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Introduction

What is this?

Oregon has 90 societal, quality of life measures called Oregon Benchmarks. They measure how Oregon is doing. State agencies each have a set of legislatively approved Key Performance Measures (KPMs). They measure what state government is producing. This is one in a series of documents that portrays what state government is producing in the context of how Oregon is doing.
This document shows the alignment of performance data from the Department of Human Services (DHS) only. Other documents in the series will show multiple agencies working in a common policy area such as economy, education, social support or public safety. 

Performance data are taken from DHS’ FY 2005 Annual Performance Progress Report, which was due September 30, 2005. Because of this, these charts represent DHS’ 2003-05 measures.  Performance data in this document can be updated to the legislatively-approved 2005-07 measures as soon as DHS submits its FY 2006 annual report.

The altitude difference

The difference between Oregon Benchmarks and agency key performance measures (KPMs) can be clarified in terms of altitude.

· Oregon Benchmarks provide the “30,000” foot view. 

They reflect Oregon society as a whole and transcend county, city and organizational boundaries. Because they are so “high”, it is rare that a single organization can single-handedly make a difference on the ground. It takes many partners, hopefully working in concert, to improve Oregon’s hunger, poverty, air quality and other societal-level quality-of-life measures. 
Oregon Benchmarks are presented in the following tables on a grey background.
· Agency Key Performance Measures (KPMs) provide the “15,000” foot view.
Zooming in to one partner - state government - KPMs measure the outcomes (outputs if necessary) that individual state agencies commit to produce for Oregonians. State agencies self-align many, though not all, of their KPMs with pertinent Oregon Benchmarks. They are held accountable for their legislatively approved KPMs.  State agencies are not held accountable for the Oregon Benchmarks because they are too “high level”.
Key performance measures are presented in the following tables on a white background, directly under the Oregon Benchmarks with which they align. 
Using this document 
This is a unique bird’s-eye-view of state government performance – in this case, the Department of Human Services. It will not give legislators and policy advisors easy answers, but it should help policy makers ask informed questions about whether Oregon is doing the right things. Are there gaps and duplications? Given the relative importance of each benchmark issue, is the state doing enough? Is it doing too much but not very well? 

To keep this document brief, it contains data charts only – no narrative. Charts represent the tip of the iceberg in terms of understanding each measure. More detail is online:

· Hold down the CTRL button and click on each chart to pull up a full analysis of each measure.

· Type http://www.oregon.gov/DAS/OPB/2005report/obm_list.shtml into your browser and click on the benchmark you are interested in. Then click on “State Agency Partners”. 
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No Targets

data

trend

59. Percent of disabled capable of
working who are working

0.851

0.701

0.718



Data

																																Targets				Contacts/Data Source				Spring 04 OBM Contact survey comments		URL		2003-05 Contacts		Phone		Dept.		E-mail

		Health		92		93		94		95		96		97		98		99		00		01		02		03		04		05		05		10

		39.   Pregnancy rate per 1,000 females																																		Nita Heimann
(971) 673-1267
DHS Vital Stats		Chris Bushore is secondary contact				http://www.dhs.state.or.us/publichealth/chs/newsltr/trends61.pdf

				1.5		1.6		1.7		1.8		1.5		1.7		1.7		1.3		1.1		1.0		0.8								0.9		0.0								http://www.dhs.state.or.us/publichealth/chs/teenp.cfm

		b. ages 15-17		47.8		47.9		49.0		49.3		47.3		44.2		42.1		39.3		35.2		31.7		27.6		26.4						24.0		20.0								www.ohd.hr.state.or.us/chs/cntydata/cdb2000/tbl22_00.pdf

		40.  Percent of babies whose mothers received prenatal care beginning in the first trimester		78.6%		79.3%		78.9%		78.5%		79.7%		81.1%		80.2%		80.9%		81.3%		81.5%		82%		81%		80%				85%		90%		Nita Heimann
(971) 673-1267
DHS Vital Stats						http://www.dhs.state.or.us/publichealth/chs/finalabd/02/birthpc.cfm
http://www.dhs.state.or.us/publichealth/chs/preabd/birthpc.cfm

		41.  Infant mortality rate per 1,000 live births		7.1		7.1		7.1		6.1		5.6		5.8		5.4		5.8		5.6		5.4		5.8		5.6		5.5				5.1		4.5		Nita Heimann
DHS Vital Stats						http://www.healthoregon.org/chs/cntydata/cdb2003/tbl22_03.pdf

		42.  Percent of two-year-olds who are adequately immunized						67%		74%		72%		73%		76%		73%		79%		73%		74.5%		79.3%						82%		90%				Lorraine Duncan (immunizations program manager)		New for 2007: Will have county data for ' 07 CDB (should be in by Spring 2007). PLEASE GIVE THEM ADVANCED REMINDER BEFORE ASKING FOR COUNTY DATA
Data availability:  annually in July

				538		458		453		435		375		314		314		275		255		272		292		279		273				282		263

				78%		77%		78%		77%		77%		79%		78%		79%		79%		79%		78%		79%		79.9%				85%		NA		Nita Heimann
BRFSS				Data availability: survey screwed up - excluded #44 from frequency/month table. Will call MAE
Data availability:  annually in summer		http://apps.nccd.cdc.gov/brfss/

				59.2		61.7		61.9		61.4		59.6		56.4		56.7		52.7		53.5		51.8		54.1		54.7						54.3		49.3		Nita Heimann
DHS Vital Stats				Please remove Joyce Grant-Worley  (MAE)
Data availability: annually in fall		http://www.dhs.state.or.us/dhs/ph/chs/data/arpt/04v2/chp6toc.shtml

		46.  Percent of adults whose self-perceived health status is very good or excellent				63%		63%		62%		60%		59%		57%		57%		53%		55%		55%		55%		53.4%				65%		72%		Nita Heimann
BRFFS				Correct.
Data availability:  annually in summer		http://apps.nccd.cdc.gov/brfss/

		47.  Percent of families with incomes below the state median income for whom child care is affordable		42%				39%				36%				43%				35%				35%				43%				45%		Put off till OSIII		Bobbie Weber
Pop Survey				The benchmark is fine as of 2002 version.  (BW had trouble filling out BM Contact survey)
Data availability: biennially in Nov				Bobbie Weber		541-737-9243		OSU Child Care		bobbie_weber@msn.com

		48.  Number of child care slots available for every 100 children under age 13		15		16		16		16		19		20		21		21		20		18		18		17		17				25		25		Bobbie Weber
Employmt Dept. &  Child Care Research Partnership				No comment.
Data availability: annually in Jan								Employment
Employment		data@oregonchildcare.org
wendy.w.woods@…
tom.l.olsen@…

		Protection		92		93		94		95		96		97		98		99		00		01		02		03		04				05		10

																																				OHT = Oregon Healthy Teens Survey				Please remove Joel Young and Kathryn Pickle, and Craig Mosbaek. Pam Mcvay is primary contact  (MAE)

		a.  alcohol		26.0%				30.0%				30.0%				26.0%				26.4%		24.8%		25.2%		24.7%		28.5%				21%		17%		Pamela J. Clark - OHT		should be October 2006		Data availability: annually in Sept				Pamela Clark		503-805-9668		DHS		Pamela.J.Clark@state.or.us

		b.  illicit drugs		11.0%				19.0%				22.0%				19.0%				13.8%		17.5%		18.3%		18.5%		15.9%				15%		12%		Pamela J. Clark - OHT		should be October 2006		Data availability: annually in Sept

		c.  cigarettes		15.0%				19.0%				22.0%				20.2%				12.8%		12.3%		11.7%		10.5%		8.1%				16%		13%		Nita Heimann-OHT				Data availability: annually in Sept				Craig Mosbaek (CDB)

				11.3		10.9		10.1		10.1		10.4		12.1		12.3		13.5		12.1		9.6		9.8		10.8		12.0								Anna Cox
DHS - CAF				To bring Oregon into alignment with how child abuse data are reported by most other states and the federal government, DHS is now reporting data captured within the federal fiscal year, Oct. 1, 2002 to Sept. 30, 2003, rather than the calendar year, as it				Anna Cox		503-947-5487				Anna COX [Anna.Cox@state.or.us]

		a. Substantiated neglected/abused  (excluding threat of harm cateogry)		10.0		9.5		8.1		7.8		7.7		7.4		6.8		6.9		6.5		5.7		5.4		5.6		6.3				6.2		5.6

		b. Substantiated threat of harm		1.3		1.4		2.0		2.3		2.7		4.7		5.5		6.6		5.6		3.9		4.4		5.2		5.7				5.9		5.3

		51.  Substantiated elder abuse rate per 1,000 Oregonians age 65 & older		0.4		3.4		3.5		3.6		5.9		6.1		5.9		6.8		7.8		8.4		8.0		6.7						15.0		27.0		Julia S. Brown
DHS, Srs & People w/ Disabilities				change from Gary Goldsmith to Margie Bibby 
Data availability: annually in Dec				Anna Mallard
Morgen Brodie*
Gary Goldsmith		503-945-5979
503-945-6079
503-945-5975		DHS
Seniors & People with Disabilities		anna.mallard@…
morgen.brodie@…
gary.d.goldsmith@…

		52.Percent of pregnant women who report not using:																																		Nita Heimann
DHS Vital Stats				Remove Joyce Grant-Worley and Karen Hampton (MAE)
Data availability: annually in July		http://www.dhs.state.or.us/publichealth/chs/arpt/02v1/2-14.pdf						Health Services		maryann.evans@…

		a. alcohol		96%		97%		97%		97%		98%		98%		98%		98%		99%		99%		99%		98%		99%				98%		98%

		b. tobacco		80%		81%		82%		82%		82%		84%		85%		86%		87%		87%		87%		88%		88%				91%		98%

		Poverty		92		93		94		95		96		97		98		99		00		01		02		03		04				05		10

		53.     Percent of Oregonians with incomes below 100% of the Federal poverty level		12%		12%		12%		12%		12%		13%		13%		11.6%		11.6%		10.8%		11.7%								12%		10%		2004 Pop survey: 12%				Kanhaiya Vaidya
Biennial and CPS Census Data								DAS		vaidya.kanhaiya@????

		a. 0-17																14.0%		16.0%		13.9%		16.3%												2004 Pop survey: 13.4

		b. 18-64																11.0%		10.5%		10.6%		11.0%												2004 Pop survey: 12%

		c. 65+																7.6%		7.1%		6.2%		6.4%												2004 Pop survey: 9.5

		54. Percent of Oregonians without health insurance		18%				14%				11%				11%				12%				14%				17%				8%		8%		Pop survey
Tina Edlund 378-24222 x400				Called Tina to verify 6/7/04; she confirmed by phone.
Data availability: biennially in November				Liz Stevenson

		55.  Number of Oregonians that are homeless on any given night (per 10,000)		25		17		23		19		21		22		21		27		23		22		21		22		24				14		13		Rainy Gauvain
OHCS		Data collected last week of January each year.		SurveyMonkey says she responded, but I can't find info
Data availability: called Rainy 6/7/04				Rainy Gauvain		503-986-6702		OHCS		rainy.gauvain

		56. Percent of current child support due that is paid within the month that it is due.		50.0%		54.0%		60.0%		56.8%		58.3%		61.9%		62.9%		58.9%		59.6%		59.6%		60.4%		59.9%		59.2%				65.0%		70.0%		Ronelle Shankle
DOJ, Div. of Child Support
CPS annual report		Technical questions, contact: Laura Snodgrass (503) 986-6304
Data should be available in the first quarter of the following year. (but 2005 report is late--should be up soon 05/18/06)		Nancy Minden listed Ronelle Shankle. Danene Dwyer listed Mary O'Brien. Data availability: annually in Jan		http://www.dcs.state.or.us/						Justice Dept		nancy.minden@…

