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Introduction

The Tennessee Department of Mental Health and Substance Abuse Services (TDMHSAS) Behavioral Health County Data Book 2014 includes 58 total indicators
covering the domains: children and youth; adults. Within these domains, data for each indicator were reported on the county level. For each indicator, a map of
the most recent year of data is included with three years of data to examine trends. The appendix contains additional years of data for each indicator when
available.

The data for each indicator are organized by Tennessee Department of Mental Health and Substance Abuse Services planning regions and alphabetized by counties
of Tennessee. A map of TDMHSAS Planning Council regions is shown below (see Figure 1). When appropriate, percentages, rates, or ranks were computed based
on a target population specific to that indicator. These values were then ranked as highest, medium or lowest. The “highest” values are at least higher than 75% of
all values. The “middle” values are between 25% and 75% of all values, and “lowest” values are composed of values in the lowest 25% of all values. This may result
in similar values being placed in different categories. If the number of events for each indicator was less than 20, rates are not reported and the indicator was
colored grey.

The original data source and year are provided for each indicator. Time periods for data were reported in a variety of ways. CY refers to the calendar year. FY 2014
refers to the State Fiscal Year (FY) which is July 1, 2013 through June 30, 2014. Education-related indicators correspond to a specific school year (SY).

The data tables are presented according to guidelines that protect confidential health information. In order to ensure adequate precision of summary statistics
derived from protected health information (PHI), it is necessary to suppress (omit) rates and other summary statistics based on small numbers of events. If the
number of events for the indicator for each county is less than 5 (<5), the counts are omitted. If applicable, zero events are reported. If the number of events for
each indicator is less than 20, rates are not reported. These guidelines were adapted from the Montana Department of Public Health and Human Services.
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Map 1.1: Estimated number and percent of youth between the ages of 12 to 17 with a dependence on or abuse of illicit drugs or alcohol in the past year
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2006-2008 2008-2010 2010-2012 2006-2008 2008-2010 2010-2012 2006-2008 2008-2010 2010-2012
MH Region County # % # % # % MH Region County # % # % # % MH Region County # % # % # %

1 Carter 339 280 285 3 Jackson 72 | 8.08% 58 60 | 6.66% 5 Moore 40 | 7.31% 32 |5.83% 37

1 Greene 450 371 378 3 Macon 154 | 8.08% 124 127 | 6.66% 5 Perry 47 | 7.31% 38 | 5.83% 44

1 Hancock 47 39 40 3 Marion 171 | 8.08% 138 141 | 6.66% 5 Robertson 409 | 7.31% 327 | 5.83% 379

1 Hawkins 374 308 314 3 McMinn 339 | 8.08% 274 280 | 6.66% 5 Rutherford 1,639 | 7.31% 1,307 | 5.83% 1,516

1 Johnson 99 82 83 3 Meigs 72 | 8.08% 58 59 | 6.66% 5 Stewart 82 | 7.31% 65 | 5.83% 76

1 Sullivan 986 814 829 3 Overton 144 | 8.08% 116 119 | 6.66% 5 Sumner 1,033 | 7.31% 824 | 5.83% 955

1 Unicoi 107 88 90 3 Pickett 25 | 8.08% 20 21 | 6.66% 5 Trousdale 52 | 7.31% 42 | 5.83% 48

1 Washington 722 596 607 3 Polk 110 | 8.08% 89 91 | 6.66% 5 Wayne 90 | 7.31% 72 | 5.83% 83

2 Anderson 482 325 [ 5.62% 335 [ 5.79% 3 Putnam 418 | 8.08% 338 345 | 6.66% 5 Williamson 1,373 | 7.31% 1,095 | 5.83% 1,270

2 Blount 810 546 | 5.62% 563 [ 5.79% 3 Rhea 194 | 8.08% 157 160 | 6.66% 5 Wilson 712 | 7.31% 568 | 5.83% 658

2 Campbell 256 173 | 5.62% 178 | 5.79% 3 Sequatchie 92 | 8.08% 74 76 | 6.66% 6 Benton 83 | 6.66% 71 | 5.69% 83 | 6.60%
2 Claiborne 205 138 | 5.62% 142 | 5.79% 3 Smith 132 | 8.08% 106 108 | 6.66% 6 Carroll 146 | 6.66% 124 | 5.69% 144 | 6.60%
2 Cocke 225 151 | 5.62% 156 | 5.79% 3 Van Buren 34 | 8.08% 27 28 | 6.66% 6 Chester 98 | 6.66% 83 | 5.69% 97 | 6.60%
2 Grainger 148 100 | 5.62% 103 | 5.79% 3 Warren 253 | 8.08% 204 209 | 6.66% 6 Crockett 79 | 6.66% 68 | 5.69% 78 | 6.60%
2 Hamblen 409 276 | 5.62% 284 | 5.79% 3 White 162 | 8.08% 131 134 | 6.66% 6 Decatur 57 | 6.66% 48 | 5.69% 56 | 6.60%
2 Jefferson 339 228 | 5.62% 235 [ 5.79% 4 Davidson N/A *| 2,302 [ 5.75%| 2,362 | 5.90% 6 Dyer 226 | 6.66% 193 | 5.69% 223 | 6.60%
2 Knox 2,595 1,749 | 5.62%| 1,801 | 5.79% 5 Bedford 287 | 7.31% 229 | 5.83% 265 6 Fayette 192 | 6.66% 164 | 5.69% 190 | 6.60%
2 Loudon 291 196 | 5.62% 202 | 5.79% 5 Cannon 82 | 7.31% 66 | 5.83% 76 6 Gibson 288 | 6.66% 246 | 5.69% 286 | 6.60%
2 Monroe 284 192 | 5.62% 197 | 5.79% 5 Cheatham 258 | 7.31% 206 | 5.83% 239 6 Hardeman 135 | 6.66% 115 | 5.69% 133 | 6.60%
2 Morgan 141 95 | 5.62% 98 | 5.79% 5 Coffee 318 | 7.31% 253 [ 5.83% 294 6 Hardin 137 | 6.66% 117 | 5.69% 136 | 6.60%
2 Roane 346 233 [ 5.62% 240 | 5.79% 5 Dickson 313 [ 7.31% 250 | 5.83% 289 6 Haywood 113 | 6.66% 97 | 5.69% 112 | 6.60%
2 Scott 160 108 | 5.62% 111 | 5.79% 5 Franklin 229 | 7.31% 183 | 5.83% 212 6 Henderson 156 | 6.66% 133 | 5.69% 154 | 6.60%
2 Sevier 592 399 [ 5.62% 411 | 5.79% 5 Giles 166 | 7.31% 132 | 5.83% 154 6 Henry 161 | 6.66% 137 | 5.69% 159 | 6.60%
2 Union 126 85 | 5.62% 87 | 5.79% 5 Hickman 148 | 7.31% 118 | 5.83% 137 6 Lake 31 | 6.66% 26 | 5.69% 30 | 6.60%
3 Bledsoe 86 | 8.08% 70 71 | 6.66% 5 Houston 51]7.31% 41| 5.83% 47 6 Lauderdale 147 | 6.66% 126 | 5.69% 146 | 6.60%
3 Bradley 619 | 8.08% 499 510 | 6.66% 5 Humphreys 113 [ 7.31% 90 | 5.83% 105 6 Madison 520 | 6.66% 444 | 5.69% 515 | 6.60%
3 Clay 46 | 8.08% 37 38 | 6.66% 5 Lawrence 258 | 7.31% 206 | 5.83% 239 6 McNairy 144 | 6.66% 123 | 5.69% 143 | 6.60%
3 Cumberland 305 | 8.08% 246 252 | 6.66% 5 Lewis 76 | 7.31% 60 | 5.83% 70 6 Obion 173 | 6.66% 148 | 5.69% 172 | 6.60%
3 DeKalb 118 | 8.08% 96 98 | 6.66% 5 Lincoln 192 | 7.31% 153 | 5.83% 178 6 Tipton 408 | 6.66% 348 | 5.69% 404 | 6.60%
3 Fentress 119 | 8.08% 96 98 | 6.66% 5 Marshall 187 [ 7.31% 149 | 5.83% 173 6 Weakley 161 | 6.66% 137 | 5.69% 159 | 6.60%
3 Grundy 89 | 8.08% 72 73 | 6.66% 5 Maury 460 | 7.31% 367 | 5.83% 425 7 Shelby 5,187 | 6.07% 3,957 | 4.63%| 4,221 | 4.94%
3 Hamilton 1,968 | 8.08%| 1,588 1,622 | 6.66% 5 Montgomery | 1,051 | 7.31%| 838 | 5.83%| 972 Tennessee 37,486 | 7.41%| 29,108 | 5.75%| 24,991 | 4.94%

Note: *Not reported due to low precision.
Data source: National Survey on Drug Use and Health (2004-2006, 2006-2008, 2008-2010, and 2010-2012); and 2010 Census, United States Census Bureau.
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Map 1.2: Number and percent of children under the age of 18 referred to juvenile court
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CY 2010 CY 2011 CY 2012 CY 2010 CY 2011 CY 2012 CY 2010 CY 2011 CY 2012
ReMgi:n County # % # % # % MH Region County # % # % # % MH Region County # % # % # %

1 Carter 719 | 6.2%| 725 | 6.3%| 866 | 7.5% 3 Jackson 134 | 57%| 101 43% 47| 2.0% 5 Moore 73| 5.2% 68 | 4.8% 52| 3.7%
1 Greene 742 | 5.%| 589 | 4.0%| 691] 4.7% 3 Macon 500 390 | 7.0%| 364 | 6.5% 5 Perry 29| 16% 48 | 2.7%| 126 | 7.1%
1 Hancock 16 | 30| 20%]  s6| 3.7% 3 Marion 262 | 43%| 246 4.0%| 264 | 43% 5 Robertson | 1,225 | 7.2%| 1,280 | 7.5%| 1405 [ 8.2%
1 Hawkins 992 | 7.8%| 1,070 1,127 | 8.9% 3 McMinn 579 | 49%| 518 4.4%| 594 | 5.0% 5 Rutherford | 1,426 | 2.1%| 1365 | 2.0%| 1,241 1.8%
1 Johnson 418 367 3 Meigs 339 335 |3 341 5 Stewart 250 198 | 65%| 22| 7.3%
1 sullivan 3,021 3,205 3 Overton 230 | 45%| 270 53%| 312 61% 5 Sumner 2,279 2,133 | 5.2%| 2,029 [ 5.0%
1 Unicoi 254 266 | 7.2% 3 Pickett 46 | 47%| 37| 3.8% 59 | 6.1% 5 Trousdale 208 159 235

1 Washington | 2,277 2,084 | 8.4% 3 Polk 70| 1.9%| 118] 32%| 161] 43% 5 Wayne 326 410 365

2 Anderson 674 2,409 3 Putnam 916 | 59%| 872 [ 56%| 864 | 5.6% 5 Williamson | 2,111 2,011 | 3.7%| 2,012 3.8%
2 Blount 2,825 2,906 3 Rhea 72| 1.0%] 8] 11% 81| 1.1% 5 Wilson 2,315 2,273 | 80%| 2,028 | 7.1%
2 Campbell 510 564 | 6.3% 3 Sequatchie 176 | 5.3% 192 | 5.8% 210 | 6.3% 6 Benton 280 272 261 | 7.7%
2 Claiborne 308 317 | 47% 3 Smith 177 | 3.8%| 190 4.1%| 214 4.6% 6 carroll 191 ] 3.1%| 220 3.5%| 180 [ 2.9%
2 Cocke 975 1,068 3 Van Buren 63| 5.4%| 57| 4.9% 65 | 5.6% 6 Chester 302 | 7.6%| 196 | 49%| 306 | 7.7%
2 Grainger 788 469 | 9.3% 3 Warren 527 | 5.4%| 467 | 4.8%| 554 | 57% 6 Crockett 93| 2.6% 83| 23%| 107 3.0%
2 Hamblen 927 910 | 6.2% 3 White 180 | 3.1%| 191 33%| 174 3.0% 6 Decatur 132 | 52%| 146 | 58%| 149 | 5.9%
2 Jefferson | 1,166 1,217 4 Davidson | 6,687 | 4.9%| 7,966 | 5.8%| 11,263 | 83% 6 Dyer 519 | 5.4%| 440 | 4.6%| 423 | 4.4%
2 Knox 4,597 | 4. 9%| 4,502 | 4.8% 5 Bedford 306 | 2.5%| 341 2.8%| 333 | 2.8% 6 Fayette 374 | 42%| 353| 4.0%| 308] 3.5%
2 Loudon 592 | 6.0%| 624 | 63%| 676 6.9% 5 Cannon 174 | 5.6%| 188 6.1%| 167 | 5.4% 6 Gibson 1,174 1,709

2 Monroe 874 816 877 8.6% 5 Cheatham 619 6.3% 663 6.8% 529 5.4% 6 Hardeman 1,036 783

2 Morgan 305 | 6.6%| 275| 5.9%| 302] 6.5% 5 Coffee 178 | 1.4%| 156 | 1.2%| 166 | 1.3% 6 Hardin 213 218 | 3.9%
2 Roane 374 | 3.3%| 257 | 23%| 214 19% 5 Dickson | 1,224 |JOISA| 1,270 1,338 6 Haywood 838 62| 13%
2 Scott 199 | 35%| 119 2.1%| 208 | 3.7% 5 Franklin 225 2.5%| 352 3.9%| 407 | 4.5% 6 Henderson 546 | 8.1% 576 | 8.5%
2 Sevier 1,661 [MI8M%| 1,585 | 8.0%| 1,586 | 8.0% 5 Giles 309 | 47%| 265| 41%| 329 | 51% 6 Henry 365 | 5.2% 412 | 5.9%
2 Union 353 | 7.7%| a4 414 | 9.1% 5 Hickman 408 | 7.3%| 483 566 6 Lake 137 129

3 Bledsoe 141 5a%| 118 43%] 60| 2.2% 5 Houston 64| 3.2%] 62 66 6 Lauderdale | 1,151 1,083

3 Bradley 810 | 3.6%| 888 | 3.9%| 048] 4.2% 5 Humphreys | 424 [BIOIG%| 446 506 6 Madison 823 | 35%| 805| 3.4%|  565| 2.4%
3 Clay 170 [liOM| 138 142 | 8% 5 Lawrence 626 | 59%| 663| 63%] 770| 7.3% 6 McNairy 172 | 2.8%| 123 | 2.0%| 167 2.7%
3 Cumberland | 332 | 3.1%| 311] 2.9%| 598 5.6% 5 Lewis 115 | 4.0%| 130 45% 118 4.1% 6 Obion 221 30%| 218] 3.0%| 632] 87%
3 DeKalb 170 | 4.0%| 165 3.8%| 143 | 33% 5 Lincoln 504 | 6.5%| 442 5.7%| 440 | 5% 6 Tipton 680 | 41%| 1,026 | 62%| 736 | 4.4%
3 Fentress 147 | 35%| 198 48%| 249 | 6.0% 5 Marshall 374 | 5.0%| 361| 48%| 411 | 54% 6 Weakley 414 | 59%| 427 6a%| 368 52%
3 Grundy 226 | 7.1%| 226 7.1%| 309 H 5 Maury 1,256 | 6.4%| 1,279 | 65%| 1,182] 6.0% 7 shelby | 12,792 | 5.2%| 12,577 | 5.1%| 11,976 | 4.9%
3 Hamilton | 4,191 | 5.8%| 3,887 | 5.4%| 4,089 | 5.6% 5 Montgomery | 1,962 | 4.1%| 2,227 | 4.6%| 3,292 | 6.8% Tennessee | 84,175| 5.6%| 87,583] 5.9%| 90,891 6.1%)

Note: *Rates not reported for events <20.
Definition: Percentages computed using county population of youth under 18.
Data source: Referral counts were provided by the Tennessee Council on Juvenile and Family Court Judges (2008-2012). The 2010 Census, United States Census Bureau data were used to compute rates.
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Map 1.3. Estimated number and percent of children in poverty
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CY 2010 CY 2011 CY 2012 CY 2010 CY 2011 CY 2012 CY 2010 CY 2011 CY 2012
ReMgi:n County # % # % # % MH Region County # % # % # % MH Region County # % # % # %

1 Carter 4,577 3,519 | 31.4%| 3,597 | 32.2% 3 Jackson 782 823 767 5 Moore 294 [ 20.8%| 311 | 22.6%| 293 | 22.1%
1 Greene 4,399 | 30.2%| 5,385 4,534 3 Macon 1,988 1,839 1,743 | 31.8% 5 Perry 592 542 [310%] 571

1 Hancock 672 641 638 3 Marion 2,008 | 32.6%| 1,724 | 28.8%| 1,667 | 27.9% 5 Robertson | 3,398 | 19.9%| 3,795 | 22.4%| 3,309 | 19.8%
1 Hawkins 3,750 | 29.6%| 3,476 3,192 3 McMinn 3,263 | 27.7%| 3,139 | 27.5%| 3,318 | 29.1% 5 Rutherford | 12,481 | 18.2%| 10,910 | 15.9%| 11,604 | 16.7%
1 Johnson 1,213 1,183 1,186 3 Meigs 919 802 740 | 30.6% 5 Stewart 725 [ 23.8%| 744 | 25.7%| 789 | 27.5%
1 sullivan 8,812 | 27.3%| 8,473 | 26.9%| 8,217 | 26.4% 3 Overton 1,535 | 29.9%| 1,699 1,493 | 29.8% 5 Sumner 7,620 | 18.8%| 6,716 | 16.7%| 6,068 | 15.1%
1 Unicoi 984 [ 26.7%| 1,042 [ 29.0%| 1,020 | 28.8% 3 Pickett 312 [ 32.0%] 290 | 30.5%| 290 | 30.4% 5 Trousdale 504 | 26.0%] 516 | 27.9%| 495 | 27.4%
1 Washington | 55503 | 22.2%| 5,755 [ 23.5%| 5,839 | 23.9% 3 Polk 1,112 [ 29.9%| 990 [ 27.3%| 1,036 | 28.6% 5 Wayne 1,021 | 30.6%| 1,015 | 32.0%| 936 | 32.1%
2 Anderson 4,095 | 24.9%| 3,993 | 25.1%| 4,638 | 29.5% 3 Putnam 4319 | 27.7%| 4,477 | 29.4%| 4,494 | 29.2% 5 Williamson | 3,981 | 7.4%| 3,971 7.3%| 4501 [ 83%
2 Blount 5,474 | 20.0%] 5,604 | 21.1%| 5,455 | 20.8% 3 Rhea 2,338 | 31.4%| 2,226 | 30.7%| 2,354 5 Wilson 4,260 | 14.9%] 4,696 | 16.6%| 3,831 13.4%
2 Campbell 3,041 3,378 3,216 3 Sequatchie 1,105H 1,036 | 32.0%| 1,022 | 31.5% 6 Benton 1,113 1,122 1,137

2 Claiborne 2,238 2,406 2,143 3 Smith 1,221 | 26.3%| 1,207 [ 26.7%| 1,167 | 26.1% 6 Carroll 1,823 | 29.2%| 1,971 32.0%| 1,701 | 27.7%
2 Cocke 3,663 3,034 3,122 3 Van Buren 372 [ 32.2%| 334 |30.8%| 344 [315% 6 Chester 1,023 | 25.6%| 1,018 | 26.7%| 991 [ 26.3%
2 Grainger 1,548 1,587 | 32.3%| 1,468 | 30.3% 3 Warren 3,577 2,992 | 31.6%| 2,952 [ 31.4% 6 Crockett 1,040 | 29.1%| 1,019 | 29.0%| 1,065 | 30.5%
2 Hamblen 4,851 4,222 | 29.0%| 4,659 | 32.3% 3 White 1,868 | 32.2%| 1,711 [ 29.7%| 1,584 | 27.8% 6 Decatur 764 | 30.3%| 800 | 32.5%| 692 | 28.5%
2 Jefferson 2,762 | 24.3%| 3,123 | 28.5%| 2,992 | 27.3% 4 Davidson | 41,068 | 30.1%| 40,203 | 20.4%| 39,877 | 28.6% 6 Dyer 2,838 | 29.7%| 2,803 [ 30.3%| 2,558 | 27.8%
2 Knox 15,836 | 16.8%| 18,599 | 20.0%| 19,243 | 20.6% 5 Bedford 3,990 3,263 | 27.6%| 3,082 | 25.9% 6 Fayette 1,710 | 19.3%| 1,821 | 21.4%| 2,103 [ 24.9%
2 Loudon 2,287 | 23.2%| 2,335 | 24.1%| 2,151 [ 22.1% 5 Cannon 795 | 25.6%| 941 32a%| 737 [ 255% 6 Gibson 3,317 | 26.8%| 3,236 | 26.5%| 3,303 | 27.3%
2 Monroe 3,095 | 30.4%| 3,398 2,650 | 26.9% 5 Cheatham 1,806 | 18.5%| 1,972 [ 20.8%| 1,723 | 18.4% 6 Hardeman | 1,930 1,703 | 31.2%| 1,865

2 Morgan 1,302 | 28.2%| 1,328 [ 30.2%| 1,370 | 31.6% 5 Coffee 4,135 [ 32.20%| 3,562 | 28.6%| 3,371 | 27.0% 6 Hardin 2,035 2,140 1,765

2 Roane 2,746 | 24.3%| 3,092 | 28.5%| 2,649 | 24.9% 5 Dickson 2,781 | 22.4%| 2,726 | 22.4%| 3,139 | 25.9% 6 Haywood | 1,618 1,582 1,423

2 Scott 1,983 1,834 1,794 5 Franklin 2,126 | 23.7%| 2,237 | 25.8%| 2,186 | 25.8% 6 Henderson | 1,708 | 25.3%| 1,695 | 25.6%| 1,780 | 27.0%
2 Sevier 5,113 5,581 5,145 5 Giles 1,648 | 25.3%| 1,659 [ 26.3%| 1,665 [ 27.1% 6 Henry 2,189 | 31.1%| 2,047 [ 30.0%] 2,052 [ 30.6%
2 Union 1,770 1,494 1,565 5 Hickman 1,696 | 30.5%| 1,592 [ 30.5%| 1,650 6 Lake 579 597 561

3 Bledsoe 910 [ 32.9%| 893 916 5 Houston 574 | 28.8%| 584 | 30.4%| 605 | 31.7% 6 Lauderdale | 2,139 | 31.7%| 2,550 2,574

3 Bradley 5614 | 24.7%| 6,258 6,331 5 Humphreys | 1,146 | 26.7%| 1,087 | 26.6%| 1,026 | 25.6% 6 Madison 65,940 | 29.4%| 7,317 | 31.9%| 6,085 | 26.6%
3 Clay 613 565 581 5 Lawrence 2,843 | 27.0%| 2,800 | 27.1%| 2,940 | 28.6% 6 McNairy 1,810 | 29.6%| 1,881 | 32.0%| 1,757 [ 30.0%
3 Cumberland | 3,185 | 20.8%| 3,547 3,197 5 Lewis 923 [31.8%] 931 870 | 32.1% 6 Obion 1,877 | 25.8%| 2,007 | 28.4%| 2,042 [ 29.3%
3 DeKalb 1,332 [ 31.0%| 1,331 1,409 5 Lincoln 1,986 | 25.5%| 1,915 | 25.1%| 1,760 | 23.4% 6 Tipton 3,193 | 19.2%| 3,720 | 22.9%| 3,582 [ 22.3%
3 Fentress 1,535 1,552 1,578 5 Marshall 1,727 | 22.9%| 1,770 [ 24.2%] 1,820 | 25.2% 6 Weakley 1,970 | 28.0%| 1,724 | 253%| 1,854 | 27.3%
3 Grundy 1,329 1,355 1,176 5 Maury 3,981 | 20.3%| 4,844 | 252%| 5,016 | 26.0% 7 Shelby | 70,107 | 28.6%| 74,605 | 31.0%| 76,631 | 32.1%
3 Hamilton | 17,582 | 24.2%| 20,391 | 28.3%| 16,387 | 22.5% 5 Montgomery | 10,228 | 21.2%| 11,488 | 23.8%| 12,946 | 26.3% Tennessee | 380,586] 25.4%| 389,808 26.5%| 383,402] 26.1%

Definitions: Number and percent of children under age 18 living with an income below the official poverty threshold.

