2004

Sanilac

April 2007

T PY

Michigan

% Under 20 years 9.3 8.9 9.3 9.6

% First births 35.8 33.9 38.7 38.9
% Fourth and higher order births 10.6 17.3 12.3 11.5
% Less than 12 years of education 9.9 18.3 14.9 16.8
% Cesarean delivery rate 37.4 30.1 28.5 27.6
% Weight gained while pregnant less that 16 pounds 12.3 10.4 10.8 12.2
% Smoked while pregnant 22.2 24.1 22.6 13.8
% Unmarried 25.2 33.1 33.2 35.6
% Received prenatal care during first trimester 91.4 85 88 82.7
Y% Low birth weight 6 6.4 6.1 8.4

% Very low birth weight * * 0.9 1.7

% Preterm 10.3 7.9 11.2 10

% Singleton births 96.4 97.1 97.1 96.3
Male/female ratio 101.3 125.2 105.3 105.3

* indicates that data do not meet the standards of precision or reliability.

Source: http://www.mdch state mi us/pha/osr’CHl/births/frame hunl

Michigan 2004 Resident Birth files, Vital Records & Health Data Development Section, Michigan Department of Community Health

. Low weight births are less than 2.500 grams.

Very low weight births are less than 1,500 grams.

Preterm births are infants born prior to 37 completed weeks of gestation.
Singleton birth is a single birth delivery.

Infant Characteristics are the percent of newborns who gave birth.

Table B-2: Low Birth Wei

hing

Huron

Sanilac

Male/female ratio is the number of male resident live births divided by the female resident live births x 100,

Tuscola

less than 2,500 Grams (~5 %2
Michigan

pounds).

1992-1994 5.4% 6.6% 6.1% 7.7%
1995-1997 6.3% 8.0% 6.8% 7.7%
1998-2000 7.7% 5.9% 6.6% 7.9%
2001-2003 6.1% 6.6% 6.7% 8.1%

[ 2004 6% 6.4% 6.1% 8.4%

Source:httpAwww mdeh.state mi.us/pha‘ost CELbirths frame huml

Huron Sanilac Tuscola Michigan Huron Sanilac Tuscola Michigan
# # # # # % # % # % # %
92-94 average 416 526 767 140410 92 222 | 143 | 27.1 | 199 [259 | 27379 | 195
95-97 average 389 551 694 133650 85 | 21.8 | 136 |24.6 | 162 | 234 | 23501 | 17.6
98-00 average 386 544 680 134375 71 | 183 | 123 | 225 | 169 | 249 | 21397 | 159
2001 * * * * * 20.8 * 259 * 24.2 * 15.5
2003 * * * * * 19.7 * 21 * 23.6 * 14.4
2004 302 519 659 129,710 67 | 222 | 125.1 | 24.1 | 148.9 | 22.6 | 179.000 | 13.8

*Data not available. unable to calculate rates for number of cases.

Thumb Rural Health Network
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Table B-4: Percentage of children ages 19-35 months and not exempted from vaccinations that have
been appropriately vaccinated

Quarterly average Sanilac Tuscola Michigan
2001 73 55 66 32
2002 74 63 73 43
2003 75 61 72 50
2004 76 65 70 56

January-May 2005 79 69 72 60

Source: MDCH, State Immunization Department. National Immunization Survey Data. MICR repor

Table B-5 & B-6: Teenage Pregnancies, Average annual number and 3 year average

All rates are per 1,000 age and sex specific population.

Huron Sanilac Tuscola Michigan
Number Number Number Rate Number Rate
1992-1994 47.3 43.8 81.7 61.1 123.0 60.0 28.926 90.63
1995-1997 51.0 46.5 89.7 62.6 119.0 54.7 25.808 77.83
1998-2000 45.0 40.4 90.7 61.4 132.0 59.4 23,153 68.27
2001-2003 26.0 32.7 64.0 45.7 125.0 54.0 21.622 59.3
2004 41 33.8 67 42.4 87 41.6 19.789 55.2

Source: http://www.mdch.state.mi.us/pha/osr/CHUbirths/frame.htmi}
Live Births. Abortions and Population Estimates obtained from Division for Vital Records and Health Statistics, Michigan Department of Community Health: Population
Estimate (latest update 10/2000), Office of the State Demographer, Michigan Department of Management and Budget: Pregnancies are the sum of Live Births, Abortions
and Estimated Miscarriages. Miscarriages are estimates adapted from a model developed by C. Tietz and J. Bongaarts of the Population Council (20% of the live births
and 10% of'the abortions). Abortions for females 10-19 are used in place of 15-19. County totals may not add to state totals. All rates are per 1,000 age and sex specific
population. 1999 population is used to calculate the 2000 rate.

Annual Teen Pregnancy Number and Rate 1989-2003

*All rates are per 1,000 age and sex specific population.

Huron Sanilac Tuscola Michigan
Number R: Number Rate Number Rate Number Rate
1989 72 61.1£13.7 87 60.8+12.4 164 73.5+£10.8 33.566 95.2+1.0
1990 51 45.6x12.2 88 63.7£12.9 136 63.1£10.3 33.898 99.4+1.0
1991 45 41.7£11.9 75 56.1£12.3 157 75.6x11.4 31.715 96.6+1.0
1992 53 50.4+13.2 70 52.9+12.1 131 64.3£10.6 30,220 94.3+1.0
1993 35 33.6£10.9 78 58.7£12.6 96 47.1£9.2 28.561 89.9+1.0
1994 50 47.3£12.8 97 71.7£13.8 142 68.7£10.9 | 27.998 87.7£1.0 |
1995 53 49.1+£12.9 85 60.8£12.5 116 54.5+£9.6 26.765 82.2+0.9
1996 54 48.9+12.7 99 68.7+13.1 135 61.6£10.1 25.844 77.4+0.9
1997 46 41.4=x11.7 85 58.4+12.0 106 47.9+£8.9 24,817 73.9+0.9
1998 49 43.9£12.0 101 68.612.9 131 58.9+9.8 24.266 71.6+0.9
1999 47 42.2+11.8 95 64.2+12.5 130 58.549.8 22.789 67.2+0.8
2000 39 33.5+10.3 76 49.3+10.8 135 63.2+10.3 22.404 63.9+().8
2001 26 21.2+8.1 64 40.549.7 125 57.9+£9.9 21,6602 61.7+0.8
2002 52 41.8%11.1 77 47.5+104 104 49.449.3 20.106 57.1+0.8
2003 40 33.0+10.1 73 46.3£10.4 118 56.4+£9.9 20.179 56.9+0.8
| 2004 I 41 33.8+10.2 67 42.4£9.9 87 41.6£8.6 19.789 55.2+0.7

Source:http i www. mdch state mi,us/phy:ose CHIbirths: Trame, html
Pregnancies are the sum of Live Births, Abortions and Estimated Miscarriages. Miscarriages are estimates adapted from a model developed by C. Tietz and J. Bongaarts
of the Population Council (20% of the five births and 10% of the abortions). Abortions for females 10-19 are used in place of 15-19. All rates are per 1,000 age and sex
specitic population. Vital Records & Health Data Development Section, Michigan Department of Communtty Health . Population Estimate (latest update 9/2005).
National Center for Health Statistics, U.S. Census Populations With Bridged Race
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Category C: Disease Death and Incidence Rates
Table C-1: Heart Disease Death Rates-Three-Year Moving Averages

Rates per 100,000 population age-adjusted

Year Huron Sanilae Tuscola Michigan
2002-2004 243.7+£23 243.6+23.6 241£21.9 249.9+1.8

2001-2003 2503 £24.2 | 24354239 | 264.6+234 | 262.8+1.8
2000-2002 264.7+25.0 | 283.1426.2 | 27224240 | 273.8+19
1999-2001 287.7+£26.4 | 289.0+26.4 | 282.0+24.8 | 281.9+1.9
1998-2000 313.3+28.0 | 300.4+27.0 | 307.14+263 | 289.9+2.0
1997-1999 318.0+28.7 | 311.9+27.6 1 323.5+274 | 293.0+2.0
1996-1998 3182 +29.0 | 323.6+28.5 | 327.5427.8 | 300.0+2.0
1995-1997 311.6+28.9 | 329.7+29.1 307.1£27.2 | 306.7+2.1
1994-1996 3242 +29.7 | 32854295 | 30994276 | 316.9+2.1
1993-1995 350.0+31.3 | 340.5+304 | 32894288 | 3255422
1992-1994 359.1432.0 | 3433+431.0 | 321.14289 | 327.6+2.2
1991-1993 375.4+33.0 | 3254 430.7 | 339.6+30.1 331.942.3
1990-1992 345.9431.7 | 33094313 | 33294302 | 3349423

Source: MDCH, http:/Avww mdch state mi us/pha‘osr/CHI/crv/frame. html

Table C-2: Prevalence of Hypertension, High Cholesterol

2003 2004-2005 2005 2005
Sanilac  Tuscola Thumb Huron Sanilac Tuscola Thumb Michigan

% ever told have High Blood Pressure 349% | 31.9% | 26.7% 30.5% | 32.7% | 22.0% 35.5% 29.2% 27.8%
% taking medicine (if’ High) 84.8% | 743% | 63.2% 73.3% NA NA NA NA NA

% ever had cholesterol checked 84.1% | 77.1% | 76.1% 78.6% | 80.6%* | 82.9%* | 69.4%* | 75.9% 80.1%
% cholesterol checked in past 5 years NA NA NA NA 72.2%* | 79.5%* | 67.6%* | 72.4% 76.4%
% ever told cholesterol high 31.9% | 31.0% | 31.1% 31.2% | 27.6% | 25.3% 41% 31.3% 38.9%

Source; Behavioral Risk Factor Survey, * 2005 Data only

2003 Thumb Breakdown by Demographics-Hypertension, Cholesterol

Hypertension Cholesterol
% ever told % taking % ever had o/ oo .
have medicine-if have checked Zoever told high

Gender Male 33.9% 62.7% 75.2% 30.0%
Female 27.2% 86.0% 81.8% 32.3%

Age 18-34 10.9% 29.7% 47.1% 6.2%
35-54 26.4% 60.4% 83.2% 30.6%

55-64 42.1% 88.3% 94.6% 47.3%

65 or older 55.1% 88.8% 96.0% 53.1%

Education <High School 45.9% 73.6% 78.3% 41.1%
H.S. Grad 30.0% 70.4% 76.0% 32.5%

Some College 26.1% 78.9% 75.3% 26.8%

College Grad 27.6% 72.9% 91.4% 27.6%

Income <$20.000 33.3% 75.0% 74.9% 30.6%
$20,000-34,999 32.9% 71.2% 72.5% 29..3%

$35.000-49,999 26.6% 73.2% 79.3% 35.8%

$50.000-74,999 32.1% 61.9% 83.3% 26.5%

$75.000+ 26.5% 82.1% 87.1% 32.9%

Source: Behavioral Risk Factor Survey
Ilvpertension: The percentage who responded “yes™ to the question, “Have you ever been told by a doctor, nurse, or other health professional that
you have high blood pressure?”™. The percentage of those who responded “yes™ to having ever been told they have high blood pressure (exctuding
those who only had this during pregnancy ) who responded “yes™ to the question “Are you currently taking medicine for your high blood pressure?”
Cholesterol: The percentage who responded “yes™ Lo the question, “Have you ever had your blood cholesterol checked?” The percentage of all respondents who said
“yes” to the question, “Have you ever been told by a doctor, nurse, or other health professional that your blood cholesterol is high?
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Rates

per 100,000 population age-adjusted

Huron

S

anilac

Table C-3: Stroke Death Rates-Three-Year Moving Averages

Tuscola

Michigan

2002-2004 62.9+12.2 60.1+11.7 54+10.4 53.3+0.8
2001-2003 61.1+11.9 | 60.5+119 | 56.4+10.9 56.0 £0.8
2000-2002 570113 | 66.9+12.6 | 59.6+11.3 58.5+0.9
1999-2001 66.6+124 | 59.7+11.9 ] 358.7+11.3 60.4 £0.9
1998-2000 74.0+133 | 575+11.8| 64.4+12.1 61.7 £0.9
1997-1999 759+13.8 | 51.2+11.3 | 60.6+11.9 62.4 £0.9
1996-1998 88.1 £15.1 55.6x11.8 | 59.9+12.0 62.7 £0.9
1995-1997 89.6+155 | 59.1+124 1 54.1+11.5 64.4£1.0
1994-1996 96.0 £16.1 76.3 +14.1 70.5+13.3 65.8 £1.0
1993-1995 92.9 +16.1 69.4+137 | 73.1+13.8 65.6+1.0
1992-1994 972+16.6 | 75.6+14.6 | 76.9+14.3 64.0 £1.0
1991-1993 94.8+16.7 | 65.7+13.8 | 64.7+13.2 63.4£1.0
1990-1992 923+164 | 71.1£14.6 | 60.3+12.8 63.9x1.0

