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Community Assessment:  
The State of Our MS Coast Communities 2012 

 

Executive Summary 
 

The objective of the Community Assessment Summary Report is to provide a 
deeper understanding of the issues relevant to the six coastal counties of Mississippi 
(Hancock, Harrison, George, Jackson, Pearl River, and Stone) within the context of the 
current environment at the state and national levels. It may be used by organizations and 
businesses that care about south Mississippi and want to focus their resources on ways to 
improve lives in their community. The Community Assessment can give direction to civic 
clubs, faith communities, and non-profit  organizations. Government entities, non-profits, 
and businesses can use the Assessment to assist them in allocating their charitable 
resources in areas where they will make the most difference. 

 
The findings were categorized under the general headings of Income, Education, 

and Health. An attempt was made in each category to identify issues and trends at the 
national, state, and county levels.  

 
In the past seven years, South Mississippi has experienced the worst natural 

disaster in our nation’s history- Hurricane Katrina, a deep economic recession, and the 
BP Deepwater Horizon oil spill disaster. Inasmuch, the overarching psyche of Mississippi 
Gulf Coast residents is both resilient yet fragile. It is generally understood that this is a 
difficult time for this area. The region is still recovering from the trilogy of these negative 
events, and the manner in which recovery moves forward is critical to the future of the 
area. 

 

This summary will highlight in a very broad-based manner the overarching issues 
that were revealed during the assessment. However, it is suggested that readers refer to 
the body of the report for details.  

 

Methodology and Data Sources: 

 

The methodology for the study was to collect secondary research findings, review 
recent assessments from other local organizations, and to conduct five focus groups with 
local nonprofit agencies. 

 
It should be noted that the focus groups consisted of a total of four one-hour 

sessions conducted with relevant service providers in the six-county area, with each 
session focusing on a different topic area. The topic areas were family violence, health, 
early childhood, and income. The overarching purpose of the focus groups was to provide 
a deeper context and understanding of the challenges in the study area.  
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In each group session, the resounding message was that service providers have to 

do more with less. State budgets and other funding sources are shrinking while the needs 
of the community are growing larger by the day. This phenomenon is providing a 
significant amount of stress on the current provider system. In many cases, service 
providers indicated that the current situation was the worst they had seen in their career. 
Notably, a portion of the increasing needs of the community are related to the delayed 
onset of issues associated with Hurricane Katrina and the BP oil spill. 

 
Facts and statistics from multiple sources have been compiled in the Community 

Report Card to create a well-rounded picture of South Mississippi. A list of the sources 
accessed to create this report is included in the Appendix. 

 

Demographics: 

 

 Mississippi’s population growth has lagged behind the rest of the nation while 3 
South Mississippi counties have experienced exceptional growth – George County 
17.9%, Pearl River County 14.8%, and Stone County 30.6%. 

 

2010 Data Related Population 

 George Hancock Harrison Jackson Pearl 
River 

Stone Mississippi United 
States 

Total Population 22,578 43,929 187,105 139,668 55,834 17,786 2,967,297 308,745,538 

% change since 
2000 

17.9% 2.2% -1.3% 6.3% 14.8% 30.6% 4.3% 9.7% 

% minority         

African 
American 

8.1% 7.1% 22.1% 21.5% 12.3% 19.1% 37% 12.6% 

Asian .2% 1% 2.8% 2.2% .4% .3% .9% 4.8% 

Hispanic/Latino 
2% 3.3% 5.3% 4.6% 1.7% 1.3%. 2.7% 16.3% 

Other 1.2% .5% 3.3% 2.3% 2.3% 1.8% 1.5% 3% 

White 89.8% 88.4% 69.7% 72.1% 84% 78.6% 58% 63.7% 

Age of 
population 

 
  

 
 

 
  

Under 5 7.3% 6.3% 7.4% 6.8% 6.9% 6.6% 7.1% 6.5% 

Under 18 26.8% 23.9% 24.5% 25.5% 24.6% 24.4% 25.5% 24% 

Over 65 12.8% 15.2% 11.7% 12.4% 14.6% 12.1% 12.8% 13% 
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Education 

 

The role of education has a significant cumulative effect on life opportunities and 
the capacity to fully participate in social issues. It serves in fundamental ways as a strong 
predictor of broader social engagement, lifetime income, and health. ”Researchers have 
known for decades that rising education levels positively influence a host of social factors: 
income, health, voting rates, and even the likelihood that a person will stay out of prison.” 
USA Today 5/13/2009 

 

Early childhood education  

 

Early childhood is a crucial time period for the development of the mental functions 
of children. By the age of 3, 90% of a child’s brain development has already occurred. 
While Mississippi requires districts to offer full-school year, full-day kindergarten, children 
are not required to attend. In addition, only 31.8% of the state’s 3 and 4 year olds 
participate in early childhood education. 

 
Today, 1 out of every 14 of Mississippi’s five year olds cannot move successfully 

from kindergarten to first grade due to lack of skills mastered. 

 

James Heckman, Nobel laureate in economics from the University of Chicago, 
reviewed the literature and found that the long-term, economic return on investment in 
high-quality early childhood education programs is more than 8 to 1 (Heckman 2000). 

 

Heckman concludes, "We cannot afford to postpone investing in children until they 
become adults, nor can we wait until they reach school age—a time when it may be too 
late to intervene. Learning is a dynamic process and is most effective when it begins at a 
young age and continues through to adulthood." (Heckman 2000, pg. 50) 

 
K-12 Education 

 

By almost every measure the nation is becoming less competitive on an 
international scale. In Mississippi, the current situation is worse. The Corporation for 
Enterprise Development (CFED) Assets and Opportunities Scorecard assigned Mississippi 
a grade of F in Education based on test performance and state education policies. 