Data source: U.S. Census Bureau, Small Area Estimates Branch and 2010 Census, United States Census Bureau.
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Map 1.4. Number of students expelled from school and their rate of expulsion per 1,000 of net enroliment
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| Lowest 25% Values | Middle 50% Values _

SY 2010 SY 2011 SY 2012 SY 2010 SY 2011 SY 2012 SY 2010 SY 2011 SY 2012
ReMgi:n County # % # % # % MH Region County # % # % # % MH Region County # % # % # %

1 Carter <5 © <5 * 0 * 3 Jackson 0 * 0 *0 * 5 Moore 0 . <5 * 0 *
1 Greene <5 * 0 * 0 * 3 Macon <5 0.3 <5 *|<5 1.1 5 Perry 0 * 0 * <5 0.9
1 Hancock 0 * 0 * 0 * 3 Marion 11 b <5 *|<5 0.2 5 Robertson 0 . <5 b <5 0.1
1 Hawkins 14 * <5 * 18 * 3 McMinn 0 * 0 *10 * 5 Rutherford 0 * 148 3.3 198

1 Johnson 0 b 0 . 0 b 3 Meigs 0 b 0 *10 * 5 Stewart <5 . <5 b 0 *
1 Sullivan 78 3.8 38 1.8 58 3 Overton <5 * 0 * 5[* 5 Sumner 12 * 11 * 9 *
1 Unicoi 0 * 0 * 0 3 Pickett 0 * 0 *0 * 5 Trousdale 0 . 0 b <5 0.8
1 Washington 23 15 11 * 22 3 Polk <5 * <5 *|0 * 5 Wayne 0 * 0 * 0 *
2 Anderson 14 * 10 * 10 * 3 Putnam 6 * 5 * 9|* 5 Williamson 0 * 0 * 0 *
2 Blount 21 1.2 16 * 14 * 3 Rhea <5 * 0 *|<5 0.2 5 Wilson 0 * 0 * <5 0.2
2 Campbell <5 & <5 9 <5 0.5 3 Sequatchie 10 b 6 . 9|* 6 Benton 0 * 6 * 5 *
2 Claiborne s s [ 02 3 Smith s ¢ o s || 6 Carroll 6 * < * <s| 09
2 Cocke 9 * 19 * 18 * 3 Van Buren 0 * 0 *|0 * 6 Chester <5 . 0 * 0 *
2 Grainger <5 i <5 K 9 i 3 Warren 0 * <5 *0 K 6 Crockett <5 K 0 i <5-
2 Hamblen so| 55| 47| 48 57H 3 White s [ <[ +o * 6 Decatur <5 * 0 * 0 *
2 Jefferson s = 6 ~ 6 4 Davidson 355| 54| 268 3.5] o0z A8l 6 Dyer 30| 48 13 e 7 5
2 Knox 0 b <5 . 0 b 5 Bedford 0 b <5 *|<5 0.4 6 Fayette <5 . <5 b 0 *
2 Loudon 16 ¢ 42| 58 21“ 5 Cannon 0 ¢ 0 *|<s 1 6 Gibson 6 ° <5 E 0 g
2 Monroe <5 * 6 . <5 0.6 5 Cheatham 0 b <5 *|<5 0.1 6 Hardeman 8 * 5 b <5 1.0
2 Morgan <5 * 0 * 6 * 5 Coffee 22 2.6 23 2.6 19(* 6 Hardin <5 * <5 * <5 1.1
2 Roane <5 b 0 . <5 0.3 5 Dickson 0 * 0 *|0 * 6 Haywood <5 . 9 b <5 0.3
2 Scott <5 * <5 * <5 0.7 5 Franklin <5 * 0 *10 * 6 Henderson <5 * <5 * <5 0.2
2 Sevier <5 b 0 . <5 0.1 5 Giles <5 & <5 *10 . 6 Henry <5 . <5 b <5 0.6
2 Union 5 * 15 * 6 * 5 Hickman 0 * 0 *10 * 6 Lake <5 * <5 w2 <5 1.1
3 Bledsoe 0 * 0 * 0 * 5 Houston 0 * 0 *0 * 6 Lauderdale <5 . <5 * 0 *
3 Bradley 36 2.6 25 1.7 13 * 5 Humphreys 0 * 0 *|0 * 6 Madison 12 * 40 3.1 14 *
3 Clay 0 b 0 . 0 b 5 Lawrence <5 b 11 *|<5 0.3 6 McNairy 5 . 0 b <5 0.2
3 Cumberland 10 * 11 * 0 * 5 Lewis 0 * 0 *10 * 6 Obion <5 * 8 * <5 0.8
3 DeKalb <5 b 0 . 6 b 5 Lincoln <5 b 0 *|<5 0.2 6 Tipton 0 * 0 * 0 *
3 Fentress 0 * 0 * 0 * 5 Marshall <5 * 8 * 17(* 6 Weakley <5 * <5 * <5 0.2
3 Grundy 0 * 0 * 0 * 5 Maury 5 * 5 *[<s 03 7 Shelby 4,030H 3171| 206| 4425

3 Hamilton 389] 101] 212| 51| 225 5 Montgomery | 107] 4.1 83| 28| 135 [0ae| Tennessee | 5405] 62| 4,339] 45| 6014 6.3

Note: <5= Events less than 5 but greater than or equal to 1; 0 events reported if applicable.
*Rates not reported for events <20.
Data source: Tennessee Department of Education, Office of Research. The KIDS COUNT division of the Tennessee Commission on Children and Youth organized the data for display.
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Map 1.5. Number and percent of students suspended in a given school year
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ReMgi:n County # % # % # % MH Region County # % # % # % MH Region County # % # % # %

1 Carter 418| 5.7% 282| 3.6% 362| 4.6% 3 Jackson 7 & <5 9 <5 & 5 Moore 0 . 7 & <5 .

1 Greene 624006109 685 |M6I0%| 565 5.8% 3 Macon 31| 09w 40| 1an| 43] 12% 5 Perry of 18]+ 1]+

1 Hancock 30| 30% 21| 21%| 37| 3.8% 3 Marion 73| 17%] 39| 09%| 82| 1.8% 5 Robertson 825 683 |INood8] 713 |hosa|

1 Hawkins 458 5.9%| a76] 5.8%] 581 3 McMinn 422| 5.8%| 39| 51%] 412| 53% 5 Rutherford 121] 03%| 2349 52%| 2372| 5.2%

1 Johnson 13 o 12 . <5 3 Meigs 63| 3.7% 42| 2.4% 36| 2.0% 5 Stewart 45| 2.2% 28| 1.3% 38| 1.8%

1 Sullivan 1,373]_6.7%| 1,280 50| 1,271 3 Overton 32| 1.0% 20[ 0.6% 20| 1.2% 5 Sumner 1,248 49%| 1,239] a5%| 1315] 47%

1 Unicoi 65| 2.7% 62| 2.4% 69| 2.7% 3 Pickett <5 & <5 9 <5 & 5 Trousdale <5 & <5 o 5 .

1 Washington 376] 2.4%| 352] 21%| 407] 2.5% 3 Polk 67| 2.7% 22| 1.6% 54| 2.1% 5 Wayne <5 % <5 % 0 %

2 Anderson 751 6.6%| 687] 56%| 722 3 Putnam 292| 3.0%| 354| 3.4%| 474 a5% 5 Williamson 210] 0.6% 215 0.6% 239 0.7%

2 Blount 1,000] 5.9%| 751] 41%| 838 3 Rhea 269 5.7%| 241 a8%| 283] 5.6% 5 Wilson 99| o0.6%| 1110[J0600% 1,058 5.6%

2 Campbell 43300898 409|70%| 364 3 Sequatchie 143 _66%| 121] 53%| 114] 50% 6 Benton 36| 1.6% 12

2 Claiborne 183 42%| 167] 3.6%| 187 41% 3 Smith 153] s0%|  121] 3.7%| 106 3.3% 6 Carroll 67| 1.5% 46| 1.0%

2 Cocke 260f 5.1% 212| 3.9% 275 5.1% 3 Van Buren <5 o 0 & <5 o 6 Chester 144| 5.6% 130| 4.7%

2 Grainger 35 1.1% 30[ 0.8% 52| 1.5% 3 Warren 204 4.9%| 279 a3%| 272| 42% 6 Crockett 9 g <5 *

2 Hamblen a71| 52%| 374| 3.8%| 539 5.4% 3 White 89| 2.4% 34| 2.1% 55| 1.4% 6 Decatur 29| 1.9% 10 *

2 Jefferson 502 375] 5.0%] 362| 4.9% 4 Davidson | 9,771 [JAAIS9A| 9,657 |I2N806| 11,046 |IANA%| 6 Dyer 433

2 Knox 4,853 4,685 5,095 5 Bedford 241 33%| 18| 2.4%| 272 3.4% 6 Fayette 610

2 Loudon 254 193] 2.7%] 231 5 Cannon 111] 5.5% s8] 2.7% 61| 3.0% 6 Gibson 295

2 Monroe 484 434 466 5 Cheatham 313| 4.8% 164| 2.4% 222 3.3% 6 Hardeman

2 Morgan 139] 4.7% ss| 2.7%| 117] 37% 5 Coffee 380 4.6%| 18] a7%| 02| 4.4% 6 Hardin 84| 2.3%

2 Roane 29| 0.4% 47( 0.7% 20| 0.3% 5 Dickson 356 4.6% 179| 2.1% 138| 1.7% 6 Haywood 125| 3.8%

2 Scott 116] 3.0%| 153 3.7%| 156 3.8% 5 Franklin 216] 4.0%| 220] 3.8%| 203] 36% 6 Henderson 131] 2.8%

2 Sevier 266] 2.0%| 299| 2.1%| 354 2.5% 5 Giles 167] 43%| 161] 40%| 195 4.9% 6 Henry

2 Union 102|090 277|WOW%|  251] 5.8% 5 Hickman 34| 10%] 5[ 13%] 56| 1.5% 6 Lake

3 Bledsoe 67| 4.0% 95 5.1% 102| 5.5% 5 Houston 61| 4.4% 50( 3.5% 29| 2.1% 6 Lauderdale

3 Bradley 927| 6.7% 783| 5.2% 938 5 Humphreys 77| 2.7% 75| 2.5% 91| 3.1% 6 Madison

3 Clay <5 & <5 . 0 o 5 Lawrence 189 3.0% 177| 2.6% 189 2.8% 6 McNairy

3 Cumberland 183 2.8%| 153 2.1% <5 % 5 Lewis 21 1.2% 47| 2.5% 29| 2.7% 6 Obion

3 DeKalb 199 H 170 H 200 5 Lincoln 260 5.5%| 195 3.8%| 221] 43% 6 Tipton

3 Fentress <5 g <5 10 g 5 Marshall 234| 4.7% 205| 3.9% 227| 4.3% 6 Weakley

3 Grundy 3 % 5 Maury 655| 6.2% 676H 728 7 Shelby

3 Hamilton 4,271 3,627 3,906 5 Montgomery | 1,980 [J6%| 1,579 5.4%| 1812 T

Note: <5= Events less than 5 but greater than or equal to 1; 0 events reported if applicable; *Rates not reported for events <20; tData anomaly in original data source.
Definition: Percentages computed using net enrollment for the school year.
Data source: Tennessee Department of Education, Office of Research. The KIDS COUNT division of the Tennessee Commission on Children and Youth organized the data for display.
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Map 1.6. Number of students in disability category of emotional disturbance receiving special education services and their rate per 1,000 enrollments
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| Lowest 25% Values | Middle 50% Values _
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.Hamiltonlhramev}
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SY 2009-10 SY 2010-11 SY 2011-12 SY 2009-10 SY 2010-11 SY 2011-12 SY 2009-10 SY 2010-11 SY 2011-12
Rate Rate Rate Rate Rate Rate Rate Rate Rate
MH per per per . per per per . per per per

Region ity # 1000 | * 1000 | * 1,000 RIGEEE | Cemy # 11000 | * | 12000 * | 100 MR || oty # 1000 | * 1000 | * 1,000
enroll. enroll. enroll. enroll. enroll. enroll. enroll. enroll. enroll.

1 Carter 10 * 13 * 14 * 3 Jackson <6 * <6 * <6 * 5 Moore <6 * <6 * <6 *
1 Greene 46 4.5 38 3.7 32 3.1 3 Macon 6 * 6 b <6 . 5 Perry <6 b <6 . 7 b
1 Hancock <6 * <6 * <6 * 3 Marion <6 * <6 * 7 * 5 Robertson 33 2.6 32 253 26 2.0
1 Hawkins 33 35 28 3.0 23 2.4 3 McMinn 14 * 9 b 10 . 5 Rutherford 104 2.1 96 1.9 99 2.0
1 Johnson <6 * <6 * <6 * 3 Meigs <6 e <6 w2 <6 * 5 Stewart 6 * 6 * <6 *
1 Sullivan 58 2.4 57 2.4 54 2.2 3 Overton 7 . <6 b <6 . 5 Sumner 76 2.5 92 3.0 93 3.1
1 Unicoi <6 * <6 * <6 * 3 Pickett <6 * <6 * <6 * 5 Trousdale <6 * <6 * <6 *
1 Washington 26 1.4 17 * 16 . 3 Polk <6 * <6 b <6 . 5 Wayne <6 b <6 . <6 b
2 Anderson 77 76 71 || 3 Putnam 35| 34 26| 25 2| 21 5 Williamson ss| 14 ss| 14 57| 14
2 Blount 96 77 72 35 3 Rhea 6 . 10 b 12 . 5 Wilson 50 2.4 51 2.4 53 2.5
2 Campbell 11 * 8 * 9 * 3 Sequatchie <6 e <6 w2 <6 * 6 Benton 10 * 8 * 6 *
2 Claiborne 12 * 14 * 12 * 3 Smith 7 . <6 * <6 * 6 Carroll <6 b <6 . <6 b
2 Cocke 20 3.9 18 * 14 * 3 Van Buren <6 * <6 * <6 * 6 Chester <6 * 8 * 9 *
2 Grainger 12 . 9 b 10 . 3 Warren 13 . 12 b 16 . 6 Crockett 14 b 9 . 14 b
2 Hamblen 49 4.5 38 3.5 30 2.7 3 White 6 * <6 * <6 * 6 Decatur <6 * <6 * <6 *
2 Jefferson 31| 37 30[ 36 24| 29 4 Davidson 575 [INeRN|  sso[INGAN 577 |[RNGR| 6 Dyer 13 c 8 * <6 *
2 Knox 379 S| 374[ei 389 5 Bedford 21| 24 17 * 15 5 6 Fayette <6 * <6 * <6 2
2 Loudon 13 . 21 2.8 27 3.6 5 Cannon <6 . <6 b <6 . 6 Gibson 21 2.3 20 2.2 17 b
2 Monroe 23 3.1 26 a5 22 2.9 5 Cheatham 15 * 18 * 17 * 6 Hardeman 15 * 12 * 12 *
2 Morgan <6 . 7 b 6 . 5 Coffee 23 2.4 24 2.5 22 285 6 Hardin <6 b <6 . <6 b
2 Roane 25 3.0 22 2.6 20 2.4 5 Dickson 32 35 23 2.5 22 2.4 6 Haywood <6 * <6 * <6 *
2 Scott <6 9 <6 © <6 - 5 Franklin 6 * 8 - <6 - 6 Henderson 12 * 7 - <6 ©
2 Sevier 42 2.8 41 2.8 38 2.6 5 Giles 10 * 7 * 8 * 6 Henry 12 * 11 * 9 *
2 Union <6 * 6 * 9 * 5 Hickman 55 || SOH 35H 6 Lake <6 * <6 * <6 *
3 Bledsoe 9 * <6 * <6 * 5 Houston <6 * <6 * <6 * 6 Lauderdale 7 * 6 * 6 *
3 Bradley 39| 23 3] 26 as| 27 5 Humphreys 12 5 12 c 7 5 6 Madison &3 [INSION 75 || 60| 34
3 Clay <6 * <6 * <6 * 5 Lawrence 33 4.4 31 30 6 McNairy 13 * 13 * 11 *
3 Cumberland 10 * 16 * 13 * 5 Lewis 21 16 * 10 * 6 Obion 8 * 7 * 7 *
3 DeKalb 16 * 11 * 8 * 5 Lincoln 9 * 9 * 6 * 6 Tipton 15 * 11 * 14 *
3 Fentress <6 9 <6 © <6 * 5 Marshall 11 * 7 * 11 * 6 Weakley 8 * 6 9 <6 ©
3 Grundy <6 * <6 * <6 * 5 Maury 64 64H 60 7 Shelby 451 25 494 27 470 26
3 Hamilton 75 1.4 77 1.5 73 1.4 5 Montgomery 132 4.1 120 3.7 128 Tennessee 3,446 3.2 3,371 3.1 3,107 2.9

Note: Numbers not reported for events <6 as per source; *Rates not reported for events <20
Definition: Number of students age 3 to 21 receiving special education services on Dec. 1, 2010. Rates were computed using American Community Survey data.
Data source: Tennessee Department of Education and American Community Survey, United States Census Bureau.
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Map 1.7. Number and percent of cohort high school dropouts
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SY 2010 SY 2011 SY 2012 SY 2010 SY 2011 SY 2012 SY 2010 SY 2011 SY 2012

ReMgi:n County # % # % # % MH Region County # % # % # % MH Region County # % # % # %

1 Carter 30 5.3% 28| 4.2% 30 5.3% 3 Jackson 9 * 11 * 9 * 5 Moore <5 . <5 o <5 *

1 Greene i) I S D Y 3 Macon 30|li8W%|  so|iidies| 3o NN 5 Perry 5 5 7 Z 5 5

1 Hancock <5 9 <5 9 <5 * 3 Marion 26 * 12 * 26 * 5 Robertson 34| 3.9% 42| 4.3% 34| 3.9%

1 Hawkins 14| 2.5% 39 5.0% 14| 2.5% 3 McMinn 21| 3.8% 35| 4.9% 21| 3.8% 5 Rutherford 116 3.4% 242- 116 3.4%

1 Johnson <5 o 13 . <5 o 3 Meigs <5 & <5 9 <5 o 5 Stewart <5 . 6 o <5 *

1 Sullivan 78| 4.7% 132| 6.0% 78| 4.7% 3 Overton 13 * 14 * 13 * 5 Sumner 83| 3.5% 129 5.7% 83| 3.5%

1 Unicoi <5 * 6 . <5 o 3 Pickett <5 9 <5 1.8% <5 o 5 Trousdale <5 3.4% <5 * <5 3.4%

1 Washington 38| 3.0% 86 6.2% 38| 3.0% 3 Polk 8 * 13 8 * 5 Wayne <5| 1.2% <5 * <5| 1.2%

2 Anderson 42| 4.7% 65| 6.4% 42| 4.7% 3 Putnam 44| 4.8% 60| 6.4% 44| 4.8% 5 Williamson 79| 3.0% 75| 2.9% 79| 3.0%

2 Blount 76| 5.6%| 136 76| 5.6% 3 Rhea 20|70 26| 64%| 29 5 Wilson 49| 32| 112|006 49| 32%

2 Campbell 66[li25| 20 66 3 Sequatchie 1o [ 10 [ 10| * 6 Benton 6 * 19 * 6 *

2 Claiborne 17| 4.8% 28 17| 4.8% 3 Smith 10 * 10 * 10 * 6 Carroll 7 * 12 * 7 *

2 Cocke 18| 3.8% 23| 4.6% 18| 3.8% 3 Van Buren 9 * 6 * 9 * 6 Chester 6 * 17 * 6 *

2 Grainger 18 * 15 * 18 * 3 Warren 26| 5.4% 48 26| 5.4% 6 Crockett 5 *

2 Hamblen 33| 4.5% 50( 5.5% 33| 4.5% 3 White 11 o 12 11 o 6 Decatur 9 o

2 Jefferson 44 * 11 * 44 * 4 Davidson 676 1479 676 6 Dyer 25| 4.4%

2 Knox 231| 5.4%| 6320iAe%|  231] 54% 5 Bedford 30 2 30 6 Fayette 21

2 Loudon 28] 5.2% 31| 5.4% 28] 5.2% 5 Cannon 13 38 13 6 Gibson 39

2 Monroe 12| 2.1% 41| 5.8% 12| 2.1% 5 Cheatham 27| 5.3% 72 27| 5.3% 6 Hardeman 59

2 Morgan <5 <5 & 5 Coffee 38| 5.4% 60 38| 5.4% 6 Hardin 36

2 Roane 40 40 5 Dickson 33| 5.4% 94 33| 5.4% 6 Haywood 45

2 Scott 22 22 5 Franklin 26| 6.4% 30 26| 6.4% 6 Henderson 12 * 14 *

2 Sevier 9% 9% 5 Giles b - 26 |8 6 Henry 20| 5.8% <5 *

2 Union 13 13 5 Hickman 15 * 5 * 15 * 6 Lake 8 * 8 *

3 Bledsoe 18 18 5 Houston <5 o <5 . <5 * 6 Lauderdale 18| 5.1% 57

3 Bradley 89 89 5 Humphreys 15 * 11 * 15 * 6 Madison 25| 2.5% 128

3 Clay <5 <5 5 Lawrence 16| 31%|  eo[liBOv| 16| 3.1% 6 McNairy 9 * 6+ 9 *

3 Cumberland 11 11| 1.9% 5 Lewis 13 * 11 * 13 * 6 Obion 47 36 47

3 DeKalb 7 7 * 5 Lincoln 14] 3.7% <5 * 14] 3.7% 6 Tipton 12 32 12

3 Fentress <5 <5 * 5 Marshall 25| 6.3% 28| 6.0% 25| 6.3% 6 Weakley 26 60 26

3 Grundy 11 11 % 5 Maury soH 150H soH 7 Shelby 1630 3822 1630

3 Hamilton 316 316 | JN0I%| 5 Montgomery 46| 2.0%| 115| 45% 46| 2.0% Tennessee | 5095| 6.8%| 9,908] 11.7%| 5,095] 6.8%

Note: <5 = Events less than 5 but greater than or equal to 1; 0 events reported if applicable; *Rates not reported for events <20.
Definition: Number and percent of enrolled students who drop out of public school during any given school year. Percents computed using net enroliment.
Data source: Tennessee Department of Education and the KIDS COUNT division of the Tennessee Commission on Children and Youth organized the data for display.
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Map 1.8. Number of drug related arrests for youth under the age of 18 and rate of drug related arrests per 1,000 youth
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1,000 1,000 1,000 1,000 1,000 1,000 1,000 1,000 1,000
1 Carter <5 * <5 * 6 * 3 Jackson 3 * <5 * * 5 Moore <5 * <5 * *
1 Greene 6 . 9 b 7 . 3 Macon 11 . <5 b 9 . 5 Perry <5 b <5 * *
1 Hancock 0 * 5 * * 3 Marion 6 * 5 * <5 * 5 Robertson 23 1.6 41 2.4 37] 22
1 Hawkins <5 * 8 b <5 * 3 McMinn 23 2.3 23 1.9 29 2.5 5 Rutherford 149 2.0 165 2.4 130 1.9
1 Johnson <5 S <5 w2 <5 S 3 Meigs 0 * 0 * 0 * 5 Stewart <5 w2 <5 S <5 w2
1 Sullivan 34| 18 84| 26 571 18 3 Overton s ¢ | * 5|+ 5 Sumner w7 o3| 23 123|088l
1 Unicoi 7 * 5 * * 3 Pickett 0| - 0 * 0 * 5 Trousdale 0 * <5 * <5 w2
1 Washington 51| 21 52 2.1 69| 238 3 Polk 8 . 6 b 7 * 5 Wayne <5 b 5 . <5 *
2 Anderson 23 1.0 18 * 6 * 3 Putnam 11 * 23 15 23 3 5 Williamson 114 1.3 93 1.7 143 2.7
2 Blount 47 1.2 34 1.2 24 0.9 3 Rhea 7 & <5 b 9 . 5 Wilson 81 55 1.9 79 2.8
2 Campbell 8 * 6 * 6 * 3 Sequatchie 5 * 6 * <5 e 6 Benton 7 & <5 e <5 &
2 Claiborne <5 * 7 b <5 . 3 Smith <5 . <5 b 7 * 6 Carroll 8 * 6 . <5 *
2 Cocke 15 * 7 * 10 * 3 Van Buren 1 * 5 * * 6 Chester 8 * 7 * 5 *
2 Grainger <5 . <5 b 6 . 3 Warren 12 * 18 * 19 * 6 Crockett <5 b 10 . <5 *
2 Hamblen 20| 0.9 10 * 10 * 3 White <5 * <5 * <5 * 6 Decatur 5 * <5 * <5 *
2 Jefferson 2] 18 23] 20 18+ 4 Davidson ss7 e so2| el s+2[lheal| 6 Dyer 2+ ul -+ 25| 26
2 Knox 202 2.2 118 1.2 198 2.1 5 Bedford 15 * 30 2.5 23 1.9 6 Fayette 8 * 6 * 9 *
2 Loudon R 5|+ D 5 Cannon D 2| > D 6 Gibson v 23] 19 36 20|
2 Monroe 6 * <5 * <5 * 5 Cheatham 30| 1.7 200 2.1 21| 2.2 6 Hardeman 9 * 7 * 5 *
2 Morgan s ¢ s+ * 5 Coffee 32| o8 328l 37| 29 6 Hardin 5|+ 8+ 10 =
2 Roane <5 * 5 * 10 S 5 Dickson 8 * 13 * 14 * 6 Haywood <5 w2 <5 S 11 w2
2 Scott 7 . <5 b 7 * 5 Franklin 15 * 16 * 11 * 6 Henderson <5 b 7 * 16 *
2 Sevier 25 1.8 40 2.0 37 1.9 5 Giles 9 * 6 * 7 * 6 Henry 12 * 13 * 9 *
2 Union 6 . <5 b 9 * 5 Hickman 6 . <5 b 5 * 6 Lake 0 * 0 . <5 *
3 Bledsoe <5 * <5 * 7 * 5 Houston 0 * 0 * <5 * 6 Lauderdale 6 * <5 * 7 *
3 Bradley 45| 21 29| 22 33 15 5 Humphreys o + IE EE 6 Madison 72H 50| 25 53| 22
3 Clay <5 S 6 w2 <5 * 5 Lawrence 13 * 31- 13 * 6 McNairy <5 * 5 S 6 w2
3 Cumberland 21 2.2 27| 2.5 15 * 5 Lewis <5 * 11 b <5 * 6 Obion 8 * 11 * 23
3 DeKalb 5 . <5 & <5 . 5 Lincoln 17 * 8 * 10 * 6 Tipton 48 58 54
3 Fentress 0 . 0 b 0 . 5 Marshall <5 . 13 b 13 . 6 Weakley 7 15 <5
3 Grundy I e I 5 Maury 83 H 65 66 H 7 Shelby 697 735 782
3 Hamilton 155 2.2 146 2.0 167 2.3 5 Montgomery 110 2.2 138 134 2.8 Tennessee 3,333 2.1 3,463 2.3 3,605 2.4

Note: <5 = Events less than 5 but greater or equal to 1; 0 events reported if applicable; *Rates note reported for events <20.
Definition: Rates computed using county population of youth under age 18.
Data source: Tennessee Incident Based Reporting system for youth under 18, United States Census Bureau.
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Map 1.9. Number and percent of youth under the age of 21 enrolled in TennCare
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| Lowest 25% Values | Middle 50% Values _

€V 2011 €V 2012 €Y 2013 €Y 2011 €V 2012 €Y 2013 €Y 2011 €V 2012 €Y 2013
ReMgi:n County # % # % # % MH Region County # % # % # % MH Region County # % # % # %

1 Carter 6,590 | 47.5%| 6,453 | 46.5%| 6,318 | 45.5% 3 Jackson 1,383 | 49.7%| 1,373 | 49.3%| 1,368 | 49.1% 5 Moore 533 | 33.0% 524 | 32.4% 476 | 29.4%
1 Greene 7,187 | 41.6%| 7,034 | 40.7%| 6,835 | 39.5% 3 Macon 3,517H 3,543H 3,546H 5 Perry 1,056 | 51.3%| 1,122 1,085