April 2007

Source: MDCH, http://www.mdch state. mius/pha;osr/CHE cri frame himl

Table C-4: Percent of Respondents 35 or Older ever told by Health Care Provider they had Heart
Attack, Angina, Stroke

2003-Thumb 2005-Thumb

2005-Michigan

Heart attack | Angina or A Heart attack | Angina or A Heart attack | Angina or A
(myocardial coronary stroke® (myocardial coronary | stroke® | (myocardial coronary stroke’
infarction) ' heart infarction) " heart infarction) ' heart
disease’ disease’ disease’
7.4% 7.7% 1.9% 4.5% 5.2% 3.5% 4.7% 4.6% 3.0%

Source: Behavioral Risk Factor Survey

-% Told had Heart Attack, Angina, Stroke
2004-2005

Breakdown by Coun

County

Ever Told Had . .. Heart attack | Angina or A Heart attack | Angina or A
(myocardial | coronary | stroke® | (myocardial | coronary | stroke’
infarction) ' heart infarction) ' heart

disease’ disease’
Huron 9.2% 7.0% 1.3% 2.8% 5.1% 3.4%
Sanilac 5.6% 6.4% 3.0% 2.5% 7.9% 1.5%
Tuscola 7.5% 9.1% 1.3% 3.4% 1.5% 4.4%

Source: Behavioral Risk Factor Survey
" Among all adults, the proportion who had ever been told by a doctor that they had a heart attack or myocardial infarction. For the Huron County estimate data from 2002
and 2005 were used: for Sanilac and Tuscola. 2005 data were used.
* Among all adults. the proportion who had ever been told by a doctor that they had angina or coronary heart disease. For the Huron County estimate data from 2002 and
2005 were used: for Sanilac and Tuscola. 2005 data werc used.
* Among all adults. the proportion who had ever been told by a doctor that they had a stroke. For the Huron County estimate data from 2002 and 2003 were used: for
Samlac and Tuscola. 2005 data were used
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Table C-5: Knowledge of Symptoms of Heart Attack, Stroke, and 1* Action to Take in Event of Heart

Attack or Stroke-2003

Item Thumb Huron Sanilac Tuscola
Believe is a symptom
of Heart Attack
a. pain in jaw or neck 57.0% 59.1% 50.7% 60.4%
b. feeling weak, lightheaded 62.4% 66.3% 61.3% 60.7%
c. chest pain or discomfort 95.5% 97.1% 95.9% 94.4%
d. sudden trouble seeing in 30.6% 32.8% 30.5% 29.2%
one or both eyes
e. pain or discomfort in arm 89.8% 90.4% 88.5% 90.6%
or shoulder
f. shortness of breath 83.8% 87.5% 80.0% 84.6%
Item Thumb Huron Sanilac Tuscola
Believe__ is a symptom
of stroke
a. sudden confusion/trouble 89.8% 90.1% 86.8% 91.9%
speaking
b. numbness/weakness of 95.6% 95.9% 93.7% 97.1%
face/arm/leg
c. sudden trouble seeing in 66.2% 67.9% 635.1% 66.2%
one or both eyes
d. sudden chest 33.3% 35.7% 33.9% 31.5%
pain/discomfort
e. sudden dizziness. trouble 85.2% 87.0% 82.7% 85.9%
walking
f. severe headache with no 54.3% 53.6% 52.8% 55.8%
sign of cause
Thumb Huron Sanilac Tuscola
First thing would do if
believed someone was
having a heart attack or
stroke
Call 911 84.6% 84.3% 83.9% 85.3%
Take to the hospital 5.6% 5.6% 4.9% 6.3%
Tell person to call doctor 1.4% 1.0% 1.5% 1.6%
Call persons spouse/family 1.3% 1.2% 1.5% 0.7%
member
Something else 6.7% 7.7% 7.3% 5.6%
Don’t know 0.4% 0.2% 1.0% 0.2%
100% 100% 100% 100%

Thumb Rural Health Network
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Table C-6: Diabetes Death Rates-Three-Year Moving Averages

per 100,000 population age-adjusted

April 2007

Huron Sanilac Tuscola Michigan
2002-2004 80.3x13.9 98.1+15.1 89.1x13 .4 80.9+1.7
2001-2003 81.1+14.1 99.2 +£15.3 86.8 +13.4 80.4 1.0
2000-2002 82.3+14.2 108.5 £16.1 97.8+£14.4 81.3+1.0
1999-2001 93.0£15.2 103.7+15.8 101.0+14.8 81.6 £1.0
1998-2000 91.9+15.2 99.0x15.5 109.0 £15.5 82.1 1.0
1997-1999 90.5£15.3 101.1 £15.8 98.3+14.9 81.3%1.0
1996-1998 79.5£14.4 100.1 £15.8 85.5+£14.0 80.5 1.1
1995-1997 79.1 £14.6 101.1 £16.0 78.2+13.6 80.1 £1.1
1994-1996 81.3+14.6 95.0 £15.6 82.5+14.2 80.3 £1.1
1993-1995 75.3+14.2 97.0£16.0 89.9+14.9 80.0 x1.1
1992-1994 82.3=x149 1014 £16.6 88.5+14.9 80.3 =1.1
1991-1993 86.2 £15.5 93.3 £16.1 952 £15.6 80.8 +1.1
1990-1992 89.1 £16.0 97.0£16.6 96.9£16.0 81.3 1.1

% Told have Dia
9.1%

2003-Thumb

betesl

2005-Thumb
% Told have Diabetes'

Source; MDCH, http //www mdch state nu.us/pha‘osr:CHI cri:frame html

Table C-7: Prevalence of Diabetes by Demographic Characteristics

2005-Michigan
% Told have DiabetesI

8.1%

Source: Behavioral Risk Factor Survey
Breakdown by Coun

-% told to have Diabetes'

County 2004-2005 Average
Huron 10.6% 1.6%
Sanilac 8.6% 7.7%
Tuscola 8.3% 14.1%

2003 Thumb Breakdown by Demographics-% told to have Diabetes'

Gender Male 9.7%
Female 8.3%
Age 18-24 0.3%
35-54 8.7%
55-64 11.5%
65-99 18.8%
Education <High School 12.0%
H.S Grad 8.7%
Some College 7.4%
College Grad 10.3%
Income <$20,000 13.0%
$20,000-34.999 9.25
$35.000-49.999 6.8%
$50.000-74.999 6.6%
$75.000+ 12.2%

Thumb Rural Health Network

Source: Behavioral Risk Factor Survey

" Among all respondents, the percentage who responded “yes™ to the question, “Have you ever been told by a doctor that you have diabetes?”
* Statistically significant, p <.05: Sample Size- 2005 Behavioral Risk Factor Survey Thumb=197: Sample Size-2005 Behavioral Risk Factor Survey Michigan=12.046
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Table C-8: Cancer Death Rates-Three-Year Moving Averages

April 2007

Rates are per 100,000.
0 ;
2002-2004 | 203+22.7 | 201.7421.8 | 199.7420.0 | 193+1.6
2001-2003 | 189.2+22.1 | 205.7+22.2 | 210.7420.8 | 195.9+1.6
2000-2002 | 195.8+22.5 | 201.8422.2 | 210.6£20.9 | 199.5 1.6
1999-2001 | 191.0+22.3 | 201.8422.3 | 203.6£20.8 | 201.5+1.6
1998-2000 | 2033 +23.2 | 206.5+22.7 | 194.7420.7 | 203.3+1.6
1997-1999 | 201.2 4233 | 212.5+23.1 | 219.1 4222 | 204.9+1.7
1996-1998 | 203.3+23.8 | 2202 +23.7 | 229.7422.9 | 207.0+1.7
1995-1997 | 210.7+24.5 | 217.4+23.7 | 224.5422.7 | 209.9 £1.7
1994-1996 | 203.6 £24.1 | 215.823.8 | 196.0421.4 | 212.7+1.7
1993-1995 | 205.5+24.3 | 20444235 | 193.7421.5 | 214.6 +1.8
1992-1994 | 197.0+23.8 | 217.6424.6 | 203.7422.4 | 217.1 1.8
1991-1993 | 198.7 £24.2 | 218.9+25.1 | 218.14233 | 219.7+1.8
1990-1992 | 2022 +24.8 | 221.7+25.5 | 213.6 +23.1 | 220.2+1.8

Table C-1, C-3. C-6, C-8: Source: http//www mdch state mi us'phasost,CHI erisframe html

The underlying cause of death is the condition giving rise to the chain of events leading to death. Between January 1. 1979 and December 31. 1998, the underlying causes
of death were classified in accordance with the Ninth Revision of the International Classification of Diseases (ICD-9). a coding structure developed by the World Health
Orranization. Starting January 1. 1999, causes of death were classified using the Tenth Revision of the Intemmational Classification of Diseases (ICD-10). With each
reviston there are differences in classifying the underlying cause of death. Therefore, health statistics based on one revision are not directly comparable to the other revision
without the use of comparability ratios, Computed by the direct method, using as the standard population the age distribution of the total population of the United States
for the year 2000. The true rate lies between the lower and upper bounds of the interval with 95% statistical confidence. 1f the confidence interval is large for a single year
comparison, it is suggested that you use the three year and five year moving average rates.

Table C-9: Percentage of Women 40+ Who Had Mammogram in the Past 2 Years, by Demographic

Characteristics-2003

Demographic Characteristic

Michigan-2004

% Had Mammogram in Past 2

- 1
Years

Ever-93.5%
Past Year- 62.7%

Thumb 78.0%

County Huron 83.7%
Sanilac 74.1%

Tuscola 77.1%

Age 40-54 70.9%*
55-64 85.4%

65-99 82.9%

Education < High School 72.5%
H.S. Grad. 77.1%

Some College 78.4%

College Grad. 85.7%

Income < $20.000 64.4%
$20.000-34.999 75.9%

$35.000-49.999 85.7%

$50.000-74.999 82.3%

$75.000 + 96.8%

Souree: Behavioral Risk Factor Survey

" Among all respondents, the percentage who responded “ves™ to the question, “Have you ever had a mammogram? and then indicated having done so within the past two
years. * Statistically significant, p < .05

Thumb Rural Health Network
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Table C-10: Percentage of Women who ever had Clinical Breast Exam, had in the Past Year, by
Demographic Characteristics-2003

% Ever Had Clinical Breast % Had Breast Exam in Past Year (all
2

Exam' women)
92.9% 74.2%
Thumb 91.7% 65.8%
County Huron 89.8% 77.6%*
Sanilac 90.2% 72.7%
Tuscola 93.6% 59.8%
Age 20-34 88.8%* 73.1%
35-54 95.5% 67.5%
55-64 94.4% 75.0%
65-99 85.6% 65.4%
Education < High School 84.0% 56.1%*
H.S. Grad. 89.5% 64.7%
Some College 94.8% 75.0%
College Grad. 94.5% 77.6%
Income < $20,000 81.3%* 45.9%*
$20.000-34.999 89.6% 67.9%
$35.000-49.999 96.0% 75.0%
$50.000-74.999 95.0% 76.3%
$75,000 + 100.0% 82.4%

Source: Behavioral Risk Factor Survey

' Among all respondents, the percentage who responded “yes™ to the question, “Have you ever had a clinical breast exam?”
? Among all respondents, the percentage who responded “yes™ to the question, “Have you ever had a clinical breast exam?” and then indicated having done so within the
past two vears. * Statistically significant. p < .05

Table C-11: Percentage of Women who ever had Pap Test, had in the Past Year, by Demographic
Characteristics-2003

% Ever Had Pap % Had Pap Test in Past 2 Years (all women)
ba

ic Characteristic Test1
Michigan- 94.8% 82.6%
Thumb 97.6% 75.9%
County Huron 98.0% 77.7%
Sanilac 96.6% 74.6%
Tuscola 98.2% 71.7%
Age 20-34 96.4%* 81.9%*
35-54 100.0% 76.7%
55-64 97.8% 77.0%
65-99 94.6% 57.8%
Education < High School 94.1% 55.1%*
H.S. Grad. 97.2% 69.2%
Some College 98.4% 72.4%
College Grad. 100.0% 81.3%
Income < $20,000 95.7% 50.6%*
$20.000-34.999 98.7% 66.4%
$35.000-49.999 97.6% 81.1%
$50.000-74,999 99.0% 85.0%
$75,000 + 100.0% 94.1%

Source: Behavioral Risk Factor Survey: * Statistically significant, p < .03
" Among ali respondents, the percentage who responded “yes™ to the question. “Have you ever had a Pap smear?”
? Among all respondents, the percentage who responded “yes™ to the question, and then indicated having done so within the past 2 years.
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Table C-12: Cancer Incidence Trends