 

At the local level we have some school districts performing reasonably well, and 
some that are underperforming at all levels. However, when a large proportion of our third 
grade students cannot read at a proficient level, there is much work to do in our own 
community. 

 

 A recent national study predicted that 63% of all job openings in the next six years 
will require some level of post-secondary education.  
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Public School 
Districts 

Graduation Rate ACT Composite 
Score 

3rd Grade Reading 

% Proficient or 
Higher 

 
Mississippi 

 
71.4% 

 
18.5 

 
50.0% 

Bay St. Louis 82.7% 19.1 39.0% 

Biloxi 82.2% 20.7 40.0% 

George County 67.5% 19.9 51.0% 

Gulfport 69.9% 20.7 40.0% 

Hancock County 74.8% 20.3 40.0% 

Harrison County 77.6% 19.3 38.0% 

Jackson County 77.4% 20.1 42.0% 

Long Beach 83.7% 20.9 42.0% 

Moss Point 73.9% 16.7 38.0% 

Ocean Springs 87.1% 21.0 37.0% 

Pascagoula 72.9% 18.8 57.0% 

Pass Christian 84.7% 21.4 29.0% 

Pearl River 69.9% 19.9 43.0% 

Picayune 68.6% 18.6 47.0% 

Poplarville 83.9% 19.6 56.0% 

Stone County 81.1% 18.4 47.0% 

 

 

Income 

 

In multiple measures of poverty, many Mississippians clearly lack economic 
security. Given the inter-connected nature of today’s economy, it is essential that counties 
not only measure their income gains and losses relative to the state’s climate, but also 
against the regional and national climate.  

 

In all six South Mississippi counties studied, the median household income and 
the per capita income are substantially less than the national median income, but higher 
that the state median income. These counties demonstrate above-average performance 
in a number of areas when compared to the rest of the state yet those measures don’t 
take into account the full context of a globally competitive environment. 

 

Nearly 1 in 3 working families in the US are struggling to meet basic needs, an increase 
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of 1.7 million people since 2008.  Approximately 6% of American workers earn the federal 
minimum wage or less. However, in Mississippi, that proportion increases to 9.5%. To 
make matters worse, the poorest 20% of families in Mississippi pay 2 times more of their 
income in taxes than the wealthiest 1% of families. 

 

2010 Data Related to Economic Well-Being 

 George Hancock Harrison Jackson Pearl 
River 

Stone Mississippi United 
States 

Median 
Housing 
Value (1) 

$92,400 $150,700 $142,700 $125,500 $121,700 $105,400 $96,500 $188,400 

Home 
Ownership 
Rate (1) 

83% 75.4% 66.5% 72.7% 78% 77.4% 70.8% 66% 

Median HH 
Income (2) 

$45,492 $44,494 $45,668 $47.906 $40,038 $43,728 $37,881 $51,914 

Per Capita 
Income (2) 

$19,452 $21,935 $22,880 $22,655 $20,014 $21,691 $19,977 $27,334 

Population 
below the 
poverty line 

14.4% 14.7% 15.3% 14.8% 20.1% 17.5% 21.2% 13.8% 

Children in 
poverty 26% 30% 30% 25% 32% 28% 32%  

 
Influence of poverty on child development 

  

The level of influence that living in a high-poverty upbringing can have on the 
welfare of children cannot be overestimated. By most metrics, Americans are struggling 
today. It is abundantly clear that the recession and its repercussions have left unprecedented 
numbers of families hardly able to satisfy their basic needs. As compared to children with 
the same family income who live in more prosperous neighborhoods, children from 
economically underprivileged neighborhoods are significantly more likely to suffer from food 
hardships, to have difficulties with course work, to drop out of school, and to experience 
deficient health and behavioral problems. 

 

 

Health 

 

Nationally, and in each state, there is a consistent and striking pattern: as levels of 
education rise, health improves. Health among adults is powerfully linked with social 
factors such as household income, educational attainment and racial or ethnic group. 
American adults with the least education have the worst health, a 2009 Robert Wood 
Johnson study found. “In Mississippi, nearly 75% of adults who hadn't graduated from 
high school reported being in less than very good health, compared with 37% of college 
graduates.” (Robert Wood Johnson Foundation Commission to Build a Healthier America 
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May 2009)  

National Overview 

 

According to the 2011 America’s Health Rankings commissioned by The United 
Health Foundation, the news was both good and bad. It is encouraging that the U.S. 
experienced modest improvements in areas such as smoking, cardiovascular disease, 
and violent crime. However, the nation continues to struggle with worsening rates of 
obesity and diabetes, and no improvements in other chronic health conditions. That said, 
with chronic disease impacting 130 million Americans and accounting for nearly 75% of 
healthcare costs, solutions must be found in the near future. Moreover, as compared to 
other nations, the picture is relatively disappointing. The World Health Organization 
compares the U.S. to the other member nations on a number of metrics. While the U.S. 
does outperform many countries, it is far from the best in many of the common measures 
to gauge overall health, and it lags behind its peers in other developed countries. 

 

State Overview  

 

Some of the highlights of the Mississippi 2011 health findings include: 

 Smoking has decreased minimally in the past ten years from 23.5% to 22.9% of 
the adult population (506,000 people still smoke in Mississippi).  