1 Hancock 1,123 1,144 1,130 3 Marion 3,614 | 50.4%| 3,583 | 49.9%| 3,474 | 48.4% 5 Robertson 7,703 | 39.8%| 7,408 | 38.3%| 7,155 | 37.0%
1 Hawkins 6,803 6,788 6,566 3 McMinn 6,255 | 45.1%| 6,085 | 43.8%| 6,015 | 43.3% 5 Rutherford | 25,183 [ 30.3%| 24,316 | 29.3%| 24,521 | 29.5%
1 Johnson 2,058 2,064 2,017 3 Meigs 1,602 1,547 1,529 5 Stewart 1,449 | 41.2%| 1,442 [ 41.0%| 1,437 [ 40.9%
1 sullivan 15,636 | 41.4%| 15,383 [ 40.7%| 15,344 | 40.6% 3 Overton 2,563 | 43.2%| 2,489 | 41.9%| 2,548 | 43.0% 5 Sumner 14,699 | 31.8%| 14,713 | 31.8%| 14,474 | 31.3%
1 Unicoi 2,047 [ 481%| 1,989 | 46.7%| 1,942 | 45.6% 3 Pickett 537 | 47.7% 518 | 46.1% 525 | 46.7% 5 Trousdale 997 | 44.3% 996 | 44.3% 995 | 44.2%
1 Washington | 10,659 | 34.3%| 10,607 | 34.1%| 10,655 | 34.3% 3 Polk 2,039 | 47.3%| 1,963 | 45.5%| 1,918 | 44.5% 5 Wayne 1672 | 42.5%| 1,691 | 43.0%| 1,604 [ 40.8%
2 Anderson 8,297 | 43.4%| 8,149 | 42.7%| 8,106 | 42.4% 3 Putnam 8,208 | 39.4%| 8,255 | 39.7%| 8,083 | 38.8% 5 Williamson | 5910 | 10.1%| 5623 | 9.6%| 5474| 9.3%
2 Blount 11,161 | 35.0%| 11,120 [ 34.8%| 11,249 [ 35.2% 3 Rhea 4,792 4,813 |[S00%| 4,797 5 Wilson 8,984 | 27.6%| 8,915 | 27.4%| 8,990 | 27.6%
2 Campbell 6,027 5,966 5,799 3 Sequatchie 2,082 1,952 | 51.0%| 2,006 6 Benton 1,987 | 51.1%| 1,991 1,966 | 50.6%
2 Claiborne 4,058 4,025 4,023 3 Smith 2,314 2,156 | 40.5%| 2,120 | 39.8% 6 Carroll 3,814 | 50.1%| 3,801 | 49.9%| 3,727 [ 49.0%
2 Cocke 5,575 5,542 5,441 3 Van Buren 700 671 | 49.8% 636 | 47.2% 6 Chester 2,024 | 38.4%| 2,026 | 38.5%| 1,996 | 37.9%
2 Grainger 2,803 | 48.0%| 2,814 | 48.2%| 2,732 | 46.8% 3 Warren 5,569 | 50.3%| 5458 | 49.3%| 5,478 | 49.4% 6 Crockett 2,117 [ 51.3%| 2,073 [ 50.2%| 2,093 [ 50.7%
2 Hamblen 8,279 | 48.7%| 8,343 | 49.0%| 8,363 | 49.2% 3 White 3,310 | 49.3%| 3,370 | 50.1%| 3,408 6 Decatur 1,415 | 48.8%| 1,339 | 46.2%| 1,338 [ 46.2%
2 Jefferson 6,121 | 44.0%| 6,005 | 43.2%| 6,081 [ 43.7% 4 Davidson 77,513 | 46.9%| 78,266 | 47.3%| 76,986 6 Dyer 5,636 | 51.4%| 5570 | 50.8%| 5,376 | 49.0%
2 Knox 37,836 | 32.6%| 37,609 | 32.4%| 36,896 | 31.8% 5 Bedford 7,076 | 51.2%| 7,057 | 51.0%| 7,126 6 Fayette 3,504 | 35.0%| 3,513 | 35.1%| 3,500 | 35.0%
2 Loudon 4,417 [ 39.1%| 4,432 [ 30.3%| 4,429 [39.2% 5 Cannon 1,642 | 45.6%| 1,565 | 43.5%| 1,507 | 41.9% 6 Gibson 6,484 | 46.1%| 6,439 | 45.8%| 6,420 [ 45.7%
2 Monroe 5,735 | 48.8%| 5,668 | 48.2%| 5,684 | 48.4% 5 Cheatham 3,981 | 35.7%| 3,863 | 34.6%| 3,826 | 34.3% 6 Hardeman 3,614 3,504 3,370 | 49.8%
2 Morgan 2,492 | 46.4%| 2,469 | 46.0%| 2,493 [ 46.4% 5 Coffee 6,895 | 46.5%| 6,722 | 45.3%| 6,576 | 44.3% 6 Hardin 3,534 3,499 3,388

2 Roane 5339 | 41.0%| 5361 | 41.1%| 5,224 | 40.1% 5 Dickson 5,500 | 38.8%| 5445 | 38.4%| 5,467 | 38.5% 6 Haywood 3,175 3,122 3,086

2 Scott 3,977 3,917 3,810 5 Franklin 3,847 | 3a.7%| 3,784 | 3a.a%| 3,783 | 34.1% 6 Henderson 3,560 3,539 3,493

2 Sevier 10,547 10,244 9,984 5 Giles 3,136 | 40.4%| 3,107 | 40.1%| 2,960 | 38.2% 6 Henry 4,168 4,201 4,098

2 Union 2,712 2,763 2,701 5 Hickman 3,211 | 49.7%| 3,222 [ 49.8%| 3,117 | 48.2% 6 Lake 1,004 1,015 997

3 Bledsoe 1,739 1,692 1,637 5 Houston 1,004 | 43.6% 930 | 42.6% 861 | 37.4% 6 Lauderdale | 4,379 4,255 4,079

3 Bradley 11,152 10,934 10,950 5 Humphreys 2,067 | 41.7%| 2,051 | 41.3%| 1,991 | 40.1% 6 Madison | 12,914 12,751 12,439

3 Clay 1,068 1,071 1,043 5 Lawrence 5,184 | 42.8%| 5,157 | 42.6%| 5,073 | 41.9% 6 McNairy 3,778 3,785 3,650

3 Cumberland 6,257 6,242 6,135 5 Lewis 1,599 | 48.4%| 1,580 | 48.1%| 1,493 [ 45.2% 6 Obion 3,870 | 46.1%| 3,855 | 46.0%| 3,872 | 46.2%
3 DeKalb 2,563 2,564 2,592 5 Lincoln 3,960 | 44.2%| 3,895 | 43.3%| 3,771 | 42.0% 6 Tipton 7,653 | 40.1%| 7,608 | 39.9%| 7,383 | 38.7%
3 Fentress 2,911 2,827 2,771 5 Marshall 3,600 | 41.5%| 3,502 | 40.4%| 3,306 | 38.1% 6 Weakley 3,755 | 37.4%| 3,725 | 37.1%| 3,739 | 37.2%
3 Grundy 2,580 2,407 2,383 5 Maury 9,391 | 41.5%| 9,243 | 40.8%| 8,980 | 39.7% 7 Shelby 150,983H 149,897H 146,839H
3 Hamilton 33,660 | 38.1%| 33,719 | 38.2%| 33,077 5 Montgomery | 15,304 | 27.1%| 14,886 | 26.4%| 15216 | 26.9% Tennessee | 744,377 | 42.2%| 737,713 | 41.8%| 726,963] 41.2%

Definitions: Number and percent of persons below the age of 21 on TennCare.
Data source: Bureau of TennCare; Tennessee Department of Health, Division of Health Statistics; and the American Community Survey, United States Census Bureau.
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Map 1.10. Number and rate per 1,000 children of substantiated child abuse/neglect cases under the age of 18
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CY 2011 CY 2012 CY 2013 CY 2011 CY 2012 CY 2013 CY 2011 CY 2012 CY 2013
Rate Rate Rate Rate Rate Rate Rate Rate Rate
MH per per per . per per per . per per per
Region ity # 11000 * [1000] * 1000 RIGEEE | Cemy # 11000 * [1o00] * 1000 MR || oty # 1,000 # 1,000 # 1,000
(0-18) (0-18) (0-18) (0-18 (0-18) (0-18) (0-18) (0-18)
1 Carter 82 7.2 3 Jackson 15 * 34 5 Moore 6 * 5 * 6 *
1 Greene 72 5 3 Macon 32 5.8 65 5 Perry 8 * 13 * 12 *
1 Hancock 17 * 3 Marion 31 5.2 27 4.5 5 Robertson 90 5.3 65 3.9 53 3.1
1 Hawkins 64 5.2 3 McMinn 77 6.6 116 5 Rutherford 199 2.9 133 1.9 255 3.6
1 Johnson 35 3 Meigs 35 23 5 Stewart 11 o 12 o 19 o
1 Sullivan 260 3 Overton 28 5.5 44 34 6.9 5 Sumner 118 2.9 112 2.8 71 1.7
1 Unicoi 20 3 Pickett 5 o <5 4.2 7 * 5 Trousdale <5 2.2 6 * 5 *
1 Washington 145 3 Polk 28| 77 8] | 26 74 5 Wayne 0] 62 36 || 20] 66
2 Anderson 134 3 Putnam 61 3.8 127 7.9 111 6.9 5 Williamson 1 86 1.6 34 0.6
2 Blount 111 3 Rhea 32| 43 30 4 65| 85 5 Wilson 79] 238 93] 32
2 Campbell 122 3 Sequatchie 16 o 18 . 13 o 6 Benton 16 o 27 8.4
2 Claiborne 61 3 Smith 9+ AOH 40 6 Carroll 14 * 30| 48
2 Cocke 54 3 Van Buren <5 1.8 5 * 11 6 Chester 15 * 30 7.5
2 Grainger 31 3 Warren 66 6.9 68 7.2 106 6 Crockett <5 0.9 20 5.8
2 Hamblen 83 3 White 54 63 60 6 Decatur 11 * 30
2 Jefferson 114 4 Davidson 579 4.1 455 3.2 548 3.8 6 Dyer 30 3.2 41 4.4
2 Knox 353 3.7 5 Bedford 69 5.7 55 4.6 44 3.7 6 Fayette 28 3.3 26 3.2
2 Loudon 56 5.8 5 Cannon 27 18 * 25 6 Gibson 96 7.9 62 52
2 Monroe 76 7.6 5 Cheatham 39 4.1 21 2.2 32 3.5 6 Hardeman 26 4.9 16 *
2 Morgan 23 5.2 5 Coffee 90 7.1 107 8.5 108 8.5 6 Hardin 25 4.6 51
2 Roane 74| 638 5 Dickson 73 6| 106 s1] 43 6 Haywood 18 * 28
2 Scott 34 6.2 5 Franklin 51 5.7 56 6.4 50 5.7 6 Henderson 25 3.8 59
2 Sevier 130 6.6 5 Giles 36 5.6 30 4.8 42 6.9 6 Henry 5 43 6.3 45 6.7
2 Union 41 5 Hickman 57 26 5 27 52 6 Lake 9 * <5 1.6 15 *
3 Bledsoe 12 * 7 * 5 Houston 10 <5 2.1 9 * 6 Lauderdale 31 4.7 29 4.4 43 6.7
3 Bradley 122 5.3 159 6.9 5 Humphreys 33 27 6.6 28 7 6 Madison 150 6.3 134 5.6 118 5
3 Clay 2 A |+ 5 Lawrence 102 35S 66| 64 6 McNairy sl 72 18 * 39] 66
3 Cumberland 69| 66| 87| 83 5 Lewis 18 [ <[ o4 17| = 6 Obion 57 | e 19 e 44| 64
3 DeKalb 47 53 5 Lincoln 42 5.5 35 4.6 49 6.5 6 Tipton 75 4.6 38 2.4 79 5
3 Fentress 27 6.7 30 7.6 5 Marshall 32 4.3 38 5.2 28 3.8 6 Weakley 41 5.5 21 2.9 47 6.6
3 Grundy 23 7.5 18 * 5 Maury 117 6 108 5.6 64 3.3 7 Shelby 1,008 4.1 1,080 4.5 922 3.8
3 Hamilton 182 2.5 334 4.5 5 Montgomery 197 4 198 4 208 4.2 Tennessee 7,210 4.8 7,341 4.9 7,349 4.9

Note: <5 = Events less than 5 but greater than 1; 0 events reported if applicable; *Rates not reported for events <20.

Definitions: Unduplication counts of child abuse and neglect cases for which sufficient evidence exists. Rate is per 1,000 child population under 18 years of age.

Data source: The Tennessee Department of Children's Services and data from the American Community Survey and the 2010 Census, United States Census Bureau.
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1.11. Number of deaths from suicides age 10-19, with rates per 100,000 population

2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012

Rate per Rate per Rate per Rate per Rate per Rate per

MH Region | Number 100,000 Number 100,000 Number 100,000 Number 100,000 Number 100,000 Number 100,000
population population population population population population
1 <5 * 5 * <5 * <5 * <5 * <5 *
2 7 o 6 i 7 < <5 & <5 o 6 o
3 <5 * <5 * 7 * <5 * 7 * 6 *
4 <5 9 <5 * 6 * 5 i <5 9 <5 *
5 12 * 6 * 12 * 21 10.1 8 * 15 *
6 5 < <5 i 8 < <5 i 6 o 6 o
7 <5 * 6 b <5 - <5 © <5 * 5 *

Tennessee 32 3.7 31 3.6 44 5.1 38 4.4 32 3.7 42

Note: <5 = Events less than 5 but greater or equal to 1; 0 events reported if applicable.

Definition: Rates computed using the number of suicides and age 10 - 19 populaton for each region.
Data Source: Tennessee Department of Health, Office of Policy, Planning and Assessment, Division of Health Statistics and the 2010 Census, United
States Census Bureau.
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Map 1.12. Number of TDMHSAS funded A&D adolescent substance abuse treatment admissions and percent of youth between the ages of 12 and 17 with a dependence on or
abuse of illicit drugs or alcohol in past year
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FY 2012 FY 2013 FY 2014 FY 2012 FY 2013 FY 2014 FY 2012 FY 2013 FY 2014
Rel\gilj)n County # % # % # % MH Region County # % # % # % MH Region County # % # % # %
1 Carter 18 * 24| 4.8% 19 * 3 Macon 0 * 0 * 0 * 6 Benton 1 * <5 * 0 *
1 Greene 52( 10.5% 65 48| 12.7% 3 Marion 1 b 0 b <5 * 6 Carroll 4 b <5 * 6 *
1 Hancock 3 * 5 * <5 * 3 Mcminn 2 * <5 * <5 * 6 Chester 1 * 5 * <5 *
1 Hawkins 23| s6% 16| | 1| * 3 Meigs [ o = of =+ 6 Decatur 38| 9.3% 33136050 12 *
1 Johnson 21 14 * 13 * 3 Overton 2 * <5 * <5 * 6 Dyer 1 * <5 * <5 *
1 Sullivan 163 128| 8.8% 153 3 Pickett 1 & 0 & <5 & 6 Fayette 3 & <5 & <5 .
1 Unicoi 12 5|+ 5 3 Polk B S 6 Gibson 21 || 15 * 16 *
1 Washington 129 84| 7.8% 84 3 Putnam 10 & 8 & 9 b 6 Hardin 2 & <5 & 0 .
2 Anderson 3 * <5 * 0 * 3 Rhea 3 * <5 * <5 * 6 Haywood 0 * <5 * <5 *
2 Blount 18 & 18 & 14 & 3 Sequatchie 1 & 0 & 0 & 6 Henderson 2 & 0 & <5 .
2 Campbell 1 * <5 * 0 * 3 Smith 2 * <5 * <5 * 6 Henry 27| 11.1% 16 * 21| 13.2%
2 Claiborne 7 b <5 * 0 * 3 Warren 4 b <5 2 <5 * 6 Lake 1 . <5 * 0 *
2 Cocke 4 * <5 * 5 * 3 White 2 * 0 * <5 * 6 Lauderdale 1 * 6 * 0 *
2 Grainger D o [ <[+ 4 Davidson 34500  108| 25%| 135] 57% 6 Madison 9 * 9 * 29| 5.6%
2 Hamblen 28| 7.2% 34| 6.7% 39| 13.7% 5 Bedford 36| 9.3% 26 6.1% 30| 11.3% 6 Obion 1 * <5 * <5 *
2 Jefferson 9 b 6 & <5 & 5 Cheatham 0 & <5 i <5 & 6 Tipton 1 & 0 & <5 .
2 Knox 47| 19%|  37] 1a%| s0[ 28% 5 Coffee 52| 2.19%|  4o|li0NG%| o2 [l0NgA| 6 Weakley 0 * 0 * < *
2 Loudon 7 * 6 s+ 5 Dickson 30 4 | [ | ¢ 7 Shelby 1545508 116] 1.6% 36| 0.5%
2 Monroe 8 * 9 * 5 * 5 Franklin 12 4% <5 * 13 * Unknown 2 * <5 * 0 *
2 Morgan 2 * 0 * 0 * 5 Hickman 1 * 0 * 0 * Non-Tn Count] 0 * 0 * 0 *
2 Roane 4 & <5 E <5 & 5 Lewis 1 & 0 L 0 b Tennessee 1,150| 62.6% 970| 1.8% 924 3.7%
2 Scott 4 b <5 * 0 * 5 Lincoln 3 b <5 9 <5 *
2 Sevier 14 * 10 * 6 * 5 Marshall 0 * <5 * <5 *
2 Union 1 & <5 i <5 & 5 Montgomery 1 b 0 . 0 b
3 Bledsoe 1 * <5 * 0 * 5 Moore 2 * <5 * 0 *
3 Bradley 6 & 6 & 8 & 5 Perry 1 & <5 i <5 b
3 Clay 1 * 0 * <5 * 5 Rutherford 8 * <5 * <5 *
3 Cumberland 3 * 7 . <5 * 5 Stewart 0 * 0 * 0 *
3 Dekalb 5 * 5 * <5 * 5 Sumner 1 * <5 * <5 *
3 Fentress 0 b <5 * 0 * 5 Trousdale 2 * 0 * 0 *
3 Grundy 3 * <5 * <5 * 5 Williamson 1 * <5 * 0 *
3 Hamilton 26| 1.4% 29| 1.0% 25| 1.5% 5 Wilson 0 * 0 * <5 *
Data source: Tennessee Web Interface Technology System (TN-WITS), Tennessee Department of Mental Health and Substance Abuse Services. SAMHSA, Center for Behavioral Health Statistics and Quality, National Survey on Drug Use and Health, 2008-2010 and 2010-2012 substate
estimates.
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Map 1.13. Number of TDMHSAS funded A&D substance abuse prevention programming participants and rate of participants per 1,000 youth ages 6-18
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MH Rate Rate Rate Rate Rate Rate Rate Rate Rate
Regian County # per # per # per MH Region County # per # per # per MH Region County # per # per # per
1,000 1,000 1,000 1,000 1,000 1,000 1,000 1,000 1,000

1 Carter 40( 4.7 0 * 0 * 3 Macon 7 * 0 * 0 * 6 Gibson 0 * <5 * <5 *

1 Greene 108[ 9.8 0 * 0 * 3 Mcminn 101 113 61| 7.5 6 Hardeman 66| 15.3 38 9.6 36 9.1

1 Hancock 2[NS0 7o|lem s« [N5aR 3 Overton 53 117 6 Haywood | of of

1 Hawkins 11 * 52 5.9 23 2.6 3 Polk 6 Henderson 71| 14.4 98| 21.4 58| 12.7

1 Johnson 10 * 0 * <5 3 Rhea 6 Henry 0 * 0 * <5 *

1 Sullivan 179] 73| 270 121| 262| 117 3 Sequatchie 6 Lake 18 * 15 * 21H

1 Unicoi 30| 109 <s|  x of = 3 Smith 6 Lauderdale o7l 0| 176 37| 84

1 Washington <5 & <5 & 0 & 3 Van Buren 6 Madison 59 3.4 62 4.0 39 2.5

2 Anderson 129 10.5 70 6.2 62 5.5 3 Warren 6 Obion 91| 16.4 103| 20.0 IOZH

2 Blount 102 4.9 139 7.3 208| 10.9 3 White 6 Tipton 103 8.1 103 8.8 43 3.7

2 Campbell 30 4.5 27 4.4 19 * 4 Davidson 1,225| 133 1,337 16.0 1,204| 14.4 6 Weakley 62| 11.2 86| 18.0 67| 14.0

2 Claiborne 0 © <5 & <5 © 5 Cheatham 28 3.8 6 & 5 © 7 Shelby 1,196 6.7 1,112 6.7 1,121 6.8

2 Cocke e[l 11s|J208) 100|208 5 Coffee o -+ e Unknown N S of *

2 Grainger 33 8.8 37( 10.7 40| 11.5 5 Dickson 48 107| 12.6 Tennessee 7,267 6.6 7,815 7.8 7,100 6.8

2 Hamblen 84 7.9 102 10.4 159 16.1 5 Franklin 162 84| 133

2 Jefferson 55 6.4 52 6.7 51 6.6 5 Hickman 145 65| 16.7

2 Knox 345 5.0 346 5.5 475 7.5 5 Humphreys 16 * 43| 143 64

2 Loudon 70[ 9.6 30 4.4 67 9.9 5 Marshall 0 * 0 * 0 *

2 Monroe 0 * 0 * <5 * 5 Maury 192 13.9 179 14.0 180 14.1

2 Morgan 27| 7.7 32 9.8 11 & 5 Montgomery 127] 3.9 37 1.2 <5 b

2 Roane 23 2.7 98| 12.2 98| 12.2 5 Moore <5 * 0 * 0 *

2 Scott 23|50 171 167 5 Robertson 39| 32 68| 5.9 5|+

2 Sevier <5 * 41 3.0 50 3.7 5 Rutherford 235 4.7 338 7.4 263 5.8

2 Union 20 6.1 16 b 23 7.6 5 Sumner 140 4.6 316 11.3 291 10.4

3 Bledsoe <5 * <5 * 0 * 5 Trousdale 21| 143 17 * 25| 18.5

3 Bradley 105 6.2 333 177| 11.4 5 Williamson 9 & <5 & 7 .

3 Clay 39 133 93 5 Wilson 94 4.4 93 4.7 19 *

3 Cumberland 64 80| 117] 160| 109| 149 6 Chester of =+ ss[lB00)  ss|eos)|

3 Dekalb <5 * <5 * 12 * 6 Crockett 0 * <5 * 0 *

3 Fentress 83 61| 21.0 21 7.2 6 Decatur <5 * 0 b <5 *

3 Grundy 48 0 * <5 * 6 Dyer 44 6.2 15 * 42 6.4

3 Hamilton 201 3.8 236 4.9 302 6.3 6 Fayette 9 * 48 8.1 47 8.0

Data source:

Tennessee Web Interface Technology System (TN-WITS), Tennessee Department of Mental Health and Substance Abuse Services, and U.S. Census Bureau.
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Map 1.14. Number of TDMHSAS funded substance abuse prevention sites
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FY 2012 FY 2013 FY 2014 FY 2012 FY 2013 FY 2014 FY 2012 FY 2013 FY 2014
M_H County # # # MH Region County # # # MH Region County # # #
Region
1 Carter 1 0 0 3 Polk 2 1 1 6 Weakley 4 4
1 Greene 1 0 0 3 Putnam 0 0 0 7 Shelby
1 Hancock 1 1 1 3 Rhea 4 2 2 Tennessee 216 166 152
1 Hawkins 1 2 2 3 Van Buren 2 2 1
1 Johnson 1 0 0 3 Warren 4 2 3
1 Sullivan P 3 White 1 1 1
1 Unicoi 1 0 0 4 Davidson _ | NS /R NG
1 Washington 1 0 0 5 Cheatham 1 0 0
2 Anderson 3 5 Dickson 2 2 2
2 Blount 2 2 1 5 Franklin 1 1 1
2 Campbell 0 5 Giles 0 0 0
2 Cocke 5 Hickman 1 1 1
2 Grainger 2 5 Humphreys 1 1 1
2 Hamblen 4 5 Maury 4 4 3
2 Jefferson 3 3 5 Montgomery 3 1 0
2 Knox 4 4 5 Robertson 1 1 0
2 Loudon 1 1 1 5 Rutherford 4 2
2 Monroe 0 0 0 5 Sumner 4
2 Morgan 2 2 1 5 Trousdale 1 2
2 Roane 2 2 1 5 Williamson 1 1 0
2 Scott F 3 5 Wikson 2
2 Union 1 1 1 6 Chester 2 2
3 Bledsoe 0 0 0 6 Dyer 2 3
3 Bradley H 1 1 6 Fayette 3
3 Clay 0 1 1 6 Gibson 0 0
3 Cumberland 2 2 2 6 Hardeman 1 1 1
3 Fentress 3 2 1 6 Henderson
3 Grundy 2 0 2 6 Lake 1 1 1
3 Hamilton 0 6 Lauderdale 3 ] 2
3 Macon 2 1 6 Madison 2 1 1
3 Mcminn 3 2 6 Obion 4 4
3 Overton 2 1 | 2 6 Tipton 4

Data source: Tennessee Web Interface Technology System (TN-WITS), Tennessee Department of Mental Health and Substance Abuse Services, Division of Substance Abuse Services.
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Map 1.15. Number of TDMHSAS funded substance abuse prevention coalitions
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Map 1.16. Number of TDMHSAS funded substance abuse adolescent treatment sites
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Map 1.17. Licensed bed capacity of mental health residential treatment sites for children
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As of 7/20/2012] As of 7/1/2013| As of 7/1/2014
M_H County Bed Capacity | Bed Capacity | Bed Capacity
Region
1 Johnson 60 68 47
1 Washington 25 25 32
2 Anderson 27 29 36
2 Blount
2 Hamblen 13 13 13
2 Knox 35 55) 25
2 Roane 52 52 52
3 Bradley 0 0 16
3 Hamilton 24 24 24
4 Davidson
5 Cheatham
5 Humphreys
5 Maury 20 20 20
5 Perry 42 42 42
5 Rutherford 36 36 36
5 Sumner 20 24 24
5 Wilson 31 31 31
6 Dyer 15 15 15
6 Madison 59 53 53
7 Shelby
Tennessee 1,437 1,437 1,371