Age-Adjusted Rates are per 100,000 population

1989- 1993

Huron County Residents, 1989-2003
1994 - 1998

April 2007

1999-2003

Primary Site  AverageAge-Adjusted Average = Age-Adjusted AverageAge-Adjusted
Number  Rate Number Rate Number,  Rate

Prostate Gland___|_ 408 8154107 | 352 7024101 486 | 944116
| Lung and Bronchus| 260 | 527490 | 304 64.1+10.1 296 | 574491
Breast 264 63.6109 | 298 6974113 328 | 70.9<10.8
| Colon and Rectum | 29.0 | 64099 | 262 , 546487 328 62.2+9.0
_All Other Sites _ 92.8  218.6+19.7 | 780  173.2£16.9 108.0 | 229.6£19.2
Total 2150 | 48044276 | 199.6 43194257 2518 | 514.4427.2

Sanilac County Residents, 1989-2003

1989- 1993 \ 1994 — 1998
Primary Site Average | Age-Adjusted AverageAge-AdjustedAverageAge-Adjusted
: J Number Rate Number Rate Number| Rate
"ProstateGland | 352 |  718%99 356 67.8+9.6 404 | 758+10.2
_ Lung and Bronchus 302 643499 340  668+9.7 37.0 | 70.0+9.7
Breast 252 589+10.1 252  529+9.1 342 674+99
Colon and Rectum 29.8 654498 282 57.148.7 30.2 56.8 £8.5
. All Other Sites 96.6 2151 £186 982 : 2033+17.2 108.8 | 21424173
' Total 217.0 47554264 1221.2 . 447.9424.7 250.6 | 48424252

Tuscola County Residents, 1989-2003

1989- 1993 | 1994 - 1998 1999- 2003
Primary Site. . Average Age-Adjusted AverageAge-AdjustedAverage Age-Adjusted
Number Rate Number Rate ) [Number Rater -
Prostate Gland 454 806.0+i104 438 | 774497 568 9134102
Lung and Bronchus; 40.0 7623102 342 60.4+8.8 40.8 66.5£8.9
Breast 400 758210.5 404 | 724496 386 62.1 8.6
| Colon and Rectum 386 76297 356 | 64.1+87 406  655+85
All Other Sites ~ 99.2 190.0+154 121.4 © 2165=160 1400 = 228.8+]6.2
 Total . 2632 504.2424.7 2754  4908+23.7 3168  514.3+23.7

‘Michigan Residents, 1989-2003
1989- 1993 1994 - 1998

1999- 2003

Primary Site Average |Age-Adjusted| Average |Age-Adjusted] Average |Age-Adjusted
Number Rate Number Rate Number Rate
Prostate Gland 7.767.8 | 87.7+0.8 [7.528.8 | 80.0+0.8 [8.696.2 | 87.7+0.8
Lung and Bronchus{6.988.2 | 79.0+08 [7.243.8 | 77.2+0.8 [7.359.6 | 74.3+0.7
Breast 6.553.6 | 764408 [6.803.8 | 73.3+0.7 [7.180.8 | 71.6+0.7
Colon and Rectum [5.464.0 | 63.7+0.7 [53924 | 382406 [354702 | 535.2+0.6
All Other Sites 19.523.6 | 223.4 1.3 [20.376.8 | 217.7+1.3 [22.123.0 | 222.0+1.2
Total 46.297.2 | 530.3 +2.0 |47,345.6 | 506.3 1.9 [50.829.8 | 510.8 +1.8

Source: il wwwy ndeh state miusphacosr- CHIT Cancer rume hiuml

Michigan Resident Cancer Incidence File. Updated with cases processed through November 22, 2005, Vital Records & Health Data Development Section. Michigan
Department of Community Health. Last Updated: March 16,2005 Age-adjusted rates are computed by the direct method. using as the standard population the age
distribution of the total population of the United States for the year 2000. Adding and subtracting the number shown after the £ symbol from the rate creates a confidence
interval indicating that the true rate lies between the lower and upper bounds of this interval with 95 % statistical confidence. Average Number is the number of new
invasive cancer cases diagnosed in the period, divided by the number of vears in the period,
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Table C-13: Average Number and Rates of Hospitalization due to Asthma, 2000-2002

Rates are age-adjusted per 10,000 people

Male 21 13.9 22 10.1 34 12.3 Male 6.329 12.9
Female 27 14.9 30 13.5 38 12.8 Female 8.986 17.6
White 48 14.4 52 11.9 71 12.8 White 8.485 10.4
Black 0 ~ 0 ~ 0 ~ Black 6.562 43.5
0to17 20 27.1 18 16.6 30 214 Oto4 3.212 48.5
18 and 28 9.9 35 10.3 42 9.5

Older 5to 14 2,458 16.8
151034 2.286 8.4
35t0 64 5.321 13.6

65 and
Older 2.037 16.6
Total 48 14.3 52 11.9 72 12.6 Total 15315 15.4

Rates are age-adjusted to the 2000 US population. Michigan population estimates for 2001 are used in calculations. For records missing data on race, race was assigned

Source:hitp./-www. getasthmahelp.org/stats/couAll asp

based on the 1990 Census population. ~ Insufficient data to compute a stable rate. (Tota! count of events <=20 or Population < 5000)
For more information about asthma in vour county, please review "Epidemiology of Asthma in Michigan: 2004 Surveiltance Report.”

If you have a specific data request, please contact Betsy Wasilevich, asthma epidemiologist, at wasileviche:@michigan gov

Sources:

1. Michigan Behavioral Risk Factor Survey, 2002.
2. Michigan Behavioral Risk Factor Survey, 2003.

3. Michigan Inpatient Database, 2000-2002.
4. Michigan Resident Death File, 1990-2003.

5. Asthma and Allergy Foundation of America - State Costs in Detail
Last Updated 04/27/2005

Table C-14: Sexually Transmitted Disease statistics-2005

*Rate per 100,000 ulation
Chlamydia 44 122 68 153 63 108 38.729 390
Gonorrhea 1 3 7 16 10 17 17.684 178
Syphilis 0 0 0 0 0 0 105 1.1
HI1V Infection 10 0 20 449 10 17.2 16.200 163
Total HIV & AIDS _
4 | 3 4 .52 578
Cases Reported : 10 2 1.527 2.3

Source: hitp:/Avww michigan gov documents'mdeh-3a_Complele Statewide tables 0928 g6 173957 7 pdt

Additional STD statistics available at hup - www.mdeh state.miusipha‘osr/CHI/std_héframe html . Michigan Sexually Transmitted Diseases Database. Sexually

Transmitted Disease Section, Division of HIV/AIDS-STD, Michigan Department of Community Health: Table prepared by the Division for Vital Records and Health
Statistics, Michigan Department of Community Health. Number of cases reported by outpatient clinics, hospitals, doctors™ offices and other health facilities. These cases

represent testing for Michigan residents

Thumb Rural Health Network
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Table C-15: HIV/AIDS Related Risks; Testing

Engaged in At-Risk Behaviors for Acquiring HIV (18 - 64 Years)'

2005 Thumb

April 2007

2005 Michigan

4.3%

Ever Had an HIV Test Among Those Aged 18 — 64 Years®

33.1%

39.5%

2005 Breakdown by Coun

Engaged in At-Risk Behaviors for Acquiring HIV!

-HIV Risks

Source: Behavioral Risk Factor Survey

Ever Had an HIV Test?

Huron 2.7% 27.9%
Sanilac 4.9% 33.9%
Tuscola 1.1% 30.7%

2005 were used.

Source: Behavioral Risk Factor Survey
" Among those aged 18 - 64 years, the proportion who reported that they had done at least one of the following in the past year: used intravenous drugs. been treated for a
sexually transmitted or venereal disease, given or received money or drugs in exchange for sex. had anal sex without a condom. For Huron County. data from 2003-

? Note: "Don't know" was considered a valid response. Among those aged 18 - 64 years, the proportion who reported that they ever had been tested for IV, apart from
tests that were part of a blood donation. For Huron County. data from 2003-2005 were used.

Table C-16: Preventable Hospitalizations and Rates per 10,000 Population; All Ages by Statewide

Leading Diagnoses
population in the area for the specified year or years,

Rates are per 10,000

Huron Sanilac Tuscola Michigan
Average Average Average Average
Annual Annual Annual Annual
Rate Rate Rate Rate

(99-03) (99-03) 2004 (99-03) (99-03) 2004
All Preventable
Hospitalizations 3054+81 2847177 | 2975+72 272.6=%153 2714+6.0 2653 £13.2 2432+04 | 2532+1.0
Bacterial Pneumonia 568+3.5 575+80 56.6+3.1 522+67 446+24 42.1 3 37602 36704
Congestive Heart
Failure 585+36 54477 514+£3.0 453£6.2 456+£25 423+£53 404+02 418+04
Chronic Obstructive
Pulmonary 273+24 226+50 | 296+23 283+49 | 259%19 285+43 1 21201 | 20703
Kidney/Urinary
Infections 15919 17544 15516 172+38 13213 142=+31 13.5+ 01 14.6+0.2
Dehydration 168+ 19 123+3.7 180+1.8 132+34 126+13 8§2+23 11.6x0.1 9.8+02
Cellulitis 164+19 18345 123+15 145+35 1.1+x12 150+3.1 10.7+ 0.1 12602
Gastroenteritis 6112 103+34 5109 4720 84x1.1 73x22 3.8+0.1 3.6£0.1
Asthma 13.0£1.7 109£3.5 120+ 14 11.8£3.2 13113 11.9+2.8 154+0.1 162+0.2
Diabetes 124+1.6 74+28 14116 96+29 93+ 1.1 8§5+24 11.2+0.1 11.7£0.2
Convulsions 64+12 80+3.0 66£1.1 60£23 7810 5820 6.8+0.1 79+£0.2
All Other Preventable
Hospitalization
Conditions 75940 655+85 76336 69877 798+32 81.5+73 70802 774+0.5

and upper bounds with 93% statistical confidence. A rate is not calculated and is shown by an "*" if there were less than 6 cases for the specitied period and given

Source: ittprAvww.mdeh state i uspha osr CHIEhasp frame. himl
Division for Vital Records and Health Statistics, Michigan Department of Community Health. Last Updated: 06/24/2005
Preventable ospitalizations are hospitalizations for conditions where timely and effective ambulatory care can decrease hospitalizations by preventing the onset of an
illness or condition. controlling an acute episode ot an illness or managing a chronic disease or condition. Hospitalizations are inpatient hospital stays as measured by stays
that were completed during the specitied year. The number of hospitalizations is often greater than the number of persons hospitalized since some persons are hospitalized
more than once during a year. Adding and subtracting the number shown afier £ symbol from the rate creates an interval indicating that the true rate lies between the lower

diagnosis. Population estimates are from the U.S. Census Bureau. Leading Preventable Hospitalization Conditions in the table are based on primary diagnosis only. All
Other Preventable Hospitalization Conditions include primary and secondary diagnoses for iron deficiency anemia and nutritional deficiency. by secondary diagnosis for
dehydration, and by primary diagnosis for all other conditions. Source: Michigan Resident Inpatient Files,
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Category D: Adolescent Health Data
Table D-1: Percent of 7"-12™

Thumb

1990-1992 60% 55%
1996-1998 64% 63.3% * 59%
2000-2002 61% 52% 36% 56%
2004 57.5% 49.8% 47.1% 51.7%

Source: Adolescent Health Surveys; * indicates inability to calculate reliable rates based on low numbers or insufficient information.
Tri-county School Comprehensive Health Program and Huron. Sanilac. and Tuscola County Health Departments

Table D-2: Percent of 7"-12™ grade students self-reporting tobacco use.

1990-1992 26% * * 24.5%
1996-1998 44% 50.9% * 42%
2000-2002 40% 3% 40% 37.4%
2004 27.9% 31.7% 27.6% 29%

Source: Adolescent Health Surveys: * indicates inability to calculate reliable rates based on low numbers or insufficient information.
Tri-county School Comprehensive Health Program and Huron, Sanilac, and Tuscola County Health Departments

Table D-3: Percent of 7"-12™ grade students self-reporting drug use; top four drugs used.