 In the past year, the rate of uninsured population increased from 17.7% to 19.2%.  

 In the past five years, obesity increased from 30.9% to 34.5%, with 763,000 obese 
adults in MS.  

 In the past five years, diabetes increased from 9.8% to 12.4% of the adult 
population. Currently, approximately 274,000 Mississippians have diabetes. 
Nationally, the percentage of teenagers testing positive for diabetes and pre-
diabetes nearly tripled too 23% in 2007-2008 from 9% in 1999-2000. 

 In the past ten years, the violent crime rate decreased from 349 to 270 offenses 
per 100,000 population.  

 In the past ten years, the percentage of children in poverty increased from 16.4% 
to 33.7% of persons under age 18. 

 The 2010 infant mortality rate for Mississippi was 9.6 infant deaths per 1,000 live 
births. 

 Mississippi reported 55 births per 1,000 teens aged 15 to 19 in 2010, more than 60 
percent above the U.S. average. The latest statistics from 2010 show, one 12 year 
old gave birth in the state, twenty-six 13 year olds, 88 fourteen year olds, 343 
fifteen year olds, 588 sixteen year olds, and the numbers go up for 17, 18 and 19 
year olds.  

 

A summary of local health data follows on the next page. 
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Local – Harrison, Hancock, Pearl River Counties 

County Health Statistics 2012 

 Hancock 
County 

Harrison Pearl River Mississippi National 

Benchmark HEALTH OUTCOMES      

Premature Death 9,680 10,724 12,162 10,811 5,466 

Morbidity      

Poor or fair health 19.0% 20.0% 22.0% 22.0% 10.0% 

Poor physical health days 4.4 4.0 5.1 4.1 2.6 

Poor mental health days 4.6 5.0 4.7 4.1 2.3 

Low birth weight 7.6% 10.5% 9.4% 11.8% 6.0% 

HEALTH FACTORS      

Heath Behaviors      

Adult smoking 24.0% 27.0% 32.0% 24.0% 14.0% 

Adult obesity 35.0% 36.0% 33.0% 36.0% 25.0% 

Physical inactivity 30.0% 30.0% 30.0% 33.0% 21.0% 

Excessive drinking 14.0% 16.0% 13.0% 11.0% 8.0% 

Motor vehicle crash rate 28 21 39 31 12 

Sexually transmitted infections 257 611 275 803 84 

Teen birth rate 59 65 58 65 22 

Clinical Care      

Uninsured 22.0% 21.0% 23.0% 21.0% 11.0% 

Primary care physicians 1,500:1 1,272:1 2,063:1 1,155:1 631:1 

Preventable hospital days 83 89 111 95 49 

Diabetic screening 80.0% 74.0% 86.0% 80.0% 89.0% 

Mammography screening 63.0% 61.0% 59.0% 58.0% 74.0% 

Social and Economic 
Factors 

     

Children in poverty 30.0% 30.0% 32.0% 32.0% 13.0% 

Inadequate social support 23.0% 23.0% 21.0% 25.0% 14.0% 

Children in single parent 

 

homes 

30.0% 40.0% 30.0% 44.0% 20.0% 

Physical Environment      

Air pollution-particulate 
days 

3 2 3 1 0 

Air pollution-ozone days 1 11 1 3 0 

Access to recreational facilities 7 8 5 7 16 

Limited access to healthy foods 

 

healthy foods 

27.0% 22.0% 2.0% 11.0% 0.0% 

Fast food restaurants 46.0% 51.0%% 63.0% 55.0% 25.0% 

http://www.countyhealthrankings.org/ 

http://www.countyhealthrankings.org/
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Local – George, Jackson, Stone Counties 

County Health Statistics 2012 

 George 
County 

Jackson 
County 

Stone 
County 

Mississippi National 
Benchmark 

HEALTH OUTCOMES      

Premature Death 12,041 10,123 11,645 10,811 5,466 

Morbidity      

Poor or fair health 24.0% 19.0% 24.0% 22.0% 10.0% 

Poor physical health days 4.5 3.7 5.9 4.1 2.6 

Poor mental health days 4.6 4.4 4.7 4.1 2.3 

Low birth weight 10.5% 10.3% 10.4% 11.8% 6.0% 

HEALTH FACTORS      

Heath Behaviors      

Adult smoking 26.0% 27.0% 31.0% 24.0% 14.0% 

Adult obesity 38.0% 33.0% 34.0% 36.0% 25.0% 

Physical inactivity 33.0% 29.0% 31.0% 33.0% 21.0% 

Excessive drinking 9.0% 14.0% 8.0% 11.0% 8.0% 

Motor vehicle crash rate 42 25 40 31 12 

Sexually transmitted nfections 366 444 537 803 84 

Teen birth rate 94 60 56 65 22 

Clinical Care      

Uninsured 22.0% 20.0% 22.0% 21.0% 11.0% 

Primary care physicians 2,500:1 1,282:1 1,816:21 1,155:1 631:1 

Preventable hospital days 133 78 118 95 49 

Diabetic screening 80.0% 77.0% 79.0% 80.0% 89.0% 

Mammography screening 57.0% 66.0% 62.0% 58.0% 74.0% 

Social and Economic 
Factors 

     