Data source: Licensure database, Tennessee Department of Mental Health and Substance Abuse Services.
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Map 1.18. Licensed bed capacity of alcohol and drug abuse residential treatment sites for children and youth
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Data source: Tennessee Department of Mental Health and Substance Abuse Services Licensure Database.
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Map 2.1. Estimated number and percent of people over the age of 18 with serious mental iliness in the past year
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2008-2010 2010-2012 2008-2010 | 2010-2012 | 2008-2010 2010-2012
MH Region County # % # % MH Region County # % # % MH Region County # % # %
1 Carter 2,414 | 5.26%| 2,024 | 4.41% 3 Jackson 530 471 5 Moore 256 | 5.18%| 191 | 3.86%
1 Greene 2,853 | 5.26%| 2,392 | 4.41% 3 Macon 2,315 847 5 Perry 317 5.18% 237 3.86%
1 Hancock 280 [5.26%| 235 |4.41% 3 Marion 954 1,122 5 Robertson 2,551 [5.18%| 1,901 | 3.86%
1 Hawkins 2,322 | 5.26%| 1,947 | 4.41% 3 McMinn 1,319 2,056 5 Rutherford 10,044 | 5.18%| 7,484 | 3.86%
1 Johnson 783 |[5.26%| 656 |4.41% 3 Meigs 528 469 5 Stewart 532 | 5.18%| 397 | 3.86%
1 Sullivan 6,550 | 5.26%| 5,492 | 4.41% 3 Overton 970 861 5 Sumner 6,217 | 5.18%| 4,633 | 3.86%
1 Unicoi 769 [5.26%| 645 |4.41% 3 Pickett 235 208 5 Trousdale 307 | 5.18%| 229 | 3.86%
1 Washington 5,163 | 5.26%| 4,329 | 4.41% 3 Polk 749 665 5 Wayne 709 5.18% 528 3.86%
2 Anderson 3,291 | 5.61%| 2,605 | 4.44% 3 Putnam 3,246 2,883 5 Williamson 6,711 | 5.18%| 5,001 | 3.86%
2 Blount 5,365 | 5.61%| 4,246 | 4.44% 3 Rhea 1,393 1,237 5 Wilson 4,425 | 5.18%| 3,298 | 3.86%
2 Campbell 1,782 | 5.61%| 1,410 | 4.44% 3 Sequatchie 617 548 6 Benton 758 758
2 Claiborne 1,427 | 5.61%| 1,129 | 4.44% 3 Smith 831 738 6 Carroll 1,287 1,287
2 Cocke 1,571 | 5.61%| 1,244 | 4.44% 3 Van Buren 251 223 6 Chester 760 760
2 Grainger 988 | 5.61%| 782 | 4.44% 3 Warren 1,724 1,531 6 Crockett 637 637
2 Hamblen 2,682 | 5.61%| 2,122 | 4.44% 3 White 1,146 1,018 6 Decatur 534 534
2 Jefferson 2,247 | 5.61%| 1,778 | 4.44% 4 Davidson 22,259 | 4.54%| 19,219 | 3.92% 6 Dyer 1,664 1,664
2 Knox 18,947 | 5.61%| 14,995 | 4.44% 5 Bedford 1,709 | 5.18%| 1,273 | 3.86% 6 Fayette 1,707 1,707
2 Loudon 2,170 | 5.61%| 1,718 | 4.44% 5 Cannon 554 | 5.18%| 413 | 3.86% 6 Gibson 2,155 2,155
2 Monroe 1,927 | 5.61%| 1,525 | 4.44% 5 Cheatham 1,520 | 5.18%| 1,133 | 3.86% 6 Hardeman 1,241 1,241
2 Morgan 974 | 5.61%| 771 | 4.44% 5 Coffee 2,069 | 5.18%| 1,542 | 3.86% 6 Hardin 1,178 1,178
2 Roane 2,406 | 5.61%| 1,905 | 4.44% 5 Dickson 1,928 | 5.18%| 1,437 | 3.86% 6 Haywood 808 808
2 Scott 931 | 5.61%( 737 | 4.44% 5 Franklin 1,662 | 5.18%| 1,239 | 3.86% 6 Henderson 1,214 1,214
2 Sevier 3,927 | 5.61%| 3,108 | 4.44% 5 Giles 1,190 | 5.18%| 887 | 3.86% 6 Henry 1,462 1,462
2 Union 816 | 5.61%| 646 | 4.44% 5 Hickman 991 | 5.18%| 738 | 3.86% 6 Lake 377 377
3 Bledsoe 578 513 5 Houston 333 5.18%| 248 | 3.86% 6 Lauderdale 1,218 1,218
3 Bradley 4,360 3,872 5 Humphreys 738 | 5.18%| 550 | 3.86% 6 Madison 1,154 4,315
3 Clay 356 316 5 Lawrence 1,623 | 5.18%| 1,210 | 3.86% 6 McNairy 3,543 1,154
3 Cumberland 2,595 2,305 5 Lewis 480 | 5.18%| 358 | 3.86% 6 Obion 1,418 1,418
3 DeKalb 826 733 5 Lincoln 1,325 [ 5.18%| 987 | 3.86% 6 Tipton 2,569 2,569
3 Fentress 790 701 5 Marshall 3,867 | 5.18%| 890 | 3.86% 6 Weakley 1,618 1,618
3 Grundy 603 535 5 Maury 1,144 | 5.18%| 2,366 | 3.86% 7 Shelby 27,043 | 3.96%| 27,043 | 3.96%
3 Hamilton | 15,092 13,404 5 Montgomery | 6,429 | 5.18%| 4,791 [ 3.86% Tennessee | 250,831 | 5.18%| 251,235 | 5.18%|

Definition: Number computed using total county population and the estimated substate prevalence percent of the people with serious mental illness in the past year.
Data source: National Survey on Drug Use and Health (2008-2010) and 2010 Census, United States Census Bureau.
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Map 2.2. Estimated number and percent of people over the age of 18 with any mental illness in the past year
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2008-2010 2010-2012 2008-2010 2010-2012 2008-2010 2010-2012
MH Region County # % # % MH Region County # % # % MH Region County # % # %
1 Carter 10,312 22.47% 10,147 3 Jackson 2,062 22.25% 2,027 5 Moore 1,109 22.39% 987 19.94%
1 Greene 12,190 22.47% 11,994 3 Macon 9,005 22.25% 3,648 5 Perry 1,372 22.39% 1,222 19.94%
1 Hancock 1,196 22.47% 1,177 3 Marion 3,712 22.25% 4,829 5 Robertson 11,025 22.39% 9,819 19.94%
1 Hawkins 9,919 22.47% 9,760 3 McMinn 5,132 22.25% 8,851 5 Rutherford 43,412 22.39% 38,662 19.94%
1 Johnson 3,344 22.47% 3,290 3 Meigs 2,053 22.25% 2,018 5 Stewart 2,301 22.39% 2,049 19.94%
1 Sullivan 27,982 22.47% 27,534 3 Overton 3,772 22.25% 3,708 5 Sumner 26,871 22.39% 23,931 19.94%
1 Unicoi 3,286 22.47% 3,233 3 Pickett 913 22.25% 897 5 Trousdale 1,329 22.39% 1,183 19.94%
1 Washington 22,055 22.47% 21,701 3 Polk 2,915 22.25% 2,865 5 Wayne 3,065 22.39% 2,729 19.94%
2 Anderson 13,481 12,255 20.89% 3 Putnam 12,628 22.25% 12,412 5 Williamson 29,007 22.39% 25,833 19.94%
2 Blount 21,977 19,978 20.89% 3 Rhea 5,419 22.25% 5,326 5 Wilson 19,128 22.39% 17,035 19.94%
2 Campbell 7,300 6,636 20.89% 3 Sequatchie 2,400 22.25% 2,359 6 Benton 2,961 2,715 20.71%
2 Claiborne 5,846 5,314 20.89% 3 Smith 3,231 22.25% 3,176 6 Carroll 5,031 4,612 20.71%
2 Cocke 6,437 5,851 20.89% 3 Van Buren 977 22.25% 960 6 Chester 2,969 2,722 20.71%
2 Grainger 4,047 3,679 20.89% 3 Warren 6,706 22.25% 6,592 6 Crockett 2,488 2,281 20.71%
2 Hamblen 10,985 9,986 20.89% 3 White 4,458 22.25% 4,382 6 Decatur 2,086 1,912 20.71%
2 Jefferson 9,203 8,366 20.89% 4 Davidson 109,040 22.24% 103,892 21.19% 6 Dyer 6,502 5,961 20.71%
2 Knox 77,612 70,553 20.89% 5 Bedford 7,386 22.39% 6,578 19.94% 6 Fayette 6,672 6,117 20.71%
2 Loudon 8,891 8,082 20.89% 5 Cannon 2,396 22.39% 2,134 19.94% 6 Gibson 8,422 7,722 20.71%
2 Monroe 7,892 7,174 20.89% 5 Cheatham 6,572 22.39% 5,853 19.94% 6 Hardeman 4,851 4,448 20.71%
2 Morgan 3,990 3,627 20.89% 5 Coffee 8,942 22.39% 7,963 19.94% 6 Hardin 4,604 4,221 20.71%
2 Roane 9,858 8,961 20.89% 5 Dickson 8,336 22.39% 7,423 19.94% 6 Haywood 3,157 2,895 20.71%
2 Scott 3,814 3,467 20.89% 5 Franklin 7,186 22.39% 6,399 19.94% 6 Henderson 4,747 4,352 20.71%
2 Sevier 16,085 14,622 20.89% 5 Giles 5,144 22.39% 4,581 19.94% 6 Henry 5,716 5,240 20.71%
2 Union 3,343 3,039 20.89% 5 Hickman 4,283 22.39% 3,814 19.94% 6 Lake 1,474 1,351 20.71%
3 Bledsoe 2,249 22.25% 2,211 5 Houston 1,441 22.39% 1,283 19.94% 6 Lauderdale 4,759 4,363 20.71%
3 Bradley 16,961 22.25% 16,671 5 Humphreys 3,189 22.39% 2,840 19.94% 6 Madison 4,508 15,462 20.71%
3 Clay 1,384 22.25% 1,360 5 Lawrence 7,017 22.39% 6,249 19.94% 6 McNairy 13,847 4,133 20.71%
3 Cumberland 10,096 22.25% 9,923 5 Lewis 2,074 22.39% 1,847 19.94% 6 Obion 5,543 5,082 20.71%
3 DeKalb 3,211 22.25% 3,156 5 Lincoln 5,726 22.39% 5,100 19.94% 6 Tipton 10,041 9,206 20.71%
3 Fentress 3,072 22.25% 3,019 5 Marshall 16,716 22.39% 4,600 19.94% 6 Weakley 6,323 5,797 20.71%
3 Grundy 2,344 22.25% 2,304 5 Maury 4,944 22.39% 12,223 19.94% 7 Shelby 136,376 19.97% 124,834 18.28%
3 Hamilton 58,707 22.25% 57,704 5 Montgomery 27,790 22.39% 24,749 19.94% Tennessee | 1,074,326 22.15%| 997,181 20.56%)

Definition: Number computed using county population over 18 and the estimated substate prevalence percent of people over the age of 18 with any mental illness in the past year.
Data source: National Survey on Drug Use and Health (2008-2010) and 2010 Census, United States Census Bureau.
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Map 2.3. Estimated number of people in poverty
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CY 2010 CY 2011 CY 2012 CY 2010 CY 2011 CY 2012 CY 2010 CY 2011 CY 2012
ReMgi:n County # % # % # % MH Region County # % # % # % MH Region County # % # % # %

1 Carter 14,476 11,433] 20.6%| 12,789 3 Jackson 2,482| 21.3%| _ 2,781 2,737 5 Moore 847] 13.3% 780 12.4% 837] 13.5%
1 Greene | 15,143 16,501 15,389 3 Macon 4975] 9.5%| 10,344] 22.4%| 4,735] 21.4% 5 Perry 1,664| 21.0%|  1527| 197%| 1,784
1 Hancock 2,062 2,224 2,089 3 Marion 6,138 4,946] 17.9%| 5,178] 18.5% 5 Robertson 8,353] 12.6%] 10,007| 15.1%|  8378| 12.7%
1 Hawkins | 10,567 18.6%| 10,007| 17.9%| 9,556 17.1%| 3 McMinn 9,515 4,984] 201%| 10,899] 21.2% 5 Rutherford | 37,217| 14.2%|  31,803| 12.1%|  34,576] 12.9%
1 Johnson 4,321 4,270 4,655 3 Meigs 2,562 2,699 2,348 20.4% 5 Stewart 2,014] 15.1%] _ 2,300] 17.6%| _ 2,356| 17.9%
1 Sullivan | 27,779] 17.7%| 28,292 18.2%| 27,260] 17.7% 3 Overton 4,198] 19.0%| 5,488 4,574] 20.9% 5 Sumner 21,175 13.2%|  17,618] 10.9%| 16,354 10.0%
1 Unicoi 3,06| 16.9%| 3,647| 20.4%| 3,426 19.2% 3 Pickett 1,010] 19.9%] 967 19.2%] 977 19.5% 5 Trousdale 1311] 16.7%|  1,499] 19.5%|  1,387] 18.1%
1 Washington | 21,133| 17.2%| 21,918| 18.3%| 21,051] 17.4% 3 Polk 3,308| 197%| 2,925] 17.7%| 3,165] 19.3% 5 Wayne 3,279] 193%| 4,186 3,548H
2 Anderson | 11,965| 15.9%| 12,376 16.7%| 13,734] 18.5% 3 Putnam 14,982| 20.7%| 16,472 17,273 5 Williamson | 11,740] 6.4%| 11,606 6.2%| 12,645] 6.6%
2 Blount 16,861| 13.7%| 17,800| 14.6%| 17,714] 14.5% 3 Rhea 6,336] 19.9%| 7,170 6,543| 21.0% 5 Wilson 11,271 9.9%|  13,604| 11.8%|  11,856] 10.1%
2 Campbell | 9,728 11,475 10,172 3 Sequatchie | 3,044 21.6%| 2,718 19.2%|  3,003| 21.2% 6 Benton 3,242] 19.7%|  3,425] 21.1%| 3,715
2 Claiborne | 7,760 8,180 7,484 3 Smith 3,839| 20.0%| 3,188| 16.8%| 3,261] 17.3% 6 Carroll 5,575 19.5%  6,026] 22.0%|  5,258| 19.2%
2 Cocke 11,255 9,466 9,661 3 Van Buren 1,200] 21.6%|  1,052] 19.6%|  1,106| 20.1% 6 Chester 3,014] 17.6%]  3,486] 22.0%]  3,075| 19.4%
2 Grainger 4,516] 19.9%| 4,960] 22.0%| 4,800] 21.4% 3 Warren 10,341H 8,869 8,814] 22.5% 6 Crockett 2,839] 19.5%  2,867] 20.0%| 3,030 21.1%
2 Hamblen | 12,688 20.3%| 12,232 19.7%| 13,265| 21.5% 3 White 5321| 20.6%| 5,105] 19.9%| 4,700] 18.3% 6 Decatur 2,339] 19.9%] 2,565 22.4%|  2,242| 19.6%
2 Jefferson 8,307| 16.2%| 9,749] 19.5%| 9,271] 18.4% 4 Davidson | 120,757| 19.3%| 118,715| 19.4%| 118,500] 19.0% 6 Dyer 7,722| 201%| _ 7,279] 194%| 6,643 17.7%
2 Knox 54,305 12.6%| 62,531 14.7%| 69,107] 16.1%) 5 Bedford 10,453 8,354] 18.6%| 7,730] 17.2% 6 Fayette 4,872] 12.7%] 5393 14.2%| _ 6,252| 16.4%
2 Loudon 6,873| 14.2%| 6,378] 13.1%| 6,662] 13.5% 5 Cannon 2,264| 16.4%| 2,956] 21.8%|  2,250] 16.5% 6 Gibson 9,035| 18.2%|  9,217| 188%|  9,639| 19.8%
2 Monroe 8,526] 19.2% 10,055H 7,739 17.4% 5 Cheatham 4,707| 12.0%] 5518] 14.3%| 5,021] 12.9% 6 Hardeman 6,198 6,415 6,200
2 Morgan 3,930| 17.0%| 4,260 22.1% 5 Coffee 11,505H 11,006] 21.1%| 9,719] 18.5% 6 Hardin 5,956 6,627 5,468| 21.4%
2 Roane 8,138] 15.0%| 9,501] 17.8% 5 Dickson 6,853| 13.8%| 7,682] 15.5%| 8,598] 17.3% 6 Haywood 4,378 4,446 3,948] 21.9%
2 Scott 5,908 5,419 5 Franklin 5,778| 14.1%| 7,134] 18.3%| 7,090] 18.2% 6 Henderson 4,792 5,123 5,284] 19.1%
2 Sevier 14,666 15,171] 16.8% 5 Giles 4,997 16.9%| 5,140| 18.0%| 5,239] 18.5% 6 Henry 6,441 5,940 6,097] 19.2%
2 Union 4,977 5 Hickman 4551] 18.4%| 4,718] 20.7%| 5,112 6 Lake 2,136 2,294 2312
3 Bledsoe 20.4% 5 Houston 1,621 19.2%| 1,670] 20.5%| 1,761 21.4%) 6 Lauderdale 5,960] 21.5%] 7,654 7,154
3 Bradley 18.6% 5 Humphreys | 3,037| 16.4%| 3,004| 16.5%| 2,876] 16.0% 6 Madison 18,325 5,764 19.9%|  17,362| 18.4%
3 Clay 5 Lawrence 7,544| 18.0%| 7,857] 18.9%| 8,265| 19.9% 6 McNairy 5620] 6.9%| 13,330] 22.4%|  5527| 21.5%
3 Cumberland | 9,890| 17.6% 5 Lewis 2,452| 202%| 2,568] 21.5%|  2,345] 20.1% 6 Obion 4,998 157%| _ 5,724] 183%|  6,092| 19.7%
3 DeKalb 3,820] 20.4% 5 Lincoln 5,665| 17.0%| 5591] 16.9%| 5,469 16.5% 6 Tipton 8,157] 13.4%| 9,124 15.2%| _ 8,683| 14.3%
3 Fentress 4332 5 Marshall 4,459 4.5%| 18,724] 164%| 5,158] 16.9% 6 Weakley 7,050| 20.2%| _ 6,687] 204%| _ 6,812| 21.0%
3 Grundy 4,079 5 Maury 11,407H 4,989 16.6%| 13,927| 17.2%) 7 Shelby 185,976 20.0%| 196,779 21.5%| 200,730| 21.8%
3 Hamilton | 51,308 15.2%| 63,596 5 Montgomery | 26,551] 15.4%| 28,472] 16.5%| 30,427] 16.9% Tennessee | 1,102,644 17.4%) 1,148,161] 18.4%| 1,135,205 18.0%

Definition: Percentages computed using the estimated number of people in poverty and by the county population.
Data source: American Community Survey and U.S. Census Bureau's Small Area Income and Poverty Estimates (SAIPE).

November 2014

Tennessee Department of Mental Health and Substance Abuse Services

250f 52



Map 2.4. Number of Behavioral Health Safety Net (BHSN) enroliments and enroliments as a percent of people over 18 with serious mental illness
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| Lowest 25% Values | Middle 50% Values _
FY 2012 FY 2013 FY 2012 FY 2013 FY 2014 FY 2012 FY 2013 FY 2014
Re'::)n County # % # % MH Region County # % # % # % MH Region County # % # % # %

1 Carter 150 311 3 Jackson 62| 11.7% 68| 12.8% 62| 13.2% 5 Moore 22| 8.6% 16 o 10 .
1 Greene 608 764 754 3 Macon 117 5.1% 122 5.3% 101| 11.9% 5 Perry 33] 10.4% 37| 11.7% 25| 10.6%
1 Hancock 69 72 79 3 Marion 140| 14.7% 150( 15.7% 149| 13.3% 5 Robertson 313| 12.3% 312| 12.2% 298| 15.7%
1 Hawkins 302| 13.0%|  344] 14.8%] 366 3 McMinn 363[0200%|  330[025008]  303[ 14.7% 5 Rutherford o53| o5%|  sas| s4%|  so0| 11.9%
1 Johnson 71] 9.1% 5] 10.9% 89| 13.6%) 3 Meigs 79| 15.0% 82| 15.5% 70 14.9% 5 Stewart 20| 3.8% 19 * 22| 5.5%
1 Sullivan 763] 11.6% 934| 14.3% 963 3 Overton 86| 8.9% 88| 9.1% 95| 11.0% 5 Sumner 755| 12.1% 787 12.7% 759

1 Unicoi 58| 7.5%| 82 10.7%| 82| 12.7% 3 Pickett 7 ¢ u [ 10 * 5 Trousdale 51 R616%| 46| 15.0% 56

1 Washington 585] 11.3%|  695] 13.5%|  646] 14.9% 3 Polk 5o 7.9% 44] 5.9% 45] 6.8% 5 Wayne 90| 12.7% 103] 14.5% 83| 15.7%
2 Anderson 459] 13.9%| 442 13.4%|  406| 15.6% 3 Putnam 211] 12.7%|  412[12.7%|  450] 15.6% 5 Williamson 181 2.7% 169] 2.5% 164] 3.3%
2 Blount 670] 12.5%|  783] 14.6%| 880 3 Rhea 263[Ji80%|  286[12005%| 280 5 Wilson 425 o6%| 424 96%|  379| 11.5%
2 Campbell 248 13.9% 228| 16.2%| 3 Sequatchie 53| 86%| 58| 9.4%| 70| 12.8% 6 Benton 126[Mibk%| 127 124 N160%|
2 Claiborne 272 336 3 Smith 80| 9.6% 71] 8.5% 60| 8.1% 6 Carroll 186| 14.5% 187| 14.5% 179] 13.9%
2 Cocke 448 487 3 Van Buren 13 o 25| 10.0% 28| 12.6% 6 Chester 58| 7.6% 69| 9.1% 92| 12.1%
2 Grainger 118 183 3 Warren 20s|JiS%| 266 15.4%|  240[ 15.7% 6 Crockett 57| 0.0% 51| 8.0% 70| 11.0%
2 Hamblen 458 551 3 White 160] 14.0%|  162| 14.1%| 146 14.3% 6 Decatur 83| 15.6% 100 %6

2 Jefferson 273 334 4 Davidson 3,283| 14.7%| 3,105| 13.9%| 3,378 6 Dyer 332 329 349

2 Knox 3,200 5 Bedford 217]12.7%|  223[13.0%] 207 6 Fayette 129] 7.6%] 106 6.2%] 107 6.3%]
2 Loudon 211 9.7% 247| 11.4% 284 5 Cannon 61| 11.0% 44| 7.9% 47| 11.4% 6 Gibson 412 407 370

2 Monroe 262| 13.6% 257| 13.3% 5 Cheatham 145 9.5% 118 7.8% 124| 10.9% 6 Hardeman 154| 12.4% 167| 13.5% 146| 11.8%
2 Morgan 33| 3.4% 42| 43% 5 Coffee 334] 16.1%| 322 15.6%| 366 6 Hardin 131] 11.1% 140] 11.9% 150[ 12.7%
2 Roane 185] 7.7%|  206| 8.6% 5 Dickson 313 347 364 6 Haywood 116| 14.4% 104] 12.9% 118[ 14.6%
2 Scott 108] 11.6%|  119] 12.8% 5 Franklin 173] 10.4%|  168] 10.1%| 189 6 Henderson 299H 358 311

2 Sevier 394] 10.0%|  523] 13.3% 5 Giles 250 195 233 6 Henry 209| 14.3% 251 271

2 Union 227208 247 5 Hickman 151] 152%| 160 161%| 152 6 Lake 2+ 13 ¥ 2+
3 Bledsoe 55| 9.5% 60| 10.4% 9.5% 5 Houston 26| 7.8% 25| 7.5% 26 6 Lauderdale 250 222 181| 14.9%
3 Bradley 326 7.5% 308 7.1% 305[ 7.9% 5 Humphreys 91| 12.3% 100| 13.6% 109 6 Madison 596 601 615( 14.3%
3 Clay 19 * 20| 5.6% 32[ 10.1% 5 Lawrence 281 257/ 15.8%| 260 6 McNairy 148]  4.2%] 155]  4.4%| 143] 12.4%
3 Cumberland | 22| 88%| 247] 9.5%| 223 9.7% 5 Lewis 36 103 93 6 Obion 263 201 285 12009
3 DeKalb 93 11.3% 90[ 10.9% 93 12.7% 5 Lincoln 168] 12.7%|  209| 15.8%| 200 6 Tipton 315 12.3% 376 14.6% 359| 14.0%
3 Fentress 79 10.0% 77| 9.8% 71] 10.1% 5 Marshall 318] 82%| 306] 7.9%] 310 6 Weakley 186] 11.5% 188] 11.6% 164] 10.1%
3 Grundy 56| 9.3% 24| 7.3% 50| 9.3% 5 Maury 628 587 598 7 Shelby 3,112 11.5%|  3,352] 12.4%| 3,131] 11.6%
3 Hamilton 1,483] 9.8%| 1658] 12.0%| 1,635 12.2% 5 Montgomery | 1,035 16.1%| 1,039] 16.2%| 1,151 Tennessee | 32,285| 12.9%| 34,092 13.6%| 34,668| 13.8%

Note: *Rates not reported for events <20.
Definition: Percentages computed using the number of enrollments and the estimated number of people over 18 with serious mental iliness in each county.
Data source: Behavioral Health Safety Net (BHSN) Database, Tennessee Department of Mental Health and Substance Abuse Services; National Survey on Drug Use and Health (2008-2010); and the 2010 Census, United States Census Bureau.
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Map 2.5. Number of TennCare enrollees and TennCare enrollees as a percent of county population
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€V 2011 €V 2012 €Y 2013 €Y 2011 €V 2012 €Y 2013 €Y 2011 €V 2012 €Y 2013
Re'::)n County # % # % # % MH Region County # % # % # % MH Region County # % # % # %