Marijuana Inhalants
Huron Sanilac  Tuscola Thumb Huron Sanilac  Tuscola  Thumb
1998 * * * * 1998 12.20% 13.7% * 12.9%
2000 | 26.8% 22.3% 21.1% 23.4% 2000 8.6% 8.4% 10.5% 8.8%
2002 | 21.2% 21.9% 19% 21.3% 2002 7.5% 6% 12.4% 7.5%
2004 | 20.6% 20.7% 17.5% 19.6% 2004 6.2% 7.7% 5.9% 6%
Downers
Huron Sanilac  Tuscola Thumb Huron Sanilac  Tuscola  Thumb
1998 | 12.2% 11.4% * 12.3% 1998 12.2% 7.4% * 12.3%
2000 9% 8.9% 5.8% 8.4% 2000 9% 7.3% 7% 8.4%
2002 10% 7% 12.4% 8% 2002 10% 6.6% 8.1% 8%
2004 9% 8.7% 9.4% 9% 2004 7.2% 6.6% 5.5% 6.5%

Source: Adolescent Health Surveys
Tri-county School Comprehensive Health Program and Huron. Sanilac, and Tuscola County Health Departments

Table D-4: Percent of 7"-12" grade students self-reporting seriously considering suicide.

Huron Sanilac Tuscola Thumb
1998 31.5% 30.2% * 31%
2000 25.6% 22.8% 31% 24.8%
2002 22.7% 22.5% 28.1% 23.1%
2004 20.4% 23.9% 25.1% 23.1%

Source: Adolescent Health Surveys: * indicates inability to calculate reliable rates based on low numbers or insufficient information,
Tri-county School Comprehensive Health Program and Huron. Sanilac. and Tuscola County Health Departments:
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Table E-1.2: Injury Deaths and Death Rates; Distribution by percent of all injury fatalities.

Rates are per 100,000 population for the specified age and sex group in the geographic area

Huron Sanilac Tuscola Michigan
Leading Causes Of 6 year 6 year 6 year 6 year
Fatal Injuries average average average average
All Fatal Injuries
100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Transport Fatal Injuries
33.1 39.7 41.7 274
intentional - Fall
Unintentional - Fa 115 14.0 6.6 9.5
Unintentional - Suffocation
8.4 6.6 11.9 10.1
icides - Fi
Suicides - Firearm 13.3 10.8 5.6 7.3
Unintenti I- Poi i
nintentiona oisoning 6.7 75 5.0 0.3
Unintentional - Burn, Fire/Flame
4.7 5.5 5.1 43
Suicides - Hanging/Suffocation
4.5 5.1 3.1 3.7
. ional - D .
Unintentiona rowning 76 40 54 36
icides - Poisoni
Suicides - Poisoning 6.0 75 3.7 26
Homicides - Fi
omicides - Firearm 7.7 0.0 5.1 2.0
All Other 14.3 20.4 17.0 19.3

Source: bt www mdeh state. mi.us phaost'C HE FatalAtame him)

Michigan Resident Death Files. Data Development Section, Michigan Department of Community Health. Last Updated: 06/03/2006

A transport fatal injury is any tatal injury involving a device designed primarily for, or being used at the time primarily for. conveying persons or goods from
one place to another. This unintentional category includes accidents involving: aircraft, spacecraft, watercraft. motor vehicle. railway. and other road velucles
{excludes intentional or undetermined deaths).

Zero deaths and rates are shown by a "—". Rates are per [00.000 population for the specified age and sex group in the geographic area. Adding and
subtracting the number shown after the £ symbol from the rate creates an interval indicating that the true rate lies between the lower and upper bounds with 95%
statistical eonfidence
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Table E-2: Percent of 7™-12" grade students self-reporting violence.

Having Been in a physical fight in Did not go to school because you feel Verbal or Physical Abuse that you

the past 12 months unsafe consider harassment

Huron | Sanilac | Tuscola | Thumb | Huron | Sanilac | Tuscola | Thumb | Huron | Sanilac | Tuscola | Thumb
1998 | 38.2% | 40.5% * 39.1% * * * * 22% 24.6% * 23.7%

2000 | 40.7% | 31.6% 32.2% 35.5% 8.6% 7.1% 4.1% 7.3% 21.2% | 19.3% 19.3% 20.1%
2002 | 34.9% | 33.9% | 29.8% 33.8% 6.5% 54% 9.1% 6.2% 17.8% | 16.2% 16.5% 17%
2004 | 42.6% | 32.4% 32.5% 32.9% 6.2% 5.4% 4.8% 5.5% 18.8% | 15.5% 15.4% 17.1%

Huron | Sanilac | Tuscola | Thumb | Huron | Sanilac | Tuscola | Thumb | Huron | Sanilac | Tuscola | Thumb
1998 | 12.2% | 14.6% * 13.2% | 29.53% | 31.7% * 30.7% 5.3% 6.5% * 5.9%
2000 | 11.7% | 11.7% 9.4% 10.7% | 28.5% | 22.8% 22.8% 25.1% 5.6% 8% 5.8% 6.4%
2002 | 8.5% 9.4% 12.4% 8.9% 222% | 22.2% 29.8% 22.5% 5.7% 5.8% 12.4% 5.7%
2004 | 8.1% 10.1% 10.1% 9.4% 21.8% | 23.5% 24.3% 23.1% 5.5% 3.3% 3.6% 4.2%

Huron | Sanilac | Tuscola | Thumb | Huron | Sanilac | Tuscola | Thumb

1998 | 7.1% 6.4% * 7% 16.6% | 15.9% * 16.6%
2000 6% 6.9% 7% 6.4% 11% 12.4% 13.5% 11.9%
2002 | 5.7% 4.6% 8.3% 5% 12% 10.8% 11.6% 10.9%
2004 | 4.4% 5.9% 3.7% 4.6% 12.2% 9.9% 8.2% 9.8%

Physical Abuse by a date or peer Verbal/Emotional Abuse by a date or  Sexual Abuse by a date or peer

peer

Huron | Sanilac | Tuscola | Thumb | Huron | Sanilac | Tuscola | Thumb | Huron | Sanilac | Tuscola | Thumb
1998 | 6.9% 8.8% * 5.5% 13.7% | 14.7% * 14.5% 7.4% 8.3% * 7.9%
2000 | 7.7% 8.2% 10.5% 7% 14.2% | 14.1% 17.5% 14.1% 8.6% 8.8% 6.4% 8.3%
2002 | 7.2% 6.3% 6.6% 7.8% 13.3% | 11.4% 16.5% 12.4% 6.8% 6.4% 7.4% 6%
2004 | 53% 6.6% 4.6% 5.5% 14.5% | 13.9% 12.5% 13.7% 5.1% 6.8% 6% 6%

Source: Adolescent Health Surveys; * indicates inability to calculate reliable rates based on low numbers or insufficient information.
Tri-county Schoot Comprehensive Health Program and Huron. Sanilac, and Tuscola County Health Departments

Table E-3: Number and Rate of new victims of substantiated child abuse/neglect.
Rate per 1000 age specific population.

New Cases Rate New Cases Rate New Cases Rate New Cases Rate
2006 (through Sept) 19 2.2 63 5.3 41 2.6 8374 3.3
2008 21 2.4 52 43 39 2.5 10253 4.1
2004 11 1.3 62 5.2 39 2.5 10936 4.3
2003 14 1.6 67 5.6 58 3.7 10788 4.3
2002 14 1.6 55 4.6 54 3.5 10812 4.3
2001 13 1.5 60 5.0 67 4.3 11069 4.2
2000 16 1.8 44 3.7 44 2.8 10295 3.9
1999 24 2.7 45 3.8 49 3.1 9358 3.6

Source: QA231. Family Independence Agency Report. wwiv mfia.state mi us MIR Data

Data related to substantiated child abuse/neglect cases. out of home ptacements. Delinquency, adoption. and foster care are available on the internet. Data 1s by
quarters. Recommend solteiting assistance from local Department of Human Services for interpretation.
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Table E-4: Traffic safety ratings for Killed or Seriously injured crashes.

0, - ’_ -
Deficit Overall Rank' | # of K-A Injuries’ Rank by # % l‘:i;l\:i'e's} A Rank by %

Huron County 1995 1998 1995 1998 1995 1998 1995 1998 1995 1998
-2000), -2002 -2000 -2002 -2000 -2002 -2000 -2002 -2000 -2002
Excessive Older oA
Driver(70+) Crash Profile ! 9 68 46 28 22 10.2 15.8 2 2
Fixed Object Crash
Profile 12 34 118 80 355 46 17.8 274 14 29
Excessive Alcohol-Related N N
Crash Profile 19 48 104 68 39 48 15.7 233 23 36
Motorcycle Crash Profite || 21 || 57 | 24 || 16 [385] s0 |36 55 | 22 ] 52
Excessive 18-20 Year Old a
Crash Profile 28 12 72 78 41 37 10.8 26.7 18 1
Violated Traffic controls \ )
Crash Profile 33 14 33 40 41 29 5 13.7 24 4
Excessive 15-17 Year Old . a
Crash Profile 405 21 57 43 44 39 8.6 14.7 29 15
Excessive Heavy Truck N
Involved Crash Profile 62 36 18 28 SLS 41 2.7 9.6 5SS 30
xcessve 2 34 Vear Old || g9 57 157 100 485 51 23.6 342 70 61
rash Profile
Ercessive Specd-Related |- 6 75 90 58 52.5 61 13.6 19.9 54 56
“rash Profile
Excessive Pedestrian
Casualty Rate 77 71 7 6 64.5 63 1 2.1 79 70

Source: http/Avww townsafety com/ACTSweb/DataSC asp

Rank by #° Rank by %" ‘

[ et [ Overat Ranid

Sanilac Count 1995 1998 1995 1998 1995 1998 1995 1998 1995 1998

M -2000 -2002 -2000 -2002 -2000 -2002 -2000 -2002 -2000 -2002
Excessive Older a A n
Driver(70+) Crash Profile 28 46 41 36 39 44 11.4 99 23 41
[Fixed Object Crash Profile|| 24 |[ 25 [ os || tor | 38 || 38 J[272] 277 | 24 || 27 ]
Excessive Alcohol-Related 75 62 67 73 52 45 186 20 73 64

Crash Profile

[Motorcycle Crash Profile || 80 || 80 [ 8 || 8 [ 72 ] 74 122 22 st || s |

Excessive 18-20 Year Old

Choessive - 48 32 53 67 44 40 147 18.4 51 21
E':L';‘l:el‘,'n'){_l‘l‘:ﬁ‘ controls || 55 39 27 25 38 40 75 68 27 35
Excessive 15-17 Year Old ” )

xcessive 1+ 67 6l 36 40 54 44 10 [ 65 57
Excessive Heavy Truck 16 20 31 39 31 34 86 10.7 1 8

Involved Crash Profile

Excessive 21-34 Year Old || 5 21 160 171 38 38 44 4 468 13 8
Crash Profile

Excessive Speed-Related 5 74 82 69 48 53 228 18.9 49 61
Crash Profile

E‘xcessive Pedestrian 31 43 16 13 36 40 4.4 3.6 27 42
Casualty Rate

Source: http:awwvw townsafety comy ACTT Sweb/DataSCasp
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[ et | Overall Rank! Rankby %° |

Rank by #

# of K-A Injuries’ % of All K-A Injuries®

Tuscola Count 1995 1998 1995 1998 1995 1998 1995 1998 1995 1998
y -2000 -2002 -2000 -2002 -2000 -2002 -2000 -2002 -2000 -2002

Excessive Older 58 26 2

Driver(70+) Crash Profile 29 26 37 27 10.1 104 37 35

[Fixed ObjectCrash Profite || 34 | 32 ][ 136 |[ 140 | v [ 31 | 2a [ 25 ][ a7 [ 4 |

Excessive Alcohol-Related 131 28

Crash Profile 41 22 123 29 21.7 234 49 35

[Motoreycle Crash Profile || 55 || 69 | 25 || 18 |[ 36 ][ 46 [ 44 || 32 | e ][ 79

Excessive 18-20 Year Old - 5 97 “ 30 “ “

Crash Profile 36 32 91 31 16.1 17.3 36 31

Violated Traffic controls 5 47 25 5

Crash Profile 23 21 44 28 7.8 8.4 23 21

Excessive 15-17 Year Old 81 24

Crash Profile 8 12 96 25 17 145 8 17

Excessive Heavy Truck 63 2 23 2

Involved Crash Profile 46 12 17 34 N 1.2 51 4

Excessive 21-34 Year Old 212 31 243 227 27 28 429 405 23 34

Crash Profile ' )

Excessive Speed-Related 140 24

Crash Profile 19 15 140 27 247 25 39 84

Excessive Pedestrian 15 n 35

Casualty Rate 46 50 17 34 3 2.7 51 61

Source: http.www.townsafety convVACT Sweb/DataSC asp

'Overall Rank: A combination of actual # and % of crashes ranking as compared to the other counties in Michigan. Average of county rank for number of
persons killed or seriously injured and county rank for percentage of persons killed or seriously injured in crashes.

* # of KA Injuries: Number of persons killed or seriously injured

* Ranking: Number of KA Injuries: County rank for number of persons killed or seriously injured. Lower rank numbers indicate more persons killed or
seriously injured compared to counties with higher ranks.