Children in poverty 26.0% 25.0% 28.0% 32.0% 13.0% 

Inadequate social support 19.0% 21.0% 21.0% 25.0% 14.0% 

Children in single parent 
homes 

22.0% 36.0% 36.0% 44.0% 20.0% 

Physical Environment      

Air pollution-particulate 
days 

3 1 5 1 0 

Air pollution-ozone days 2 13 2 3 0 

Access to recreational facilities 4 11 12 7 16 

Limited access to health 
foods 

 

healthy foods 

33.0% 18.0% 36.0% 11.0% 0.0% 

Fast food restaurants 41.0% 51.0% 48.0% 55.0% 25.0% 
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Summary 

 

The overarching yield of this assessment is a very strong belief that education is a 
primary driver of community and individual well-being. There is widespread agreement 
that there is an exceedingly strong relationship between education, income, and health. 
While there are many diverse needs on the Mississippi Gulf Coast, it is abundantly clear 
from the May 2012 Community Assessment Report that educational attainment is a key 
element of our society, leading to economic security and better health practices. Until all 
of our children can read, write, and critically think on a level that will allow them to 
compete on a national and international stage, it will be very difficult to move our 
communities and the state forward. Many of our economic and health challenges may be 
overcome with a focus on education first. 
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Demographic Overview 

 
The study area consists of the six coastal counties of Mississippi which includes 

George (county seat of government is Lucedale), Hancock (county seat of government is 
Bay St. Louis), Harrison (county seats of government are Biloxi and Gulfport), Jackson 
(county seat of governments is Pascagoula), Pearl River (county seat of government is 
Poplarville), and Stone (county seat of government is Wiggins). The total square mileage 
of the counties under study is 3,506. Relative to total square miles, Pearl River is the 
largest county with 811 square miles and 69 persons per square mile, followed by Jackson 
(723,193), Harrison (574, 326), George (479, 47), Hancock (474, 93), and Stone (445, 40). 
As noted, Harrison is by far the densest county relative to population with 326 persons per 
square mile. 

 
 TOTAL POPULATION PER COUNTY 
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COUNTY POPULATION CHANGE 2000-2010 

 

 

Of note, the county with the highest proportion of the population age 65 years and 
over is Hancock (15.2%), followed by Pearl River (14.6%), George (12.8%), Jackson 
(12.4%), Stone (12.1%), and Harrison (11.7%). The statewide proportion is 12.8%. Along 
those lines, the county with the highest proportion of the population age 5 and under is 
Harrison (7.4%), followed by George (7.3%), Pearl River (6.9%), Jackson (6.8%), Stone 
(6.6%), and Hancock (6.3%).The statewide proportion is 7.1%. The county with the most 
veterans (served previously as an active duty member of the U.S. armed forces) was 
Harrison (21, 543), followed by Jackson (14,186), Pearl River (5,362), Hancock (4,323), 
George (1,679), and Stone (1,535). The statewide average number of veterans per 
county is 2,586. 

 

Since access to jobs is important to this assessment, the mean travel time to work 
is a correlative metric relative to the aforementioned construct. The county with the shortest 
mean travel time to work is Harrison (22.3 minutes), followed by Jackson (24.6 minutes), 
Stone (27.5 minutes), Hancock (28.8 minutes), Pearl River (34.3 minutes), and George 
(34.4 minutes). Notably, the statewide mean travel time to work is 23.9 minutes. 

 

Industry 

 
The statewide average number of firms per county is 2,756. Along those lines, the 

county with the highest number of non-farm employees was Harrison (69,999), followed 
by Jackson (48,842), Hancock (10,372), Pearl River (7,477), George (3,244), and Stone 
(2,939). The statewide average number of non-farm employees per county is 11,025. 

 

 1.3% 
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NUMBER OF COMPANIES BY COUNTY 
 

 
 

 

The county with the highest retail sales per capita was Harrison ($16,472), followed 
by Stone ($12,237), Pearl River ($10,779), George ($10,510), J a c k s o n  ($9,964), 
and Hancock ($9,642). The statewide average per county is $11,552. Relative to recent 
activity, the county with the highest number of building permits in 2010 was Harrison 
(1,304), followed by Hancock (426), Jackson (326), Pearl River (238), Stone (12), and 
George (3). The statewide average number of permits per county in 2010 was 64. 

 

Finally, it is noted that the percent change in employment from 2000 through 
2009 by county was: 
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Overall, the purpose of this demographic overview is to provide appropriate context 
for the remainder of the assessment. Often, individual counties will be cited and those 
issues should be considered within the context of the demographic profile. The remainder 
of this report will focus on the study area community needs relative to income, education, 
and health. 
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Issues of Concern 
 

Income 
 
Poverty 

A report issued by the Annie E. Casey Foundation found that the probability a 
child in the United States will live in an area of dense poverty has drastically increased 
over the past ten years. According to the foundation’s February 2012 report, almost 
8million children are growing up in communities where at least 30% of residents live 
under the federal poverty demarcation. For context, in 2000 there were approximately 
6.3 million children living in high poverty neighborhoods, indicating a 25% increase in 
the past 12 years. 

 

In the aforementioned report, the level of influence that living in a high-poverty 
upbringing can have on the welfare of children is emphasized in detail. As compared 
to children with the same family income who live in more prosperous neighborhoods, 
children from communities that are economically underprivileged are significantly more 
likely to suffer from food hardships, to have difficulties with course work, to drop out of 
school, and to experience deficient health and behavioral problems. 