		57. Oregon's national rank for percent of households that are:																																		Michael Leachman, OCPP
U.S. Census CPS				The hunger data is not released on any regular schedule.  We will hopefully have 2003 data, but certainly not 2004 or 2005 data by the time you release the next benchmarks report. Even the 2003 data release only means we will have data for the 2001-03 tim		http://www.ers.usda.gov/publications/err11/err11appD.pdf		Mark Nord
Dave Lyda		202-694-5433
503-945-6122		USDA
DHS		marknord@ers.usda.gov
Dave.M.Lyda@state.or.us

		a.  food insecure with hunger (at least one member must go hungry)												50								49		43		32						36		10										Michael Leachman		503-873-1201		OCPP		mleachman@ocpp.org,

		b. food insecure with or without hunger (limited access to enough food for all household members to live a healthy, active life)												45								44		41		32						32		10										Jeanne Arana, OHCS		503-986-6700		OHCS		jeanne.l.arana@…

		Independent Living		92		93		94		95		96		97		98		99		00		01		02		03		04				05		10

																				96.4%		96.5%		97.1%		97.0%		97.2%				97.2%		97.5%		Julia S Brown - DHS, Srs & People w/ Disabilities				Remove Gary Goldsmith 
Data availability: annually in August						(503) 945-6836
503-945-5975		DHS
DHS

		59.  Percent of adults with lasting, significant disabilities who are capable of working who are employed																		85%				70%				72%								Pop survey
Progress Board
Julia S. Brown				Data availablity: biennially in November				Thomas Brundage		503 731 3448		DHS		thomas.w.brundage@…

		60.  Percent of Oregonians with lasting, significant disabilities living in households with incomes below the federal poverty level						20.1%				19.5%				22.0%				21.2%				24.7%				22%				19%		19%		Pop survey
Progress Board
Julia S. Brown				Data availablity: biennially in November				Thomas Brundage		503 731 3448		DHS		thomas.w.brundage@…



&L&16Appendix A: Data Tables&R&16Social Support Benchmarks #39-60

&L&8See Endnotes at:  
www.oregon.gov/DAS/OPB/docs/2005report/Endnotes.pdf&R&9 &8 2005 Benchmark Performance Report
Oregon Progress Board&10

Data series is slightly different than last report because these numbers are based on the entire year, not just a six month period in each year.
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Data series is slightly different than last report because these numbers are based on the entire year, not just a six month period in each year.
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Counterintuitive, but correct. Targets aim for increased reporting.

Data series is slightly different than last report because these numbers are based on the entire year, not just a six month period in each year.
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1999 data are  from the 2000 Census.

2004
ETA Dec

rconrad:
Primary contacts are in BOLD

State of Oregon DAS:
New Title Approved 9/21; LONGEVITY
Explore inverting data to match new title

Rita Conrad:
Sept 03 Census Report, 
http://www.census.gov/prod/2003pubs/p60-223.pdf
Table 4 is by state - OREGON:
2000-2002 3-yr average = 13.3 (+- .8 @ 90% CI)
2000-2001 2-yr average = 12.7 (+- 1.0 @ 90% CI)
2001-2002 2-yr average = 13.7 (+- 1.0 @90% CI)

citrix:
Final from 2004 CPS annual report (estimate used in 2005 BPR was 60.5%) --updated 05/18/06

1992-99 data were based on 65 and older.

Except for 1999, these are three-year averages using the middle year as the reporting year (2001 = average of 2000, 2001 and 2002).

citrix:
I've reviewed the data and would support the following TPP benchmarks for 15-17 year olds;

2005 - 24/1000
2010 - 20/1000

I'm happy the share my thinking and discuss with anyone. The bottom line for me is that the last trend representation (2000 - on) best represents the tapering of rates we now see, and should expect, after a decade of solid declines. The R value of the log trendline would also support this conclusion. I don't trust the slightly higher R value in a practical sense for the
(1995-on) representation for the linear trend as I think the nature of preventive inteventions is always more reflect of a log relationship of diminishing returns. It would put our 2010 rate at an impossible 5.0/1000 even though the linear rate would be about the same (23/1000). I'm out of town until next week, but wanted to share my thinking as others review the data. Bob 

Robert J. Nystrom, B.S.,M.A.
Adolescent Health Section & 
Genetics Program Manager
Office of Family Health
800 NE Oregon Street, Ste. 825
Portland, OR 97232

Phone: 503-731-4771
FAX: 503-731-4091
Email: robert.j.nystrom@state.or.us

State of Oregon DAS:
changed by one (1) because I used slightly different pop estimates - the official ones.

State of Oregon DAS:
changed by one (1) because I used slightly different pop estimates - the official ones.

State of Oregon DAS:
changed by one (1) because I used slightly different pop estimates - the official ones.

State of Oregon DAS:
changed by one (1) because I used slightly different pop estimates - the official ones.

State of Oregon DAS:
Begins 1 count per year.

Targets? 10/26 lm with Margie

1992 - 2001 based on HIV testing and are not comparable to 2002 forward, which are reported cases.

Three-year averages, shown in ending year - 2003= average of years 2001, 2002 and 2003.

State of Oregon DAS:
http://apps.nccd.cdc.gov/brfss/

State of Oregon DAS:
http://apps.nccd.cdc.gov/brfss/

State of Oregon DAS:
http://apps.nccd.cdc.gov/brfss/

see 1/6/05 email

see 1/19 email to Craig M.

Rita
122 pregnancies divided by 119,697 (pop of 10-14yr females from 2001 estimates)  source for both: DHS Vital Statistics Annual report 2001.  Checked by K.H., 09/04/02

26-27%

20-25

20-25

25-26%

5-10

5-10

20-25

20-25

5-10

5-10

Three-year averages, with middle year shown.

51: change wording?

data@oregonchildcare.org
wendy.w.woods@…
tom.l.olsen@…

mleachman@ocpp.org,

http://www.dhs.state.or.us/publichealth/chs/arpt/02v1/2-14.pdf

anna.mallard@…
morgen.brodie@…
gary.d.goldsmith@…

www.ohd.hr.state.or.us/chs/cntydata/cdb2000/tbl22_00.pdf

http://www.dhs.state.or.us/publichealth/chs/teenp.cfm

http://www.dhs.state.or.us/publichealth/chs/finalabd/02/birthpc.cfm
http://www.dhs.state.or.us/publichealth/chs/preabd/birthpc.cfm

http://www.dhs.state.or.us/publichealth/chs/newsltr/trends61.pdf

http://apps.nccd.cdc.gov/brfss/

http://www.healthoregon.org/chs/cntydata/cdb2003/tbl22_03.pdf

Pamela.J.Clark@state.or.us

http://apps.nccd.cdc.gov/brfss/

http://www.dcs.state.or.us/
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		Between 1994 and 2003, pregnancy among girls 15-17 decreased dramatically and remained below the U.S. average. While this is a remarkable achievement, Oregon's drop between 1992 and 2000 occurred more slowly than the U.S. or  Washington.																				Adequate prenatal care increased modestly over the decade. Oregon and Washington are below the U.S. average. Studies show  dollars invested in prenatal care pay large dividends. Oregon is unlikely to achieve its 2005 target.																		Oregon made modest progress in 2003, lowering the number of new HIV diagnoses by thirteen. While it is too early to tell, Oregon is well positioned to meet the 2005 target. Oregon is an average state when comparing new AIDS cases, as is Washington.																				Despite substantial tobacco prevention efforts by the state, the 10-year change in Oregon's reported smoking rate is not statistically significant. Oregon and Washington are better than the U.S. Attainment of the 2005 target is unlikely.																		A lower percent of very low income households reported paying for child care in 2004 causing an improvement in child care affordability. However, this may be an indication that families are being forced out of the market. "Affordable" means less than 10%																				Since 1999, the supply of child care has been declining. New regulations in 1999 flushed out inactive providers and those unwilling to comply. Targets aim for the national standard of 25 slots per 100 children. Oregon will not reach that target anytime so																		While adults continue to smoke at persistently high levels, Oregon eighth graders are smoking much less. Fewer than one in 10 reported smoking in 2004. These rates approximate U.S. and Washington state rates.																				Total child victimization  on average has remained level since 1994. "In threat of harm" is defined as abuse in Oregon. Experts believe insufficient reporting and investigation is a national problem, causing under-reporting of child abuse in Oregon and al																		The percent of pregnant women who report not smoking improved steadily throughout the 1990s. Oregon has a good chance of achieving its 2005 target. Smoking sometimes causes premature labor and low birth weight babies. There is no safe threshold of tobacco																				Overall poverty in Oregon has hovered around the target level since 1993. However, child poverty has worsened (see chart 53a). Oregon and Washington became poorer in relation to the rest of the nation in the past 40 years.																		Unlike younger Oregonians, seniors are far less likely to live in poverty than seniors in other states. This is the only poverty-related benchmark where Oregon ranks in the top 10.																				After years of improvement, Oregon's uninsurance rate jumped sharply in 2002 and in 2004. In contrast to Washington, Oregon's rate is significantly worse than the U.S. average (2003) and will not reach the 2005 target.																		With both national rank and hunger rate falling, Oregon's efforts to reduce hunger seem to be paying off. Yet at least one person in every 25th household remained hungry. The state ranked 43rd in 2002; Washington  ranked 36th.																				Oregon has made progress in lessening food insecurity. Achieving the 2005 target is unlikely, however. Over one in 10 households was food insecure in 2002. Oregon was 41st in 2002 compared to Washington at 32nd.																		Disabled Oregonians living in poverty came down somewhat in 2003 after reaching one in four in 2001. At 22% the rate remains significantly higher than the general population and higher than the 2005 target. (These poverty data are not strictly comparable
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		Oregon's progress in reducing infant mortality appears to have stopped in 2000. In the past two years, the rate actually inched upward. However, Oregon does well compared to other states, ranking 12th in 2003. Washington is a national leader in this area.																				Despite significant efforts to improve it, Oregon's early immunization rate has risen only modestly over the decade. Data on a similar national comparator show that Oregon lags on this important indicator. Target achievement is uncertain.																		After six years of progress, Oregon's premature death rate ticked upward in 2002 and 2003.  In 2000 and 2001, Oregon did better than the national average for this benchmark but trailed Washington, which was a national leader at the time.																				Oregonians' perceived health status has fallen steadily over the past decade.  Oregonians are just under the national average on this important indicator of health. Oregon will not achieve its 2005 target.																		Oregon eighth graders report that they consume alcohol at a much higher rate than either Washington or the U.S. average. Nearly one in three reported using alcohol in the prior month. One expert thinks cheap beer may be partly to blame.																				Despite ups and downs over the past decade,  eighth grade drug use is improving moderately. While Oregon is within reach of its 2005 target, it was nearly twice the national average in 2004.																		Although  counter-intuitive, these targets are correct. They assume that elder abuse in Oregon is under reported. Since nothing can be done until abuse is reported, targets aim for increased awareness and reporting. Although 2003 data is lower, more abuse																				At 2%, the reported use of alcohol while pregnant is quite low. Oregon has been at its 2005 target level since 1996. National comparators are not available. Alcohol consumption can cause Fetal Alcohol Syndrome. There is no safe threshold of alcohol use.																		One Oregon child in six lived in poverty in 2002. Like other states, children are in poverty at a  higher rate than adults or seniors. Both Washington and Oregon are about average compared to other states for this measure.																				About one working-age Oregonian in 10 lives in poverty. As in other age groups, Oregon and Washington are under the U.S. average rate, but the majority of states rank better.																		On average, the homelessness situation in Oregon has worsened somewhat in the past 10 years. Oregon is unlikely to achieve its 2005 target. Oregon and Washington compare poorly with the rest of the nation.																				Since 1995, Oregon's child support payment rate has not changed.  Four children in 10 are deprived of the timely support they are owed. 2005 target achievement looks uncertain. But: Oregon and Washington better than the national average.																		The threshold age for this benchmark was increased from 65 to 75 years old to reflect the increasing longevity of today's seniors. Oregon is making slow progress toward independent living for more older citizens and has a good chance of achieving the 2005																				This relatively new benchmark estimates the extent to which disabled Oregonians are living independently. A few more years of data will be needed to determine a trend and target. The data show that approximately three disabled Oregonians in four who can w
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																																																																																																																				While verified abuse has fallen, the number of children per 1,000 who are at risk increased in recent years. If this continues, Oregon will not achieve its 2005 target. This measure probably suffers from the same under reporting problem as Benchmark 50a.
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&L&14Chapter 3. Engaged, Caring and Safe Communities&R&14Social Support Benchmarks #39-60