1 Carter 11,565] 20.1%)| 11,353 | 19.8%| 11,137 | 19.4% 3 Jackson 2,614] 22.5%| 2,588 2,522 | 21.7% 5 Moore 348] 13.3% 858 | 13.5% 754 | 11.9%
1 Greene 13,155] 19.1%| 12,877 | 18.7%| 12,568 | 18.3% 3 Macon 5,818 5,865 5,804 5 Perry 1,775] 22.4%| 1,863 1,809 | 22.9%
1 Hancock 2,212 2,231 2,160 3 Marion 6,342] 22.5%| 6,243 6,035 | 21.4% 5 Robertson 11,708 17.7%| 11,197 | 16.9%| 10,748 | 16.2%
1 Hawkins | 11,939] 21.0%| 11,903 11,597 | 20.4% 3 McMinn | 10,735] 20.5%| 10,413 | 19.9%| 10,168 | 19.5% 5 Rutherford 37,569| 14.3%| 36,484 | 13.9%| 36,448 | 13.9%
1 Johnson 3,973] 21.8%| 3,960 3,866 | 21.2% 3 Meigs 2,707] 23.0%| 2,612 2,549 | 21.7% 5 Stewart 2,568] 19.3%| 2,539 [ 19.1%| 2,510 | 18.8%
1 sullivan | 27,739] 17.7%| 27,451 | 17.5%| 27,260 | 17.4% 3 Overton 4,525] 205%| 4,402 | 19.9%| 4,431 [ 201% 5 Sumner 23,308] 14.5%| 23232 | 14.5%| 22,895 | 14.3%
1 Unicoi 3,686] 20.1%| 3,500 [ 19.6%| 3,458 | 18.9% 3 Pickett 1,014] 20.0% 964 | 19.0% 985 | 19.4% 5 Trousdale 1,679] 21.3%| 1,668 1,678 | 21.3%
1 Washington | 19,160] 15.6%| 19,002 [ 15.5%| 19,054 | 15.5% 3 Polk 3,619] 21.5%| 3,499 [ 20.8%| 3,320 [ 19.7% 5 Wayne 2,937] 17.3%| 2,928 | 17.2%| 2,837 | 16.7%
2 Anderson | 14,236] 18.9%| 13,942 | 18.6%| 13,723 [ 18.3% 3 Putnam 14,271 19.7%| 14,333 | 19.8%| 13,907 | 19.2% 5 Williamson 8,780 4.8%| 8527 | 47%| 8254 | 45%
2 Blount 18,695] 15.2%| 18,587 | 15.1%| 18,609 | 15.1% 3 Rhea 7,988 7,996 7,875 5 Wilson 14,460 12.7%| 14,270 | 12.5%| 14,338 | 12.6%
2 Campbell | 11,982 11,829 11,404 3 Sequatchie | 3,588 3,342 3,397 6 Benton 3,455] 21.0%| 3,424 | 20.8%| 3,385 | 20.5%
2 Claiborne 7,929 7,871 7,770 3 Smith 3,879] 20.2%| 3,664 3,602 | 18.8% 6 Carroll 6,673 6,723 6,607
2 Cocke 9,978 9,930 9,754 3 Van Buren 1,261 22.7%| 1,185 1,158 | 20.9% 6 Chester 3,366 3,379 3,355
2 Grainger 4,991] 22.0%| 5,045 4,910 | 21.7% 3 Warren 9,485 9,272 9,151 6 Crockett 3,477 3,444 3,456
2 Hamblen | 13,170 21.1%| 13,137 12,987 | 20.8% 3 White 5,785] 22.4%| 5,868 5,880 | 22.8% 6 Decatur 2,536 2,463 2,459
2 Jefferson | 10,313] 20.1%| 9,994 | 19.4%| 10,060 | 19.6% 4 Davidson |119,256] 19.0%| 120,580 | 19.2%| 118,410 | 18.9% 6 Dyer 9,498 9,392 9,038
2 Knox 63,444 14.7%| 63,213 | 14.6%| 61,943 | 14.3% 5 Bedford 10,641 10,576 10,678 6 Fayette 5,665| 14.7%| 5,645 5,661
2 Loudon 7,112 14.6%| 7,047 [ 145%] 6,959 | 14.3% 5 Cannon 2,803] 20.3%| 2,672 [ 19.4%| 2,582 [ 18.7% 6 Gibson 11,197] 22.5%| 11,075 11,111
2 Monroe 9,841] 22.1% 9,847H 9,852 | 22.1% 5 Cheatham | 6,244] 16.0%| 6,159 | 15.7%| 6,119 | 15.6% 6 Hardeman 6,428 6,257 6,058
2 Morgan 4,282] 19.5%| 4,201 | 19.1%| 4,186 [ 19.0% 5 Coffee 11,220 21.3% 11,074H 10,836 | 20.5% 6 Hardin 6,320 6,302 6,164
2 Roane 9,887| 18.2%| 9,798 9,528 | 17.6% 5 Dickson 8,999] 18.1%| 8,929 | 18.0%| 8,852 | 17.8% 6 Haywood 5,245 5,283 5,211
2 Scott 7,254 7,178 6,987 5 Franklin 6,536] 15.9%| 6,379 [ 155%| 6,308 | 15.4% 6 Henderson 65,089] 21.9%| 6,002 5,963 | 21.5%
2 Sevier 15,772| 17.5%| 15,211 14,878 5 Giles 5,448] 18.5%| 5,364 | 18.2%| 5,065 | 17.2% 6 Henry 6,956| 21.5%| 6,963 6,832 | 21.1%
2 Union 4,422] 23.1%| 4,466 4,385 5 Hickman 5,440] 22.0%| 5442 5,238 | 21.2% 6 Lake 1,959 1,971 1,934
3 Bledsoe 2,933] 22.8%| 2,853 2,778 5 Houston 1,800] 21.4%| 1,768 1,601 | 19.0% 6 Lauderdale 7,389 7,216 6,870
3 Bradley 18,530] 18.7%| 18,208 17,948 5 Humphreys | 3,545] 19.1%| 3,497 [ 18.9%] 3,401 [ 18.3% 6 Madison 21,262| 21.6%| 21,111 20,706
3 Clay 1,951 1,951 1,881 5 Lawrence 8,670] 20.7%| 8,632 | 20.6%| 8,399 | 20.1% 6 McNairy 6,943 6,950 6,714
3 Cumberland | 10,442] 18.6%| 10,431 10,318 5 Lewis 2,639] 20.7%| 2,657 H 2,435 | 20.0% 6 Obion 6,448] 20.3%| 6,456 | 203%| 6,479 | 20.4%
3 DeKalb 4,392 4,358 4,401 5 Lincoln 6,586] 19.7%| 6,465 | 19.4%| 6,187 | 18.5% 6 Tipton 11,676] 19.1%| 11,675 | 19.1%| 11,459 | 18.8%
3 Fentress 5,602 5,440 5,295 5 Marshall 5,740] 18.7%| 559 | 18.3%| 5,284 | 17.3% 6 Weakley 6341] 18.1%| 6371 | 182%| 6,430 | 18.4%
3 Grundy 4,699 4,451 4,359 5 Maury 15,122| 18.7%| 14,745 | 18.2%| 14,339 | 17.7% 7 Shelby 231,032H 230,486 226,241 H
3 Hamilton | 55,958| 16.6%| 55,890 | 16.6%| 54,350 | 16.2% 5 Montgomery | 23,702| 13.8%| 23,303 | 13.5%| 23,608 | 13.7% Tennessee | 1,214,851] 19.1%| 1,205,480] 19.0%| 1,184,986 18.7%

Definition: Percent computed using the number of TennCare enrollees and total county population.
Data source: Bureau of TennCare; American Community Survey; and the 2010 Census, United States Census Bureau.
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Map 2.6. Estimated number and percent of people over the age of 18 with a dependence on or abuse of illicit drugs or alcohol in past year
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2006-2008 2008-2010 2010-2012 2006-2008 2008-2010 2010-2012 2006-2008 2008-2010 2010-2012
Re'::)n County # % # % # % MH Region County # % # % # % MH Region County # % # % # %

1 Carter 4,151 | 8.59%| 3,635| 7.92%| 3,520| 7.67% 3 Jackson 805 762 730| 7.88% 5 Moore 395 | 8.31% 395| 7.97% 430

1 Greene 4,521 | 8.59%| 4,296| 7.92%| 4,161 7.67% 3 Macon 3,698 3,327 1,314 7.88% 5 Perry 498 | 8.31% 488| 7.97% 533

1 Hancock 454 | 8.59% 422| 7.92% 408| 7.67% 3 Marion 1,520 1,371 1,740 7.88% 5 Robertson 3,980 | 8.31% 3,925| 7.97% 4,279

1 Hawkins 3,910 | 8.59%| 3,496| 7.92%| 3,386| 7.67% 3 McMinn 2,084 1,896 3,189| 7.88% 5 Rutherford 15,280 | 8.31% 15,453 7.97% 16,849

1 Johnson 1,290 | 8.59%| 1,179| 7.92%| 1,141| 7.67% 3 Meigs 837 758 727| 7.88% 5 Stewart 843 | 8.31% 819| 7.97% 893

1 Sullivan 10,603 | 8.59%( 9,863| 7.92%| 9,551 7.67% 3 Overton 1,489 1,394 1,336( 7.88% 5 Sumner 9,577 | 8.31% 9,565| 7.97% 10,429

1 Unicoi 1,239 | 8.59%| 1,158| 7.92%| 1,122| 7.67% 3 Pickett 357 337 323| 7.88% 5 Trousdale 496 | 8.31% 473| 7.97% 516

1 Washington 8,212 | 8.59%| 7,774| 7.92%| 7,528| 7.67% 3 Polk 1,118 1,077 1,032 7.88% 5 Wayne 1,103 | 8.31% 1,091| 7.97% 1,189

2 Anderson 5,536 4,394| 7.49%| 4,500 7.67% 3 Putnam 5,089 4,665 4,472| 7.88% 5 Williamson 10,196 | 8.31% 10,325 7.97% 11,258

2 Blount 9,164 7,163| 7.49%| 7,335| 7.67% 3 Rhea 2,170 2,002 1,919 7.88% 5 Wilson 6,810 | 8.31% 6,809| 7.97% 7,424

2 Campbell 3,083 2,379| 7.49%| 2,437| 7.67% 3 Sequatchie 950 887 850| 7.88% 6 Benton 992 | 7.85% 1,036( 7.90% 1,037| 7.91%
2 Claiborne 2,365 1,905( 7.49%| 1,951| 7.67% 3 Smith 1,331 1,194 1,144 7.88% 6 Carroll 1,729 | 7.85% 1,759 7.90% 1,761| 7.91%
2 Cocke 2,702 2,098| 7.49%| 2,148 7.67% 3 Van Buren 400 361 346| 7.88% 6 Chester 971 | 7.85% 1,038| 7.90% 1,039| 7.91%
2 Grainger 1,711 1,319( 7.49%| 1,351)| 7.67% 3 Warren 2,805 2,478 2,375| 7.88% 6 Crockett 851 | 7.85% 870( 7.90% 871| 7.91%
2 Hamblen 4,621 3,581| 7.49%| 3,667 7.67% 3 White 1,789 1,647 1,579( 7.88% 6 Decatur 712 | 7.85% 729| 7.90% 730( 7.91%
2 Jefferson 3,876 3,000| 7.49%| 3,072 7.67% 4 Davidson 50,210 43,930 47,656 6 Dyer 2,207 | 7.85% 2,274| 7.90% 2,277| 7.91%
2 Knox 32,638 25,296 7.49%| 25,904| 7.67% 5 Bedford 2,751 8.31%| 2,629( 7.97%| 2,867 6 Fayette 2,275 | 7.85% 2,333| 7.90% 2,336| 7.91%
2 Loudon 3,541 2,898| 7.49%| 2,967 7.67% 5 Cannon 878 | 8.31% 853| 7.97% 930 6 Gibson 2,907 | 7.85% 2,945| 7.90% 2,949| 7.91%
2 Monroe 3,393 2,572| 7.49%| 2,634 7.67% 5 Cheatham 2,439 8.31%| 2,339( 7.97%| 2,551 6 Hardeman 1,695 | 7.85% 1,697 7.90% 1,699| 7.91%
2 Morgan 1,457 1,301 7.49%| 1,332)| 7.67% 5 Coffee 3,251 8.31%| 3,183| 7.97%| 3,470 6 Hardin 1,603 | 7.85% 1,610( 7.90% 1,612| 7.91%
2 Roane 4,097 3,213| 7.49%| 3,290 7.67% 5 Dickson 2,947 | 831%| 2,967| 7.97%| 3,235 6 Haywood 1,093 | 7.85% 1,104| 7.90% 1,106| 7.91%
2 Scott 1,595 1,243| 7.49%| 1,273]| 7.67% 5 Franklin 2,673 8.31%| 2,558 7.97%| 2,789 6 Henderson 1,597 | 7.85% 1,660( 7.90% 1,662| 7.91%
2 Sevier 6,413 5,243| 7.49%| 5,369 7.67% 5 Giles 1,860 | 8.31%| 1,831| 7.97%| 1,997 6 Henry 1,953 | 7.85% 1,999 7.90% 2,001| 7.91%
2 Union 1,417 1,089( 7.49%| 1,116| 7.67% 5 Hickman 1,513 8.31%| 1,525(7.97%| 1,662 6 Lake 478 | 7.85% 515| 7.90% 516( 7.91%
3 Bledsoe 946 831 797 7.88% 5 Houston 505 8.31% 513| 7.97% 559 6 Lauderdale 1,565 | 7.85% 1,664| 7.90% 1,666| 7.91%
3 Bradley 6,824 6,266 6,007| 7.88% 5 Humphreys 1,157 | 831%| 1,135| 7.97%| 1,238 6 Madison 1,530 | 7.85% 1,577| 7.90% 5,906( 7.91%
3 Clay 570 511 490( 7.88% 5 Lawrence 2,534 | 8.31%| 2,498( 7.97%| 2,723 6 McNairy 4,896 | 7.85% 4,843| 7.90% 1,579| 7.91%
3 Cumberland 3,997 3,730 3,575| 7.88% 5 Lewis 718 | 8.31% 738| 7.97% 805 6 Obion 1,900 | 7.85% 1,939( 7.90% 1,941| 7.91%
3 DeKalb 1,331 1,186 1,137| 7.88% 5 Lincoln 2,102 8.31%| 2,038( 7.97%| 2,222 6 Tipton 3,358 | 7.85% 3,512| 7.90% 3,516( 7.91%
3 Fentress 1,248 1,135 1,088| 7.88% 5 Marshall 5,983 8.31%| 5,950( 7.97%| 2,005 6 Weakley 2,073 | 7.85% 2,211| 7.90% 2,214| 7.91%
3 Grundy 998 866 830 7.88% 5 Maury 1,794 | 831%| 1,760| 7.97%( 5,327 7 Shelby 55,782 | 8.49% 56,271 H 53,813| 7.88%
3 Hamilton 23,918 21,689 20,792| 7.88% 5 Montgomery | 9,317 | 8.31%| 9,892| 7.97%| 10,786 Tennessee | 422,237 | 8.86%| 390,153 | 8.04%| 397,709 | 8.20%

Definition: Number computed using county population over 18 and the estimated substate prevalence percent of people over the age of 18 with a dependence on or abuse of illicit drugs or alcohol in past year.

Data source: National Survey on Drug Use and Health (2008-2010); and 2010 Census, United States Census Bureau.
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2.7. Number of deaths from suicides all ages and rates per 100,000 population

CY 2009 CY 2010 CY 2011 CY 2009 CY 2010 CY 2011 CY 2009 CY 2010 CY 2011
Rate Rate Rate Rate Rate Rate Rate Rate Rate
MH er er er er er er er er er
X County # P # p # P MH Region County # P # p # P MH Region County # p # P # p
Region 100,00 100,00 100,00 100,00 100,00 100,00 100,00 100,00 100,00
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

1 Carter 14 i <5 b 5 * 3 Jackson 6 i <5 b 6 * 5 Moore <5 b <5 i <5 *
1 Greene 9 * 11 * 10 * 3 Macon <5 * 5 * 6 * 5 Perry <5 * <5 * <5 *
1 Hancock 0 i <5 * 5 * 3 Marion 8 * 7 * 9 * 5 Robertson 13 * 12 * 11 *
1 Hawkins 10 * 7 * 16 * 3 McMinn 8 * 5 * 11 * 5 Rutherford 34 13.2 40 15.2 26 9.9
1 Johnson <5 i 5 b <5 i 3 Meigs <5 & <5 b 0 i 5 Stewart 5 b 5 i <5 *
1 Sullivan 24| 15.6 27| 17.2 16 * 3 Overton 6 * <5 * <5 * 5 Sumner 18 * 19 * 19 *
1 Unicoi 5 i <5 . <5 i 3 Pickett 0 * 0 b <5 i 5 Trousdale <5 * 5 i <5 *
1 Washington 11 * 26 21.1 18 * 3 Polk <5 * 6 * <5 * 5 Wayne <5 * 5 * <5 *
2 Anderson 12 * 19 * 14 * 3 Putnam 9 * 9 * 10 * 5 Williamson 17 * 25| 136 18 *
Blount 17 * 14 * 16 * 3 Rhea <5 * 5 * 6 * 5 Wilson 8 * 12 * 8 *

2 Campbell 5 i 5 b 6 i 3 Sequatchie <5 & <5 o <5 i 6 Benton 5 b <5 i <5 *
2 Claiborne 8 * 11 * 10 * 3 Smith <5 * <5 * <5 * 6 Carroll 8 * <5 * 7 *
2 Cocke 9 * 10 * 5 * 3 Van Buren <5 © <5 . <5 i 6 Chester <5 * 5 i <5 *
2 Grainger <5 i <5 & 8 i 3 Warren 6 i 9 & <5 i 6 Crockett <5 & <5 i <5 &
2 Hamblen 10 * 26| 41.6 12 * 3 White 11 i <5 * 11 * 6 Decatur 6 b <5 i <5 *
2 Jefferson 10 * 5 * 12 * 4 Davidson 82| 12.9 69| 11.0 74| 11.8 6 Dyer 5 * <5 * 7 *
2 Knox 71| 16.3 76| 17.6 72| 16.7 5 Bedford 5 i <5 b 15 i 6 Fayette <5 b 9 i <5 *
2 Loudon <5 * <5 * 7 * 5 Cannon <5 * <5 * <5 * 6 Gibson 12 * 5 * 8 *
2 Monroe 7 * 9 * 8 * 5 Cheatham 12 * 7 * 9 * 6 Hardeman <5 b <5 * 5 *
2 Morgan 5 * <5 o 5 © 5 Coffee 14 * 11 o <5 © 6 Hardin 5 * 8 © <5 o
2 Roane 7 i 14 b 13 i 5 Dickson 6 i 7 b 10 i 6 Haywood 0 b 0 i <5 *
2 Scott <5 * <5 * 5 * 5 Franklin 7 * 11 * 9 * 6 Henderson 7 * <5 * 5 ©
2 Sevier 20| 23.2 11 b 10 i 5 Giles <5 i 7 b 9 i 6 Henry 9 * 14 * 11 *
2 Union 5 * <5 * <5 * 5 Hickman <5 * 8 * 8 * 6 Lake <5 * 0 * <5 *
3 Bledsoe <5 © <5 . <5 i 5 Houston <5 * 5 b <5 i 6 Lauderdale <5 b 6 * 5 *
3 Bradley 15 i 14 * 11 * 5 Humphreys 5 * <5 & <5 i 6 Madison 21| 216 14 * 11 &
3 Clay <5 & <5 o <5 i 5 Lawrence 9 i 5 b 11 i 6 McNairy 9 * 5 * 8 *
3 Cumberland 14 * 13 * 6 * 5 Lewis <5 * <5 * <5 * 6 Obion 8 * 5 * <5 *
3 DeKalb 5 i 7 b 5 i 5 Lincoln <5 i 6 b <5 i 6 Tipton 11 * 5 * 6 *
3 Fentress 6 * <5 * 6 * 5 Marshall 11 * <5 * 6 * 6 Weakley 7 * 7 * 8 *
3 Grundy <5 * <5 * 6 * 5 Maury 7 * <5 * 8 * 7 Shelby 89 9.7 95 10.2 88 9.5
3 Hamilton 41 122 33 9.8 55| 16.3 5 Montgomery 24| 149 24| 139 22| 12.8 Tennessee 939 14.9 932| 14.7 938 14.8

Note: <5 = Events less than 5 but greater or equal to 1; 0 events reported if applicable; *Rates not reported for events <20.
Definition: Rates computed using the number of suicides and county population.

Data source: Tennessee Department of Health, Office of Policy, Planning and Assessment, Division of Health Statistics and the 2010 Census, United States Census Bureau.
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Map 2.8. Number of deaths from suicides all ages by region with rates per 100,000 population
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CY 2008 CY 2009 CY 2010 CY 2011
. Rate per Rate per Rate per Rate per
MH Region | Number 100,000 Number 100,000 Number 100,000 Number 100,000
1 82 16.5 74 14.8 87 74 14.6
2 203 196 209 207
3 156 154 16.4 136 14.4 166
4 80 12.7 82 12.9 69 11.0 74 11.8
5 227 15.3 217 14.4 236 15.4 227 14.8
6 98 15.7 126 100 15.7 102 16.1
7 119 12.9 89 9.7 95 10.2 88 915
Tennessee 965 15.5 939 149] 932 14.7 938 14.6

Data sources: AVATAR Database, Tennessee Department of Mental Health and Substance Abuse Services,
the National Survey on Drug Use and Health, American Community Survey, and the 2010 Census, United
States Census Bureau.
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Map 2.9. Number of unique TDMHSAS operated regional mental health institute (RMHI) admissions and RMHI admissions as a percent of the estimated number of people over 18 with
serious mental illness
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| Lowest 25% Values | Middle 50% Values
FY 2012 FY 2013 FY 2014 FY 2012 FY 2013 FY 2014 FY 2012 FY 2013 FY 2014
Rel\gilj)n County # % # % # % MH Region County # % # % # % MH Region County # % # % # %

1 Carter 16 * 7 * 9 * 3 Macon 29| 3.42% 5 Robertson 63| 2.47% 62| 2.43% 77| 4.05%
1 Greene 48| 1.68% 13 * 12 * 3 Marion 74 5 Rutherford 309| 3.08% 329 3.28% 359
1 Hancock 6 * <5 * 1 * 3 McMinn 81 57 68| 3.31% 5 Stewart 17 * 9 * 16
1 Hawkins 25| 1.08% 5 . 11 o 3 Meigs 28 13 o 16 . 5 Sumner 153[ 2.46% 175 2.81% 243
1 Johnson 5 * <5 * 1 * 3 Overton 16 * 11 * 12 * 5 Trousdale 16 * 18 * 22
1 Sullivan 92| 1.40% 39| 0.60% 36| 0.66% 3 Pickett <5 9 <5 o 0 . 5 Wayne 24| 3.39% 19 * 23
1 Unicoi 7 * 5 * 6 * 3 Polk 41 28| 3.74% 40 5 Williamson 94| 1.40% 111) 1.65% 108| 2.16%
1 Washington 57| 1.10% 33| 0.64% 41] 0.95% 3 Putnam 76 75| 2.31% 95 5 Wilson 115] 2.60% 130] 2.94% 128] 3.88%
2 Anderson 125 3.80%| 74| 2.25%| 77 2.96% 3 Rhea 101 85 [N6W0%| 86 6 Benton 29| 3.83% 34| NS 33
2 Blount 105 1.96% 42| 0.78% 68| 1.60% 3 Sequatchie 15 . 15 o 15 . 6 Carroll 45| 3.50% 27| 2.10% 42| 3.26%
2 Campbell s2[Hl60%| 25| 1.40%|  43[3.05% 3 Smith 6 Chester 16 * 13 * 10 *
2 Claiborne 38 2.66% 7 * 18 * 3 Van Buren 6 Crockett 25 3.93% 18 * 12 *
2 Cocke 37[ 2.35% 8 * 13 * 3 Warren 6 Decatur 27 17 * 13 *
2 Grainger 10 o 5 . 14 o 3 White 6 Dyer 77 60| 3.61% 52| 3.13%
2 Hamblen 74| 2.76% 24| 0.89% 33| 1.55% 4 Davidson 6 Fayette 32| 1.87% 19 * 26| 1.52%
2 Jefferson 38| 1.69% 18 * 23| 1.29% 5 Bedford 6 Gibson 71| 3.29% 69| 3.20% 47| 2.18%
2 Knox 602[3.18%| 178] 0.94%| 278 1.85% 5 Cannon 6 Hardeman 124H 112061025 96 |[R7us%)|
2 Loudon 33| 1.52% 18 * 27| 1.57% 5 Cheatham 6 Hardin 47| 3.99% 26| 2.21% 28| 2.38%
2 Monroe 56| 2.91% 16 * 31]| 2.03% 5 Coffee 6 Haywood 27| 3.34% 27| 3.34% 25| 3.09%
2 Morgan 31| 3.18% 10 . 18 o 5 Dickson 6 Henderson 24| 1.98% 40| 3.29% 38| 3.13%
2 Roane 81| 3.37% 53| 2.20% 55| 2.89% 5 Franklin 6 Henry 37| 2.53% 21| 1.44% 27| 1.85%
2 Scott 22| 2.36% 13 . 15 o 5 Giles 6 Lake 11 . 5 . 7 o
2 Sevier 103| 2.62% 21| 0.53% 38| 1.22% 5 Hickman 6 Lauderdale 34| 2.79% 32| 2.63% 31| 2.55%
2 Union 18 o <5 * 7 * 5 Houston 6 Madison 174 158 146| 3.38%
3 Bledsoe 25| 4.32% 24| 4.15% 27 5 Humphreys . 6 McNairy 61| 1.72% 43] 1.21% 54
3 Bradley 162] 3.72%|  149] 3.42%|  146| 3.77% 5 Lawrence 73 50 6 Obion 22| 2.96% 44] 3.10% 26| 1.83%
3 Clay 9 * 5 * 7 * 5 Lewis 22 34 6 Tipton 60| 2.34% 47| 1.83% 40| 1.56%
3 Cumberland 38| 1.46% 43| 1.66% 47 5 Lincoln 41| 3.09% 35| 2.64% 6 Weakley 60| 3.71% 40| 2.47% 49| 3.03%
3 DeKalb 30[3.63%|  32[3.88%| 33 5 Marshall 47] 1.22%] 64| 165% 7 Shelby 1,027|005028%| 1,103 || 1,517
3 Fentress 15 2 23| 2.91% 14 5 Maury 139 163 Out of state 475 N/A 362 N/A 365 N/A
3 Grundy 49 48 35 5 Montgomery 195 3.03%| 156] 2.43% Unknown 7l na 13] N/ 15| N/A
3 Hamilton 1,024 1,039 935 5 Moore <5 * <5 * 1 * Washington (VA) 0 N/A 0 N/A 0 N/A
3 Jackson 11 * 8 * 9 * 5 Perry 18 * 10 * 14 * Tennessee 9,561| 3.81% 8,115| 3.24% 9,218| 3.67%

Note: <5 = Events less than 5 but greater or equal to 1; 0 events reported if applicable; *Rates not reported for events <20; - Rates can not be computed for admissions with an out-of-state/unknown county of residence.
Definition: Percentages computed using number of RMHI admissions and the estimated number of people over 18 with serious mental illness in each county.
Data source: AVATAR Database, Tennessee Department of Mental Health and Substance Abuse Services; National Survey on Drug Use and Health; the American Community Survey; and the 2010 Census, United States Census Bureau.
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Map 2.10. Number of unique TDMHSAS operated regional mental health institute (RMHI) admissions for people with co-occurring disorders and co-occurring admissions as a

Fayette

percent of all RMHI admissions
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Lowest 25% Values

Middle 50% Values

FY 2012 FY 2013 FY 2014
MH County # % # % # %
Region

1 Carter 6 * <5 * 6 *
1 Greene 11 * <5 * 5 *
1 Hancock <5 * <5 * 0 *
1 Hawkins 10 * <5 * <5 *
1 Johnson 0 * <5 b <5 b
1 Sullivan 35| 38.0% 12 * 14 *
1 Unicoi 0 * <5 * 0 *
1 Washington 22| 38.6% 14 * 19 *
2 Anderson 60 32| 25.6% 30| 39.0%
2 Blount 20(381%| 14 c 12 S
2 Campbell 44 of | 3|5ER|
2 Claiborne 9 * <5 * 8 *
2 Cocke 13 * <5 * 8 *
2 Grainger <5 * 0 * <5 *
2 Hamblen 25 33.8% 12 * 12 *
2 Jefferson 12 * <5 * 11 *
2 Knox 264|800 71 118%| 116|41.7%
2 Loudon 10 * 8 * 9 *
2 Monroe 15 * 9 * 16 *
2 Morgan 14 * <5 * 6 *
2 Roane ss|dBom| 14|  *| 26
2 Scott 6 * <5 * 9
2 Sevier 29 28.2% <5 * 20
2 Union 7 * <5 * <5 *
3 Bledsoe 6 * 8 * 8 *
3 Bradley 49| 30.2% 55| 34.0% 65
3 Clay 5 & <5 & <5
3 Cumberland 12 * 12 * 24
3 DeKalb 18 b 15 b 18 b
3 Fentress 7 . 10 « 9 .