 

Of note, regions in the South and Southwest had the largest proportion of 
children living in economically underprivileged communities. States with the highest 
rates included Mississippi and Louisiana. It was also mentioned in the report that not 
all children are equally likely to live in areas of dense poverty. Specifically, it was found 
that African American, American Indian, and Latino children have a six to nine times 
higher probability than white children to reside in these type neighborhoods. In sum, it 
was asserted that all efforts should be expended by municipalities to transform these 
disadvantaged neighborhoods to increase the likelihood that these children reach their 
potential. Fundamentally, this report illuminates the national problem of the working 
poor. 

 

Poverty is defined as a state of privation and a lack of necessities. It is also 
defined as the state of one who doesn’t have a usual or socially adequate amount of 
money or material possessions. The government’s definition of poverty is based on 
total income received by a person. For example, the 2011 poverty rate was set at 
annual income of $22,350 for a family of four. It is notable that the majority of 
Americans will spend at least one year below the poverty line at some point between 
the ages of 25 and 75. 

 
Along those lines, relative poverty defines how income relates to median 

income, and does not imply that the person is deficient with money or material 
possessions. Relative poverty can be defined as having significantly less access to 
income and wealth than other members of society. Therefore, the relative poverty rate 
is a measure of income inequality. Generally, the United States has some of the 
highest relative poverty rates among industrialized countries. According to a 2008 report 
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released by the Carsey Institute at the University of New Hampshire, on average, rates 
of poverty are consistently higher in rural and inner city parts of the country as 
compared to suburban areas. It is notable that people living in the United States who 
are considered poor is increasing to record heights, with the ranks of the working-age 
poor approaching 1960s levels that led to the national war on poverty. 

 

According to the 2012 Assets and Opportunity Scorecard published by the 
Corporation for Enterprise Development (CFED), poverty in the United States is on the 
rise. In 2010, the poverty rate for individuals increased to 15.1%, the highest level in 
nearly 20 years. Currently, more than 46 million people live below the federal poverty 
line of $22,350 for a family of four. Notably, the official poverty rate distributed annually 
by the U.S. Census Bureau emphasizes only one aspect of household income, 
specifically the proportion of people with inadequate income to cover their daily 
expenses. However, it does not include the number of people who have inadequate 
resources (e.g., money in the bank or assets such as a home or a car) to meet 
unexpected contingencies or longer-term needs. When these longer-term needs are 
included in the social equation, significantly more individuals in the United States are 
facing a future of limited long-term financial security. 

 

The 2012 CFED report also states that 27% of households (nearly twice the 
number of households that are income poor) are living in asset poverty. These families 
do not have the savings or other assets to cover foundational needs for three months 
if an unexpected contingency or layoff leads to a reduction in income. Since the 
release of the 2009-10 report, the number of asset poor families increased 
approximately 21%. During a time of expanding income inequalities among 
households, these data depict a relatively dire picture of shrinking financial security for 
millions of families. This issue is especially disquieting for households of color, who are 
twice as likely as white households to be asset poor. Notably, the concept of asset 
poverty is important because it measures not only income but also susceptibility to 
financial disruption. 
 

By most metrics, Americans are struggling today. It is abundantly clear that the 
recession and its repercussions have left unprecedented numbers of families hardly 
able to satisfy their basic needs. The unemployment rate continues to hover between 
8% and 9%. For people of color, the annual unemployment rate in some states is as 
high as 19%, and the rate of underemployed and disheartened workers was over 23%. 
Moreover, in the past three and a half years, the home foreclosure rate increased by 
almost 50%. In this context, the data indicate a reality that a broadening number of 
families have nothing to fall back on and little prospect of building a more prosperous 
future. These national trends are also exceedingly relevant to the State of Mississippi 
and to the six coastal county area of study. 
 

For example, while it has been reported that 14% of the nation is income poor, 
that proportion rises to 21% in the State of Mississippi. Moreover, while it is reported 
that 43% of the nation is liquid asset poor (i.e., includes assets such as a home or car 
that cannot be easily converted to cash), the proportion rises to 57% in the State of 
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Mississippi. Along those lines, the state is significantly behind the nation in a number 
of wealth metrics to include unbanked households, under-banked households, 
consumers with subprime credit, and borrowers 90+ days overdue. 

 
Mississippi Data 
 

Relative to jobs, only 40% of Mississippians participate in a retirement plan 
compared to 45% nationally. Moreover, almost 18% of Mississippi workers are 
underemployed compared to 16% across the nation. It is also notable that Mississippi 
ranks last with 36% of the jobs rated as low wage jobs as compared to the national 
average of 

22%. 
 

Along those lines, in Mississippi, the foreclosure rate of 3.33% is lower than the 
national average of 4.67%. On the downside, 4.67% of the mortgage loans in 
Mississippi are delinquent as compared to 3.46% nationally. Also of note, 12.3% of 
Mississippi homeowners have high mortgage loans as compared to the national 
average of 5.2%. 

 

According to the National Low Income Housing Coalition, in Mississippi, the 
Fair Market Rent for a two-bedroom apartment is $622. In order to have enough money 
for this level of rent and utilities – without recompensing more than 30% of income on 
housing – a household must earn $2,074 monthly or $24,891 annually. Assuming a 
40-hour work week, 52 weeks per year, this level of income converts to a Housing 
Wage of $11.97. 

 

Notably, in Mississippi, a minimum wage worker earns $7.25 per hour. In order 
to have the funds for the Fair Market Rent of a two-bedroom apartment, a minimum 
wage earner must work 66 hours per week, 52 weeks per year. Otherwise, a 
household must include 1.7 minimum wage earners earning 40 hours per week year 
round in order to make the two-bedroom Fair Market Rent within reasonable means. 