&L&8Assessment of progress is partially based on a computer-generated trend line (3 yrs min).
See Appendix C for state agency partners' performance measures by benchmark.&R&8 2005 Benchmark Performance Report
Oregon Progress Board

Part A

Part B

Part C

Part A

Part B

Part A

Part B

Part C

Part A

Part B

Part A

Part B

Part C

Part A

Part B

Part A

Part B

Part C

Part A

Part B

Part A

Part B

Part C

Part A

Part A

Part B

Part C

Part A

Part B

Part A

Part B

Part C

Part A

Part B

Part A

Part B

Part C

Part A

Part B

Part A

Part B

Part C

Part A

Part B

Part A

Part B

Part C

Part A

Part B

Part A

Part B

Part C

Part A

Part B

Part A

Part B

Part A

Part B

Part C

Part A

Part B

Part A

Part B

Part C

Part A

Part B

Part A

Part B

Part C

Part A

Part B

Part A

Part B

Part C

Part A

Part B

Part A

Part B

Part C

Part A

Part B

Part A

Part B

Part C

Part A

Part B



Charts

		92		92

		93		93

		94		94

		95		95

		96		96

		97		97

		98		98

		99		99

		00		00

		01		01

		02		02

		03		03

		04		04

		05		05

		05		05

		10		10



Ages 15-17

Ages 10-14

39. Teen Pregnancy Per 1,000  Females

47.8

1.5

47.9

1.6

49

1.7

49.3

1.8

47.3

1.5

44.2

1.7

42.1

1.7

39.3

1.3

35.2

1.1

31.7

1

27.6

0.8

26.4

24

0.85

20

0



Change since 03 - Linked

		92		1.5

		93		1.6

		94		1.7

		95		1.8

		96		1.5

		97		1.7

		98		1.7

		99		1.3

		00		1.1

		01		1

		02

		03

		04

		05

		05

		10



Ages 10-14

Trend

39a. Pregnancy Rate Per 1,000 Females              Ages 10-14

1.5

1.6

1.7

1.8

1.5

1.7

1.7

1.3

1.1

1

0.8

0.85

0



44Smkg

		94		94

		95		95

		96		96

		97		97

		98		98

		99		99

		00		00

		01		01

		02		02

		03		03

		04		04

		05		05

		05		05

		10		10



Targets

Ages 15-17

TrendO

39. Pregnancy rate of females aged 15-17
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0.123

0.252

0.183

0.117

Targets

Alcohol

Trend

49a. Percent of eighth graders who
report using alcohol

0.3

0.3

0.3

0.3

0.26

0.26

0.264

0.264

0.248

0.248

0.252

0.252

0.247

0.247

0.285

0.285

0.21

0.17



Pop.90.00
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Targets

Illicit Drugs

tREND

49b. Percent of eighth graders who
report using illicit drugs

0.19

0.19

0.22

0.22

0.19

0.19

0.138

0.138

0.175

0.175

0.183

0.183

0.185

0.185

0.159

0.159

0.15

0.12



56_Rank
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Targets

Cigarrettes

Trend

49c. Percent of eighth graders who
report smoking cigarettes

0.19

0.19

0.22

0.22

0.202

0.202

0.128

0.128

0.123

0.123

0.117

0.117

0.105

0.105

0.081

0.081

0.16

0.13



57Hngr
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		93		0.117

		94		0.116

		95		0.116
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		01		0.108
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		03

		04
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Part A

Part B

Part C

Part A

Part B

Part A

Part B

Part C

Part A

Part B

Part A

Part B

Part C

Part A

Part B

Part A

Part B

Part C

Part A

Part B

Part A

Part B

Part C

Part A

Part B

Part A

Part B

Part C

Part A

Part B

Part A

Part B

Part C

Part A

Part B

Part A

Part B

Part C

Part A

Part B

Part A

Part B

Part C

Part A

Part B

Part A

Part B

Part C

Part A

Part B

Part A

Part B

Part C

Part A

Part B

Part A

Part B

Part C

Part A

Part B

Part A

Part B

Part C

Part A

Part B

Part A

Part B

Part C

Part A

Part B

Part A

Part B

Part C

Part A

Part B

Part A

Part B

Part C

Part A

Part B

Part A

Part B

Part C

Part A

Part B

Part A

Part B

Part C

Part A

Part B

Targets

Abused/neglected

In threat of harm

trend

50. Substantiated number of children who are abused/neglected, or in threat of harm
(per 1,000)

94

94

94

95

95

95

96

96

96

97

97

97

98

98

98

99

99

99

00

00

00

01

01

01

02

02

02

03

03

03

04

04

04

05

05

05

05

05

05

10

10

10

8.1

2

10.1

7.8

2.3

10.1

7.7

2.7

10.4

7.4

4.7

12.1

6.8

5.5

12.3

6.9

6.6

13.5

6.5

5.6

12.1

5.7

3.9

9.6

5.4

4.4

9.8

5.6

5.2

10.8

6.3

5.7

6.2

5.9

5.6

5.3

Total

TrendA

53. Percent of Oregonians With Incomes Below 100% of the Federal Poverty Level (three-year averages*)

0.122

0.117

0.116

0.116

0.116

0.128

0.128

0.116

0.116

0.108

0.1174231611

0.12

0.1



Overview 03
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Decennial Census

Years represent middle year of three-year average.

No Targets

Age-specific breakouts not available prior to 1997.

0-17

trend

53a. Percent of children in poverty
(Three-year averages except 1999)

14%

0.14

0.16

0.139

0.1632896305



Scales
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65+

Trend65

53c. Percent of Seniors 65+ in Poverty

0.076

0.071

0.062

0.064113239
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Part B
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Part B

Part C
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Part B

Part A

Part B

Part C

Part A

Part B

Part A

Part B

Part C

Part A

Part B

Part A

Part B

Part C

Part A

Part B

Part A

Part B

Part C

Part A

Part B

Part A

Part B

Part C

Part A

Part B

Part A

Part B

Part C

Part A

Part B

Part A

Part B

Part C

Part A

Part B

Part A

Part B

Part C

Part A

Part B

Part A

Part B

Part C

Part A

Part B

Part A

Part B

Part C

Part A

Part B

Part A

Part B

Part C

Part A

Part B

Part A

Part B

Part C

Part A

Part B

duminsur

54. Percent of Oregonians without Health Insurance

92

92

93

93

94

94

95

95

96

96

97

97

98

98

99

99

00

00

01

01

02

02

03

03

04

04

05

05

10

10

0.18

0.18

0.14

0.14

0.11

0.11

0.11

0.11

0.12

0.12

0.14

0.14

0.17

0.08

0.08

(3-year averages; middle year shown)

Targets

Trend

With Hunger

57a. Oregon's national rank for food insecurity, with hunger

50th

32nd

50th

43rd

36th

36th

50

49

43
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Targets

data

trend

58. Percent of seniors (75+) living independently

97%

0.964

0.964

0.965

0.965

0.971

0.971

0.97

0.97

0.972

0.972

0.975
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		02		0.701

		03

		04		0.718

		05

		10



No Targets

data

trend

59. Percent of disabled capable of
working who are working

0.851

0.701

0.718
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Targets

data

trend

60. Percent of disabled living in households that are below  poverty

0.201

0.201

0.195

0.195

0.22

0.22

0.212

0.212

0.247

0.247

0.221

0.221

0.19

0.19
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Targets

Rita Conrad:
1998-2000 from 2001 Benchmark Performance Report

2001 data from:
http://monitoringthefuture.org/pubs/monographs/overview2001.pdf
p.59-61

Rita Conrad:
1998-2000 from 2001 Benchmark Performance Report

2001 data from:
http://monitoringthefuture.org/pubs/monographs/overview2001.pdf
p.59-61

Target

Targets

Targets

Targets

(3-year averages; middle year shown)

Targets

trend

Food Insecure

57b. Oregon's national rank for food insecurity, with or without hunger

45th

32nd

32nd

32nd

41st

45th

97

98

99

00

01

02

03

04

05

10

45

45

44

44

41

41

32

32

10

Source: Reentry Trends in the U.S., Bureau of Justice Statistics

Targets

data

trend

54. Percent of Oregonians without
health insurance

94

94

95

95

96

96

97

97

98

98

99

99

00

00

01

01

02

02

03

03

04

04

05

05

10

10

0.14

0.14

0.11

0.11

0.11

0.11

0.12

0.12

0.14

0.14

0.17

0.17

0.08

0.08

Better

Worse

Targets

Data

Trend

47. Percent of low-income families for
whom child care Is affordable

0.36

0.36

0.43

0.43

0.35

0.35

0.352

0.352

0.43

0.43

0.45

0
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Target

Targets

Data under revision to reflect Census Bureau data only.

Total

TrendA

53. Percent of Oregonians With Incomes Below 100% of the Federal Poverty Level

92

93

94

95

96

97

98

99

00

01

02

03

04

05

10

0.18

0.18

0.14

0.14

0.11

0.11

0.11

0.11

0.12

0.12

0.14

0.17

0.08

0.08

Years represent middle year of three-year average.

Decennial Census

Targets

Total

TrendA

53. Poverty rate, all ages
(Three-year averages except 1999)

10%

10%

12%

0.117

0.117

0.116

0.116

0.116

0.116

0.116

0.116

0.128

0.128

0.128

0.128

0.116

0.116

0.116

0.116

0.108

0.108

0.1174231611

0.1174231611

0.12

0.1
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Age-specific breakouts not available prior to 1997.

Decennial Census

No Targets

Years represent middle year of three-year average.

18-64

trend

53b. Percent of adults (18-64) in poverty 
(Three-year averages except 1999)

0.11

0.105

0.106

0.1098512737
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		02		0.064113239
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Decennial Census

Age-specific breakouts not available prior to 1997.

No Targets

Years represent middle year of three-year average.