Grundy 13 & 9 & 17 &
3 Hamilton 337| 32.9% SGOH 381 40.7%
3 Jackson 10 * <5 * <5 *

Sull

3 romtisas Regions

ivan

| 22.1% - 32.9%
33% - 44 5%
B 44.6%-57.1%

FY 2012 FY 2013 FY 2014 FY 2012 FY 2013 FY 2014
MH Region County # % # % # % MH Region County # % # % # %

3 Macon 13 * <5 * 11 * 5 Robertson 20| 31.7% 19 * 27| 35.1%
3 Marion 15| *| 19| ¢ 29[392% 5 Rutherford 105 34.0%| _ 116|19%50%]  124] 34.5%
3 McMinn 32| 39.5% 20| 24.7% 22| 32.4% 5 Stewart 6 b <5 b 5 b
3 Meigs 15| A 5| | 5| = 5 Sumner 62 [DA0IS0A)| 52| 34.0% 82| 33.7%
3 Overton 5 * <5 * 6 * 5 Trousdale <5 * 6 * <5 *
3 Pickett <5 o <5 * 0 * 5 Wayne 10 * 11 * 8 *
3 Polk 17 - 6 b 17 b 5 Williamson 31| 33.0% 43 33| 30.6%
3 Putnam 24| 31.6% 18 * 42| 44.2% 5 Wilson 43| 37.4% 40| 34.8% 33| 25.8%
3 Rhea 40 34[33.7% 40 6 Benton 8 * 8 * 5 *
3 Sequatchie 5 * 5 * 8 * 6 Carroll 8 * 8 * 12 *
3 Smith 9 * 8 * <5 * 6 Chester 11 * 6 * <5 *
3 Van Buren 5 * <5 * <5 * 6 Crockett 10 * 8 * 5 *
3 Warren 13 * 12 * 20( 32.8% 6 Decatur 10 * 5 * 6 *
3 White 9 * 6 * 11 * 6 Dyer 20 26.0% 21| 27.3% 22| 42.3%
4 Davidson 354 30.7% 398 34.5% 501 28.6% 6 Fayette 9 b 7 b 6 b
5 Bedford 12 * 13 * 20| 27.4% 6 Gibson 23| 32.4% 21| 29.6% 20| 42.6%
5 Cannon 7 * 6 * 16 * 6 Hardeman 36[ 29.0% 41| 33.1% 47

5 Cheatham 1 * 6 * 15 * 6 Hardin on 11 * 12 *
5 Coffee 51| 39.5% 37| 28.7% 52| 41.6% 6 Haywood 11 & 9 & 7 &
5 Dickson 27| 34.6% 28 30( 36.6% 6 Henderson 11 * 17 * 19 *
5 Franklin 18 & 13 & 40 6 Henry 20 11 & 11 &
5 Giles 12 * 13 * 28| 40.0% 6 Lake 5 * <5 * <5 *
5 Hickman 9 * 13 * 16 * 6 Lauderdale 15 * 11 * 12 *
5 Houston 7 * <5 * <5 * 6 Madison 47| 27.0% 40| 23.0% 57| 39.0%
5 Humphreys 8 & 13 & 8 & 6 McNairy 20| 32.8% 12 & 20| 37.0%
5 Lawrence 26]35.6%| 24| 32.9%| 0|5z 6 Obion ul  * I B+
5 Lewis of [ 15[ [ a0 * 6 Tipton 20 [JABEH| 21] 35.0% 1 *
5 Lincoln 16 * 12 * [3 * 6 Weakley 21| 35.0% 15 * 15 *
5 Marshall 10 b 32 10 b 7 Shelby 417( 29.2% 304| 21.3% 336/ 22.1%

61 57 Washington 0 <5

5 Maury 6] 3319 32.9% (VA) 0 * * *
5 Montgomery 68| 34.9% 53| 27.2% 61| 32.8% Out of state 157| 33.1% 109| 22.9% 120| 32.9%
5 Moore <5 * <5 * <5 * Unknown <5 * 0 * 7 *
5 Perry 8 & <5 b 6 * Tennessee 3,233| 33.8% 2,576| 26.9% 3,104| 33.7%

Note: <5 = Events less than 5 but greater or equal to 1; 0 events reported if applicable; *Rates not reported for events <20.
Definition: Percentages computed using number of co-occurring RMHI admissions and number of RMHI admissions.

Data source: AVATAR Database, Tennessee Department of Mental Health and Substance Abuse Services; National Survey on Drug Use and Health; the American Community Survey; and the 2010 Census, United States Census Bureau.
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Map 2.11. Number of unique TDMHSAS A&D treatment admissions as a percent of people over 18 with a dependence on or abuse of illicit drugs or alcohol in past year
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FY 2012 FY 2013 FY 2014 FY 2012 FY 2013 FY 2014 FY 2012 FY 2013 FY 2014
Rel\gilj)n County # % # % # % MH Region County # % # % # % MH Region County # % # % # %
1 Carter 123 82 | 2.26% 132 3 Jackson 16 * 25 | 3.28% 35 5 Moore 5 * <5 *| <5 *
1 Greene 319 226 256 3 Macon 29 | 0.87% 25 | 0.75% 34 | 2.59% 5 Perry 14 o 15 o 14 [*
1 Hancock 28 19 * 23 3 Marion 38 | 2.77% 34 | 2.48% 55 | 3.16% 5 Robertson 58| 1.48% 73| 1.86% 71 | 1.66%
1 Hawkins 130 114 | 3.26% 157 3 McMinn 72 | 3.80% 75 | 3.96% 71 | 2.23% 5 Rutherford 283| 1.83% 333| 2.15% 377 | 2.24%
1 Johnson 83 68 54 3 Meigs <5 * 16 * 11 |* 5 Stewart 14 * 12 * 14 [*
1 Sullivan 663 528 718 3 Overton 22 | 1.58% 33| 2.37% 32 | 2.40% 5 Sumner 224| 2.34% 252| 2.63% 219 | 2.10%
1 Unicoi 39 38 30 3 Pickett 7 * <5 * 10 [* 5 Trousdale 10 * 10 * 5 |*
1 Washington 523 453 643 3 Polk 31 | 2.88% 8 . 11 [* 5 Wayne 30f 2.75% 20 1.83% 22 | 1.85%
2 Anderson 176 | 4.01% 164 194 3 Putnam 133 | 2.85% 173 | 3.71% 194 | 4.34% 5 Williamson 100| 0.97% 106| 1.03% 105 | 0.93%
2 Blount 215 | 3.00% 340 342 3 Rhea 30 | 1.50% 34 | 1.70% 37 | 1.93% 5 Wilson 1.50% 95 1.40% 137 | 1.85%
2 Campbell 90 | 3.78% 121 115 3 Sequatchie 16 * 13 * 17 [* 6 Benton 34| 3.28% 45 | 4.34%
2 Claiborne 88 | 4.62% 54 | 2.83% 60 | 3.08% 3 Smith 21| 1.76% 30 | 2.51% 27 | 2.36% 6 Carroll 66| 3.75% 73 | 4.14%
2 Cocke 94 | 4.48% 76 | 3.62% 51| 2.37% 3 Van Buren 5 * 6 * 13 [* 6 Chester 3.47% 40 | 3.85%
2 Grainger 63 47 | 3.56% 49 | 3.63% 3 Warren 63 | 2.54% 81 | 3.27% 92 | 3.87% 6 Crockett
2 Hamblen 231 173 270 3 White 46 | 2.79% 75 88 6 Decatur
2 Jefferson 92 | 3.07%| 62| 207% 77 4 Davidson | 1,489 | 3.39%| 1,770 | 4.03%| 2,164 6 Dyer
2 Knox 1,148 | 4.54%| 1,082 | 4.28%| 1,264 5 Bedford 71 [ 2.70%] 84| 3.19%| 86 | 3.00% 6 Fayette 60
2 Loudon 56 | 1.93% 51| 1.76% 58 | 1.95% 5 Cannon 18 * 37| 4.34% 35| 3.76% 6 Gibson
2 Monroe 72 | 2.80% 72 | 2.80% 80 | 3.04% 5 Cheatham 35| 1.50% 48| 2.05% 50 | 1.96% 6 Hardeman 54| 3.18%
2 Morgan 20 | 1.54% 37 | 2.84% 37 | 2.78% 5 Coffee 157 156 189 6 Hardin 72| 4.47%
2 Roane 51 | 1.59% 77 | 2.40% 65 | 1.98% 5 Dickson 71| 2.39% 87| 2.93% 70 | 2.16% 6 Haywood 47| 4.26%
2 Scott 23| 1.85% 23 | 1.85% 34 ] 2.67% 5 Franklin 103| 4.03% 66| 2.58% 77 | 2.76% 6 Henderson
2 Sevier 235 | 4.48% 189 | 3.60% 181 | 3.37% 5 Giles 56| 3.06% 40| 2.18% 32 | 1.60% 6 Henry
2 Union 29 | 2.66% 40 | 3.67% 46 | 4.12% 5 Hickman 47| 3.08% 38| 2.49% 30 | 1.80% 6 Lake
3 Bledsoe 14 * 7 * 12 [* 5 Houston 8 * 10 * 9 |* 6 Lauderdale
3 Bradley 129 | 2.06% 85 | 1.36% 94 | 1.56% 5 Humphreys 29| 2.55% 69 34 | 2.75% 6 Madison
3 Clay 14 * 17 * 40 5 Lawrence 92| 3.68% 64| 2.56% 74 | 2.72% 6 McNairy
3 Cumberland 62 | 1.66%| 97 | 2.60%| 100 5 Lewis SSH 33 447%] 45 6 Obion
3 DeKalb 47 | 3.96% 76 76 5 Lincoln 34| 1.67% 32| 1.57% 26 | 1.17% 6 Tipton 90| 2.56% 75| 2.14%
3 Fentress 50 | 4.41% 54 61 5 Marshall 22| 0.37% 27| 0.45% 31 | 1.55% 6 Weakley 37| 1.67% 44| 1.99% 60 | 2.71%
3 Grundy 51 H 39 35 | 4.22% 5 Maury 160 147 204 | 3.83% 7 Shelby 2,198| 3.91% 2,487| 4.42% 2,495
3 Hamilton 668 | 3.08% 692 | 3.19% 852 | 4.10%| 5 Montgomery 166| 1.68% 184 1.86% 182 [ 1.69% Unknown 38 N/A 42 N/A| <5 *
Tennessee | 13,740 3.52%| 13,788 3.53%| 15,717| 3.95%]

Note: <5 = Events less than 5 but greater or equal to 1; 0 events reported if applicable; *Rates not reported for events <20; -Rates can not be computed for admissions with an unknown county of residence.

Definition: Percentions computed using number of A&D treatment admissions and the estimated number of people over 18 with a dependence on or abuse of illicit drugs or alcohol in past year.

Data source: Tennessee Web Interface Technology System (TN-WITS), Tennessee Department of Mental Health and Substance Abuse Services; National Survey on Drug Use and Health; and the 2010 Census, United States Census Bureau.
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Map 2.12. Number of unique A&D Addictions Recovery Program (ARP) admissions and ARP admissions as a percent of people over 18 with a dependence on or abuse of illicit

drugs or alcohol in past year
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Rel\gilj)n County # % # % # % MH Region County # % # % # % MH Region County # % # % # %
1 Carter 11 * 5 * 28| 0.8% 3 Jackson 9 * <5 * 5 * 5 Moore <5 * 0 * <5 *
1 Greene 8 b 12 . 8 b 3 Macon 14 b <5 9 <5 b 5 Perry 0 * 0 * 0 *
1 Hancock 0 * 0 * 0 * 3 Marion <5 * <5 * 11 * 5 Robertson 22| 0.6% 16 * 22| 0.5%
1 Hawkins 5 * 15 * 21 0.6% 3 McMinn <5 © <5 9 <5 * 5 Rutherford 15 * 24| 0.2% 21| 0.1%
1 Johnson <5 * <5 * <5 * 3 Meigs <5 * 0 * 0 * 5 Stewart 0 * <5 * <5 *
1 Sullivan 9 * 18 * 20 0.2% 3 Overton 8 b <5 9 <5 * 5 Sumner 30[ 0.3% 19 * 37| 0.4%
1 Unicoi <5 * <5 * <5 * 3 Pickett <5 * 0 * <5 * 5 Trousdale <5 * <5 * <5 *
1 Washington 15 b 25| 0.3% 37| 0.5% 3 Polk 5 b 0 . <5 b 5 Wayne <5 . 0 b <5 *
2 Anderson 9 * 14 * 14 * 3 Putnam 31| 0.7% 15 * 17 * 5 Williamson 9 * 16 * 12 *
2 Blount 25 0.3% 18 * 17 * 3 Rhea <5 © <5 9 <5 * 5 Wilson 27| 0.4% 7 * 39| 0.5%
2 Campbell 5 i <5 K <5 i 3 Sequatchie <5 i <5 K 0 i 6 Benton 10 * 7 * 11 *
2 Claiborne 7 * 0 * 5 * 3 Smith 5 b <5 9 <5 * 6 Carroll 13 * 7 * 12 *
2 Cocke 14 * <5 * <5 * 3 Van Buren <5 * 0 * 0 * 6 Chester <5 * <5 * 5 *
2 Grainger <5 b 0 . <5 b 3 Warren <5 & <5 9 <5 b 6 Crockett 9 . <5 b 10 *
2 Hamblen <5 * <5 * 12 * 3 White <5 * 5 * <5 * 6 Decatur 0 * <5 * <5 *
2 Jefferson 1 S 4 Davidson 427|000 428] 1.0%| 597 |ias| 6 Dyer 20| 0.9% 30| 1.3% 24|00
2 Knox 95| 0.4% 70| 0.3% 51| 0.2% 5 Bedford <5 * 20( 0.8% 8 * 6 Fayette 8 * 7 * <5 *
2 Loudon <5 * 0 . <5 b 5 Cannon <5 © <5 9 <5 * 6 Gibson 13 * 13 * 5 *
2 Monroe 8 * <5 * <5 * 5 Cheatham 5 * <5 * 6 * 6 Hardeman 12 * 9 * 8 *
2 Morgan of [ | [ [ ¢ 5 Coffee 1 I S o = 6 Hardin 18 * 14 * 23 ||
2 Roane <5 w2 <5 S <5 w2 5 Dickson 10 * 6 * 11 * 6 Haywood 6 * 5 w2 <5 S
2 Scott 0 b <5 9 <5 * 5 Franklin 10 * 6 * 9 * 6 Henderson 10 * 12 * 9 *
2 Sevier 31| 0.6% 5 * 8 * 5 Giles <5 * <5 * <5 * 6 Henry 12 * 10 * 6 *
2 Union <5 © <5 . 0 * 5 Hickman 5 b <5 . 5 * 6 Lake <5 . <5 b <5 *
3 Bledsoe <5 w2 0 * <5 * 5 Houston 0 * 0 * 5 * 6 Lauderdale 16 * 12 * 14 *
3 Bradley 28] 0.4% s *|  20] 03% 5 Humphreys ss|oisel 53 |Asel 2o |liien)| 6 Madison 41|20 35 020 40 [0
3 Clay <5 w2 <5 S <5 * 5 Lawrence 6 * 7 * 7 * 6 McNairy 6 * 8 w2 <5 S
3 Cumberland <5 © <5 9 <5 * 5 Lewis 8 * 0 * 6 * 6 Obion 5 * 19 * 10 *
3 DeKalb 5 * 6 * <5 * 5 Lincoln <5 * <5 * <5 * 6 Tipton 5 * 10 * <5 *
3 Fentress 9 b <5 9 <5 b 5 Marshall <5 & <5 . 6 b 6 Weakley <5 . 5 b 5 *
3 Grundy <5 * 7 * <5 % 5 Maury 20H 15 % 31| 0.6% 7 Shelby 395] 0.7% 330] 0.6% 356] 0.7%
3 Hamilton 48| 0.2% 9 * 101] 0.5% 5 Montgomery 14 * 16 * 29| 0.3% Unknown 5 <5 0
Tennessee 1,770 | 0.5%| 1,474 | 0.4%| 1,892 | 0.5%

Note: <5 = Events less than 5 but greater or equal to 1; 0 events reported if applicable; *Rates not reported for events <20; -Rates can not be computed for admissions with an unknown county of residence.

Definition: Percentages computed using number of admissions and the estimated number of people over 18 with a dependence on or abuse of illicit drugs or alcohol in past year.
Data source: Tennessee Web Intertace Technology System (TN-WITS), Tennessee Department of Mental Health and Substance Abuse Services; National Survey on Drug Use and Health; and the 2010 Census, United States Census Bureau.
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Map 2.13. Number and percent of TDMHSAS funded treatment admissions with alcohol identified as a substance of abuse
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FY 2012 FY 2013 FY 2014 FY 2012 FY 2013 FY 2014 FY 2012 FY 2013 FY 2014
Rel\gilj)n County # % # % # % MH Region County # % # % # % MH Region County # % # % # %
1 Carter 46 36.2% 43 43.4% 46 34.8% 3 Jackson 9 * 9 * 15 * 5 Moore <5 K <5 i <5 K
1 Greene 95 28.7% 89 32.0% 95 37.1% 3 Macon 12 b 10 . 15 b 5 Perry 9 . 7 b 6 .
1 Hancock <5 * 5 * 8 * 3 Marion 14 * 9 * 19 * 5 Robertson 32| 38.6% 36| 45.6% 30| 42.3%
1 Hawkins 22| 30.9% 37| 24.0% 33| 21.0% 3 McMinn 16 * 28] 36.4% 23] 32.4% 5 Rutherford 176059080 176| 48.9% 194] 51.5%
1 Johnson 31 36.9% 24 32.0% 19 % 3 Meigs <5 % 5 % 5 % 5 Stewart 5 % <5 % 6 %
1 Sullivan 319]  46.7%| 316| 49.9%| 319 44.4% 3 Overton 8 * 15 * 13 * 5 Sumner 142 58.0% 157H 108 49.3%
1 Unicoi 13 * 19 * 14 * 3 Pickett <5 * <5 K <5 * 5 Trousdale 6 * 5 i <5 K
1 Washington 242 45.7% 286 51.5% 314 48.8% 3 Polk 10 b <5 9 <5 b 5 Wayne 13 * 8 * 5 *
2 Anderson 48] 26.8% 71| 343% 60]  30.9% 3 Putnam 53] 32.5% 66| 34.9% 65| 33.5% 5 Wwilliamson 70 |G| GQH 56 15355
2 Blount 73] 322%| 133 336%| 120 351% 3 Rhea 10 * 9 * 10 * 5 Wwilson 61| 47.7% 52| 51.5% 52| 38.2%
2 Campbell 9 * 17 * 9 * 3 Sequatchie 6 * 6 * 10 * 6 Benton 16 * 10 * 9 *
2 Claiborne 20 215% 9 * 7 * 3 Smith 5 * 6 * 7 * 6 Carroll 31| 38.8% 26| 36.6% 29| 39.7%
2 Cocke 31| 263% 23] 25.8% 13 * 3 Van Buren <5 % <5 % <5 % 6 Chester * 18 *
2 Grainger 19 b 12 . 8 b 3 Warren 26| 40.6% 24| 29.6% 25| 27.2% 6 Crockett
2 Hamblen 96|  403% 65|  32.0% 80|  29.6% 3 White 14 * 28] 35.9% 24] 27.3% 6 Decatur
2 Jefferson 33 30.6% 23 32.4% 18 b 4 Davidson 879 51.8% 984| 50.3% 929 42.9% 6 Dyer 57| 52.8%
2 Knox 41| 335%| 477] 375%| 499 39.5% 5 Bedford 43[J606%| 33| 38.8%| 41| 47.7% 6 Fayette 34 53.1%
2 Loudon 19 b 18 . 19 b 5 Cannon 11 b 14 . 17 b 6 Gibson 114| 58.5%
2 Monroe 16 26| si7%|  25] 31.3% 5 Cheatham 14 [ 37)0eBB% 25| 50.0% 6 Hardeman 73
2 Morgan 5 * <5 * 5 * 5 Coffee 83] 50.0% 80] 48.5%| 111 6 Hardin 32| 33.7%]
2 Roane 19 * 19 * 18 * 5 Dickson 36] 48.6% 53] 54.6% 34] 48.6% 6 Haywood 36
2 Scott 5 b 10 . 10 b 5 Franklin 52| 47.7% 26| 37.7% 37| 48.1% 6 Henderson 58| 58.0% 54.4%
2 Sevier 103]  386%| 86| 41.0% 68| 37.6% 5 Giles s6[l630% 19 16 * 6 Henry 42| 53.8% 39| 46.4% 23] 28.0%
2 Union 5 * 8 * 12 * 5 Hickman 30| 57.7% 18 * 13 * 6 Lake 11 * 15 *
3 Bledsoe 8 * <5 * 5 i 5 Houston 5 * 7 * <5 * 6 Lauderdale 59.0% 52.3%
3 Bradley 58| 43.9%| 49| 500%| 54| N0Nouas)| 5 Humphreys 15| [ 1] <[ 10| = 6 Madison
3 Clay 7 * 9 * 17 * 5 Lawrence 41[ 41.8% 32[ 44.4% 19 * 6 McNairy 27| 45.8%|
3 Cumberland 24| 375%| 43| 420%| 33 33.0% 5 Lewis 15| [ 2o|leaow 15| * 6 Obion 72
3 DeKalb 14 * 18 * 2| 28.9% 5 Lincoln 17 * 15 * 11 * 6 Tipton 52
3 Fentress 15 b 15 . 18 b 5 Marshall 13 b 19 . 18 b 6 Weakley 52.6% 25
3 Grundy 15 * 11 * 6 * 5 Maury 102 82| 54.3% 96| 47.1% 7 Shelby 1,133] 47.1%| 1,356 1,312] 52.6%
3 Hamilton 353]  51.8%| 363] 48.6%| 409] 48.0% 5 Montgomery | 127 121[06307%| 105 [1579)| Unknown zzH 26 <5 *
Tennessee 6,685| 45.3% 7,047 6,947| 44.2%)

Note: <5 = Events less than 5 but greater or equal to 1; 0 events reported if applicable; *Rates not reported for events <20.
Data source: Tennessee Web Interface Technology System (TN-WITS), Tennessee Department of Mental Health and Substance Abuse Services.
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Map 2.14. Number and percent of TDMHSAS funded treatment admissions with opioids identified as a substance of abuse
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FY 2012 FY 2013 FY 2014 FY 2012 FY 2013 FY 2014 FY 2012 FY 2013 FY 2014
M_H County # % # % # % MH Region County # % # % # % MH County # % # % # %
Region Region