' % of all KA Injuries: _Percentage of all persons who were killed or seriously injured that were involved in crashes.

> Ranking: % of all KA Injuries: County rank for percentage of all persons killed or scriously injured that were involved in crashes. Lower rank numbers
indicate a larger proportion of persons killed or seriously injured in crashes compared to counties with higher ranks

Thumb Rural Health Network Page 40




Thumb Area Community Health Data Book April 2007

Table E-5: 2004 Crime Arrest Numbers and Rates

Rates are per 100,000 population for the specified age and sex group in the geographic area

Tuscola Michigan

Sanilac

Huron

Arvests Offenses Arrests Offenses Arrests Offenses

Arvests Offenses

# Rate # Rate H Rate # Rate # Rate # Rate # Rate # Rate
INDEX
23 ) 2 2 5 5 N

TOTAL st 230 662 2.063 74 | 236 658 | 1.891 75 163 754 | 1625 | 52.041 523 | 356753 | 371

Murder &

Non-neg 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 5 0 2 0 4 385 5 638 6

Manslaughter

Rape 4 16 18 68 7 7 15 43 7 4 32 64 1,160 1 5516 55

Robbery 0 0 0 6 0 0 | 2 0 4 | 2 2,376 24 11,207 111

Assault - 9 31 24 65 16 43 47 119 15 48 43 105 1.120.5 120 31.792 335

Aggravated

Burglary 12 47 123 523 18 110 172 537 19 35 196 394 6,499 66 63425 667

Larceny 24 121 479 1319 2 66 382 | 1.066 2 45 429 950 27,706 270 | 190489 | 2027

Vehicle Theft | 6 15 56 10 7 29 107 7 21 43 95 2,346 24 49982 529

Arson 1 9 3 25 1 0 7 11 | 4 10 10 364 5 3,704 41

%)TNA'E‘ DEX 1092 | 3.419 | 429 | 13466 | 770 | 1823 | 2271 | 5655 | 1122 ] 3.079 | 2321 | 5.694 | 285948 | 2900 | 641161 | 6564

Negligent

Manslaughter 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 1 2 52 1 76 i

Assault non- 92 333 327 1.083 104 | 204 370 814 14 324 365 915 34233 354 116339 1.183
| aggravated

Forgery & 2 6 19 53 3 1 12 32 4 0 14 17 1,534 13 7.421 7

Counterfeit

Fraud 9 16 542 1,297 32 50 471 | 1.169 19 12 125 200 5,825 51 4.761 392

Embezzling 4 3 21 19 2 0 B i1 2 4 9 14 1,283 12 4,084 41

Stolen 3 12 2 19 1 0 9 16 2 4 6 14 5825 53 5,825 55

Property

Vandalism 8 25 348 1,291 17 66 289 794 15 31 304 597 4,291 42 92,491 1.020

Weapons 8 12 10 40 6 14 4 34 3 14 6 37 4,300 40 4.175 41

Prostitution &

Common Law 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1,927 15 1.698 17

Vice

Other Sex 7 19 55 18 5 16 33 89 15 35 54 157 2.053 18 10.158 103

Offenses

Nareotic Laws 16 165 113 126 40 123 141 295 50 171 106 411 31,655 312 43477 428

Gambling 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 ! 0 93 | 134 1

Family & 9 28 i3 109 1 0 12 46 71 120 87 151 2,666 39 7.022 83

Children

Driving Under

Influence 188 585 201 625 185 | 432 225 492 258 737 271 768 48,439 503 49845 513

Alcohol/

Narcotics

Liguor Laws 146 591 175 691 98 199 76 197 71 262 94 295 20.926 231 18.919 200

Disorderly 54 100 516 157t 24 27 152 277 s 29 7 171 11.084 13 65716 634

Conduct

All Other 525 | 1525 | 1ose | 6123 | 252 ] 79 472 b azoo | 493 | ras2 | 757 | ress | nwoses |ories | 1734 1.778

TOTAL 1.007 | 3.226 0 788 | 1.861 0 1,144 | 3.051 0 312407 | 3.156 0

Adults-

TOTAL - 136 423 0 56 197 0 53 192 0 25,620 271 0

Juvenile <16

TOTAL - Al N . . c ;) e - - B s

\wes L3 | 3650 | 4958 | 15528 | 844 | 2058 | 2920 | 7546 | 1.197 3.075 | 7.320 | 338027 | 3427 | 997914 | 10335

Source: Uniform Crime Reporting.

* County data may be incomplete due to incomplete jurisdiction reporting. Includes all reported activity within the county. Offenses are unlawful acts reported
to a law enforcement ageney. An arrest indicates that an offender has been taken into custody:.
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Category F: Access to Care
Table F-1: Education

April 2007

Huron Sanilac Tuscola Thumb Michigan United
Averages States

Median household income $35.315 | $36.870 $40.174 $37,453 $44.667 41,994
% of people age 18 or older with a High
School Diploma 56.7 56.3 59.2 57 61.1 28.6%
% of people age 18 or older with an
associates degree 6.4% 5.9% 6.8% 6.4% 7% 6.3%
% of people age 18 or older with a
bachelors degree 7.4% 6.2% 7.1% 6.9% 13.7% 15.5%
% of people age 18 or older with a graduate
or professional degree 3.5% 3.8% 3.5% 3.6% 8.1% 8.9%
% below poverty 10.2 10.4 8.2 9.6 10.5 12.4

(SF 3) - Sample Data

Table F-2: Health Care Access Data- Economic Factors

Indicator

Source: http://tactfinder.census. gov/servlet/DatasetMainPageServiet? program=DEC& lang=en& ts
DP-2. Profile of Selected Social Characteristics: 2000 & DP-3. Profile of Selected Economic Characteristics: 2000 of Data Set: Census 2000 Summary File 3

Huron

Sanilac

Tuscola

Michigan

Medicaid Eligible (2004) 15% 15.5% 14.4% 13.7%
% eligible that are Enrolled with Medicaid Qualified Health 55% 62% 64% 66%
Provider (2005)
Medicare Eligible (2004) 22.4% 18.7% 17.4% 15.3%
Underserved Population (2000) 81.3% 72.5% 45.2% 32.9%
Unserved Population (2000) 42.5% 30.9% 42.9% 42.9%
% < 100% Poverty (2000) 10.2% 10.4% 8.2% 11.8%
Y% <200% Poverty (2000) 30.4% 31.5% 32.4% 25.5%
% of children <18 in poverty (2000-2002) 17.6% 18.7% 16% 18%
Estimated # of children <18 below poverty (2000-2006) 1.200 1.679 1.740 414517
MI Child Enrollment (9/2001) 102 144 206 23.5377
MI Child Enrollment (2005) 159 276 308 35.633
# of HMOs & Competition Rate 4&0 5&.59 5& .44 25 & .69

Table F-3: Unemployment Rates 1999-2005

Source: Primary Health Care Profile of Michigan, Michigan Hospital Association, http://www.mpea.nethealthpolicv profiles hun

Time Period Huron Sanilac Tuscola Michigan United States
1999Average 5% 6.4% 5.5% 3.8% 4.2%
2000Average 4.9% 5.5% 3.3% 3.6% 4%

2001 Average 7.4% 7.7% 7.9% 3% 4.8%
2002 Average 9.1% 9.2% 8.7% 6.2% 5.8%
2003 Average 9.9% 10.9% 9.6% 7% 6%

2004 Average 8.2% 10% 8.9% 7.1% 5.5%
2005 Average 7.4% 8.0% 7.9% 6.7% 5.1%

Source: Michigan Office of Labor Market
Information contact Jason Patmer at pajmerj2aémichizan zov and www.bls pov US Department of Labor Bureau of Labor Statistics
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Table F-4: Eligibility for Public Programs; Uninsured Rates

Huron

Tuscola Michigan

Number | Percent Number | Percent Number | Percent Percent

Persons eligible for Medicare
(2004 8,088 224 8,331 18.7 10,118 17.4 15.3
Students with Free/Reduced

{_Lunch (2004 2,334 42.2 3,330 39.7 4,096 36.6 36 |
Uninsured Estimates- 2000

All Ages ) ‘ Under Age 18
County/State
Name # insured # uninsured % uninsured #insured # uninsured % uninsured
Michigan 8.723.331 1.112,867 11.3 2.281,949 202.325 8.1
Huron County 31.807 3.642 10.3 7,479 632 7.8
Sanilac County 38.736 5478 12.4 10,169 998 8.9
Tuscola County 50.839 6.615 11.5 13,150 1.192 83

Source: U.S. Census Bureau, Small Area Health Insurance Estimates Program, http.//www.census gov/hhes www/sahie/data. htm|
The width of the confidence intervals for the number insured and number uninsured are the same. This follows from the fact that the two numbers must add to a
known population. A random deviation in one must thus be mirrored exactly in the other, so a measure of variability like the standard deviation must be the
same. For certain counties the lower confidence bound may be less than zero. Due to rounding, the sum of the county estimates within a state may not equal the
state estimate and the sum of the state estimates may not equal the national estimate from the Annual Social and Economic Supplement of the Current
Population Survey

Table F-5: Health Care Access Data- Uninsured Rates, 2000-2002

All ages
Rates are Huron Sanilac Tuscola Michigan
per 1000 # Population i Rate # Population Rate # Population | Rate # l Population I Rate
Below
Poverty* 862 3,690 234 1.215 4.650 | 261 | 1,222 4,761 | 257 258.919 | 1.048.482 247
100-199%
Poverty* 1.069 7.290 147 1,498 9.392 159 | 1,802 10.881 166 257.817 | 1.484.411 174
Over
200%
Poverty* 1.514 25,098 60 1.931 30.505 63 | 2.769 46,624 59 537,773 | 7,405,550 73
AH Income 3.447 36,079 96 4,644 44,547 104 | 5,793 58,266 99 1,054,509 | 9,938,444 106

Huron Sanilac Tuscola Michigan

# Population Rate # Population Rate # | Population | Rate # Population Rate
Below
Poverty* 192 1.200 160 290 1,679 | 173 285 1,740 | 164 60,532 414.517 146
100-199%
Poverty* 276 2.000 138 402 2.938 137 483 3,516 137 59.546 460.801 129
Over
200%
Poverty* 307 5.981 51 416 8,018 52 580 11,320 51 109438 | 1,858,362 39
All Income 775 9,182 84 1,108 12,634 88 | 1,356 16,575 82 229516 | 2,733,680 84

Huron Sanilac Tuscola Michigan
# Population Rate H Population Rate H l Population l Rate H Population Rate

Below

Poverty* 0 663 0 0 607 0 0 543 0 925 104.006 9
100-199% -

Poverty* 32 2.286 14 32 2.348 14 32 2,338 14 4.392 305.443 14
Over

200%

Poverty* 34 4.074 8 33 3.913 8 37 4.551 8 6.575 809.783 8
All Income 66 7.024 9 65 6.869 9 70 7.433 9 11 ,892 1.21 9.232 10

Source: Primary Health Care Profile of Michigan, Michigan Hospital Association. http:./www. mpca.net‘healthpolicy. profiles htm
* Based on Federal Poverty Guidelines calculated on family size and income. For example, in 2000-2002, a family of four with household income of $18.400 would be
considered at the poverty level.
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2003-Thumb
% Reporting No Health

2005-Thumb
% Reporting No 1 lcalth Care

April 2007

Table F-6: Prevalence of Having No Health Care Coverage among 18-64 Year Olds

2005-Michigan

% Reporting No THealth

. . 1
Care Coverage

12.5%

. 1
Coverage

14.2%

. - 1
Care Coverage

14.5%

Breakdown by Coun

No Health Care Coverage'

County
Huron 16.4% 28.2%
Sanilac 13.6% 10.8%
Tuscola 9.2% 9.3%

2003 Thumb Breakdown by Demo

raphics-% Reporting

Demographic

Gender Male 15.9%
Female 9.0%
Age 18-34 18.9%
35-54 10.1%

55-64 7.6%

Education <High School 22.2%
H.S Grad 16.0%

Some College 9.5%

College Grad 3.4%

Income <$20,000 34.4%
$20,000-34,999 13.8%

$35,000-49,999 7.1%

$50,000-74,999 5.6%

$75,000 6.5%

Source: Behavioral Risk Factor Survey

" Among 18-64 vear olds, the percentage who responded “no” to the question, “Do vou have any kind of health care coverage, including health
insurance, prepaid plans such as HMOs, or government plans such as Medicare?™ * Statistically significant, p < .03
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Table F-7: Prevalence Having No Personal Doctor/Health Care Provider; Routine Check Up

2005-"Thumb 2005-Michigan

2003-Thumb

% Without a Health % Without a Health No Routine Check up in | % Without Health No Routine Check up
Care Provider Care Provider Past Year' Care Provider in Past Year'
15.4% 7.6% 32.5% 1 14.4% 29.6%
Source: Behavioral Risk Factor Survey
O

Huron 16.3% 7.2% *

Sanilac 20.4% 8.9% 27.4%

Tuscola 11.1% 10.2% 34.2%

Source: Behavioral Risk Factor Survey

2003 Thumb Breakdown by Demographics-% without a Health Care Provider

Gender Male 22.0%
Female 9.1%
Age 18-34 29.9%
35-54 13.5%
55-64 9.8%
65-99 4.7%
Education <High School 20.5%
H.S. Grad 18.8%
Some College 11.8%
College Grad 8.9%
Income <$20,000 25.9%
$20,000-34,999 14.8%
$35,000-49,999 18.3%
$50,000-74,999 11.7%
$75,000+ 10.2%

Source: Behavioral Risk Factor Survey

The proportion who reported that they did not have anyone that they thought of as their personal doctor or health care provider.