65+

trend

53c. Percent of seniors (65+) in poverty
(Three-year averages except 1999)

0.076

0.071

0.062

0.064113239
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Targets

Trend

41. Infant mortality rate
(per 1,000)

7.0520175942

7.0520175942

6.1336766944

6.1336766944

5.5905602016

5.5905602016

5.849423055

5.849423055

5.4391085168

5.4391085168

5.7752306773

5.7752306773

5.5693880225

5.5693880225

5.406240346

5.406240346

5.7534852844

5.7534852844

5.6

5.6

5.5

5.1

4.5
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Targets

Trend

42. Percent of two-year-olds who are adequately immunized

79%

0.67

0.67

0.74

0.74

0.72

0.72

0.73

0.73

0.76

0.76

0.73

0.73

0.791

0.791

0.73

0.73

0.745

0.745

0.793

0.793

0.82

0.9
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Targets

Trend

45. Premature death rate: Years of life lost before age 70 (per 1,000)

61.9

61.9

61.4

61.4

59.6

59.6

56.4

56.4

56.7

56.7

52.7

52.7

53.5

53.5

51.8

51.8

54.1

54.1

54.7

54.7

54.3

49.3
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Targets

Trend

46. Percent perceiving their health status as very good or excellent

0.63

0.63

0.62

0.62

0.6

0.6

0.59

0.59

0.57

0.57

0.57

0.57

0.527

0.527

0.55

0.55

0.55

0.55

0.546

0.546

0.534

0.65

0.72
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Targets

Trend

48. Number of child care slots available
for every 100 children under age 13

16.1097629319

16.1097629319

16.3214231206

16.3214231206

19.2318407098

19.2318407098

19.5584571757

19.5584571757

21.104075209

21.104075209

20.6582149016

20.6582149016

20.3602828566

20.3602828566

18.4522049152

18.4522049152

17.9610525753

17

16.5

25

25
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New regulations

Inflated Estimates

Targets

data

trend

51. Substantiated elder abuse rate for  Oregonians age 65 & older
(per 1,000)

27

15

94

94

95

95

96

96

97

97

98

98

99

99

00

00

01

01

02

02

03

03

04

04

05

05

10

10

3.5

3.5

3.6

3.6

5.9

5.9

6.1

6.1

5.9

5.9

6.8

6.8

7.8

7.8

8.4

8.4

8

8

6.7

6.7

15

27

Targets

Alcohol

trend

52a. Percent of pregnant women who abstain from using alcohol

0.9732023331

0.9732023331

0.9749268407

0.9749268407

0.9770191316

0.9770191316

0.984

0.984

0.984

0.984

0.9814340846

0.9814340846

0.9857379985

0.9857379985

0.99

0.99

0.99

0.99

0.98

0.98

0.986

0.98

0.98
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Targets

Tobacco

trend

52b. Percent of pregnant women who abstain from using tobacco

0.8191575827

0.8191575827

0.8221233759

0.8221233759

0.8230496048

0.8230496048

0.838

0.838

0.848

0.848

0.855

0.855

0.867

0.867

0.872

0.872

0.872

0.872

0.88

0.88

0.876

0.91

0.98
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Targets

data

trend

55. Number of Oregonians who are
homeless on any given night (per 10,000)

19.2949988846

19.2949988846

21.0132199316

21.0132199316

21.5920584833

21.5920584833

21.0442735696

21.0442735696

27.4856265526

27.4856265526

23.3563686623

23.3563686623

22.3651237146

22.3651237146

20.9932376523

20.9932376523

21.7732599181

21.7732599181

23.938979073

23.938979073

14

13
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Targets

data

Trend

56. Percent of court ordered child
support paid on time

0.568

0.568

0.583

0.583

0.619

0.619

0.629

0.629

0.589

0.589

0.596

0.596

0.596

0.596

0.604

0.604

0.599

0.599

0.592

0.592

0.65

0.7



						Making Progress?

						2003 Report		2005 Report		Change

		Health				Yes, but		Yes, but		Same

		39		TEEN PREGNANCY								This table has been double-checked

				a. Teen Pregnancy - 10-14		Yes		discontinued				against the 2003 and 2005 reports.

				b. Teen Pregnancy  -  15-17		Yes		Yes		Same		- rc 3/24/05

		40		PRENATAL CARE		Yes		Yes, but		Worsened

		41		INFANT MORTALITY		Yes		Yes, but		Worsened

		42		IMMUNIZATIONS		Yes		Yes, but		Worsened

		43		HIV DIAGNOSIS		Yes		Yes		Same

		44		ADULT NON-SMOKERS		Yes, but		No		Worsened

		45		PREVENTABLE DEATH		Yes		Yes, but		Same

		46		PERCEIVED HEALTH STATUS		No		No		Same

		47		AFFORDABLE CHILD CARE		No		Yes, but		Improved

		48		AVAILABLE CHILD CARE		Unknown		No

		Protection				Yes, but		Yes, but		Same

		49		TEEN SUBSTANCE ABUSE

				a. Alcohol		No, but		No		Worsened

				b. Illicit Drugs		No		Yes, but		Improved

				c. Cigarettes		Yes		Yes		Same

		50		CHILD ABUSE OR NEGLECT				Yes, but

				a. Substantiated abuse/neglect		Yes

				b. At risk of abuse/neglect		Unknown

		51		ELDER ABUSE		Yes		No, but		Worsened

		52		ABSTINENCE DURING PREGNANCY

				a. From alcohol		Yes		Yes		Same

				b. From tobacco		Yes		Yes		Same

		Poverty				No, but		No, but		Same

		53		POVERTY  (all ages)		No		Yes, but		Improved

				a. 0-17 year olds		Unknown		No Finding

				b. 18-64 year olds		Unknown		No Finding

				c. 65 plus		Unknown		No Finding

		54		HEALTH INSURANCE		Yes, but		No		Worsened

		55		HOMELESSNESS		No		No		Same

		56		CHILD SUPPORT PAYMENTS		Yes, but		No, but		Worsened

		57		HUNGER

				a. Food insecure with hunger		No		Yes, but		Improved

				b. Food insecure		No		Yes, but		Improved

		Independent Living				No, but		No, but		Same

		58		INDEPENDENT SENIORS		Yes		Yes		Same

		59		WORKING DISABLED		Unknown		No Finding		Same

		60		DISABLED LIVING IN POVERTY		No		No		Same

						6



http://www.statehealthfacts.org/

Primary source: Center for Health Statistics, Centers for Disease Control and Prevention

http://www.statehealthfacts.org/

http://www.statehealthfacts.org/

www.census.gov/popest/states/tables/NST-EST2004-01.xls

http://apps.nccd.cdc.gov/brfss/list.asp?cat=TU&yr=2003&qkey=4394&state=All
SEE 44Smkg tab

http://apps.nccd.cdc.gov/brfss/list.asp?cat=HS&yr=2003&qkey=1100&state=All
See 46Hlth tab

citrix:
quality of child care partner:
http://www.naeyc.org/

citrix:
quality of child care partner:
http://www.naeyc.org/

citrix:
http://monitoringthefuture.org/data/03data/pr03t2.pdf

citrix:
http://monitoringthefuture.org/data/03data/pr03t2.pdf

FYI, see ranking of OR's causes of YPLL death, below (2002)

see internal file for calculations:
H:\Projects\Active\2005 Benchmark Performance Report PR 04-34\Active\53.poverty\3-yr average calculations thru 2003.xls

http://ferret.bls.census.gov/macro/032004/health/h06_000.htm

See 54.Ins tab

see internal file for calculations:
H:\Projects\Active\2005 Benchmark Performance Report PR 04-34\Active\53.poverty\3-yr average calculations thru 2003.xls

Economic Research Service/USDA, Household Food Security in the United States, 2002/FANRR-35, Table D-1
http://www.ers.usda.gov/publications/fanrr35/fanrr35appd.pdf
See tab 57Hngr

Primary source:  U.S. Department of Health and Human Service, Administration for Children and Families
See 56 tab

citrix:
see 50ChAbuse tab

citrix:
http://www.acf.hhs.gov/programs/cb/publications/cm02/table3_2.htm

JP's calculations:
H:\Projects\Active\2005 Benchmark Performance Report PR 04-34\Active\43.new HIV cases/2003 Aids cases by state.xls

State of Oregon DAS:
THIS IS THE WRONG DATA SERIES/TARGETS

State of Oregon DAS:
Where's the 2003 ranking? Emailed Cindi 2/21/05. SO IS THIS FIXED? Yes..

State of Oregon DAS:
Modify endnote to clarify that assisted living is not included.

State of Oregon DAS:
Jeff used change in teen pregnancy rates by age in NCPTP website.  Calculated rankings by hand for age 15-17. http://www.teenpregnancy.org/america/statisticsDisplay.asp?ID=3&sID=25

State of Oregon DAS:
http://www.unitedhealthfoundation.org/shr2003/components/infantmortality.html

State of Oregon DAS:
http://www.unitedhealthfoundation.org/shr2004/components/infantmortality.html

State of Oregon DAS:
http://www.childrensdefense.org/childhealth/immunizations/default.asp
immunizations with the 4:3:1:3** series

State of Oregon DAS:
4:3:1:3:3 is four or more doses of diphtheria, tetanus, and pertussis, three or more doses of poliovirus vaccine, one or more doses of any measles containing vaccine (MCV), three or more doses of Haemophilius Influenza type B (Hib), and three or more doses of hepatitis B vaccine (HepB).

http://www.unitedhealthfoundation.org/shr2003/components/prematuredeath.html

http://www.unitedhealthfoundation.org/shr2004/components/prematuredeath.html

Economic Research Service/USDA, Household Food Security in the United States, 2002/FANRR-35, Table D-1
http://www.ers.usda.gov/publications/fanrr35/fanrr35appd.pdf
See tab 57Hngr

citrix:
http://monitoringthefuture.org/data/03data/pr03t2.pdf

State of Oregon DAS:
Jeff is waiting on data from Washington. ASKED DIFFERENT QUESTION. DON'T INCLUDE.

2/25:
Rita recalculated comparator (percents were  of total U.S. shelter population, not state population). We now look even worse. See blue font in narrative, which I rewrote. Emailed Jodie Jones about the 2000 discrepancy.

See 55Hmlss and Pop.90.00 tabs
http://www.census.gov/prod/2001pubs/censr01-2.pdf, table 1.

see internal file for calculations:
H:\Projects\Active\2005 Benchmark Performance Report PR 04-34\Active\53.poverty\3-yr average calculations thru 2003.xls

State of Oregon DAS:
Yes, but

State of Oregon DAS:
See Tina Kotek emails of 3/18, #50 file.
Caren Kaplan - long conversation 3/28. Many differences across states in method of accounting. See email 3/23.
Link to Oregon's child abuse report: http://www.dhs.state.or.us/abuse/publications/children/abusestats2003.pdf

citrix:
Was yes, but

State of Oregon DAS:
LM 3/28 regarding targets

State of Oregon DAS:
LM 3/28 regarding "substantiated"
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citrix:
was yes but

citrix:
was yes, but

citrix:
was "improved"



		National Center for Chronic Disease Prevention & Health Promotion

		Behavioral Risk Factor Surveillance System

		Prevalence Data

		Tobacco Use - 2003

		Four Level Smoking Status

		http://apps.nccd.cdc.gov/brfss/list.asp?cat=TU&yr=2003&qkey=4394&state=All

												Rita's Calculations

		State:		(1) Smoke everyday		(2) Smoke some days		Former smoker		Never smoked		(1+2)
Smoke		100- (1+2)
Don't Smoke		Rank

