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Job Trends
Second Quarter 2000 to Second Quarter 2008*

262,838 Full-Time Equivalent Jobs Loss, -4.8%
Source: ODJFS QCEW ES-202
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* Second Quarter statistics are pre-credit collapse of August, 2008.
Analyses source: George Zeller



Employment loss is approximately 314,000 job
losses, full- & part-time

County Trends in Employment From All Trades

Ohio, 2001 - 2008 : F
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Real Earnings Trend
Thousands of $, June 2008 Dollars, CPI Deflator
Second Quarter 2000 to Second Quarter 2008*

-$3,009,804,000 in Income Loss, Annualized, -5.7%
Source: ODJFS QCEW ES-202
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* Second Quarter statistics are pre-credit collapse of August, 2008.
Analyses source: George Zeller



Real Earnings Trend for Metropolitan Counties
Annualized Percentage of Change, June 2008 Dollars,
CPI Deflator Second Quarter 2000 to Second Quarter

2008*

Source: ODJFS QCEW ES-202
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Job losses equate to approximately $9.2b in
first level annual lost wages

County Trends in Aggregate Earnings From Total Employment

Ohio, 2000 - 2008 :
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State Level Findings From The
2008 Ohio Family Health
Survey



Ohio's Demographic Regions
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Ohi odos Chil d Uni n
18-64 Uninsured Rate Increased
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Between 2004 and 2008 the number of uninsured Ohio children fell from 155,973
to 111,255, while the number of uninsured 18 -64 Ohioans increased from

10 1,055,651 to 1,220,895
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Uninsured Rate was Higher in Younger
Age Adult Population

% uninsured within age group
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Uninsured Rate was Significantly Higher
for People with Lower Educational Levels
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Hispanics Experienced Significantly
Higher Uninsured Rates for All Age

Groups; Blacks for 18 1 64 Age Group
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Being Uninsured Was Not a Short Term

Experience:
63.9% 18-64 Uninsured > 1 year, 47.3% for Children

70.0%

3 child
| 18-64

60.0%

50.0%

40.0%

30.0%

20.0%

10.0%

0.0%

<1year >1 year > 3 years




Fewer Ohioans Got Coverage Through
Their Employer, Children's Rate Dropped
Even More Than 181 64 Rate
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The categories shown have statistically significant changes between 2004 and
2008. There were not significant changes in income groups below 151% FPL and
above 300% FPL




Uninsured Rates were Higher for Those with Lower Incomes:
69.2% of Uninsured Children and
65.2% of Uninsured 18-64 had Incomes Below 201% FPL
(88% and 84.2% at 300% FPL)

Percent Proportion
Category by population and income Uninsured Count of Total
All uninsured children 4.0% 111,255 100.0%
Uninsured below 101% FPL 5.0% 32,562 29.3%
Uninsured below 201% FPL 6.2% 77,023 69.2%
Uninsured below 301% FPL 5.7% 97,898 88.0%
Uninsured above 300% FPL 1.3% 13,357 12.0%
All uninsured 18-64 years 17.0% 1,220,895 100.0%
Uninsured below 101% FPL 33.5% 390,910 32.0%
Uninsured below 201% FPL 32.7% 795,936 65.2%
Uninsured below 301% FPL 27.7% 1,027,649 84.2%
Uninsured above 300% FPL 5.6% 193,246 15.8%




2007 FEDERAL POVERTY
GUIDELINES

$14,560 - annual
income for someone
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working full time
Annual Gross Income (2080 hours per
Family | 100% FPL 200% FPL 300% FPL | Yyear) at $7.00 per
Sjze hour (Ohio minimum
wage, as of 1/1/08)
$10,212 $20,424 $30,636
1 ($851 ($1,702 ($2,553 $22,880 - annual
monthly) monthly) monthly) income for someone
$13,602 $27,384 $41,706 working full ime at
2 ($1,141 ($2,282 ($3,423 $11 per hour
monthly) monthly) monthly) $731 and $3.354 -
$17,172 $34,344 $51,516 2007 average worker
3 ($1,431 ($2,862 ($4,293 annual premium cost
monthly) monthly) monthly) for single and for family
coverage**
$20,652 $41,304 $61,956
4 ($1,721 ($3,442 ($5,163
monthly) monthly) monthly)

Source: * Federal Register; effective April 2007 7 April 2008.
** Employer Health Benefits 2008: Summary of Findings, Kaiser
Family Foundation http://ehbs.kff.org/images/abstract/7791.pdf



http://ehbs.kff.org/images/abstract/7791.pdf

Greater Percent of 18-64 Uninsured
Reported Being in Poor to Fair Health
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Uninsured Reported Higher Prevalence of

Smoking and Binge Drinking, Lower for

Drinking, Similar for Obesity
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More Ohioans Reported Lack of Coverage
for Dental, Prescription, & Vision
than Being Uninsured
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Significantly More Ohioans 18 i 64 Were Not
Working; Less Access to Job-based Coverage
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Not working refers to anyone who is not being paid by an employer.
They may be retired, unemployed looking for work, choosing to stay at

21
home, or unable to work.