" The proportion who reported that they did not have a routine checkup in the past year. Data were only available from 2003.

" Unable to calculate due to sample size
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2003-Thumb
% Not Getting
Needed Care

Because of Cost1

2005-Thumb
% Not Getting
Needed Care

Because of Cost1

Table F-8: Prevalence of Not Getting Needed Medical Care Because of Cost

2005-Michigan
% Not Getting
Needed Care

Because of Cost1

10.1%

14.8%

12.7%

April 2007

Source: Behavioral Risk Factor Survey

Breakdown bi Couni-% Not Gettini Needed Care Because of Cost

Huron 10.6% 14.4%
Sanilac 11.0% 13.9%
Tuscola 9.1% 13.2%

Source: Behavioral Risk Factor Survey

2003 Thumb Breakdown by Demographics-% Not Getting Needed Care Because of Cost

| Demographic

Gender Male 9.4%
Female 10.8%

Age 18-34 12.9%*
35-54 11.6%
5 5-64 7.0%
65-99 6.1%

Education < High School 17.1%*
H.S. Grad. 8.2%
Some College 13.1%
College Grad. 5.1%

Income < $20,000 23.8%*
$20,000-34,999 12.3%
$35,000-49,999 7.5%
$50,000-74,999 4.1%
$75,000 + 3.4%

Have Yes 6.8%*

Insurance No 37.9%

Source: Behavioral Risk Factor Survey

" Among all respondents, the percentage who responded “ves™ to the question. “Was there a time in the past 12 months when vou needed to see a doctor but could
not because of the cost?” * Statistically significant, p < .05
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Table F-9: Number of Providers, Rates, and Shortage Desig

Provider Information

Primary Care Physicians rate/100,000 in 2001

Huron
72.06

April 2007

nations
Sanilac

Tuscola
46.3

Michigan
135.58

69.6

Dentists rate/100,000

44.4

314 343

55.9

Source: http://www mpca net‘healthpolhiey. profiles htm

County Primary Medical Dental HPSA Mental Health Medically Underserved Area status
Care HPSA Status status Care HPSA
Huron Recommended for low- | Designatedasa | Recommended for | Dwight/Port Austin Service Area (Dwight and
income population low-income geographic HPSA Port Austin townships). Lake Service Areca
group HPSA population group designation — (Lake Township)., and Sherman/Sigel Service
designation - HPSA Application Area (Sherman and Sigel Townships) all
Application awaiting (12/19/2005) awaiting Shortage designated (5/10/1994).
Shortage Designation Designation
Branch review Branch review
(10/31/2006) (9/28/2006)
Sanilac Recommended for low- | Designated asa | Recommended for St. Clair Service Area (Brown City. Elk
income population low-income geographic HPSA Township, Flynn Township, Maple Valley
group HPSA population group designation — Township. Speaker Township). Sanilac
designation - HPSA Application Service Area (Forester Township. Marion
Application awaiting (12/15/2005) awaiting Shortage Township, and Sanilac Township). Sanilac
Shortage Designation Designation Service Area (Argyle Township. Evergreen
Branch review Branch review Township, Minden Township. Wheatland
(10/27/2006) (10/27/2006) Township). Freemont/Worth Service Area
(Fremont Township. Worth Township) all
designated (5/10/1994).
Tuscola Designated as a None Recommended for None

Geographic HPSA
(6/20/20006)

geographic HPSA
designation —
Awaiting Shortage
Designation
Branch review
(10/16/2006)

Source: Special Data Request: Lonnie Barnett. MDCH.

Table F-10: Nursing Home/Hospital Long Term Care Unit Inventory

Nursing Home/Hospital Long Term Care Unit

Huron County

Sanilae County Tuscola County

Inventory-2006

Planning Area Total
Area Bed Need

Unmet Bed Need (Excess)
Source: Figures in the Department Inventory column reflect CON approved NH/HLTCU beds.: MDCH Special Request for data

Thumb Rural Health Network
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Category G: Health Status and Other Health Risks
Table G-1: Percent Distribution of Perceived Health Status, by County-2003

Thumb  Huron Sanilac Tuscola
Excellent 15.9% 17.8% 12.7% 17.1%
Very Good 35.1% 31.6% 37.1% | 35.6%
Good 33.4% 33.6% 343% | 32.6%
Fair 11.9% 12.6% 12.7% 10.9%
Poor 3.7% 4.3% 3.3% 3.8%

Source: Behavioral Risk Factor Survey

Table G-2: Percentage of Respondents Rating their Health as Fair or Poor
2003-Thumb 2005-Thumb 2005-Michigan

Health Fair or Poor' Health Fair or Poor' Health Fair or Poor'
15.6% 14.8% 15.2%
Breakdown bi Couni-% Ratini Health as Fair or Poor'
Huron 16.7% 10.5%

Sanilac 15.7% 19.3%

Tuscola 14.7% 15.1%

Source: Behavioral Risk Factor Survey

2003 Thumb Breakdown by Demographics-% Rating Health as Fair or Poor

| Demographic % Reporting Health Fair or Poor
Gender Male 15.3%
Female 16.0%
Age 18-34 4.1%
35-54 14.2%
55-64 24.6%
65+ 27.4%
Education <High School 20.6%
High School 16.8%
Some College 15.1%
College+ 9.3%
Income <$20,000 27.1%
$20,000-34,999 23.7%
$35,000-49,999 13.5%
$50,000-74,999 6.2%
$75,000+ 4.8%
Marital Status Single-Never Married 8.2%
Married 14.3%
Widowed 30.8%
Divorced, Separated 30.0%
Member Unmarried Couple 6.1%

I'he proportion who reported that their health, in general. was ecither fair or poor..  Statistically Significant, p .05
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Table G-3: Average Number Days Health (Physical, Mental) Was Not Good, Activities Limited,

by Demographic Characteristics-2003

Phys. Health Not Mental Health Limited
Demographic Good' Not Good® Activities’
Characteristic (Mean # Days) {(Mean # Days) {(Mean # Days)
Thumb 4.0 33 2.0
County Huron 4.1 3.1 1.4
Sanilac 3.7 3.6 2.1
Tuscola 42 3.1 23
Gender Male 3.9 2.7* 1.8
Female 42 3.8 2.2
Age 18-34 2.4* 43* 0.8*
35-54 3.7 34 2.6
5 5-64 5.7 33 2.7
65-99 5.6 1.9 1.8
Education < High School 5.3 3.4 2.4
H.S. Grad. 43 3.3 22
Some College 3.5 3.7 2.0
College Grad. 3.3 2.4 1.0
Income < $20,000 5.5% 4.8* 33*
$20,000-34,999 5.0 33 2.3
$35,000-49,999 4.2 34 2.6
$50,000-74,999 3.2 1.9 1.0
$75,000 + 1.8 2.9 0.6

Source: Behavioral Risk Factor Survey. * Statistically significant. p < .03

' Mean number of days in past 30 physical health was not good.
* Mean number of days in past 30 mental health was not good

* Mean number of days in past 30 when poor physical or mental health kept respondent from doing usual activities

Table G-4: Ratings/Indicators of Physical and Mental Health

2005 Thumb 2005 Michigan
Poor Physical Health on at least 14 Days in the Past Month' 6.9% 11.1%
Poor Mental Flealth on at least 14 Days in the Past Month® 6.8% 10.8%
Rarely or Never Received Needed Social and Emotional Support’ 10.3% 7.3%
Dissatistied or Very Dissatisfied with Life* 5.0% 6.3%

Source: Behavioral Risk Factor Survey

Thumb Rural Health Network

Page 49



Thumb Area Community Health Data Book April 2007

2005 Breakdown by County-Indicators of Physical/Mental Health

Poor Physical Health on at Poor Mental Health on Rarely or Never Received

Dissatisfied or Very
Dissatisfied with Life*

least 14 Days in the Past  at least [4 Days in the Needed Social and Emotional

Month' Past Month® Support3
Huron 6.5% 6.4% * "
Sanilac 13.4% 12.0% 7.2% 1.7%
Tuscola 7.3% 7.5% 14.5% 9.7%

Source: Behavioral Risk Factor Survey
' The proportion who reported 14 or more days of poor physical health, which includes physical illness and injury. during the past 30 days.
* The proportion who reported 14 or more days of poor mental health, which includes stress, depression, and problems with emotions, during the past 30 days.
* The proportion who reported either “Rarely” or “Never” to the following question: *“How often do you get the social and emotional support you need”” Data were only
available from 2005,
* The proportion who reported either “Dissatisfied” or “Very Dissatisfied” to the following question: “In general, how satistied are you with your life?” Data were only
available from 2005.: *Unable to calculate due to sample size <50.

Table G-5: Prevalence of Asthma

‘ 2003-Th 2005-Mic
% Ever Told Have' | % Have Now? | % Ever Told Have' | % Have Now’ | % Ever Told Have' | % Have Now’
} 12.1% 8% 10.4% 9% { 13.8% 9%

Breakdown by County-Prevalence of Asthma
2004-2005

% Ever Told Have' % Have Now? % Ever Told Have' % Have Now’

Huron 12.6% 9.4% 14.5% 14.5%
Sanilac 9.8% 6.3% 14.9% 12.1%
Tuscola 13.5% 8.3% 14.0% 10%

2003 Thumb Breakdown by Demographics- Prevalence of Asthma

Demographics % Ever Told Have' % Have Now’
Gender Male 13.7% 8.6%
Female 10.6% 7.3%
Age 18-34 17.6%* 7.6%*
35-54 10.5% 8.0%
5 5-64 13.5% 10.3%
65 or older 7.9% 6.5%
Education < High School 8.2%* 3.7%*
H.S. Grad. 11.1% 8.7%
Some College 16.4% 7.7%
College Grad. 10.7% 8.4%
Income < $20,000 13.0% 8.8%
$20,000-34,999 15.6% 11.1%
$35,000-49,999 10.5% 7.9%
$50,000-74,999 9.3% 5.2%
$75,000 + 10.9% 4.8%

Source: Behavioral Risk Factor Survey
'"The percentage who responded “yes™ to the question, “Have you even been told by a doctor, nurse or other health professional that you had asthma?”
“The percentage who responded “ves™ to the question, “Have vou ever been told by a doctor, nurse, or other health professional that you had asthma?” [f yes 10 the
question, "Do you still have asthma?
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2003 Rates Thumb Region Huron Sanilac Tuscola
o, 0, 0, 0,
Indicate some level of joint pain or 62.4% 62.2% 64.0% 61.5%
discomfort
Have pain/discomfort <3 mos. 6.5% 8.0% 6.1% >.8%
Joint pain/discomfort > 3 mos. 7.7% 3.5% 9.1% 7.9%
Saw doctor for pain, no diagnosis 6.1% 6.4% 4.7% 7.1%
Told have Arthritis or other joint 23.1% 26.8% 23.6% 20.3%
disease
Told have Arthritis and limited
because of disease/pain 19.1% 15.4% 20.6% 20.3%
Source: Behavioral Risk Factor Survey
2004-2005 2005
Chronic Joint Doctor Chronic Joint Doctor
Symptoms, Not Diagnosed Symptoms, Not Doctor| Diagnosed
Doctor Diagnosed' Arthritis® Diagnosed Arthritis
Thumb NA NA 7.9% 36.8%
Michigan NA NA 14.6% 30.9%
Huron 12.6% 9.4% 14.5% 14.5%
Sanilac 9.8% 6.3% 14.9% 12.1%
Tuscola 13.5% 83% 14.0% 10%