		Nationwide		16.7		5		25.2		52.1		21.7		78.3

		Alabama		19.7		5.7		23.9		50.8		25.4		74.6		39

		Alaska		19.3		7		26.1		47.7		26.3		73.7		46

		Arizona		15.4		5.5		26.2		53		20.9		79.1		15

		Arkansas		20.5		4.2		25.4		49.8		24.7		75.3		34

		California		11.3		5.5		25.2		58		16.8		83.2		2

		Colorado		13.8		4.7		27.2		54.2		18.5		81.5		4

		Connecticut		13.9		4.7		31.2		50.2		18.6		81.4		5

		Delaware		16.9		5		28.1		50		21.9		78.1		22

		Florida		17.4		6.5		26.8		49.3		23.9		76.1		32

		Georgia		16.5		6.2		21.7		55.6		22.7		77.3		28

		Hawaii		14.1		3.2		24.1		58.6		17.3		82.7		3

		Idaho		15		4		23.5		57.6		19		81		6

		Illinois		17.1		6.3		24.4		52.2		23.4		76.6		30

		Indiana		21.1		5		24.4		49.5		26.1		73.9		44

		Iowa		16.2		5.4		24.5		53.8		21.6		78.4		20

		Kansas		16.3		4.1		23		56.6		20.4		79.6		13

		Kentucky		26.8		4		22.5		46.7		30.8		69.2		50

		Louisiana		20.4		6.2		20.7		52.7		26.6		73.4		47

		Maine		19.7		3.9		31.1		45.2		23.6		76.4		31

		Maryland		15.2		4.9		23.7		56.2		20.1		79.9		12

		Massachusetts		14.5		4.6		31		49.9		19.1		80.9		7

		Michigan		20.7		5.4		25.8		48.1		26.1		73.9		45

		Minnesota		15.9		5.2		28.3		50.6		21.1		78.9		17

		Mississippi		19.7		5.8		20.7		53.8		25.5		74.5		40

		Missouri		23.1		4.1		24.3		48.5		27.2		72.8		48

		Montana		14.8		5.1		28.4		51.6		19.9		80.1		11

		Nebraska		16		5.3		24		54.7		21.3		78.7		19

		Nevada		20.3		4.9		25.2		49.7		25.2		74.8		37

		New Hampshire		17		4.2		31		47.8		21.2		78.8		18

		New Jersey		14		5.4		26.3		54.3		19.4		80.6		8

		New Mexico		15.8		6.2		25.9		52.1		22		78		23

		New York		16.5		5.1		25.4		53		21.6		78.4		21

		North Carolina		18.8		6		23.2		52		24.8		75.2		35

		North Dakota		16.1		4.4		25.6		53.9		20.5		79.5		14

		Ohio		19.5		5.7		23.8		51		25.2		74.8		38

		Oklahoma		20.3		4.8		22.1		52.7		25.1		74.9		36

		Oregon		15.8		5.2		26.7		52.4		21		79		16

		Pennsylvania		20.2		5.3		25.2		49.4		25.5		74.5		41

		Rhode Island		17.2		5.1		29.1		48.5		22.3		77.7		27

		South Carolina		19.6		5.9		23		51.5		25.5		74.5		42

		South Dakota		16.4		6.3		25.3		52		22.7		77.3		29

		Tennessee		21.1		4.5		18.9		55.4		25.6		74.4		43

		Texas		15.6		6.5		21.6		56.3		22.1		77.9		26

		Utah		8.6		3.3		16.6		71.5		11.9		88.1		1

		Vermont		15.4		4.2		30.4		50.1		19.6		80.4		9

		Virginia		17.2		4.8		24		54		22		78		24

		Washington		14.6		5		26.2		54.2		19.6		80.4		10

		West Virginia		22.6		4.8		25.8		46.9		27.4		72.6		49

		Wisconsin		17.3		4.7		27.3		50.7		22		78		25

		Wyoming		19.8		4.8		26.2		49.1		24.6		75.4		33
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		National Center for Chronic Disease Prevention & Health Promotion

		Behavioral Risk Factor Surveillance System

		Health Status - 2003

		How is your general health?												Rita's calculations

		State:		Excellent		Very good		Good		Fair		Poor		Exc or Very Good		% format		Rank

		Nationwide		21.8		33.5		29.5		10.9		3.9		55.3		55.3%

		Alabama		16.9		31.8		31		13.4		6.9		48.7		48.7%		47

		Alaska		24.2		33.6		30.5		7.9		3.9		57.8		57.8%		20

		Arizona		24.4		31.5		28.6		11.6		3.9		55.9		55.9%		26

		Arkansas		18.4		31.7		30.1		13.4		6.4		50.1		50.1%		45

		California		22.5		33.2		29.2		10.9		4.2		55.7		55.7%		27

		Colorado		26.3		35.8		25.9		9.2		2.8		62.1		62.1%		3

		Connecticut		27.4		34.3		25.6		10.1		2.6		61.7		61.7%		5

		Delaware		22.7		34.7		28.4		10.8		3.4		57.4		57.4%		21

		Florida		20.2		30.7		31.1		13		5.1		50.9		50.9%		42

		Georgia		20.1		33.3		30.3		10.8		5.5		53.4		53.4%		32

		Hawaii		22.3		31.6		33.9		10.2		1.9		53.9		53.9%		30

		Idaho		23.7		35.9		26.8		9.6		4		59.6		59.6%		9

		Illinois		19.6		32.8		32.6		11.1		3.9		52.4		52.4%		35

		Indiana		18.8		33.6		30.9		12.3		4.4		52.4		52.4%		35

		Iowa		21.7		35.4		31.3		8.6		3.1		57.1		57.1%		22

		Kansas		21.7		38.1		26.9		10		3.4		59.8		59.8%		8

		Kentucky		17.3		29.9		30		14.2		8.5		47.2		47.2%		48

		Louisiana		20.7		30.6		31.4		11.7		5.7		51.3		51.3%		40

		Maine		23.3		35.6		26.5		11.2		3.5		58.9		58.9%		15

		Maryland		24.4		34		29.4		8.9		3.3		58.4		58.4%		17

		Massachusetts		26.5		33.6		27.4		9.2		3.3		60.1		60.1%		7

		Michigan		18		35.4		31.3		11.1		4.1		53.4		53.4%		32

		Minnesota		22.3		40.7		25.8		8.8		2.4		63.0		63.0%		2

		Mississippi		18.2		28.7		30		14.4		8.7		46.9		46.9%		49

		Missouri		18.3		33.2		31		12.5		5		51.5		51.5%		39

		Montana		22.6		35.8		29.3		8.6		3.7		58.4		58.4%		17

		Nebraska		22.3		37.2		27.8		9.5		3.2		59.5		59.5%		10

		Nevada		21.9		30.2		30.4		14.2		3.2		52.1		52.1%		37

		New Hampshire		27.1		37.7		24.4		7.5		3.3		64.8		64.8%		1

		New Jersey		22.6		33.5		28.7		11.3		3.8		56.1		56.1%		25

		New Mexico		21		29.4		32.7		12		4.9		50.4		50.4%		44

		New York		20		31.9		30.9		13.1		4.2		51.9		51.9%		38

		North Carolina		20.2		31.1		29.7		13.4		5.5		51.3		51.3%		40

		North Dakota		20.1		38.3		28.5		9.8		3.4		58.4		58.4%		17

		Ohio		22		33.5		30.4		10.2		3.9		55.5		55.5%		28

		Oklahoma		20.1		30.4		31.7		11.9		5.9		50.5		50.5%		43

		Oregon		22		32.6		29.2		11.6		4.6		54.6		54.6%		29

		Pennsylvania		20.7		35.8		28.4		11.2		3.9		56.5		56.5%		24

		Rhode Island		24.2		34.4		27.2		10.6		3.6		58.6		58.6%		16

		South Carolina		22.5		31.3		29.5		10.9		5.8		53.8		53.8%		31

		South Dakota		20.7		38.3		28		9.8		3.2		59.0		59.0%		14

		Tennessee		21.4		31.2		29.3		11.8		6.3		52.6		52.6%		34

		Texas		19.9		28.9		31		15.2		5		48.8		48.8%		46

		Utah		26.1		34.6		28		8.4		2.9		60.7		60.7%		6

		Vermont		26		36		27.2		8.1		2.6		62.0		62.0%		4

		Virginia		24.4		35.1		27.6		8.8		4.1		59.5		59.5%		10

		Washington		22		34.6		29.5		10.2		3.6		56.6		56.6%		23

		West Virginia		15.5		29.5		29.8		16.4		8.9		45.0		45.0%		50

		Wisconsin		21.7		37.4		28.9		9.5		2.4		59.1		59.1%		13

		Wyoming		22		37.3		28.4		9.2		3		59.3		59.3%		12
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		Child Maltreatment 2002

		Table 3-2     Child Victims by Disposition, 2002

		http://www.acf.hhs.gov/programs/cb/publications/cm02/table3_2.htm

		State		Child Population		Substantiated		Indicated		Alternative Response Victim		Total Victims		Rate		Rank