 

Similarly, the estimated mean (average) wage for a renter in Mississippi is 
$10.03. In order to have the funds for the Fair Market Rent of a two-bedroom 
apartment at this wage, a renter must work 48 hours per week, 52 weeks per year. 
Otherwise, working 40 hours per week year-round, a household must include 1.2 
workers earning the mean renter wage to make the two-bedroom Fair Market Rent 
within reasonable means. 

 

Basic Economic Security 
 

Basic economic security is a measure of the income a worker needs to achieve 
economic security. More specifically, the Basic Economic Security Tables™ (BEST) 
Index, developed by Wider Opportunities for Women and the Center for Social 
Development at Washington University in St. Louis, is a measure of the income that 
workers and their families need to meet basic needs and develop the savings that 
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supports life-long and inter-generational security. The BEST Index is specific to family size, 
ages of children, location, and receipt of employment-based benefits. The index includes 
the cost of (a) housing & utilities, (b) transportation, (c) food, (d) child care, (e) retirement 
savings, (f) emergency savings, (g) savings for higher education, (h) taxes and tax credits, 
healthcare, (i) personal and household items, and (j) savings for home ownership. In 
reading the tables, each column provides monthly expenses for a particular family type 
and adds those expenses to derive hourly, monthly, and annual totals for basic economic 
security.  

 

Please see the following tables that represent targeted focus area Basic Economic Security. 

      Source: Mississippi Economic Policy Center October 2011 
 

Basic Economic Security Table - Mississippi 

Monthly 
Expenses 

1 Worker 1 Worker 

1 Infant 

1 Worker 

1 Preschooler 

      1 Schoolchild 

2 Workers 2 Workers 

1 Preschooler 

1 Schoolchild 

Housing $443 $518 $518 $443 $518 

Utilities $138 $162 $262 $138 $162 

Food $246 $354 $532 $451 $712 

Transportation $596 $659 $659 $1,156 $1,206 

Childcare $0 $386 $549 $0 $549 

Household Items $223 $279 $327 $278 $375 

Healthcare $143 $312 $440 $351 $497 

Emergency 
Savings 

$71 $105 $129 $109 $148 

Retirement 
Savings 

$57 $57 $57 $68 $68 

Taxes $305 $474 $577 $101 $664 

Tax Credits $0 ($174) ($286) $0 ($267) 

Monthly Total 

(per worker) 

$2,222 $3,132 $3,664 $1,697 $2,316 

Annual Total $26,664 $37,584 $43,968 $40,728 $55,584 

Hourly Wage 

(per worker) 

$12.63 $17.80 $20.82 $9.64 $13.16 

Additional 
Mos. 
Savings 

 

Children’s 
Education 

$0 $24 $48 $0 $48 

Home 
Ownership 

$49 $57 $57 $49 $57 
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In George County, a single parent with one school-aged child would need to earn 
$40,896 annually in order to have basic long-term economic security. While the U.S. 
Census Bureau reports that 14.4% of residents are below the poverty level, the median 
household income in the county is $45,492 with an average of 2.72 persons per 
household. Hence, there is a high percentage of residents with basic economic security 
needs. 
 

 

Basic Economic Security Table 
 

George County 

Monthly 
Expenses 

1 Worker 1 Worker 

1 Schoolchild 

1 Worker 

1 Preschooler 

1 Schoolchild 

2 Workers 2 Workers 

1 Schoolchild 

2 Workers 

2 Schoolchildren 

1 Teenager 

Housing $527 $632 $632 $527 $632 $871 

Utilities $191 $230 $230 $191 $230 $316 

Food $243 $428 $539 $457 $627 $936 

Transportatio
n 

$621 $681 $681 $1,204 $1,251 $1,251 

Childcare $0 $177 $611 $0 $177 $354 

Household 
Items 

$261 $348 $378 $317 $402 $573 

Healthcare $143 $324 $440 $351 $482 $563 

Emergency 
Savings 

$80 $117 $151 $120 $147 $184 

Retirement 
Savings 

$68 $68 $68 $79 $79 $79 

Taxes $369 $529 $692 $487 $667 $890 

Tax Credits $0 ($126) ($267) $0 ($119) ($321) 

Monthly Total 

(per worker) 

$2,509 $3,408 $4,155 $1,866 $2,287 $2,848 

Annual Total $30,108 $40,896 $49,860 $44,784 $54,888 $68,352 

Hourly Wage 

(per worker) 

$14.26 $19.36 $23.61 $10.60 $12.99 $16.18 

Additional 

Mos. 

Savings 

      

Children’s 
Education 

$0 $26 $53 $0 $26 $80 

Home 
Ownership 

$44 $50 $50 $44 $50 $92 
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In Hancock County, a single parent with one school-aged child would need to earn 
$41,148 annually in order to have basic long-term economic security. While the U.S. 
Census Bureau reports that 14.7% of residents are below the poverty level, the median 
household income in the county is $44,494 with an average of 2.66 persons per household. 
Hence, there is likely a higher percentage of residents with basic economic security needs. 
 