Source: Behavioral Risk

Factor Survey

"The proportion who reported having had any symptoms of pain, aching, or stiffiess in or around the joint (excluding the back or neck) during the past 30 days
that first started more than three months ago and who have not been diagnosed with arthritis, rheumatoid arthritis, gout, lupus. or ibromyalgia by a health care
professional. For the Huron County estimate data from 2003 and 2005 were used: for Sanilac and Tuscola, 2005 data were used.
“The proportion who reported ever being told by a health care professional that they had some form of arthritis, rheurnatoid arthritis. gout. fupus. or fibromyalgia.
For the Huron County estimate data from 2003 and 2005 were used; for Sanilac and Tuscola, 2005 data were used.
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Table G-7: Prevalence of Disability, Use Special Equipment
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2003-Thumb

% Have Some
Disability'

% Use Special
Equipment2

2005-Thumb

% Have Some
Disability'

% Use Special
Equipment2

% Have Some
Disability’'

% Use Special
Equipment2

21.5%

7.1%

22.5%

7.7%

21.5%

6.9%

Source: Behavioral Risk Factor Survey

Breakdown by County-Prevalence of Disability, Use of Special Equipment

2003 2004-2005
% Have Some % Have Some
Disability" % Use Special Equipment’ Disability’ % Use Special Equipment’
Huron 24.4% 6.0% 23.7% 3.1%
Sanilac 18.7% 6.8% 35.7% 9.6%
Tuscola 21.8% 8.3% 16.3% 8.6%

Source: Behavioral Risk Factor Survey

2003 Thumb Breakdown by Demographics-
Prevalence of Disability, Use of Special Equipment

% Have Some

Demographic Characteristic Disability' % Use Special Equipment’
Gender Male 21.8% 6.8%
Female 21.2% 7.5%
Age 18-34 7.9%* 1.2%*
35-54 21.5% 5.7%
55-64 33.2% 7.6%
65-99 31.0% 17.1%
Education < High School 22.3% 10.1%
H.S. Grad. 21.9% 6.1%
Some College 22.7% 8.2%
College Grad. 17.3% 5.6%
Income < $20,000 28.3%* 13.1%*
$20.000-34.999 23.2% 9.8%
$35.000-49.999 20.6% 4.9%
$50,000-74.999 17.9% 2.0%
$75,000 + 7.5% 1.4%

Source: Behavioral Risk Factor Survey
" Among all respondents, the percentage who responded “yes” to the question, “Are vou limited in any way in any activities because of physical. mental. or
emotional problems?”
* Among all respondents, the percentage who responded “yes™ to the question. “Do you now have any health problem that requires you to use special equipment”™
* Statistically significant, p <.03
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Table G-8: Prevalence of Limited Activity, Limited Activity Past 14 Days

limitation,

% with activity

2005-Thumb

% with activity limitation
in past 14 days.

2005-Michigan
% with activity
limitation in past 14
days.

% with activity
limitation,

19.8%

7.6%

19.9%

7.3%

Source: Behavioral Risk Factor Survey

2005 Breakdown by County-Prevalence of Limited Activit

% with activity limitation in past

% with activity limitation' 14 days®
Huron 21.1% 9.9%
Sanilac 34.5% 12.7%
Tuscola 14.3% 3.5%

Source: Behavioral Risk Factor Survey

""The proportion who reported being limited in any activities because of physical, mental, or emotional problems, or reported that they required use of special
equipment (such as a cane, a wheelchair, a special bed, or a special telephone) due to a health problem.

% The proportion who reported 14 or more days in the past 30 days in which either poor physical health or poor mental health kept them from doing their usual
activities, such as self-care, work. and recreation.

Table G-9: Percentage of Respondents Who Had Flu, Pneumonia Shot, by Demographic
Characteristics-2003

% Had Pneumonia Shot'

% Had Flu Shot'

Demographic Characteristic

Thumb 30.5% 22.1%
County Huron 31.9% 22.0%
Sanilac 33.8% 22.4%
Tuscola 26.9% 21.9%
Gender Male 28.7% 23.4%
Female 32.1% 20.5%
Age 18-34 15.5%* 1 0.9%*
35-54 20.7% 11.5%
55-64 37.0% 22.5%
65-99 62.0% 54.6%
Michigan Age 65+ 67.4% 62.6%
Education < High School 31.2% 33.8%*
H.S. Grad. 29.7% 21.5%
Some College 27.0% 19.1%
College Grad. 37.4% 19.8%
Income < $20,000 34.7%* 33.0%*
$20.000-34.999 32.9% 24.6%
$35.000-49.999 28.1% 16.6%
$50.000-74.999 22.1% 15.4%
$75,000 + 27.9% 13.2%

Source: Behavioral Risk Factor Survey
" Among all respondents, the pereentage who responded “yes” to the questions, “During the past 12 months, have you had a flu shot?” And “Have you ever
had a pneumonia shot?” * Statistically significant, p < .05
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Table G-10: Smoking Status of Thumb Area Respondents

2003-Thumb 2005-Thumb 2005-Michigan

Current Smoker' Current Smoker' Current Smoker'
23.8% 21.5% 21.9%

Source: Behavioral Risk Factor Survey

2003
Current Smoker' Current Smoker'
Huron 22.0% 22.2%
Sanilac 23.7% 28.2%
Tuscola 25.2% 19.3%

Source: Behavioral Risk Factor Survey

2003 Thumb Breakdown by Demographics-Smoking Status (%)

Demographic Characteristic gmu;;‘ee';tl S‘;::;T:::; Never Smoked Quit Ratio2
Thumb 23.8% 25.8% 50.3% 52.0%
County Huron 22.0% 25.9% 52.1% 54.1%
Sanilac 23.7% 25.3% 51.1% 51.6%
Tuscola 25.2% 26.2% 48.6% 51.0%
Gender* Male 28.6% 27.1% 44.3% 48.7%
Female 19.3% 24.6% 56.1% 56.0%
Age* 18-34 36.8% 13.5% 49.7% 26.8%
35-54 25.5% 26.4% 48.1% 50.9%
55-64 16.3% 32.1% 51.6% 66.3%
65-99 9.8% 36.6% 53.6% 78.9%
Education* < High School 35.0% 31.2% 33.8% 47.1%
H.S. Grad. 26.2% 23.3% 50.5% 47.1%
Some College 20.6% 26.1% 53.3% 53.1%
Co“ege Grad. 14.5% 28.0% 57.5% 65.9%
Income* < $20,000 32.3% 22.4% 45.3% 41.0%
$20.000-34.999 30.5% 21.6% 47.9% 41.5%
$35.000-49.999 19.9% 30.3% 49.8% 60.4%
$50,000-74,999 20.9% 32.1% 46.9% 60.6%
$75,000 + 15.0% 23.8% 61.2% 61.3%

Source: Behavioral Risk FFactor Survey
" Among all respondents, the percentage who responded “yes™ to (he question. “Have you smoked at least 100 cigarettes in vour lifetime? ™ and responded
that they currently smoked cigarettes every day or some days.
* The percentage of all respondents who said they have said they smoked at least 100 cigarettes in their life who said they do pot smoke now
* Statistically significant, p < .03
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Table G-11: Drinking Status; Prevalence of Binge Drinking -Thumb Area Respondents

2003-Thumb 2005-Thumb 2005-Michigan

Heavy' Binge Drank’ Heavy' Binge Drank’ Heavy' Binge Drank’
4.8% 15.9% 5.8% 20% 5.7% 16.7%

Source: Behavioral Risk Factor Survey

Breakdown by Coun and Binge Drinking
Heavy' Binge Drank’ Heavy' Binge Drank’
Huron 5.3% 20.6%* 6.8% 13.3%
Sanilac 4.0% 11.4% 6.1% 17.9%
Tuscola 5.0% 16.3% 5.1% 20.3%

Source: Behavioral Risk Factor Survey

2003 Thumb Breakdown by Demographics-Drinking Status (%)

Abstainer' Light/ Heavy' Binge Drank’
Moderate'
Thumb 45.6% 49.7% 4.8% 15.9%
County * Huron 37.6% 57.1% 5.3% 20.6%*
Sanilac 49.2% 46.9% 4.0% 11.4%
Tuscola 47.8% 47.2% 5.0% 16.3%
Gender* Male 36.6% 57.3% 6.1% 25.5%*
Female 54.0% 42.5% 3.5% 6.9%
Age* 18-34 35.6% 58.4% 6.0% 28.7%*
35-54 41.3% 53.3% 35.3% 16.0%
55-64 53.0% 44.3% 2.7% 9.8%
65-99 60.4% 36.0% 3.6% 4.3%
Education*  [< High School 53.0% 42.4% 4.6% 14.6%
H.S. Grad. 47.7% 47.5% 4.9% 18.7%
Some College 44.4% 50.1% 5.5% 14.0%
Income* < $20,000 59.4% 35.9% 4.7% 14.6%
$20.000-34.999 53.1% 39.6% 7.3% 14.2%
$35.000-49,999 39.6% 54.5% 6.0% 21.3%
$50.000-74.999 31.3% 67.2% 1.5% 19.9%
$75,000 + 33.1% 63.4% 3.4% 15.2%

Source: Behavioral Risk Factor Survey
"I'he percentage of respondents who reported not drinking alcohol at all in the past month (abstainers). an average of 2 or fewer drinks per day for males or
fewer drinks per day for females (light/moderate). or an average of more than 2 per day for males or more than [ per day for females (heavy).
* The percentage of all respondents who said they had 5 or more drinks in a singlc occasion one or more times in the past month
* Statistically significant, p < .05
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Table G-12: Percentage Overweight, Obese

2003-Thumb 2005-Thumb 2005-Michigan
Obese’ Obese’ Obese’

40%

Source: Behavioral Risk Factor Survey
Breakdown by Coun

2003 2005
Obese> Obese’

Huron 27.1% 32.9%
Sanilac 29.6% 36.3%
Tuscola 29.3% 36.1%

Source: Behavioral Risk Factor Survey

2003 Thumb Breakdown by Demographics-Overweight & Obese (%)

“haracteristic % Overweight' % Obese’ % Overweight or Obese
Michigan-2004 35.5% 25.5% 61%
Thumb 37.3% 28.8% 66%
County Huron 38.2% 27.1% 65%

Sanilac 36.4% 29.6% 66%
Tuscola 37.6% 29.3% 67%
Gender* Male 41.6% 31.6% 73%
Female 33.0% 26.1% 59%
Age * 18-34 33.5% 19.9% 53%
35-54 35.6% 31.7% 67%
55-64 40.7% 41.2% 82%
65-99 42.5% 26.5% 69%
Education < High School 47.0% 21.9% 69%
H.S. Grad. 353% 29.6% 65%
Some College 36.7% 31.8% 69%
College Grad. 37.3% 26.5% 64%
Income < $20,000 44.9% 24.3% 69%
$20,000-34,999 34.5% 32.2% 67%
$35,000-49,999 38.0% 34.5% 73%
$50,000-74,999 35.8% 32.1% 68%
$75,000 + 36.4% 23.8% 60%

Source: Behavioral Risk Factor Survey
' Among all respondents, the percentage who had BMI scores (from height and weight) 25.0 - 29.9, excluding pregnant women
* Among all respondents, the percentage who had BMI scores (from height and weight) greater than or equal to 30.0. excluding pregnant women
* Statistically significant, p < .05
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2005-Thumb
Inactive
19.5%

Table G-13: Percentage Inactive; No Leisure Time Physical Activity

2005-Michigan
Inactive

April 2007

Breakdown by Coun

Source: Behavioral Risk Factor Survey

2005
Inactive Inactive
%
Huron 25.7% 19.3%
Sanilac 27.5% 19.6%
Tuscola 23.0% 25.2%

Source: Behavioral Risk Factor Survey

2003 Thumb Breakdown by Demographics-Inactive (%)

Demographic

Gender Male 26.1%
Female 24.3%
Age 18-34 17.9%
35-54 24.3%
55-64 29.3%
65-99 32.2%
Education <High School H.S | 33.5%
Grad 27.3%
Some College 23.0%
College Grad. 16.4%
Income <$20,000 32.1%
$20,000-34,999 26.3%
$35,000-49,999 27.0%
$50,000-74,999 22.6%
$75,000+ 15.6%

Source: Behavioral Risk Factor Survey
' Among all respondents, the percentage who responded “no” to the question, “During the past month. other than vour regular job. did you participate in any
physical activities or exercises such running, calisthenics, golf, gardening, or walking for exercise?”
* Statistically significant, p < .05
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Table G-14: Percentage Inadequate Physical Activity

2003-Thumb 2005-Thumb 2005-Michigan
Inadequate Inadequate Inadequate Inadequate

Inadequate Moderate Vigorous Inadequate Moderate Vigorous
Inadequate Activity Activity Activity Activity Activity Activity Activity
52.6% 48.6% 58.2% 73.4% 50.5% 62.5% 72%

Source: Behavioral Risk Factor Survey

Breakdown by Coun uate Activi
2005
Inadequate Activity Inadequate Activity
Huron 55.6% 47.7%
Sanilac 54.0% 50.1%
Tuscola 49.6% 50.7%

Source: Behavioral Risk Factor Survey

2003 Thumb Breakdown by Demographics- Inadequate Activity (%)

Demog

Gender Male 53.0%
Female 52.2%

Age 18-24 41.3%
35-54 50.8%
55-64 56.6%
65-99 69.2%

Education <High School 58.1%
H.S. Grad 53.7%
Some College 48.5%
College Grad 52.6%

Income <$20,000 62.4%
$20,000-34,999 52.6%
$35,000-49,999 52.4%
$50,000-74,999 45.4%
$75,000+ 49.3%

Source: Behavioral Risk Factor Survey

" Percent who did not engage in either 30 nunutes or more of moderate physical activity five or more days per week, or at least 20 minutes of vigorous
activity three or more days per week.
* Statistically significant. p < .05
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Table G-15: Median Number Servings of Fruits and Vegetables per day and Percent Consuming
Five or More Daily; Inadequate Fruits and Vegetables

2003-Thumb 2005-Thumb 2005-Michigan

Inadequate Fruits & Vegetables' Inadequate Fruits & Vegetables' Inadequate Fruits & Vegetables'
80.3% 73.8% 77.2%

Source: Behavioral Risk Factor Survey
Breakdown by County-Fruits and Vegetables

2003
Inadequate Fruits & Vegetables' Inadequate Fruits & Vegetables'
78.0%
Huron 74%
Sanilac 84% 77.4%
Tuscola 78.7% 72%

Source: Behavioral Risk Factor Survey
' The proportion whose total reported consumption of fruits (including juice) and vegetables was less than five times per day. For the Huron County estimate
data from 2003 and 2005 were used: for Sanilac and Tuscola. 2005 data were used.