		Alabama		1,107,108		9,903		Blank Cell		Blank Cell		9,903		8.9		19

		Alaska		192,428		4,275		3,675		Blank Cell		7,950		41.3		50

		Arizona		1,476,856		5,099		15		Blank Cell		5,114		3.5		4

		Arkansas		677,522		7,302		Blank Cell		Blank Cell		7,302		10.8		26

		California		9,452,391		132,181		Blank Cell		Blank Cell		132,181		14.0		36

		Colorado		1,151,118		7,570		Blank Cell		Blank Cell		7,570		6.6		11

		Connecticut		872,853		12,818		Blank Cell		Blank Cell		12,818		14.7		38

		Delaware		189,698		1,304		Blank Cell		Blank Cell		1,304		6.9		12

		Florida		3,882,271		47,998		74,133		Blank Cell		122,131		31.5		49

		Georgia		2,268,477		41,206		Blank Cell		Blank Cell		41,206		18.2		45

		Hawaii		295,514		3,744		Blank Cell		Blank Cell		3,744		12.7		32

		Idaho		370,439		1,399		548		Blank Cell		1,947		5.3		7

		Illinois		3,254,523		28,160		Blank Cell		Blank Cell		28,160		8.7		16

		Indiana		1,594,857		20,416		Blank Cell		Blank Cell		20,416		12.8		33

		Iowa		698,045		12,202		Blank Cell		Blank Cell		12,202		17.5		44

		Kansas		696,519		6,425		Blank Cell		Blank Cell		6,425		9.2		21

		Kentucky		931,588		14,713		Blank Cell		2,232		16,645		18.2		46

		Louisiana		1,185,674		10,709		262		Blank Cell		10,971		9.3		23

		Maine		279,058		3,746		Blank Cell		Blank Cell		3,746		13.4		34

		Maryland		1,379,925		7,826		8,017		Blank Cell		15,843		11.5		30

		Massachusetts		1,463,340		33,396		Blank Cell		Blank Cell		33,396		22.8		48

		Michigan		2,570,264		28,830		Blank Cell		Blank Cell		28,830		11.2		29

		Minnesota		1,252,125		9,982		Blank Cell		Blank Cell		9,982		8.0		14

		Mississippi		760,747		4,003		Blank Cell		Blank Cell		4,003		5.3		8

		Missouri		1,397,461		9,810		Blank Cell		Blank Cell		9,810		7.0		13

		Montana		216,320		1,542		453		Blank Cell		1,995		9.2		22

		Nebraska		439,393		3,909		Blank Cell		Blank Cell		3,909		8.9		20

		Nevada		572,590		5,008		Blank Cell		Blank Cell		5,008		8.7		17

		New Hampshire		308,371		962		Blank Cell		Blank Cell		962		3.1		2

		New Jersey		2,127,391		8,103		Blank Cell		Blank Cell		8,103		3.8		5

		New Mexico		500,506		6,273		Blank Cell		Blank Cell		6,273		12.5		31

		New York		4,613,251		79,049		Blank Cell		Blank Cell		79,049		17.1		41

		North Carolina		2,068,840		35,521		Blank Cell		2		35,523		17.2		42

		North Dakota		146,812		Blank Cell		Blank Cell		1,493		1,493		10.2		24

		Ohio		2,879,927		30,758		19,382		1		50,141		17.4		43

		Oklahoma		873,560		13,721		Blank Cell		Blank Cell		13,721		15.7		39

		Oregon		855,107		9,228		Blank Cell		Blank Cell		9,228		10.8		27

		Pennsylvania		2,863,452		5,057		Blank Cell		Blank Cell		5,057		1.8		1

		Rhode Island		239,248		3,247		Blank Cell		Blank Cell		3,247		13.6		35

		South Carolina		979,163		10,738		Blank Cell		Blank Cell		10,738		11.0		28

		South Dakota		195,625		1,470		2,491		Blank Cell		3,961		20.2		47

		Tennessee		1,404,661		8,494		Blank Cell		Blank Cell		8,494		6.0		10

		Texas		6,102,316		48,808		Blank Cell		Blank Cell		48,808		8.0		15

		Utah		713,012		10,282		Blank Cell		Blank Cell		10,282		14.4		37

		Vermont		139,662		1,447		Blank Cell		Blank Cell		1,447		10.4		25

		Virginia		1,779,408		7,571		Blank Cell		Blank Cell		7,571		4.3		6

		Washington		1,513,360		4,671		Blank Cell		2		4,673		3.1		3

		West Virginia		389,171		6,635		Blank Cell		Blank Cell		6,635		17.0		40

		Wisconsin		1,338,064		11,628		Blank Cell		Blank Cell		11,628		8.7		18

		Wyoming		122,344		692		Blank Cell		Blank Cell		692		5.7		9

		Total		72,894,483		782,863		108,976		3,730		895,569		12.3

		Number Reporting		51		50		9		5		51		51.0

		Data source: Child File and SDC.

		The rate of victims for each State was based on their number of victims divided by the State's child population, multiplied by 1,000.

		A national estimate of 896,000 child victims was derived by multiplying the national rate of victimization of 12.3 child victims per 1,000 children in the population by the national population of 72,894,483 and dividing by 1,000. The total was rounded to

		This table breaks down on the children who were considered victims into the NCANDS dispositions. Following the name of each State in the first column, the second column lists the total child population in each State. The third column lists the number of c

		Return to Chapter Three: Text

		Return to Chapter Three: Figures and Tables



In contrast to benchmark 50, Anna Cox says these are duplicated counts and include both child abuse/neglect AND at-risk of child abuse/neglect. Per phone conversation, 2/8/05.

Return to Chapter Three: Text

Return to Chapter Three: Figures and Tables

http://www.acf.hhs.gov/programs/cb/publications/cm02/table3_2.htm



		http://ferret.bls.census.gov/macro/032004/health/h06_000.htm

		Table HI06. Health Insurance Coverage Status by State for All People: 2003 Not poverty universe: unrelated individuals under age 15 are included

		(Numbers in thousands)

				Total		Covered		Se		Prct		Se		Uncovered		Se		Prct		Rank		se

		UNITED STATES		288,280		243,320		335		84.4		0.1		44,961		318		15.6				0.1

		ALABAMA		4,427		3,798		95		85.8		0.8		629		39		14.2		27		0.8

		ALASKA		645		523		13		81.1		0.9		122		6		18.9		44		0.9

		ARIZONA		5,576		4,626		122		83		0.9		951		56		17		35		0.9

		ARKANSAS		2,671		2,206		60		82.6		0.9		465		28		17.4		39		0.9

		CALIFORNIA		35,394		28,895		336		81.6		0.4		6,499		166		18.4		42		0.4

		COLORADO		4,480		3,708		82		82.8		0.8		772		38		17.2		36		0.8

		CONNECTICUT		3,421		3,065		66		89.6		0.6		357		23		10.4		6		0.6

		DELAWARE		820		729		18		88.9		0.7		91		6		11.1		14		0.7

		FLORIDA		16,921		13,849		202		81.8		0.5		3,071		97		18.2		41		0.5

		GEORGIA		8,571		7,162		175		83.6		0.8		1,409		78		16.4		33		0.8

		HAWAII		1,253		1,126		27		89.9		0.7		127		9		10.1		3		0.7

		IDAHO		1,360		1,107		30		81.4		0.9		253		14		18.6		43		0.9

		ILLINOIS		12,628		10,810		174		85.6		0.5		1,818		72		14.4		28		0.5

		INDIANA		6,149		5,296		111		86.1		0.7		853		45		13.9		23		0.7

		IOWA		2,921		2,593		59		88.7		0.7		329		21		11.3		15		0.7

		KANSAS		2,683		2,389		55		89		0.7		294		19		11		12		0.7

		KENTUCKY		4,110		3,537		86		86		0.8		574		35		14		25		0.8

		LOUISIANA		4,429		3,517		96		79.4		1		912		49		20.6		48		1

		MAINE		1,283		1,150		25		89.6		0.6		133		8		10.4		7		0.6

		MARYLAND		5,493		4,731		105		86.1		0.7		762		43		13.9		24		0.7

		MASSACHUSETTS		6,367		5,685		116		89.3		0.6		682		41		10.7		8		0.6

		MICHIGAN		9,918		8,838		151		89.1		0.5		1,080		53		10.9		9		0.5

		MINNESOTA		5,076		4,633		99		91.3		0.6		444		31		8.7		1		0.6

		MISSISSIPPI		2,854		2,343		66		82.1		1		511		31		17.9		40		1

		MISSOURI		5,623		5,004		112		89		0.7		620		40		11		13		0.7

		MONTANA		917		739		21		80.6		1		177		10		19.4		46		1

		NEBRASKA		1,727		1,532		37		88.7		0.7		195		13		11.3		16		0.7

		NEVADA		2,250		1,824		42		81.1		0.8		426		20		18.9		45		0.8

		NEW HAMPSHIRE		1,264		1,133		25		89.7		0.6		131		9		10.3		5		0.6

		NEW JERSEY		8,579		7,378		132		86		0.6		1,201		54		14		26		0.6

		NEW MEXICO		1,871		1,457		45		77.9		1.1		414		24		22.1		49		1.1

		NEW YORK		18,970		16,104		203		84.9		0.4		2,866		88		15.1		30		0.4

		NORTH CAROLINA		8,253		6,829		139		82.7		0.7		1,424		64		17.3		38		0.7

		NORTH DAKOTA		631		563		13		89.1		0.7		69		5		10.9		10		0.7

		OHIO		11,247		9,885		165		87.9		0.5		1,362		62		12.1		18		0.5

		OKLAHOMA		3,438		2,737		71		79.6		0.9		701		36		20.4		47		0.9

		OREGON		3,569		2,957		73		82.8		0.8		613		33		17.2		37		0.8

		PENNSYLVANIA		12,155		10,771		166		88.6		0.5		1,384		60		11.4		17		0.5

		RHODE ISLAND		1,053		946		20		89.8		0.6		108		7		10.2		4		0.6

		SOUTH CAROLINA		4,064		3,481		85		85.6		0.8		584		35		14.4		29		0.8

		SOUTH DAKATO		751		659		15		87.8		0.7		91		6		12.2		19		0.7

		TENNESSEE		5,909		5,131		131		86.8		0.8		778		51		13.2		22		0.8

		TEXAS		21,858		16,484		249		75.4		0.6		5,374		145		24.6		50		0.6

		UTAH		2,352		2,055		50		87.3		0.8		298		19		12.7		20		0.8

		VERMONT		611		553		13		90.5		0.6		58		4		9.5		2		0.6

		VIRGINIA		7,386		6,424		147		87		0.7		962		57		13		21		0.7

		WASHINGTON		6,091		5,147		125		84.5		0.8		944		54		15.5		31		0.8

		WEST VIRGINIA		1,787		1,491		35		83.4		0.8		296		16		16.6		34		0.8

		WISCONSIN		5,429		4,836		102		89.1		0.6		593		36		10.9		11		0.6

		WYOMING		488		411		10		84.1		0.9		78		5		15.9		32		0.9





		http://www.census.gov/prod/2001pubs/censr01-2.pdf

		Table 1.

		Population in Emergency and Transitional Shelters for the United States, Regions, States,

		and Puerto Rico: 1990 and 2000

		(For information on confidentiality protection, nonsampling error, and definitions, see www.census.gov/prod/cen2000/doc/sf1.pdf)

				1990 Number		1990 Pop		1990 Rate per 10,000 State pop		rc calc
1990 Rank		2000 Number		2000 Pop		2000 Rate per 10,000 State pop		rc calc
2000 Rank