Not All Jobs Offered Coverage, Not All
Workers were Eligible for Coverage Offered
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Employment status affected health coverage
status; variation existed for both employed
and not employed by race/ethnicity

25.8%
18-64
12.3%
| B uninsured not employed
20.6% O uninsured employed
Asian
8{6%

Hispanic
33.4%

34.7%
Black
20.7%
23.5%
White * 6
11.0%
[

0.0% 10.0% 20.0% 30.0% 40.0% 50.0%




24

Uninsured Reported Less Likely to
Have a Usual Source of Care
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ER Use Rates Similar For Uninsured and
Insured Children, Significantly Different
For 18-64 Uninsured and Insured
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An estimated 1,230,621 insured Ohioans 18-64 and 488,284 insured children reported
using the ER at least once compared to 347,704 uninsured 18-64 and 21,735

25 uninsured kids



Use Of Urgent Care Was Similar For All
Uninsured and Insured; Urgent Care Use
Was Much Lower For All Than Use of ER
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Though Uninsured Had Worse Health Status,
They Were Less Likely to Be Hospitalized
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Uninsured Reported Much Higher Amount
of Unmet Need for 18-64 and Children
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Uninsured 18-64 Reported Health Care

Harder to Get than 3 Years Ago
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Uninsured Reported Greater Difficulty Paying

Medical Bills
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For Those with Difficulties Paying Bills,
Many Had to Not Pay for Other Needs,
Used Savings, and/or Took Loans and Debt
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Some 18-64 Insured Faced Access and
Financial Challenges

Access to care and health cost insured count
dimensions 18 -64

health care harder to get than three years 10.5% | 1.157.265
| ago

unmet dental health need 10.3% 612,241
unmet prescription drug need 13.1% 777.606
difficulty paying medical bills 23.5% | 1,398,009
if difficulty, unable to pay other bills 34.1% 476,434
if difficulty, used savings 60.1% 840,483
if difficulty, took out loan or debt 32 1% 448,814




Ohio Health Spending, Health
Status, and Health Quality
Trends



Ohio ranks poorest for healthy lives,
avolidable hospital use and costs

Overall and Dimension Ranking

OVERALL 24

Access 15

Quality 23

Avoidable Hospital Use & Costs 37
Equity” 14

Healthy Lives 41

from the Commonwealth Fund’s State Scorecard on Health System Performance, 2007
34 http:/www.hpio.net/pdffOhioHCQualityBriefJuly2007.pdf



Ohio ranks 32nd among states on
Ameri caodos Health Ran

only 47th in improvement 1990 -2008
1990 | 2007 | 2008 [change in score |change
State rank | rank | rank 1990-2008 | in rank
VT 16 1 1 34.6 1
OR 34 20 16 34.5 2
ID 24 15 8 30.4 3
AK 46 30 30 29.2 4
WA 23 12 10 28.8 5
ND 2 8 12 11.7 46
OH 18 29 32 11.4 47
OK 31 47 43 11.1 48
W] 3 12 17 10.3 49
MO 26 35 38 9.9 50
35 US average 18.4

From Americads Health Ranki ngs atpdvBvw.amkrncashaealthramkiags.brg/2008A99Astatd.fenl i o n
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Ohi o

ranks
2008 U.S. Index of Health Ownership, Alabama
ranks 1st and New York 50th

42nd

On

Pac.i

category OH [ OH AL NY| NV| SD[ NM |A
2008 [ 2007 | 2008 | 2008 | 2008 | 2008 | 2008 | 2008

government

health care 43 44 4 44 16 1 47 9

private health

Insurance 22 15 3 50 44 15 37 1

medical tort 40 30 9 46 1 43 23 48

provider

burden of

regulation 16 14 28 46 43 18 1 42

overall rank 42 33 1 50 17 13 23 14

Pacific Research Institute, 2008 Index of Health Ownership http://special.pacificresearch.org/pub/sab/health/2008/IHOP/rankings.html

f



Ohioans Die at a Higher Rate Than the National
Average for 7 of 10 Leading Causes of Death

Table 4 Average Annual Number of Deaths and Average Annual Age-adjusted Mortality Rates (per
100,000 Population) among Ohio Residents 2004-2008, with Comparison to the United States, 2005 "=

Ohio LS.
Causes of Death R Number of '\_!"'ge' Number of "_5‘9&'
ank Deaths adjusted Rank Deaths adjusted

Hate Rate

Al Deaths - 107 217 8560 - 2447910 71988
Diseases ofthe Heart 1 28617 2263 1 649399 2103
Cancer 2 24,825 198 8 2 E59,300 18348
Stroke 3 6,183 486 3 143 497 466
Chronic Lower Respiratory Diseases 4 6,170 402 4 130,957 432
Unintentional Injuries 5 4473 76 L 114,876 381
Diabetes Mellitus il SNaN 257 G 74,817 24 5
Alrheimer's Disease T 3321 206 T 71,696 229
Influgnza and Prneumaonia i] 2,191 7.2 & 62,804 203
Mephritis, Nephrotic Syndrome and Nephrosis E 1834 14.5 9 43679 143
Septicemia 10 1,399 1.2 10 34,142 11.2

‘Deaths and rates from Stafigtical Andyses Unit, Ofice of Vital Stafistics, Ohio Department of Health, 2008.
A5, Dats from Mational Wita Statistice Reporte 2005, COC, 2008,

‘Rank based on number of deaths.

For age-adiustment and causes-cf-death definitions, ses Technical Note (1),
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From Ohio Department of Health, Health Ohio Community Profiles, Ohio, 2008
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