1 Carter 61| 48.0% 62 55 41.7% 3 Jackson 8 * 17 * 20 57.1% 5 Moore <5 * 0 *| <5 *
1 Greene 215( 65.0% 110| 48.7%| 150 | 58.6% 3 Macon 14 * 10 * 19 * 5 Perry 9 * 6 *l 8 *
1 Hancock 22 13 * 17 * 3 Marion 19 * 11 * 26 47.3% 5 Robertson 31) 37.3% 19 *| 34 | 47.9%
1 Hawkins 86| 63.2% 66 57.9%| 116 - 3 McMinn 49| 68.1% 24| 32.0% 49 69.0% 5 Rutherford 100] 33.7% 84| 25.2%| 139 [ 36.9%
1 Johnson 29| 34.5% 11 * 19 b 3 Meigs <5 . 7 b 5 . 5 Stewart 8 * 5 * 6 *
1 Sullivan 340 49.8%| 178 33.7%| 328 | 45.7% 3 Overton 15 * 13 ) 5 Sumner 93| 38.0%|  71[ 28.2%| 96 | 43.8%
1 Unicoi 19 * 23| 60.5%| 18 * 3 Pickett 6 . <5 * 6 * 5 Trousdale <5 9 <5 *| <5 *
1 Washington 249 47.1% 131| 28.9%| 289 44.9% 3 Polk 19 * 5 * 7 * 5 Wayne 18 * <5 *| 10 *
2 Anderson 141 91| 55.5%| 140 3 Putnam 90| 55.2% 84| 48.6%| 127 65.5% 5 Williamson 27| 25.0% 15 *| 35 33.3%
2 Blount 160 213 250 3 Rhea 23- 14 * 25 67.6% 5 Wilson 56] 43.8% 30( 31.6%( 70 51.5%
2 Campbell 78 87 103 3 Sequatchie 7 * <5 s * 6 Benton aolliemy 12 [ 19 *
2 Claiborne 75 44 50 3 Smith 15 * 18 * 16 * 6 Carroll 22] 27.5% 17 * 32 43.8%
2 Cocke 69| 58.5% 54 33 3 Van Buren <5 . <5 * 10 * 6 Chester 17 * 12 *| 20 | 50.0%
2 Grainger 56 34 37 3 Warren 24| 37.5% 25| 30.9% 52 56.5% 6 Crockett 12 * 6 *| 15 *
2 Hamblen 175 105 182 3 White 32) 65.3% 34| 45.3% 66 6 Decatur <5 . <5 * 7 *
2 Jefferson 66| 61.1% 37| 59.7% 57 4 Davidson 324 19.1% 243( 13.7% 468 21.6% 6 Dyer 35| 32.4% 19 * 4 27.9%
2 Knox 774| 62.6% 534| 49.4%| 803 63.5% 5 Bedford 10 . 12 b 15 . 6 Fayette 12 . 9 *| 19 b
2 Loudon 38| 65.5% 40 69.0% 5 Cannon 11 * 13 * 14 * 6 Gibson 63] 32.3% 30( 20.1%| 50 24.6%
2 Monroe 34| 47.2% 40 50.0% 5 Cheatham 25| 64.1% 15 * 24 48.0% 6 Hardeman 33] 30.8% 12 ¥ 11 *
2 Morgan 15 * 31 5 Coffee 54| 32.5% 28| 17.9% 48 25.4% 6 Hardin 61] 64.2% 18 *| 53 51.0%
2 Roane 41 46 5 Dickson 26| 35.1% 29| 33.3% 32 45.7% 6 Haywood 10 . <5 11 *
2 Scott 20 26 5 Franklin 36( 33.0% 24| 36.4% 36 46.8% 6 Henderson 44] 44.0% 28| 28.9%| 36 [ 40.4%
2 Sevier 149] 55.8%| 98| 51.9%| 119 5 Giles 12 * 11 | 1a * 6 Henry 35| 44.9%| 21| 27.3%] 25 | 30.5%
2 Union 25 32H 36 5 Hickman 19 2 12 | 19 2 6 Lake 13 S 8 * 15 ¢
3 Bledsoe 8 b <5 * 7 * 5 Houston <5 . <5 © <5 * 6 Lauderdale 16 * 10 *| 34 | 30.4%
3 Bradley 52| 39.4% 21| 24.7% 31 33.0% 5 Humphreys 17 * 7 * 6 * 6 Madison 112] 24.0% 55[ 15.7%( 107 [ 20.7%
3 Clay 10 b 8 *l 21 52.5% 5 Lawrence 55| 56.1% 23| 35.9% 42 56.8% 6 McNairy 33| 60.0% 16 *| 38 | 59.4%
3 Cumberland 31| 48.4% 46| 47.4% 72 5 Lewis 20( 51.3% 11 * 22 48.9% 6 Obion 32] 26.0% 19 *| 30 30.6%
3 DeKalb 38 42| 55.3% 57 5 Lincoln 15 . 9 b 8 . 6 Tipton 25] 26.9% 13 *| 16 b
3 Fentress 41 41 50 5 Marshall 5 * 6 * 9 * 6 Weakley 14 * 8 *| 29 | 48.3%
3 Grundy 42 22| 56.4% 23 65.7% 5 Maury 42| 25.0% 25| 17.0% 62 30.4% 7 Shelby 314] 13.1% 160| 6.4%| 402 | 16.1%
3 Hamilton 256] 37.5%|  170[ 24.6%| 307 | 36.0%| 5 Montgomery 48] 28.2% 41] 22.3%] 81 [ 445% Unknown 15 |14 | <5 c

Tennessee 5,775| 39.1%| 3,912| 28.4%| 6,323| 40.2%

Note: <5 = Events less than 5 but greater or equal to 1; 0 events reported if applicable; *Rates not reported for events <20.
Data source: Tennessee Web Interface Technology System (TN-WITS), Tennessee Department of Mental Health and Substance Abuse Services.
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Map 2.15. Number and percent of TDMHSAS funded treatment admissions with methamphetamine identified as a substance of abuse
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FY 2012 FY 2013 FY 2014 FY 2012 FY 2013 FY 2014 FY 2012 FY 2013 FY 2014
Rel\gilj)n County # % # % # % MH Region County # % # % # % MH Region County # % # % # %
1 Carter 6 * 19 * 6 * 3 Jackson <5 * <5 * <5 * 5 Moore <5 * <5 * <5 *
1 Greene 8 . 17 . 28| 10.1% 3 Macon 7 . 12 b 10 * 5 Perry <5 b <5 . <5 *
1 Hancock <5 * <5 * <5 * 3 Marion 11 * 10 * 11 * 5 Robertson <5 * <5 S <5 w2
1 Hawkins 2 [ 25| 18a%| 16 * 3 McMinn 20[05%|  33|oe| 25| 325% 5 Rutherford 21| 8.9% 17 * 20| 5.6%
1 Johnson 17 * 29 31 3 Meigs <5 * <5 * 8 * 5 Stewart <5 * <5 * <5 *
1 Sullivan 43| 6.5% 65 9.5% 50[  7.9% 3 Overton <5 9 <5 * 8 * 5 Sumner 7 * 15 * 15 *
1 Unicoi <5 * 6 * 11 * 3 Pickett <5 * <5 * <5 * 5 Trousdale <5 * <5 * <5 *
1 Washington 15 . 29| 5.5% 34| 6.1% 3 Polk 5 . 18 b <5 . 5 Wayne 12 * 9 * 11 *
2 Anderson 27| 13.8% 30| 16.8% 38| 18.4% 3 Putnam 13 * 26| 16.0% 38( 20.1% 5 Williamson 7 * 7 * 6 *
2 Blount 14 * 13 * 27| 6.8% 3 Rhea <5 * 17 * 11 * 5 Wilson <5 * 6 * 10 *
2 Campbell 2| 226%  ss|lASA| 45| 317% 3 Sequatchie <5 * 5 S 2 6 Benton 16 * 25 12 *
2 Claiborne 10 [ 19 I * 3 Smith s+ <[ = I 6 Carroll 36 |30 43 27|1380%)|
2 Cocke <5 * <5 * 5 * 3 Van Buren <5 * <5 * <5 * 6 Chester 5 * 5 * <5 *
2 Grainger 15 * 9 * 9 * 3 Warren 35[09%|  26|/000%| 3¢ |adns| 6 Crockett 8 * 10 * 9 *
2 Hamblen 31| 11.7% 21 8.8% 12 * 3 White 15 * 13 * 23| 29.5% 6 Decatur 8 * 8 * 12 *
2 Jefferson 5 . 7 . 5 . 4 Davidson 34| 2.0% 76| 4.5% 62| 3.2% 6 Dyer 22| 18.8% 24| 22.2% 35| 26.3%
2 Knox 47 4.0% 45 3.6% 58 4.6% 5 Bedford 5 * 11 * 10 * 6 Fayette <5 * 6 * 9 *
2 Loudon 9 * 6 . <5 * 5 Cannon 5 . <5 * 17 * 6 Gibson 30( 17.1% 55| 28.2% 42| 24.0%
2 Monroe 4oi605%|  3c[MB00%| 29| 35.4% 5 Cheatham S S I 6 Hardeman < * 18 * 11 *
2 Morgan <5 | < 15 * 5 Coffee 24| 137%| 42| 253%| 37| 22.4% 6 Hardin 29| 31.9% 29| 30.5% 34 | Jan0%|
2 Roane 5 * 7 * 7 * 5 Dickson 7 * 17 * 17 * 6 Haywood <5 & <5 . <5 &
2 Scott 13 * 5 . <5 * 5 Franklin 19 * 31 28.4% 19 * 6 Henderson 30| 29.1% 30| 30.0% 27| 23.7%
2 Sevier <5 * 15 * 12 * 5 Giles 11 * 7 * 9 * 6 Henry 17 * 15 * 11 *
2 Union <5 9 <5 9 <5 * 5 Hickman 13 * 15 * 10 * 6 Lake 7 * 6 * 7 *
3 Bledsoe <5 * 5 * <5 * 5 Houston <5 * <5 * <5 * 6 Lauderdale 12 * 17 * 25| 28.4%
3 Bradley 46| 30.7% 38| 28.8% 36| 36.7% 5 Humphreys 12 . 14 b 7 . 6 Madison 49| 9.7% 56| 12.0% 45| 10.9%
3 Clay <5 < < * 5 Lawrence 40| 32.8%| 30| 306%| 27|50 6 McNairy 13 * f) * 18 *
3 Cumberland 17 | 13 [ 24| 235% 5 Lewis 23 ] A u| o+ 6 Obion 15 * 4115350 36| 28.6%
3 DeKalb 18 * 13 * 26| 32.9% 5 Lincoln 7 * <5 * <5 * 6 Tipton 11 * 7 * 9 *
3 Fentress 12 . 17 . 16 . 5 Marshall <5 . 5 b <5 . 6 Weakley 7 * 9 * 14 *
3 Grundy 15 * 16 * 12 * 5 Maury 32| 11.7% 28| 16.7% 23| 15.2% 7 Shelby 118| 4.9% 121 5.0% 118 4.3%
3 Hamilton 104| 17.0% 128| 18.8% 157| 20.7% 5 Montgomery 5 * 5 * 15 * Unknown <5 * <5 * 6 *
Tennessee 1,466( 10.1% 1,770| 12.0% 1,796| 11.6%

Note: <5 = Events less than 5 but greater or equal to 1; 0 events reported if applicable; *Rates not reported for events <20.
Data source: Tennessee Web Interface Technology System (TN-WITS), Tennessee Department of Mental Health and Substance Abuse Services.
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Map 2.16. Number and percent of TDMHSAS funded treatment admissions with heroin identified as a substance of abuse
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| Lowest 25% Values | Middle 50% Values _
FY 2012 FY 2013 FY 2014 FY 2012 FY 2013 FY 2014 FY 2012 FY 2013 FY 2014
ReMgi:n County # % # % # % MH Region County # % # % # % MH Region County # % # % # %
1 Carter <5 © <5 9 <5 b 3 Jackson 0 * 0 . <5 * 5 Moore 0 * 0 * 0 *
1 Greene <5 * <5 * 8 * 3 Macon 0 * <5 * <5 * 5 Perry 0 * 0 * 0 *
1 Hancock 0 * 0 * 0 * 3 Marion 0 * 0 * 0 * 5 Robertson <5 . <5 b <5 *
1 Hawkins <5 * <5 * <5 * 3 McMinn 0 * 0 * <5 * 5 Rutherford <5 * <5 * 7 *
1 Johnson <5 & <5 9 <5 b 3 Meigs 0 b 0 . <5 b 5 Stewart 0 * 0 * 0 *
1 Sullivan 11 * 14 * 13 * 3 Overton <5 * 0 * <5 * 5 Sumner 5 * 10 * 12 *
1 Unicoi 0 * 0 . <5 * 3 Pickett 0 * 0 * 0 * 5 Trousdale 0 * 0 * 0 *
1 Washington 8 * 10 * 5 * 3 Polk 0 * 0 * 0 * 5 Wayne 0 * 0 * 0 *
2 Anderson <5 © <5 9 <5 b 3 Putnam 0 * 0 . <5 b 5 Williamson <5 . 10 * 9 *
2 Blount <5 * 5 * 18 * 3 Rhea 0 * 0 * 0 * 5 Wilson <5 S <5 w2 <5 S
2 Campbell <5 & <5 . 5 b 3 Sequatchie 0 b 0 . <5 b 6 Benton 0 . 0 b <5 *
2 Claiborne <5 * <5 * 0 * 3 Smith <5 * <5 * <5 * 6 Carroll <5 * 0 * <5 *
2 Cocke <5 © <5 * 0 * 3 Van Buren 0 * 0 * 0 * 6 Chester 0 . <5 * 0 *
2 Grainger <5 i 0 K <5 i 3 Warren 0 i 0 K <5 i 6 Crockett 0 K <5 i <5 K
2 Hamblen <5 © <5 . 0 * 3 White 0 b 0 . <5 b 6 Decatur 0 * 0 b <5 *
2 Jefferson <5 w2 <5 S <5 w2 4 Davidson 40| 2.3% 60| 3.5% 110 5.6% 6 Dyer <5 S <5 w2 <5 S
2 Knox 21| 1.8% 24| 1.9% 48| 3.8% 5 Bedford <5 b 0 . 0 b 6 Fayette <5 . 5 b <5 *
2 Loudon <5 * <5 * <5 * 5 Cannon 0 * 0 * <5 * 6 Gibson <5 * <5 * <5 *
2 Monroe <5 © <5 . 0 * 5 Cheatham <5 * 5 . <5 b 6 Hardeman 0 * 0 b <5 *
2 Morgan 0 & <5 . <5 & 5 Coffee <5 * 0 e 0 * 6 Hardin 0 e <5 & <5 e
2 Roane 0 b <5 9 <5 b 5 Dickson <5 & <5 . 7 b 6 Haywood 0 . <5 b <5 *
2 Scott 0 * 0 * 0 * 5 Franklin <5 * 0 * 0 * 6 Henderson 0 * <5 * <5 *
2 Sevier <5 b 0 . <5 b 5 Giles 0 b <5 . 0 b 6 Henry 0 * 0 * 0 *
2 Union 0 * <5 * <5 * 5 Hickman 0 * 0 * <5 * 6 Lake 0 * 0 * 0 *
3 Bledsoe 0 * 0 * 0 * 5 Houston 0 * 0 * 0 * 6 Lauderdale 0 * 0 * 6 *
3 Bradley <5 * 0 . <5 & 5 Humphreys 0 * 0 * 0 * 6 Madison 10 * 9 * 25| 6.1%
3 Clay 0 b <5 . 0 b 5 Lawrence <5 b 0 . <5 b 6 McNairy 0 . 0 b <5 *
3 Cumberland <5 * <5 * <5 * 5 Lewis <5 * 0 * 0 * 6 Obion 0 * <5 * <5 *
3 DeKalb <5 & <5 9 <5 b 5 Lincoln 0 * 0 * 0 * 6 Tipton <5 . 7 b 5 *
3 Fentress <5 * <5 * <5 * 5 Marshall <5 * 0 * <5 * 6 Weakley 0 * 0 * 0 *
3 Grundy 0 b 0 . 0 b 5 Maury <5 b 0 . 5 b 7 Shelby 154 169 242
3 Hamilton 12 * 17 * 35| 4.6% 5 Montgomery <5 * <5 * 6 * Unknown 0 * 0 * 0 *
Tennessee 322| 2.22%|  409] 2.77%|  653] 4.20%)

Note: <5 = Events less than 5 but greater or equal to 1; 0 events reported if applicable; *Rates not reported for events <20.
Data source: Tennessee Web Interface Technology System (TN-WITS), Tennessee Department of Mental Health and Substance Abuse Services.
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Map 2.17. Number and percent of TDMHSAS funded treatment admissions with other illicit drugs as a substance of abuse
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FY 2012 FY 2013 FY 2014 FY 2012 FY 2013 FY 2014 FY 2012 FY 2013 FY 2014
Rel\gilj)n County # % # % # % MH Region County # % # % # % MH Region County # % # % # %
1 Carter 24| 23.3% 50 40.7% 30| 36.6% 3 Jackson <5 * <5 * 5 = 5 Moore <5 o <5 = <5 o
1 Greene 98| 26.9% 76| 23.8% 73| 32.3% 3 Macon 10 b 12 . 10 * 5 Perry 6 . <5 b <5 *
1 Hancock <5 * 7 * <5 i 3 Marion 9 * 11 * 10 * 5 Robertson 11 * 17 * 29| 39.7%
1 Hawkins 28| 19.7% 37| 28.5% 26| 22.8% 3 McMinn 37|52 27| 37.5% 29| 38.7% 5 Rutherford 71| 32.0% 110| 38.9% 133] 39.9%
1 Johnson 39 36| 43.4% 35 3 Meigs <5 * <5 * 5 * 5 Stewart <5 * <5 * <5 *
1 sullivan 253| 38.2%|  227| 34.2%|  187] 35.4% 3 Overton 6 * 5 * 9 * 5 Sumner 58| 24.3% 49 21.9% 58] 23.0%
1 Unicoi 15 * 13 * 9 * 3 Pickett 0 * <5 * <5 * 5 Trousdale 6 * <5 * 5 K
1 Washington 206| 39.5% 187| 35.8% 160( 35.3% 3 Polk 8 b 12 . <5 b 5 Wayne 10 . 13| 43.3% 13 *
2 Anderson 46| 23.8% 44] 25.0% 37| 22.6% 3 Putnam 36| 31.6% 28] 21.1% 38] 22.0% 5 Williamson 14 * 25] 25.0% 30] 28.3%
2 Blount 56| 26.9% 41] 19.1% 63| 18.5% 3 Rhea 5 * 13 * 16 * 5 Wilson 28| 28.9% 19 * 25| 26.3%
2 Campbell 23| 23.0% 20| 22.2% 25| 20.7% 3 Sequatchie <5 i 9 K <5 i 6 Benton 11 * 21| 38.2% 13 *
2 Claiborne 1 6 = 3 Smith 5|+ 5|+ D 6 Carroll 7 | 51 33H
2 Cocke 10 w2 12 * 10 * 3 Van Buren <5 * <5 e <5 w2 6 Chester 15 * 13 * 16 *
2 Grainger of [ <[+ 7 > 3 Warren 41[l586%| 31| 492%] 40 6 Crockett 21 31.8% 33| 49.3% 23] 46.9%
2 Hamblen 69| 26.2% 54] 23.4% 38] 22.0% 3 White 14 * 15 * 22| 29.3%| 6 Decatur 12 * 18 * 25
2 Jefferson 9 b 21| 22.8% 8 b 4 Davidson 599 43.9% 674| 45.3% 877 6 Dyer 51| 44.3% 51| 47.7% 69
2 Knox 261 23.3%|  257] 22.4%|  254[ 23.5% 5 Bedford 28] 37.8% 36 51 6 Fayette 16 * 19 * 24] 40.0%
2 Loudon 19 b 17 . 11 b 5 Cannon 7 & <5 . 19 b 6 Gibson 69| 39.9% 89| 46.6% 59 39.6%
2 Monroe solli2e| 41|56l 31[43.1% 5 Cheatham s ¢ 5|+ D 6 Hardeman 20| 37.0% 47| 44.8% 19 *
2 Morgan 2 I S 6 = 5 Coffee 90H 85 81 6 Hardin 29| 40.3% 27| 31.4% 35
2 Roane 8 = of = of = 5 Dickson 23] 303%|  30[423%  29[33.3% 6 Haywood 26 |N6304%)| 28 |15610%| 23
2 Scott 10 b 7 & <5 b 5 Franklin 35| 37.6% 43| 41.7% 26| 39.4% 6 Henderson 38| 37.3% 47| 47.0% 34| 35.1%
2 Sevier 21] 11.4% 44] 18.7% 44] 23.3% 5 Giles 24H 21] 37.5% 16 * 6 Henry 41] 47.1% 32| 42.7% 35| 45.5%
2 Union <5 & <5 9 <5 b 5 Hickman 18 b 18 . 14 b 6 Lake 12 . 15 b 11 .
3 Bledsoe <5 * <5 * <5 * 5 Houston 0 * <5 * <5 * 6 Lauderdale AQH 45H AZH
3 Bradley 755000 61| 47.3%| 35| 41.2% 5 Humphreys o > 7+ SGH 6 Madison 206] 41.0%]  203| 44.6%|  127] 36.3%
3 Clay <5 * <5 * <5 * 5 Lawrence 46| 41.4% 39| 42.4% 26| 40.6% 6 McNairy 12 * 16 * 16 *
3 Cumberland 16 * 18 * 22| 22.7% 5 Lewis 17 * 16 * 11 * 6 Obion 27 63 56
3 DeKalb 20[ 29.0% 11 * 23] 30.3% 5 Lincoln 15 * 8 * 20 6 Tipton 26 37.1% 19 * 23] 30.7%
3 Fentress 8 b 8 . 5 b 5 Marshall 16 b 8 . 5 6 Weakley 10 . 15 b 23
3 Grundy 12 * 7 * 10 * 5 Maury 106] 45.9% 33H 72 7 Shelby 1,093 1,113H 1,270
3 Hamilton 245] 42.0%|  261] 39.1%| 272 39.3% 5 Montgomery 39] 25.3% 55 33.1% 63| 34.2% Unknown 23] 32.4% 8 * 12 *
Tennessee |  4,982] 36.9%| 5,125| 37.3%| 5,324 38.6%]

Note: <5 = Events less than 5 but greater or equal to 1; 0 events reported if applicable; *Rates not reported for events <20.
Data source: Tennessee Web Interface Technology System (TN-WITS), Tennessee Department of Mental Health and Substance Abuse Services.
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Map 2.18. Number of drug related arrests for adults age 18 and over and arrests as a percent of the county population older than age 18
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Re':i:n County # % # % # % MH Region County # % # % MH Region County # % # % # %

1 Carter 80| 0.17% 112| 0.24% 187 0.41% 3 Jackson 81| 0.87% 98 5 Moore 13 . 18 o 8 .
1 Greene 150/ 0.28%|  195| 0.36%|  192| 0.35% 3 Macon 107| 0.26%|  133| 0.80%|  133] 0.80% 5 Perry 0] 0.65% 28] 0.46%| 101
1 Hancock 37| loa%|  7s|DidiAl 39| 0.73% 3 Marion 131] 0.79%|  136] 0.62%|  127] 0.58% 5 Robertson 149] 0.30%| 217 0.44%| _ 335| 0.68%|
1 Hawkins 103) 0.23%| 89| 0.20%|  176] 0.40% 3 McMinn 534 461 523 5 Rutherford | 1,334] 0.69%|  2,023] 1.04%| 2,180
1 Johnson 60| 0.40%| 74| 0.50%|  109] 0.73% 3 Meigs 120 168 116 5 Stewart 15 * 13 * 29| 0.28%
1 Sullivan 1,234] 099%| 1,217| 0.98%| 1,271 1.02% 3 Overton 132| 0.78%|  102| 0.60%|  125| 0.74% 5 Sumner 1,163] 0.97%| 1,094 091%| 1,212| 1.01%
1 Unicoi 97| 0.66%| 128 0.88%| 75| 051% 3 Pickett 30] 0.73% 6 *[ 26] 0.63% 5 Trousdale 9 * 5 * 17 *
1 Washington | 707[ 0.72% 1,070H 972] 0.99% 3 Polk zon 181H 145 5 Wayne 103] 0.75%| 11| B0 89| 0.65%
2 Anderson 491 0.84% 287| 0.49% 3 Putnam 389 0.69% 535/ 0.94% 613 5 Williamson 550| 0.42% 579 0.45% 846| 0.65%
2 Blount 410] 0.43%| _ 388] 0.41% 3 Rhea 245 1.01%|  239| 0.98%| 312 5 Wilson 740] 0.87%| _ 780| 0.01%|  838| 0.98%
2 Campbell 513 354 3 Sequatchie 89| 0.82% 90 0.83% 54| 0.50% 6 Benton 112| 0.85% 137] 1.05% 86| 0.66%
2 Claiborne 257] 1.01%]  219] 0.86% 3 Smith 57] 0.39% 65] 0.45%| 114 0.78% 6 Carroll 156] 0.70% 168] 0.75% 192] 0.86%
2 Cocke 298 256] 0.91% 3 Van Buren 46H 37| 084%| 33| 075% 6 Chester 43] 0.33% 62| 0.47% 91| 0.69%
2 Grainger 50| 0.28%| 32| 0.18%| 56| 0.32% 3 Warren 307] 1.02%|  299| 0.99%|  241] 0.80% 6 Crockett 24] 0.22% 68| 0.62% 51] 0.46%
2 Hamblen 471] 0.99%|  414[ 0.87%| 517 3 White 133/ 0.66%| 78] 0.39%|  120] 0.60% 6 Decatur 35] 0.38% 28] 0.30% 27] 0.29%
2 Jefferson 386] 0.96%|  362[ 0.90%| 329] 0.82% 4 Davidson 9,179H 12,090 |27 13,071 6 Dyer 327 |FA%|  sao|llEH| 376
2 Knox 2,609 0.77%| 2,527| 0.75%| 2,776] 0.82% 5 Bedford 69] 021%| 72| 0.22%|  116] 0.35% 6 Fayette 92| 0.31%|  112] 0.38%|  121] 0.41%
2 Loudon 237] 061%|  194| 050%| 211 0.55% 5 Cannon 96/ 0.90%| 55| 051%| 74| 0.69% 6 Gibson 194| 052%|  190] 0.51%|  225| 0.60%
2 Monroe 136] 0.40%| _ 139] 0.40%|  159] 0.46% 5 Cheatham 173/ 0.59%| _ 156] 0.53%|  105| 0.36% 6 Hardeman 135 0.63%|  169] 0.79%|  116] 0.54%
2 Morgan 114| 0.66%| 152 0.88%|  120| 0.69% 5 Coffee 678 |J0%| 891 734 6 Hardin 167| 0.82% 170] 0.83% 179] 0.88%
2 Roane 244] 0.57%| _ 389] 0.91%|  448] 1.04% 5 Dickson 182] 0.49%| _ 159] 0.43%| 186 0.50% 6 Haywood 30] 0.21% 62| 0.44%|  111] 0.79%
2 Scott 212 |J008%  172] 1.08%| 226 5 Franklin 311] 097%|  287| 0.89%|  342| 1.07% 6 Henderson 194| 092%|  184] 0.88%| 258
2 Sevier 503] 0.72%|  370] 0.53%| 52| 0.65% 5 Giles 113] 049%|  135] 0.50%|  159] 0.69% 6 Henry zssH 309H 231] 0.91%
2 Union 81| 0.56%| 77| 0.53%| 113] 0.78% 5 Hickman 145| 0.76%|  114| 0.60%|  166| 0.87% 6 Lake 54| 0.83% 53] 0.81% 51| 0.78%
3 Bledsoe 52| 0.51% 53| 0.52% 44| 0.44% 5 Houston 44| 0.68% 12 . 7 o 6 Lauderdale 78| 0.37% 96| 0.46% 135| 0.64%
3 Bradley 637] 0.84%| 596| 0.78%| 516 0.68% 5 Humphreys 199 115 0.81%|  143| 1.00% 6 Madison 703 798
3 Clay 76 70 59] 0.95% 5 Lawrence 325 433 )05 373 |02a%a) 6 McNairy 94| 0.15%| 210
3 Cumberland 261] 1.02%| 484 392| 0.86% 5 Lewis 97 59] 0.64% 92| 0.99% 6 Obion 39] 0.36% 90| 0.37%
3 DeKalb 158 140] 0.97%| 206 5 Lincoln 130/ 0.51%| 95| 0.37%|  203| 0.79% 6 Tipton 316] 0.71%|  284] 0.64%
3 Fentress 131] 0.95%| 156 98] 0.71%] 5 Marshall 50| 0.08%| 83| 0.36%|  140] 0.61% 6 Weakley 154 055%|  189] 0.68%
3 Grundy 48] 0.46%| 136 130 5 Maury 741 754 614] 1.00% 7 Shelby 7,231H 8,486H
3 Hamilton | 1,477] 0.56%| 1,585] 0.60%| 2,316 0.88% 5 Montgomery | 1,412 2,357 2519 [12103%| Tennessee | 48,518| 1.00%| 50,593 1.04%