		U.S.		178,638		281,421,906		6.35				170,706		248,709,873		6.86

		NewHampshire		377		1,819,046		2.07		7		523		7,730,188		0.68		1

		WVirginia		451		5,363,675		0.84		2		525		4,891,769		1.07		2

		NewMexico		667		8,049,313		0.83		1		934		6,628,637		1.41		3

		NDakota		279		1,998,257		1.40		5		178		1,201,833		1.48		4

		Mississippi		383		2,844,658		1.35		4		572		2,573,216		2.22		5

		Kansas		940		2,688,418		3.50		15		587		2,477,574		2.37		6

		Alabama		1,530		4,447,100		3.44		13		1,177		4,040,587		2.91		7

		NewJersey		7,470		18,976,457		3.94		24		5,500		17,990,455		3.06		8

		Arkansas		489		2,673,400		1.83		6		754		2,350,725		3.21		9

		Iowa		989		2,926,324		3.38		12		1,013		2,776,755		3.65		10

		Maine		419		1,274,923		3.29		11		458		1,227,928		3.73		11

		Missouri		2,276		5,595,211		4.07		26		2,164		5,117,073		4.23		12

		Vermont		232		608,827		3.81		23		239		562,758		4.25		13

		Indiana		2,251		6,080,485		3.70		17		2,384		5,544,159		4.30		14

		Virginia		2,657		7,078,515		3.75		20		2,692		6,187,358		4.35		15

		SCarolina		973		4,012,012		2.43		8		1,528		3,486,703		4.38		16

		Kentucky		1,284		4,041,769		3.18		9		1,626		3,685,296		4.41		17

		Texas		7,816		20,851,820		3.75		19		7,608		16,986,510		4.48		18

		Pennsylvania		8,237		12,281,054		6.71		40		5,463		11,881,643		4.60		19

		Tennessee		1,864		5,689,283		3.28		10		2,252		4,877,185		4.62		20

		Oklahoma		2,222		3,450,654		6.44		39		1,478		3,145,585		4.70		21

		Louisiana		1,559		4,468,976		3.49		14		1,986		4,219,973		4.71		22

		Ohio		4,277		11,353,140		3.77		21		5,224		10,847,115		4.82		23

		Michigan		3,784		9,938,444		3.81		22		4,745		9,295,297		5.10		24

		Florida		7,110		15,982,378		4.45		28		6,766		12,937,926		5.23		25

		Maryland		2,507		5,296,486		4.73		31		2,545		4,781,468		5.32		26

		Illinois		7,481		12,419,293		6.02		37		6,378		11,430,602		5.58		27

		SDakota		396		754,844		5.25		34		414		696,004		5.95		28

		Wyoming		183		493,782		3.71		18		270		453,588		5.95		29

		Montana		445		902,195		4.93		33		477		799,065		5.97		30

		Nebraska		764		1,235,786		6.18		38		913		1,515,069		6.03		31

		Minnesota		2,253		4,919,479		4.58		30		2,738		4,375,099		6.26		32

		Arizona		2,735		5,130,632		5.33		35		2,312		3,665,228		6.31		33

		Rhode Island		469		1,048,319		4.47		29		634		1,003,464		6.32		34

		Hawaii		854		1,211,537		7.05		41		747		1,108,229		6.74		35

		Colorado		2,554		4,301,261		5.94		36		2,281		3,294,394		6.92		36

		Connecticut		4,194		3,405,565		12.32		48		2,291		3,287,116		6.97		37

		Idaho		461		1,293,953		3.56		16		703		1,006,749		6.98		38

		Georgia		3,930		8,186,453		4.80		32		4,774		6,478,216		7.37		39

		Utah		925		2,233,169		4.14		27		1,494		1,722,850		8.67		40

		Massachusetts		6,207		6,349,097		9.78		47		5,405		6,016,425		8.98		41

		California		30,806		33,871,648		9.09		45		27,701		29,760,021		9.31		42

		Wisconsin		1,555		1,808,344		8.60		44		1,700		1,793,477		9.48		43

		Alaska		447		626,932		7.13		42		558		550,043		10.14		44

		Oregon		3,254		3,421,399		9.51		46		3,011		2,842,321		10.59		45

		Washington		4,565		5,894,121		7.75		43		5,387		4,866,692		11.07		46

		Delaware		313		783,600		3.99		25		847		666,168		12.71		47

		Nevada		1,013		8,414,350		1.20		3		1,553		1,109,252		14.00		48

		NCarolina		2,637		1,711,263		15.41		49		3,579		1,578,385		22.68		49

		NewYork		32,472		642,200		505.64		50		31,856		638,800		498.69		50



see Pop.90.00 tab
http://www.census.gov/population/censusdata/urpop0090.txt

see Pop.90.00 tab
http://factfinder.census.gov/servlet/QTTable?_bm=y&-geo_id=01000US&-qr_name=DEC_2000_SF1_U_QTP1&-ds_name=DEC_2000_SF1_U&-_lang=en&-_sse=on

State of Oregon DAS:
Cited pdf source lists percents of total U.S. shelter population, not population in each state.

State of Oregon DAS:
Cited pdf source lists percents of total U.S. shelter population, not population in each state.

http://www.census.gov/prod/2001pubs/censr01-2.pdf



		GCT-P5. Age and Sex:  2000						Table 1.  Urban and Rural Population:  1900

		Data Set: Census 2000 Summary File 1 (SF 1) 100-Percent Data						Source:  US Census Bureau

								Released: Oct. 1995

		2000						1990

		http://factfinder.census.gov/servlet/QTTable?_bm=y&-geo_id=01000US&-qr_name=DEC_2000_SF1_U_QTP1&-ds_name=DEC_2000_SF1_U&-_lang=en&-_sse=on						http://www.census.gov/population/censusdata/urpop0090.txt

		United States		281,421,906				UNITEDSTATES		248,709,873

		Alabama		4,447,100				Alabama		4,040,587

		Alaska		626,932				Alaska		550,043

		Arizona		5,130,632				Arizona		3,665,228

		Arkansas		2,673,400				Arkansas		2,350,725

		California		33,871,648				California		29,760,021

		Colorado		4,301,261				Colorado		3,294,394

		Connecticut		3,405,565				Connecticut		3,287,116

		Delaware		783,600				Delaware		666,168

		Florida		15,982,378				Florida		12,937,926

		Georgia		8,186,453				Georgia		6,478,216

		Hawaii		1,211,537				Hawaii		1,108,229

		Idaho		1,293,953				Idaho		1,006,749

		Illinois		12,419,293				Illinois		11,430,602

		Indiana		6,080,485				Indiana		5,544,159

		Iowa		2,926,324				Iowa		2,776,755

		Kansas		2,688,418				Kansas		2,477,574

		Kentucky		4,041,769				Kentucky		3,685,296

		Louisiana		4,468,976				Louisiana		4,219,973

		Maine		1,274,923				Maine		1,227,928

		Maryland		5,296,486				Maryland		4,781,468

		Massachusetts		6,349,097				Massachusetts		6,016,425

		Michigan		9,938,444				Michigan		9,295,297

		Minnesota		4,919,479				Minnesota		4,375,099

		Mississippi		2,844,658				Mississippi		2,573,216

		Missouri		5,595,211				Missouri		5,117,073

		Montana		902,195				Montana		799,065

		Nebraska		1,711,263				Nebraska		1,578,385

		Nevada		1,998,257				Nevada		1,201,833

		New Hampshire		1,235,786				NewMex		1,515,069

		New Jersey		8,414,350				NewHampshire		1,109,252

		New Mexico		1,819,046				NewJersey		7,730,188

		New York		18,976,457				NewYork		17,990,455

		North Carolina		8,049,313				NorthCarolina		6,628,637

		North Dakota		642,200				NorthDakota		638,800

		Ohio		11,353,140				Ohio		10,847,115

		Oklahoma		3,450,654				Oklahoma		3,145,585

		Oregon		3,421,399				Oregon		2,842,321

		Pennsylvania		12,281,054				Pennsylvania		11,881,643

		Rhode Island		1,048,319				RhodeIsland		1,003,464

		South Carolina		4,012,012				SouthCarolina		3,486,703

		South Dakota		754,844				SouthDakota		696,004

		Tennessee		5,689,283				Tennessee		4,877,185

		Texas		20,851,820				Texas		16,986,510

		Utah		2,233,169				Utah		1,722,850

		Vermont		608,827				Vermont		562,758

		Virginia		7,078,515				Virginia		6,187,358

		Washington		5,894,121				Washington		4,866,692

		West Virginia		1,808,344				WestVirginia		1,793,477

		Wisconsin		5,363,675				Wisconsin		4,891,769

		Wyoming		493,782				Wyoming		453,588

		(X) Not applicable

		Source: U.S. Census Bureau, Census 2000 Summary File 1, Matrices PCT12 and P13.



GCT-P5. Age and Sex:  2000

Data Set: Census 2000 Summary File 1 (SF 1) 100-Percent Data

http://www.census.gov/population/censusdata/urpop0090.txt



		Data faxed from Cindi Chinnock, 2/24/05

		State		Percent of current support collected		Rank

		ALABAMA		50.0%		43

		ALASKA		55.7%		29

		ARIZONA		43.2%		49

		ARKANSAS		58.3%		25

		CALIFORNIA		45.2%		48

		COLORADO		55.2%		33

		CONNECTICUT		54.8%		34

		DELAWARE		60.7%		18

		FLORIDA		56.4%		27

		GEORGIA		51.0%		41

		HAWAII		51.3%		40

		IDAHO		53.9%		35

		ILLINOIS		47.0%		47

		INDIANA		50.5%		42

		IOWA		60.0%		19

		KANSAS		55.3%		32

		KENTUCKY		53.6%		37

		LOUISIANA		55.9%		28

		MAINE		55.7%		31

		MARYLAND		63.2%		13

		MASSACHUSETTS		60.9%		16

		MICHIGAN		55.7%		30

		MINNESOTA		69.9%		3

		MISSISSIPPI		52.0%		39

		MISSOURI		52.7%		38

		MONTANA		59.1%		23

		NEBRASKA		66.3%		7

		NEVADA		40.9%		50

		NEW HAMPSHIRE		64.3%		12

		NEW JERSEY		65.0%		9

		NEW MEXICO		49.0%		45

		NEW YORK		64.8%		10

		NORTH CAROLINA		61.8%		14

		NORTH DAKOTA		71.4%		2

		OHIO		67.3%		5

		OKLAHOMA		48.4%		46

		OREGON		59.9%		20

		PENNSYLVANIA		74.8%		1

		RHODE ISLAND		61.8%		15

		SOUTH CAROLINA		49.2%		44

		SOUTH DAKATO		67.1%		6

		TENNESSEE		53.8%		36

		TEXAS		57.7%		26

		UTAH		58.7%		24

		VERMONT		65.8%		8

		VIRGINIA		59.7%		21

		WASHINGTON		64.3%		11

		WEST VIRGINIA		59.4%		22

		WISCONSIN		67.7%		4

		WYOMING		60.9%		17





		Table D-1—Changes in prevalence rates of food insecurity and hunger,																								Table 7—Prevalence of food insecurity and food insecurity with hunger, by State, average 2001-03

		by State, 1996-98 (average) to 2000-02 (average)1																								http://www.ers.usda.gov/publications/fanrr42/fanrr42b.pdf

		Food insecure (with or without hunger) Food insecure with hunger

		http://www.ers.usda.gov/publications/fanrr35/fanrr35appd.pdf																Table D-1		0.8181818182

				125.66%				126.85%						162.16%				151.52%														117.27%						126.47%

				Food Insecure (w or w/out hunger)										Food Insecure with hunger

				Prct		Rank		Prct		Rank		Prct Pts		Prct		Rank		Prct		Rank		Prct Pts						Households				Insecure						With Hunger

				96-98		96-98		00-02		00-02		Chnge		96-98		96-98		00-02		00-02		Chnge						#		Interv'd		%		Rank		% moe		%		Rank		% moe

		U.S.		11.3				10.8				-0.5*		3.7				3.3				-0.4*				U.S. total		109,546,000		144,686		11				0.23		3.4				0.11