2003 Thumb Breakdown by Demographics- Fruits and Vegetables (# and %)

Demographic Characteristic Median Number Servings % Consume 5 or More

Fruits-Veg./Dayl Daily2

Thumb 33 19.7%
County Huron 34 22.0%*
Sanilac 34 16.0%

Tuscola 3.2 21.3%

Gender Male 3.0* 16.6%*
Female 3. 23.0%

Age 18-34 2.9* 16.1%*
35-54 33 16.8%

55-64 3.6 22.8%

65-99 39 28.2%

Education < High School 3.4% 23.4%*
H.S. Grad. 3.1 16.6%

Some College 34 17.8%

College Grad. 38 28.9%

Income < $20,000 3.4 19.9%
$20.000-34.999 3.3 20.3%
$35.000-49.999 3.4 14.5%
$50,000-74,999 3.2 23.4%

$75,000 + 3.1 21.0%

Source: Behavioral Risk Factor Survey
" Median number of servings of fruits and vegetables reported based on times per days consumed fruit juice. fruit. green salad, potatoes. carrots. and all other
vegetables (6 questions)
? Percent who reported consuming fruits and vegetables five or more times per day, as measured by frequencies of usual consumption of fruit juice. fruit. green
salad. potatoes. carrots, and all other vegetables (6 questions)

* Statistically significant. p < 03
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Table G-16: Prevalence of Sunburn in the Past Year, by Demographic Characteristics-2003

Demographic % Had 1 or More Sunburns in the Past

Year

Michigan 38.3%
Thumb 46.9%
County Huron 47.7%
Sanilac 50.4%

Tuscola 43.7%

Gender Male 54.1%
Female 40.1%

Age 18-34 63.3%
35-54 57.3%

55-64 33.3%

65-99 15.6%

Education <High School 35.0%
H.S. Grad 42.2%

Some College 56.2%

College Grad 52.6%

Income <$20,000 41.7%
$20,000-34,999 43.9%

$35,000-49,999 47.7%

$50,000-74,999 56.7%

$75,000+ 53.4%

Source: Behavioral Risk Factor Survey

* Percent responding ves™ to the question, “Have vou had a sunburn with the past 12 months. including anvtime that even a small part of your skin wasred for

more than 12 hours?”
* Statistically significant. p < .05
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Data Sources

* Michigan Department of Community Health (http://www.michigan.gov/mdch) : Many divisions within this department
collect and publish data related to health assets and deficits. Due to the smaller population base of Huron, Sanilac, and
Tuscola Counties rates are often not calculated for some diseases or conditions. One option in this event to is use multi
year averages. Another option is to utilize a multi-county rate. The Epidemiology Division, Vital Statistics Page
(bttpz/wvwiv.mdch state.mi.us/pha/osr/index.asp?ID=1) is a good starting point within the MDCH website.

*  Thumb Behavioral Risk Factor Survey: This survey was the first project completed by the members of the Thumb
Rural Health Network. It was this project that brought the members together and was the catalyst to formation of the
Thumb Rural Health Network as a corporate entity. The survey was conducted as an oversampling of the Michigan
Behavioral Risk Factor Survey with the core questions kept intact and supplemental questions regarding medical
compliance, domestic violence. and farm safety added to the survey. The survey sample included 1335 randomly
selected residents age 18 or older. The survey was administered by the Institute of Public Health Policy and Social
Research (IPPSR) of Michigan State University. A summary report was prepared with the results weighted and
adjusted statistically by IPPSR. The tables included in this data book include the localized over sampling for 2003 and
2004-2005 data from the Michigan Department of Community Health provided as a special request. Thereby. multi-
year rates have been provided when sample size was below 50.

*  Thumb Adolescent Health Survey: In 1988. the Sanilac County Health Department developed an adolescent health
survey as part of the Adolescent Health Program funded by the Michigan Department of Community Health. The
survey covered a wide range of health behaviors and was administered to 7-12" grade students. In 1990. Huron
County was added to the survey and in 1994. Tuscola County. The survey has been conducted every two years on a
voluntary basis. Over the lifespan of the survey. various changes were incorporated. The survey sample was increased
from 5% to 20% random sample. New partners were involved including behavioral health agencies and the Tri-County
Safe and Drug Free Schools and School Comprehensive Health Program. In 2000, the Safe and Drug Free School and
School Comprehensive Health Consortium assumed leadership for the survey with assistance from the Health
Departments and Substance Abuse Prevention Professionals. In 2006. the continuation of the survey was questioned
with only a few schools participating. The future of the survey is in question with the Safe and Drug Free Schools
Coordinator currently recommending shifting to a different survey program.

*  Michigan Asthma Initiatives (http://www.getasthmahelp.org/stats/couAll.asp): The Michigan Asthma Communication
Network and the American Lung Association collaborate to bring various information and resources regarding asthma
to this website. The site has a searchable database by county.

*  Michigan Department of Human Services: Statistics related to the number of child abuse new cases are published as a
result of the QA231 report filed by each county. Rates are not calculated and for this report. the local DHS agency was
consulted for interpretation of the report and advice on calculating a meaningful rate.

*  Assessing Community Traffic Safety (hitp://www. townsafety.com/ACTSweb/DataSC.asp): The ACTS program was
initiated in the late 1990°s. Data on the site is from 1998-2002 and has not been updated at the state level. Definitions
as used in the ACTS charts are included following the data. The data is still useful as it utilizes both the actual number
of occurrences and the rate per population to establish and overall ranking within the State of Michigan. The fact that
is has not been updated since 2002 however provides limited use in relation to current trends and emerging needs.
More current traffic safety statistics can be found at hitpi/Avww.michigan.goy/msp/0.1607.7-123-1643 3501 _46206---
S00.html,

e Uniform Crime Reporting (http//www.michigan gov/msp/0.1607.7-123-1645---.00.html): Uniform Crime Reporting
is a system used by law enforcement agencies to track crime statistics. It is important to note that crime arrests and
offences do not always correlate to the occurrence of a behavior. Arrests and offences are influenced by enforcement
procedures. availability of law enforcement officers. and the procedures within prosecuting attorney offices. Therefore.
comparisons between counties with distinctly different environments are often difficult. It is also important to note that
Michigan State Police are required to report. but not county or municipal police departments are not required to report
using the uniform crime reporting. Data by department can be found for 2003 at
hupAwww.michigan. gov/documents/msp/OffensesArrests 178373 7.pdf’.

e United States Census (www. factlinder.census.gov) © A wide variety of information is available from the United States
Census. Two reports utilized in this data book are the 2000 Census Data Sets and the 1997 Economic Census Repott.
Population estimates are also available on an annual basis at
hip:/www.amilmi.org/cgi/dataanalysis/ArcaSelection.asptableName=Populatn

*  Michigan Office of Labor Market Information: Unemployment rates by county are being reported in a manner which
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limits access rates via the internet. The rates that are included can be found on the internet with some very
sophisticated searching and can be broken down by township and municipalities. There are regional analysts available
to handle data requests: http:/www.milmi.org/

*  Michigan Primary Health Care Profiles: The Michigan Primary Care Association publishes an annual report which
compiles a wide variety of'health data. Go to http://www.mpca.net/healthpolicy/profiles.hitm for county and Michigan
profiles.

Directory of Internet Links to Data Sources

Michigan Department of Community Health
*  Asthma Information & Reports (http://www.michigan.gov/mdch/0.1607.7-132--13055--,00.html)

¢ Birth, Death, Marriage. & Divorce Records (http://www . michigan.gov/mdch/0.1607,7-132-4645---.00.htm1)

*  Birth Defects (http://www.michigan.gov/mdch/0,1607.7-132-2944 4670---.00.html)

s Cancer Statistics (hup:/Avw wmichigan.gov/imdeh/0.1607,7-132-2944  5323---.00.html)

e Communicable Disease (http:/Awww.michigan.gov/mdeh/0.1607.7-132-2944 5320---.00.html)

e Community Health Information (http:/Avww.michigan.gov/mdch/0.1607.7-132-2944 5326---.00.htm|)

e Healthcare Licensing thitp:/Awwww.nichigan.gov/mdch/0.1607,7-132-27417 _27863---.00.htinl)

*  Healthcare Statistics (http://www.michigan.gov/mdeh/0.1607.7-132-2944 _5324---.00.html )

¢ Natality. Mortality, & Other Vital Statistics (http:/Avww.michigan.gov/mdeh/0.1607.7-132-2944 4669---,00.html )

¢ Other Published Reports & Surveys (http:/Avww.michigan.gov/mdeh/0,1607.7-132-2944 3327---,00.html)

*  Regional and Local Data for the Behavioral Risk Factor Survey http://Awvww.michigan.gov/mdeh/0.1607.7-132-
2939 2945 5104 3279 39424 39427-134707--.00.htm]

*  Population Trends (http://www.michigan.gov/mdch/0.1607.7-132-2944_5325---.00.htm! )

U.S. Census
¢ Home Page (hitp://www.census.gov/)
*  Population Estimates (http://swvww.census.gov/popest/estimates.php)
*  Quick Facts (State and county) (http://quickfacts.census.sov/atd/states/26000.htm] )

Centers for Disease Control and Prevention
*  National Data (http://www.cde.gov/nchs/hus him )
*  Healthy Youth (https/Awvww.cde. gov/HealthyY cuth/data/index.hium )
e State Data (http:/Awww.cde.gov/nehs/fastats/map_page.htm )

*  Youth Risk Behavior Survey (http://mwww.cde.gov/HealthyY outh/Arbs/index.htm )

Miscellaneous Data Sources

*  Blue Cross/Blue Shield Dartmouth Atlas (hitp://Awww bebsm.com/atlagfoverview.shiml )

*  County Asthma Statistics (http://wwiw.petasthmahelp.org/ )

*  Family Independence Agency Case Statistics (http:/www.mbia.state.mi.us/MIRData/ )

*  LirstGov Data & Statistics (hitp:/firstgov.gov/Topics/Reterence Shelfishtml#vegn-data-and-statistics-vgn)

*  Government Support for Individuals (http:/firstgov.gov/Citizen/Topics/Benefits.shtml )

*  Healthy People 2010 (http://www . healthypeople.gov/ ) Medically Underserved Area Search
(http:/bphc.hrsa.gov/databases/neywwmua/ )

*  Michigan tlealth & lospital Association Reports (http:/www.mha.org/mha‘reports/index.jsp )

*  Michigan Labor Market & Unemployment Statistics (http:/www.michlmiorg/index.jsp )

*  Phoenix College Library of Statistical Websites
(htp:/Awwwv.pe.maricopa.edu/departments/dibrary/internet/webliceraphics/statistics.itm] )

*  Rural Healthy People 2010 (http:/swww.srph.tamhsc.cdu/centers/rhp2010/)

*  Traffic Safety Data (ACTS) & Resources (htip:/www townsafety.com/ )

*  Michigan Primary Care Profiles _(hitp/Avww.mpea.net/healthpolicy/profiles.itm/)
*  United States Department of Labor-Occupational Satety & Health Administration (http:/wwiw.osha.gov/oshstat )
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