Note: <5 = Events less than 5 but greater or equal to 1; 0 events reported if applicable; *Rates not reported for events <20.
Definition: Percentages computed using county population over age 18.
Data source: Tennessee Incident Based Reporting System; the American Community Survey; and the 2010 Census, United States Census Bureau.
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Map 2.19. Number of TDMHSAS funded substance abuse co-occurring capable treatment sites
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Data source: Tennessee Web Interface Technology System (TN-WITS), Tennessee Department of Mental Health and Substance Abuse Services, Division of Substance Abuse Services.
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Map 2.20. Number of TDMHSAS funded substance abuse co-occurring enhanced treatment sites
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| Lowest 25% Values | Middle 50% Values _

FY 2011] FY 2012 ] FY 2013 | FY 2014
MH County Number| Number| Number] Number
Region
1 Carter 1 4 2 2
1 Greene 1 1 1 0
1 Hancock 1 3 3 4
1 Hawkins 1 B B 4
1 Johnson 1 4 4 3
1 Sullivan 4
1 Unicoi i 3[4 3
1 Washington 6
2 Anderson 0 0 0 i
2 Hamblen 2 1 1 0
2 Knox 5 0
2 Morgan 0 0 0 3
3 Hamilton 0 0 0 i
3 McMinn 0 0 6 5
3 Putnam 0 0 10 10,
4 Davidson 1 S B B
5 Rutherford 0 0 4 2
5 Sumner 0 0 0 1
5 Wilson 0 0 2 2
6 Dyer 0 3 0 0
6 Gibson 1 1 1 1
6 Madison 1 6 7H
Tennessee 26 79 92 87

Data source:

Tennessee Web Interface Technology System (TN-WITS), Tennessee Department of Mental Health and Substance Abuse Services, Division of Substance Abuse Services.
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Map 2.21. Number of TDMHSAS funded substance abuse addictions recovery program sites
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FY 2011 FY 2012 FY 2013 FY 2014 FY 2011 FY 2012 FY 2013 FY 2014
M_H County Number Number Number Number M_H County Number Number Number Number
Region Region
1 Hawkins 0 1 1 0 5 Humphreys 0 1 1 1
1 Sullivan 1 1 1 1 5 Lewis 2 1 1 1
1 Washington 0 1 1 1 5 Marshall 0 1 1 1
2 Anderson 1 1 2 1 5 Maury 2 2 2 2
2 Claiborne 0 1 0 0 5 Montgomery| 1 1 0 0
2 Cocke 2 3 0 0 5 Robertson 2 2 2 2
2 Hamblen 0 1 1 0 5 Rutherford 1 1 2 1
2 Jefferson 0 1 1 0 5 Sumner 1 1 0 0
2 Knox 4 4 4 4 5 Trousdale 1 1 0 0
2 Monroe 1 1 1 1 5 Wilson 2 1 1 2
2 Morgan 1 6 Dyer 2 2 2 2
3 Bradley 1 1 1 1 6 Hardin 3 2 3 2
3 Hamilton B 2 1 1 6 Madison 2 1 2 3
3 Macon 1 0 0 0 7 Shelby
3 Mcminn 1 1 1 1 Tennessee 91 91 92 90
3 Putnam 1 2 2 2
4 Davidson
5 Bedford 1 1 2 2

Data source:

Tennessee Web Interface Technology System (TN-WITS), Tennessee Department of Mental Health and Substance Abuse Services.
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Map 2.22. Licensed bed capacity of mental health adult supportive residential sites
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1 Washington 8 16 20
2 Knox 12 15 15
2 Sevier 0 0 7
3 Grundy 10 10 10
3 [ Hamiton 16 [ Ga |
3 Macon 0 8 8
3 McMinn 8 8 8
3 Putnam 20 20 20
3 Rhea 0 0 8
3 Warren 8 16
4 Davidson
5 Bedford 15 15 15
5 Coffee 8 8 8
5 Hickman 4 4 4
5 Maury 16 16 8
5 Montgomery 8 8 8
5 Rutherford 4 10 10
5 Sumner 10 10 20
5 Wilson
6 Carroll 16 16
6 Dyer 4 4 4
6 Fayette 8 8 8
6 Lauderdale 6 6 6
6 Obion 18 18 18
6 Weakley 16 16 16
7 Shelby

Tennessee 469 520 557

Data source:

Licensure database, Tennessee Department of Mental Health and Substance Abuse Services.
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Tipton

Fayette

Map 2.23. Licensed bed capacity of mental health adult supportive living sites
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Re':i:n County Bed Capacity Bed Capacity Bed Capacity MH Region County Bed Capacity Bed Capacity Bed Capacity
1 Carter 3 3 3 5 Houston 15 15 15
1 Greene 18 18 18 5 Humphreys 14 14 14
1 Hancock 8 0 0 5 Lawrence 16 16 16
1 Hawkins 8 8 8 5 Lincoln 15 15 15
1 Sullivan 30 30 30 5 Maury 5 5
1 Washington 11 21 21 5 Montgomery
2 Anderson 30 30 30 5 Rutherford
2 Blount 24 16 16 5 Sumner
2 Claiborne 11 11 0 5 Williamson
2 Hamblen 11 11 0 5 Wilson
2 Jefferson 32 6 Benton
2 Knox 6 Carroll
2 Monroe 25 25 25 6 Dyer
3 Bledsoe 10 10 10 6 Gibson
3 Bradley 16 16 16 6 Hardeman
3 Clay 15 15 15 6 Henry
3 DeKalb 8 0 0 6 Madison
3 Macon 0 3 0 Tennessee
3 Marion 10 10 10
3 McMinn 7 7 0
3 Overton 16 16 16
3 Putnam 18 18 13
3 Rhea 0 0 8
3 Warren
3 white | g 8 g
4 Davidson
5 Bedford
5 Cannon 22 22 28
5 Coffee 0 24 24
5 Dickson 5 5 5
5 Franklin 10 10 10

Data source: Licensure database, Tennessee Department of Mental Health and Substance Abuse Services.
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Map 2.24. Licensed bed capacity of A&D halfway house sites
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Data source:
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Map 2.25. Number of licensed mental health psychosocial rehabilitation program sites
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Map 2.26. Licensed bed capacity of mental health adult residential sites
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As of 7/20/2012 | As of 7/1/2013 | As of 7/1/2014
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Region County Bed Capacity Bed Capacity Bed Capacity
1 Washington 2 0 0
2 Anderson 4 2 2
2 Blount
2 Sevier
3 Hamilton 12 12 12
3 Rhea 0 0 16
3 Warren 24 24 24
4 Davidson 8 16 16
5 Dickson 0 0 26
5 Hickman 0 4 5
5 Humphreys 0 0 24
5 Sumner 15 20 25
5 Wilson 3 0 0
6 Obion 8 8 8
6 Madison 0 0 10
6 Weakley 8 8 8
7 Shelby
Tennessee 204 214 311

Data source:

Licensure database, Tennessee Department of Mental Health and Substance Abuse Services.
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Map 2.27. A&D residential rehabilitation treatment licensed bed capacity
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1 Sullivan 39 39 39
1 Washington 22 22 22
2 Cocke 10 0 0
2 Knox 20 40 40
2 Sevier 36 36 42
3 Hamilton
3 Putnam
4 Davidson
5 Bedford
5 Cheatham 0 8 0
5 Dickson
5 Hickman | 4] 4] 9
5 Lewis 50
5 Marshall 13 13 6
5 Maury 32 32 32
5 Montgomery 5] 5 0|
5 Rutherford 0 0 8
5 Trousdale 25 25 18
5 Wilson 3 0 0
6 Gibson 12 12 0|
6 Madison 52 52 55
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Data source: Licensure database, Tennessee Department of Mental Health and Substance Abuse Services.
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Map 2.28. Estimated percent of adults that report smoking at least 100 cigarettes and that they currently smoke
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| Lowest 25% Values
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CY 2010 CY 2011 CY 2012 CY 2010 CY 2011 CY 2012
Mﬂ iy Percent of Rank Percent of Rank Percent of Rank MH Region @y Percent of Rank Percent of Rank Percent of Rank
|_Region Sample Sample Sample Sample Sample Sample
1 Carter 29.3% 28.1% 39 30.6% 3 Jackson N/Al N/A N/Al N/A N/Al N/A
1 Greene 28.9% 33.3% | DNNNSH|  30.3% 3 Macon N/Al N/A N/Al N/A N/Al N/A
1 Hancock N/A N/A N/A N/A 3 Marion 28.6%| 39 25.1%| 26 23.1%| 24
1 Hawkins 27.8% 25.2% 27 23.5% 3 McMinn 26.1%| 29 231%| 19 20.6%| 14
1 Johnson N/A 26.6% 34 26.1% 3 Meigs N/Al N/A N/Al N/A N/Al N/A
1 Sullivan 24.4% 23.7% 2|  235% 3 Overton N/Al N/A N/A|_N/A| 31.6%| 60|
1 Unicoi 16.0% 2 20.8% 11 20.6% 3 Pickett N/Al N/A N/Al N/A N/Al N/A
1 Washington 28.6% 40 27.3% 35 27.5% 3 Polk N/AlN/A N/AlN/A N/Al N/A
2 Anderson 23.8% 18 23.1% 19 24.4% 3 Putnam 243%| 20 2.7%| 18 18.4% 4
2 Blount 26.3% 31 26.1% 33 25.8% 3 Rhea 24.6%| 22 22.5%| 17 20.8%| 16
2 Campbell 27.2% 35 29.6% N/A 3 Sequatchie N/Al N/A N/Al N/A N/Al N/A
2 Claiborne 20.4% 7 N/A N/A N/A 3 Smith N/Al N/A N/Al N/A N/Al N/A
2 Cocke 26.5% 32 25.9% 32 22.5% 3 Van Buren N/Al N/A N/Al N/A N/Al N/A
2 Grainger N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A 3 Warren 28.9% 25.6%| 30 23.6%| 27
2 Hamblen 27.2% 34 28.3% 41 26.1% 3 White N/Al N/A 31.1% 27.5%| 45
2 Jefferson 40.2% | GG 37.8%H 30.4% 4 Davidson 207%] o 204%| o 195%] 9
2 Knox 22.2% 13 20.9% 13 20.1% 5 Bedford N/Al N/A N/Al N/A N/Al N/A
2 Loudon 24.7% 23 25.5% 28 24.3% 5 Cannon N/AlN/A N/Al N/A N/AlN/A
2 Monroe N/A N/A 37.5% 36.7% 5 Cheatham N/Al N/A N/Al N/A 26.9%| 42
2 Morgan N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A 5 Coffee 25.7%| 24 23.8%| 23 24.1%| _ 30]
2 Roane 20.4% 7 18.2% 3 17.7% 5 Dickson 32.9% 283%| 41 29.7%
2 Scott N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A 5 Franklin 30.7% 27.8%| 37 27.3%| 44
2 Sevier 26.5% 33 24.3% 25 26.4% 5 Giles 25.9%| 28 27.8%| 37 27.6%| 47
2 Union N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A 5 Hickman N/AlN/A N/AlN/A N/Al N/A
3 Bledsoe N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A 5 Houston N/Al N/A N/AlN/A N/AlN/A
3 Bradley 21.6% 11 20.6% 10 24.2% 5 Humphreys N/A[  N/A N/A[  N/A N/A[  N/A
3 Clay N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A 5 Lawrence 29.4% 30.7% 30.1%
3 Cumberland 22.8% 14 20.8% 11 20.5% 5 Lewis N/A| - N/A N/A N/A
3 DeKalb 20.3% 6 21.3% 14 24.7% 5 Lincoln 34.8% 31.0% 30.5%
3 Fentress N/A N/A N/A N/A 26.3% 5 Marshall 28.1% 38 30.5% 28.7%
3 Grundy N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A 5 Maury 27.3%| 36 27.5%| 36 26.2%| 39
3 Hamilton 20.3% 5 19.5% 6 18.0% 3 5 Montgomery 28.8%| 41 28.7%| 43| 29.2%

Data source:

Behavioral Risk Factor Surveillance System (BRFSS) compiled by County Health Rankings and Roadmaps program for display.

November 2014

Tennessee Department of Mental Health and Substance Abuse Services
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CY 2010 CY 2011 CY 2012
MH Region iy Percent of Rank Percent of Rank Percent of Rank
Sample Sample Sample
5 Moore N/A|  N/A N/A|  N/A N/A|  N/A
5 Perry N/A|  N/A N/A|  N/A N/A| N/A
5 Robertson 25.8%| 26 23.5%| 21 209%| 17
5 Rutherford 23.6%| 17 21.4%| 15 19.5% 9
5 Stewart N/A|  N/A N/A|  N/A N/A|  N/A
5 Sumner 25.7%| 25 24.2%| 24 21.0%| 18
5 Trousdale N/A| N/A N/A| N/A N/A| N/A
5 Wayne 21.8%| 12 17.1% 2 19.4% 8
5 Williamson 14.9% 1 15.3% 1 13.9% 1
5 Wilson 30.6%|0NAA  32.%|0NSa]  30.9%
6 Benton N/A|  N/A N/A|  N/A 30.0%
6 Carroll 26.1%| 30 25.6%| 30 24.0%| 29
6 Chester N/A|  N/A N/A|  N/A 24.7%| 34
6 Crockett N/A|  N/A N/A|  N/A N/A|  N/A
6 Decatur N/A|  N/A N/A|  N/A 22.1%| 19
6 Dyer 32.9% 33.2% 31.7%
6 Fayette 23.6% 19.7% 19.8%
6 Gibson 36.3% 35.6% 34.6%
6 Hardeman N/A| N/A N/A| N/A N/A| N/A
6 Hardin 25.9%| 27 19.3% 5 223%| 20
6 Haywood 18.9% 3 N/A|  N/A 18.5% 5
6 Henderson 31.5%H 31.3%H 28.1%| 48
6 Henry 24.0% 21.7%| 16 22.6%| 22
6 Lake N/A|  N/A N/A|  N/A N/A|  N/A
6 Lauderdale 38.1% 37.6% 35.4%
6 Madison 19.5% 18.9% 4 19.0% 7
6 McNairy 0.0% 28.1%| 39 22.9%| 23
6 Obion 29.8% 28.8% 27.1%| 43
6 Tipton 35.7% 30.6% 28.5%
6 Weakley 22.8%| 15 25.5%| 28 23.9%| 28
7 Shelby 21.6%| 10 20.1% 8 18.9% 6
T 25.1% 24.3% 23.5%
50 of 52



Map 2.29. Estimated percent of adults reporting excessive or binge drinking in the last 30 days
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Region Sample Sample Sample Sample Sample Sample Sample Sample Sample
arter .8% .9% b ackson oore

1 C: 3.8% 12 3.9% 15 5.2% 24 3 Jack N/A| N/A N/A| N/A N/A| N/A 5 M N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A
1 Greene 4.7% 18 5.0% 25 3.9% 10 3 Macon 9.0% 54 8.8% 53 8.6% 53 5 Perry N/A N/A 1.3% 5 1.2% 3
1 Hancock N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A 3 Marion 3.3% 7 3.4% 12 7.8% 43 5 Robertson 5.0% 7.0%

1 Hawkins 6.9% 41 6.1% 33 6.0% 29 3 McMinn 4.5% 16 5.3% 28 5.3% 25 5 Rutherford 8.2%

1 Johnson 2.3% 3 3.8% 14 4.3% 17 3 Meigs 63 N/A| N/A 87 5 Stewart 3.8%

1 Sullivan 66 73 3 Overton 4.3% 14 6.1% 33 5.1% 23 5 Sumner

1 Unicoi 2.3% 8% 7 3 Pickett N/A| N/A N/A| N/A N/A| N/A 5 Trousdale

1 Washington 8.2% 34 3 Polk 8.2% 49 8.9% 54 8.8% 57 5 Wayne

2 Anderson 7.6% 68 3 Putnam 5.7% 28 4.7% 22 4.1% 12 5 Williamson

2 Blount 6.6% 33 8.3% 45 8.3% 48] 3 Rhea 9.0%| 55 70| 5 Wilson

2 Campbell 0.9% 1 0.7% 1 0.7% 1 3 Sequatchie 8.9%| 52 79 6 Benton

2 Claiborne 4.7% 19 4.2% 17 8.3% 48! 3 Smith 5.0% 22 5.2% 27 6.0% 29 6 Carroll

2 Cocke 5.5% 27 4.1% 16 4.0% 11 3 Van Buren N/A| N/A N/A| N/A N/A| N/A 6 Chester

2 Grainger 3.9% 13 1.2% 4 4.2% 13 3 Warren 3.1% 6 2.5% 6 2.7% 5 6 Crockett

2 Hamblen 6.8% 36 8.7% 51 8.9% 58 3 White 4.6% 17 4.5% 21 4.3% 17 6 Decatur

2 Jefferson 59 60 7.8% 43 4 Davidson 71 77 78 6 Dyer

2 Knox 70 72 5 Bedford 81%| 46 8.6%| 47 7.5%| a1 6 Fayette

2 Loudon 64 71 5 Cannon 6.8%| 35 8.6%| 47 9.0%] 59 6 Gibson

2 Monroe 8.3% 50 7.6% 41 8.2% 46, 5 Cheatham 7.2% 42 5.5% 29 6.2% 32 6 Hardeman

2 Morgan 5.0% 23 5.8% 30 4.4% 19 5 Coffee 8.2% 48 8.6% 47 8.4% 51 6 Hardin

2 Roane 3.5% 10 4.7% 22 4.2% 13 5 Dickson 48 6 Haywood

2 Scott N/A N/A N/A N/A 6.1% 31 5 Franklin 83 6 Henderson

2 Sevier 6.7% 34 8.9% 54 9.2% 62 5 Giles 69 6 Henry

2 Union N/A N/A 1.1% 3 1.0% 2 5 Hickman N/A| N/A N/A|  N/A N/A| N/A 6 Lake

3 Bledsoe N/A N/A 7.2% 38 5.8% 28 5 Houston N/A| N/A N/A| N/A N/A| N/A 6 Lauderdale

3 Bradley 5.1% 25 6.1% 33 6.7% 39 5 Humphreys 3.4% 9 3.0% 10 4.2% 13 6 Madison 6.8% 38 8.3% 45 7.5% 41!
3 Clay N/A N/A 3.2% 11 2.8% 6 5 Lawrence 3.3% 8 4.3% 18 5.6% 27 6 McNairy 9.2% 56 8.1% 44 7.8% 43
3 Cumberland 4.8% 20 5.1% 26 5.3% 25 5 Lewis N/A|  N/A 0.9% 2 2.0% 4 6 Obion 6.8% 36 8.7% 51 8.4% 51
3 DeKalb | DNNARI0%| 73 67 6.3% 34 5 Lincoln 63%| 31 7.2%| 38 86% 53 6 Tipton

3 Fentress 4.8% 21 5.9% 31 4.6% 21 5 Marshall 8.7% 51 6.9% 37 9.4% 63 6 Weakley

3 Grundy 2.7% 4 2.8% 7 4.5% 20, 5 Maury 6.9% 40 8.6% 47 67 7 Shelby

3 Hamilton 6.9% 39 9.1% 56 9.4% 63 5 Montgomery 85 T,

Data source: Behavioral Risk Factor Surveillance System (BRFSS) compiled by County Health Rankings and Roadmaps program for display.
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Map 2.30. Estimated number of adults reporting mentally unhealthy days in the last 30 days
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D TDMHSAS Regions

|18-30

31-44

57
| Lowest 25% Values | Middle 50% Values
CY 2010 CY2011 CY 2012 CY 2010 CY2011 CY 2012 CY 2010 CY2011 CY 2012
MH @y Sample [ Unhealthy | Sample | Unhealthy | Sample | Unhealthy MH County Sample | Unhealthy | Sample | Unhealthy | Sample | Unhealthy MH @y Sample | Unhealthy | Sample | Unhealthy | Sample | Unhealthy
Region size days size days size days Region size days size days size days Region size days size days size days
1 Carter 285 347 23| 400 [DNAS| 3 Jackson 81 104 113 3.9 5 Moore N/A N/A| N/A N/A|  N/A N/A
1 Greene 366 36 428 34| 464 41 3 Macon 81 42 102 122 H 5 Perry N/A AR 60
1 Hancock N/A N/A| 50 25 61 3.1 3 Marion 161 35| 206 33| 236 2.9 5 | Robertson 153 27| 175 26| 175 2.8
1 Hawkins 306 36] 370 37| 439 3.8 3 McMinn 246 42| 312 41| 354 4.2 5 | Rutherford [ 437 34| 509 32 52 3.1
1 Johnson 114 27| 140 24 1n2 25 3 Meigs 74 SR 86 9 5 | stewart 275 34 232 27 280 2.0
1 sullivan 1,513 36] 1,871 37| 2247 3.9 3 Overton 113 34 133 34 151 3.9 5 Sumner 334 38 388 37| 395 35
1 Unicoi 81 37| 104 39 125 A 3 Pickett N/A N/A| N/A N/A| N/A N/A 5 | Trousdale N/A N/A| N/A N/A| N/A N/A
1| Washington 664 37| 787 38| 87 3.9 3 Polk 94 41| 116 134 5 Wayne 77 106 34
2 Anderson 206 3.4] 245 35 252 3.4 3 Putnam 278 3.0 351 389 2.8 5 | williamson | 361 15| 432 19| 430 1.8
2 Blount 324 29| 386 3 Rhea 147 |G| 184 213 42 5 Wilson 237 35 284 40| 281 38
2 Campbell 132 a8 155 3 | sequatchie 66 38| 76 40 84 37 6 Benton 109 27] 143 31] 164 2.9
2 Claiborne 80 29] 99 3 Smith 83 32 102 38 104 4.2 6 carroll 201 252 275 3.8
2 Cocke 115 39| 139 3 Van Buren N/A N/A 51 2.8 54 3.4 6 Chester 111 27| 140 27| 161 2.8
2 Grainger 58 23] 68 3 Warren 179 NS0 221 [INAS| 276 [NAE| 6 | Crockett 70 43 = 42| @ 42
2 Hamblen 144 33| 178 3 White 129 43] 163 39 189 3.2 6 Decatur 83 24 111 33| 129 2.7
2 Jefferson 155 40| 184 41| 19 4 Davidson | 2,253 3.0] 2688 29| 2,867 2.9 6 Dyer 203 27| 260 31 281 3.0
2 Knox 1,697 3.2| 2,048 31| 2,033 5 Bedford 155 29 185 31| 205 3.0 6 Fayette 160 27| 218 23] 238 25
2 Loudon 145 [NGER| 174 183 5 Cannon 78 19 o8 27| 101 3.0 6 Gibson 255 40 329 39| 315 40
2 Monroe 126 34| 155 37| 169 5 Cheatham 103 28] 127 40 130 3.8 6 | Hardeman 141 183 212 3.9
2 Morgan 62 27 70 25| 75 28 5 Coffee 236 32| 285 38| 315 [NNNAS| 6 Hardin 184 28] 224 3.0 255 35
2 Roane 151 29 197 29| 215 5 Dickson 134 40 162 40 171 4.1 6 Haywood 109 18] 143 20 162 26
2 Scott 57 S| e 5 Franklin 220 27| 246 29 275 31 6 | Henderson | 176 34| o3 33| 34
2 Sevier 246 3.1 295 5 Giles 143 32| 178 35| 193 3.8 6 Henry 212 33| 263 32| 305 4.1
2 Union 52 37] 59 5 Hickman 106 130 141 3.9 6 Lake N/A N/A| N/A N/A 50 3.1
3 Bledsoe 65 29| ma 5 Houston N/A N/A|  N/A N/A|  N/A N/A 6 | Lauderdale | 177 34| 215 36| 248 3.8
3 Bradley 460 3.7 558 5 Humphreys 53 63 69 6 Madison 1,317 2.8| 1,704 2.9| 2,031 2.8
3 Clay N/A N/A 55 5 Lawrence 186 238 268 6 McNairy 159 37| 208 3.8 225 3.8
3 | Cumberland 285 37| 360 5 Lewis 58 70 74 6 Obion 218 40| 278 36] 307 35
3 DeKalb 92 31| 116 5 Lincoln 149 36| 184 3.4 206 3.8 6 Tipton 284 26| 361 28] 410 3.0
3 Fentress 90 4.3 109 5 Marshall 121 3.4 151 3.4 176 3.1 6 Weakley 194 4.0 247 3.8 276 2.9
3 Grundy 82 97 116 5 Maury 319 22| 393 25 434 24 7 Shelby 1,876 29| 2,250 2.9 2,306 2.8
3 Hamilton | 1,847 31| 2282 31| 2,523 3.0 5 | Montgomery | 722 34| 774 34| 732 3.1 Tennessee | 25,181 3.3 | 30,691 3.4 33,822 3.4
Data source: Behavioral Risk Factor Surveillance System (BRFSS) compiled by County Health Rankings and Roadmaps program.
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