		AK		8.7		10		11.8		32		3.1*		3.6		32		4.3		42		0.7				AK		232000		1967		11.5		31		1.67		4.1		40		0.79

		AL		12.5		38		12.5		38		0		3.3		26		3.7		35		0.4				AL		1805000		2161		12.5		38		1.23		3.2		22		0.68

		AR		13.7		44		14.6		47		0.9		4.8		47		4.4		46		-0.4				AR		1062000		1730		15.5		50		1.75		4.7		48		1.21

		AZ		14.6		47		12.5		39		-2.1		4.3		42		3.7		36		-0.6				AZ		1958000		1932		12.3		36		1.36		3.8		35		0.65

		CA		13.3		43		11.7		30		-1.6*		4.3		41		3.5		30		-.8*				CA		12617000		9165		12.2		35		0.64		3.6		32		0.38

		CO		10.8		29		9.2		17		-1.6		3.8		33		2.8		17		-1.0*				CO		1717000		2916		9.7		19		0.77		3		17		0.42

		CT		11		31		7.6		6		-3.4*		4.1		36		2.8		13		-1.3				CT		1287000		2492		8		8		0.73		3		14		0.5

		DE		8.1		4		6.8		3		-1.3		2.9		11		1.9		2		-1				DE		306000		1827		6.7		3		1.08		1.8		1		0.69

		FL		13.2		41		11.8		33		-1.4		4.5		45		3.7		33		-.8*				FL		6532000		6253		11.7		33		0.73		3.7		34		0.47

		GA		10.9		30		12.9		41		2		3.4		28		3.5		31		0.1				GA		3233000		1949		12.9		40		1.48		3.6		33		0.7

		HI		12.9		39		11.9		34		-1		3.1		22		3.6		32		0.5				HI		411000		1595		9.9		20		1.4		3.3		23		0.86

		IA		8		3		9.1		16		1.1		2.6		5		2.8		16		0.2				IA		1169000		2593		9.5		17		1.02		3		16		0.71

		ID		11.3		34		13.7		43		2.4*		3.3		25		4.3		44		1				ID		503000		1952		13.7		43		1.45		3.9		37		0.74

		IL		9.6		17		8.6		12		-1.0*		3.2		23		2.7		10		-0.5				IL		4784000		5046		7.9		7		0.68		2.5		8		0.44

		IN		9		15		8.9		13		-0.1		2.9		12		2.8		14		-0.1				IN		2413000		2834		9.9		21		1.08		3.4		27		0.65

		KS		11.5		35		11.7		31		0.2		4.2		38		3.9		38		-0.3				KS		1061000		2583		11.7		34		1.28		4.4		44		0.62

		KY		9.7		19		10.8		28		1.1		3.4		27		2.9		20		-0.5				KY		1638000		2073		11.2		30		1.41		3.3		25		0.66

		LA		14.4		46		13.1		42		-1.3		4.4		44		2.9		21		-1.5*				LA		1689000		1546		12.3		37		1.24		2.6		10		0.7

		MA		7.5		2		6.4		1		-1.1		2.1		2		2.1		4		0				MA		2533000		2857		6.2		1		1.21		2.3		6		0.55

		MD		8.7		11		8.2		10		-0.5		3.3		24		2.9		18		-0.4				MD		2096000		2403		7.7		6		1.17		2.9		12		0.65

		ME		9.8		21		9		14		-0.8		4		34		2.8		15		-1.2				ME		536000		2695		9.2		15		1.08		2.9		13		0.54

		MI		9.6		18		9.2		18		-0.4		3.1		20		3		22		-0.1				MI		3965000		3982		10.1		23		0.68		3.4		28		0.55

		MN		8.6		8		7.1		4		-1.5		3.1		16		2.2		6		-0.9				MN		1918000		2792		7.1		5		0.99		2.2		4		0.61

		MO		10.1		24		9.9		24		-0.2		3		13		3.3		27		0.3				MO		2241000		2288		10.4		26		1.45		3.6		29		0.7

		MS		14.6		48		14.8		48		0.2		4.2		40		4.5		47		0.3				MS		1076000		1469		14.9		48		1.43		4		39		0.79

		MT		11.2		33		12.8		40		1.6		3		15		4.1		39		1.1*				MT		376000		1763		12.5		39		1.19		4		38		0.85

		NC		9.8		22		12.3		35		2.5*		2.7		9		3.7		34		1.0*				NC		3184000		3011		13.7		44		1.26		4.5		47		0.59

		ND		5.5		1		8.1		8		2.6*		1.6		1		2		3		0.4				ND		263000		2416		6.9		4		1.07		2		2		0.54

		NE		8.7		12		10.7		26		2		2.5		4		3.1		23		0.6				NE		667000		2375		10.4		25		1.29		3		18		0.56

		NH		8.6		9		6.7		2		-1.9		3.1		17		2.1		5		-1				NH		496000		2515		6.4		2		0.79		2.1		3		0.45

		NJ		8.9		14		8.5		11		-0.4		3.1		18		2.7		9		-0.4				NJ		3168000		3329		8.6		10		0.93		3.1		19		0.65

		NM		16.5		50		14.3		45		-2.2		4.8		48		3.8		37		-1.0*				NM		700000		1599		14.8		47		1.46		4.4		46		0.92

		NV		10.4		28		9.3		19		-1.1		4		35		3.3		25		-0.7				NV		767000		2746		9.2		16		0.96		3.4		26		0.64

		NY		11.9		37		9.4		20		-2.5*		4.1		37		2.9		19		-1.2*				NY		7190000		6990		10		22		0.5		3.1		20		0.45

		OH		9.7		20		9.8		23		0.1		3.5		29		3.3		26		-0.2				OH		4475000		4611		10.9		28		0.9		3.6		30		0.55

		OK		13.1		40		14.3		46		1.2		4.2		39		5.1		50		0.9				OK		1386000		1983		14.1		45		1.38		5.2		50		0.76

		OR		14.2		45		13.7		44		-0.5		6		50		5		49		-1				OR		1388000		2354		12.9		41		1.16		4.3		43		0.62

		PA		8.3		6		9.4		21		1.1*		2.6		6		2.7		11		0.1				PA		4755000		5302		9.5		18		0.7		2.6		9		0.47

		RI		10.2		25		10.1		25		-0.1		2.7		10		3.4		29		0.7				RI		404000		2549		11.1		29		1.31		3.6		31		0.52

		SC		11		32		12.3		36		1.3		3.5		31		4.3		43		0.8				SC		1583000		1821		13.5		42		1.23		4.9		49		0.93

		SD		8.2		5		8		7		-0.2		2.2		3		2.2		7		0				SD		296000		2454		8.9		12		1.09		2.4		7		0.5

		TN		11.8		36		11.3		29		-0.5		4.4		43		3.3		28		-1.1				TN		2291000		1738		10.9		27		1.25		3.3		24		0.7

		TX		15.2		49		14.8		49		-0.4		5.5		49		4.1		40		-1.4*				TX		7808000		5693		14.9		49		0.88		4.1		41		0.47

		UT		10.3		27		15.2		50		4.9*		3.1		21		4.6		48		1.5				UT		737000		1811		14.6		46		1.73		4.4		45		0.89

		VA		10.2		26		7.3		5		-2.9*		3		14		1.8		1		-1.2*				VA		2835000		2301		8.4		9		0.82		2.2		5		0.45

		VT		8.8		13		9		15		0.2		2.7		8		2.4		8		-0.3				VT		254000		2271		8.9		11		0.98		3		15		0.62

		WA		13.2		42		12.3		37		-0.9		4.7		46		4.4		45		-0.3				WA		2379000		2671		11.6		32		1.23		3.9		36		0.67

		WI		8.5		7		8.1		9		-0.4		2.6		7		3.3		24		0.7				WI		2143000		3100		9		14		0.97		3.2		21		0.51

		WV		9.5		16		9.4		22		-0.1		3.1		19		2.7		12		-0.4				WV		750000		2296		8.9		13		0.8		2.7		11		0.5

		WY		9.9		23		10.7		27		0.8		3.5		30		4.3		41		0.8				WY		205000		2105		10.1		24		1.25		4.2		42		0.9

																										1Prevalence rates for 1996-98 reported in Prevalence of Food Insecurity and Hunger, by State, 1996-1998(Nord et al., 1999) are not directly

																										comparable with the rates reported here because of differences in screening procedures in the CPS Food Security Supplements from 1995 to

																										1998. Comparable statistics for the earlier period are presented in appendix D.

																										2Totals exclude households whose food security status is unknown because they did not give a valid response to any of the questions in the



http://www.ers.usda.gov/publications/fanrr35/fanrr35appd.pdf

http://www.ers.usda.gov/publications/fanrr42/fanrr42b.pdf



		Table V. Overview of Oregon's Progress - Social Support

		BM#		Title										Is Oregon making progress?

		Health												Yes, but

		39		TEEN PREGNANCY (15-17)										Yes. Since 1991, the teen pregnancy rate has significantly decreased for both 10-14 and 15-17 year olds.

				a. Teen Pregnancy - 10-14										Yes. One (1) young teenage girl per 1000 got pregnant in 2001, a decrease of 41% since 1991.																						1		1.7		0.4117647059

				b. Teen Pregnancy  -  15-17										Yes. 32 older teenage girls per 1000 got pregnant in 2001, a decrease of about 39% since 1991.																						31.7		51.8		0.388030888

		40		PRENATAL CARE										Yes. 82% of pregnant women received early prenatal care in 2001, up from 77% in 1991.

		41		INFANT MORTALITY										Yes. About one in 200 Oregon babies died in 2001, a 25% improvement over  1991.																						5.4		7.2		0.25

		42		IMMUNIZATIONS										Yes. In 2001, 73% of two year olds were immunized, up from 67% in 1994, but less than the U.S. 78%.

		43		HIV DIAGNOSIS										Yes. Oregonians 1st testing positive for HIV fell from 576 in 1991 to 292 in 2002.

		44		ADULT NON-SMOKERS										Yes, but. 79% of Oregonians were non-smokers (of cigarettes) in 2001, a modest 2% increase from 1991.

		45		PREMATURE DEATH										Yes. Oregon is  experiencing less early death (before age 70)  to disease, accidents and crime.

		46		PERCEIVED HEALTH STATUS										No. Oregonians who feel they are in good health steadily declined from 63% in 1993 to  55% in 2001.

		47		AFFORDABLE CHILD CARE										No. Low income families who can afford childcare dropped from 42% in 1992 to 35% in 2002.

		48		AVAILABLE CHILD CARE										Yes, but. Slots per 100 children dropped from 22 in 1999 to only 18 in 2002. The target is 25.

		Protection												Yes, but

		49		TEEN SUBSTANCE ABUSE										No, but. 8th graders drink about the same, use drugs more and smoke cigarettes less than in 1992.

				a. Alcohol										No, but. 8th grade alcohol use has been higher than the U.S. since 1992 but the trend since 1996 is improving.

				b. Illicit Drugs										No. 8th grade use is up and consistently higher than the U.S.: 18% Oregon vs. 12% U.S. (2002).

				c. Cigarettes										Yes. 8th grade smoking is down from the 1996 high of 22% to 12% in 2002, just below the U.S. average.

		50		CHILD ABUSE OR NEGLECT										Yes. Substantiated cases have dropped since 1990.

				a. Substantiated abuse/neglect										Yes. About six Oregon children per 1000 were abused in 2002, down from 10 in 1990.

				b. At risk of abuse/neglect										Unknown. Definitions for children at risk changed in 2000. The rate dropped to four per 1000 in 2002.

		51		ELDER ABUSE										Yes. Elder abuse reporting has more than doubled since 1993.  Targets aim to capture unreported cases.

		52		ABSTINENCE DURING PREGNANCY										Yes. Proportionally fewer pregnant women report drinking and smoking than in 1991.

				a. From alcohol										Yes. 99% of pregnant women  do not use alcohol during pregnancy, up from 95% in 1991.

				b. From tobacco										Yes. 87% of pregnant women  do not use tobacco during pregnancy, up from 79% in 1991.

		continued, next page

		Table V. Overview of Oregon's Progress - Social Support (continued)

		Benchmark Number & Title												Is Oregon making progress?

		Poverty												No, but

		53		POVERTY  (all ages)										No. Poverty held steady at about 12% during the 1990s despite the strong economy.

				a. 0-17 year olds										Unknown. (insufficient data) 16% of Oregon's children were estimated to be in poverty in 2000.

				b. 18-64 year olds										Unknown. (insufficient data) 11% of Oregon's adults were estimated to be in poverty in 2000.

				c. 65 plus										Unknown. (insufficient data) 7% of Oregon's seniors were estimated to be in poverty in 2000.

		54		HEALTH INSURANCE										Yes, but. 14% lacked insurance in 2002, better than 1992 (18%) but much worse than 2000 (10%).

		55		HOMELESSNESS										No. The long-term trend for homelessness in Oregon is worsening.

		56		CHILD SUPPORT PAYMENTS										Yes, but. About 60% of families receive court-ordered child support. Progress has been flat since 1998.

		57		HUNGER										No. Oregon's hunger rate is one of the worst in the nation.

				a. Food insecure with hunger										No. Oregon's hunger rate was 187% of the national average in 2001. Target = top ten best states by 2010.

				b. Food insecure										No. Food insecurity was at 131% of the national average in 2001. Target = top ten best state by 2010.

		Independent Living												No, but

		58		INDEPENDENT SENIORS										Yes. 98% of seniors live independently, at the 2005 target. Unchanged since 1996.

		59		WORKING DISABLED										Unknown. Insufficient trend data but working disabled dropped 15% between 2000 and 2002.

		60		DISABLED LIVING IN POVERTY										No. 30% of disabled are in poverty, compared to 12% for the general population. The trend is worsening.
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