 

Basic Economic Security Table 
 

Hancock County 

Monthly 
Expenses 

1 Worker 1 Worker 

1 Schoolchild 

1 Worker 

1 Preschooler 

 

 

1 Schoolchild 

2 Workers 2 Workers 

1 Schoolchild 

2 Workers 

2 
Schoolchildren 

1 Teenager 

Housing $614 $717 $717 $614 $717 $935 

Utilities $161 $188 $188 $161 $188 $245 

Food $249 $428 $539 $457 $627 $936 

Transportation $585 $636 $636 $1,133 $1,184 $1,184 

Childcare $0 $177 $611 $0 $177 $354 

Household 
Items 

$276 $359 $389 $332 $413 $571 

Healthcare $143 $324 $440 $351 $482 $563 

Emergency 
Savings 

$83 $118 $152 $120 $146 $180 

Retirement 
Savings 

$74 $74 $74 $84 $84 $84 

Taxes $410 $534 $696 $488 $663 $865 

Tax Credits $0 ($126) ($267) $0 ($119) ($321) 

Monthly Total 

(per worker) 

$2,595 $3,429 $4,175 $1,870 $2,281 $2,798 

Annual Total $31,140 $41,148 $50,100 $44,880 $54,744 $67,152 

Hourly Wage 

(per worker) 

$14.74 $19.48 $23.72 $10.63 $12.96 $15.90 

Additional 
Mos. 
Savings 

      

Children’s 
Education 

$0 $24 $48 $0 $24 $72 

Home 
Ownership 

$76 $87 $87 $76 $87 $159 
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In Harrison County, a single parent with one school-aged child would need to earn 
$41,268 annually in order to have basic long-term economic security. While the U.S. 
Census Bureau reports that 15.3% of residents are below the poverty level, the median 
household income in the county is $45,668 with an average of 2.65 persons per household. 
Hence, there is likely a higher percentage of residents with basic economic security needs. 
 

 

Basic Economic Security Table 
 

Harrison County 

Monthly 
Expenses 

1 Worker 1 Worker 

1 Schoolchild 

1 Worker 

1 Preschooler 

1 Schoolchild 

2 Workers 2 Workers 

1 Schoolchild 

2 Workers 

2 
Schoolchildren 

1 Teenager 

Housing $614 $717 $717 $614 $717 $935 

Utilities $161 $188 $188 $161 $188 $245 

Food $249 $428 $539 $457 $627 $936 

Transportation $583 $634 $634 $1,129 $1,180 $1,180 

Childcare $0 $177 $611 $0 $177 $354 

Household 
Items 

$276 $359 $389 $332 $413 $571 

Healthcare $143 $324 $440 $351 $482 $563 

Emergency 
Savings 

$83 $119 $153 $120 $147 $180 

Retirement 
Savings 

$84 $84 $84 $98 $98 $98 

Taxes $410 $535 $698 $490 $665 $869 

Tax Credits $0 ($126) ($267) $0 ($119) ($324) 

Monthly Total 

(per worker) 

$2,603 $3,439 $4,186 $1,876 $2,287 $2,805 

Annual Total $31,236 $41,268 $50,232 $45,024 $54,888 $67,320 

Hourly Wage 

(per worker) 

$14.79 $19.54 $23.78 $10.66 $12.99 $15.94 

ADDITIONAL 
 

$ 
    

Children’s 
Education 

$0 $26 $53 $0 $26 $80 

Home 
Ownership 

$82 $94 $94 $82 $94 $172 
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In Jackson County, a single parent with one school-aged child would need to earn 
$39,936 annually in order to have basic long-term economic security. While the U.S. 
Census Bureau reports that 14.8% of residents are below the poverty level, the median 
household income in the county is $47,906 with an average of 2.77 persons per household. 
Hence, there is likely a higher percentage of residents with basic economic security needs. 
 

 

Basic Economic Security Table 
 

Jackson County 

Monthly 
Expenses 

1 Worker 1 Worker 

1 Schoolchild 

1 Worker 

1 Preschooler 

1 Schoolchild 

2 Workers 2 Workers 

1 Schoolchild 

2 Workers 

2 Schoolchildren 

1 Teenager 

Housing $527 $632 $632 $527 $632 $871 

Utilities $191 $230 $230 $191 $230 $316 

Food $249 $428 $538 $456 $626 $935 

Transportatio
n 

$583 $634 $634 $1,130 $1,181 $1,181 

Childcare $0 $177 $611 $0 $177 $354 

Household 
Items 

$261 $348 $378 $316 $401 $572 

Healthcare $143 $324 $440 $351 $482 $563 

Emergency 
Savings 

$78 $114 $148 $116 $143 $179 

Retirement 
Savings 

$64 $64 $64 $71 $71 $71 

Taxes $357 $512 $675 $460 $641 $862 

Tax Credits $0 ($135) ($267) $0 ($119) ($321) 

Monthly Total 

(per worker) 

$2,453 $3,328 $4,083 $1,809 $2,232 $2,791 

Annual Total $29,436 $39,936 $48,996 $43,416 $53,568 $66,984 

Hourly Wage 

(per worker) 

$13.94 $18.91 $23.20 $10.28 $12.68 $15.86 

Additional 
Mos. 
Savings 

      

Children’s 
Education 

$0 $26 $53 $0 $26 $80 

Home 
Ownership 

$73 $83 $83 $73 $83 $153 
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In Pearl River County, a single parent with one school-aged child would need to earn 
$43,788 annually in order to have basic long-term economic security. While the U.S. 
Census Bureau reports that 20.1% of residents are below the poverty level, the median 
household income in the county is $40,038 with an average of 2.64 persons per household. 
Hence, there is likely a higher percentage of residents with basic economic security needs. 
 

 

Basic Economic Security Table 
 

Pearl River County 

Monthly 
Expenses 

1 Worker 1 Worker 

1 Schoolchild 

1 Worker 

1 Preschooler 

1 Schoolchild 

2 Workers 2 Workers 

1 Schoolchild 

2 Workers 

2 Schoolchildren 

1 Teenager 

Housing $448 $537 $537 $448 $537 $656 

Utilities $118 $141 $141 $118 $141 $172 

Food $249 $428 $539 $457 $627 $936 

Transportatio
n 

$630 $690 $690 $1,221 $1,268 $1,268 

Childcare $
0 

$504 $504 $0 $153 $307 

Household 
Items 

$220 $328 $328 $276 $352 $476 

Healthcare $143 $440 $440 $351 $482 $563 

Emergency 
Savings 

$7
2 

$128 $128 $111 $136 $161 

Retirement 
Savings 

$5
6 

$56 $56 $67 $67 $67 

Taxes $311 $574 $574 $418 $583 $713 

Tax Credits $
0 

($288) ($288) $0 ($114) ($312) 

Monthly Total 

(per worker) 

$2,247 $3,649 $3,649 $1,733 $2,116 $2,503 

Annual Total $26,964 $43,788 $43,788 $41,592 $50,784 $60,072 

Hourly Wage 

(per worker) 

$12.77 $20.73 $20.73 $9.85 $12.02 $14.22 

Additional 
Mos. 
Savings 

      

Children’s 
Education 

$
0 

$49 $49 $24 $24 $74 

Home 
Ownership 

$7
2 

$82 $82 $82 $82 $151 
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In Stone County, a single parent with one school-aged child would need to earn 
$43,728 annually in order to have basic long-term economic security. While the U.S. 
Census Bureau reports that 17.5% of residents are below the poverty level, the median 
household income in the county is $43,728 with an average of 2.49 persons per household. 
Hence, there is likely a higher percentage of residents with basic economic security needs. 
 

 

Basic Economic Security Table 
 

Stone County 

Monthly 
Expenses 

1 Worker 1 Worker 

1 Schoolchild 

1 Worker 

1 Preschooler 

1 Schoolchild 

2 Workers 2 Workers 

1 Schoolchild 

2 Workers 

2 Schoolchildren 

1 Teenager 

Housing $614 $717 $717 $614 $717 $934 

Utilities $161 $188 $188 $161 $188 $246 

Food $249 $428 $539 $457 $627 $936 

Transportation $610 $670 $670 $1,181 $1,231 $1,231 

Childcare $0 $177 $611 $0 $177 $354 

Household 
Items 

$276 $359 $389 $332 $413 $571 

Healthcare $143 $324 $440 $351 $482 $563 

Emergency 
Savings 

$84 $121 $155 $123 $149 $183 

Retirement 
Savings 

$82 $82 $82 $96 $96 $96 

Taxes $419 $547 $710 $508 $681 $885 

Tax Credits $
0 

($126) ($267) $0 ($119) ($321) 

Monthly Total 

(per worker) 

$2,638 $3,487 $4,234 $1,913 $2,321 $2,839 

Annual Total $31,656 $41,844 $50,808 $45,912 $55,704 $68,136 

Hourly Wage 

(per worker) 

$14.99 $19.81 $24.06 $10.87 $13.19 $16.19 

Additional 
Mos. 
SavingsL 

      

Children’s 
Education 

$
0 

$26 $53 $0 $26 $80 

Home 
Ownership 

$66 $75 $75 $66 $75 $137 
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National Economy and Job Market 

Notably, according to the U.S. Bureau of Labor Statistics, the largest private industry 
sector was trade, transportation and utilities, which provided 23% of private sector jobs in 

2010. Education and health services were the second largest industry sector, followed 
by professional and business services and leisure and hospitality. The largest 
occupation across all industries was office and administrative support with 17% of all 
American jobs, followed by sales and food preparation and serving. Average wages for 
these occupations range from $10.04 to $17.32. 

 
 

Economists do not expect the nation’s labor market to shift dramatically in the 
coming years. As evidenced in the table below, job growth for those without 4-year degrees 
is expected to come largely from (a) the healthcare industry, (b) service-related low skill 
occupations, and (c) construction and business services. Notably, nearly one-third of jobs 
not requiring a 4-year degree will be care-related (e.g., nurses, health aides, child care 
providers, etc.). Approximately one-third of these jobs, those of health care practitioners 
and technicians will be well-paying. The remaining two-thirds are currently low-paying jobs. 

 
 

The aforementioned jobs represent 56% of projected job growth through 2018. Of 
importance, jobs that do not require a 4-year degree are expected to account for 68.3% of 
all job growth. Moreover, many of the new jobs in coming years will actually be jobs lost in 
the recession. Some economists expect a return to pre-recession levels of employment in 

2013, while others do not expect a full labor market recovery until 2018. Meanwhile, the 
number of traditional manufacturing and materials handling positions, many which have 
paid livable wages, will continue to decrease. 

 

 

Projected U.S. Job Growth through 2018 and 2009 Average Wages 
 

Occupations that Require Less than a 4-Year Degree 

Job Category Job Growth Average Wages 

Office and Administrative Support 1,842,000 $15.86 

Healthcare Support 1,147,000 $12.84 

Healthcare Practitioners and Technical 1,086,200 $33.51 

Construction and Extraction 1,018,700 $20.84 

Food Preparation and Serving 1,007,500 $10.04 

Personal Care and Service 983,200 $11.87 

Sales and Related 943,800 $17.52 

Building Grounds Cleaning and Maintenance 483,700 $12.00 
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When considering the adequacy of wages presented in the table above, it should 
be noted these are national averages for workers in a wide variety of tenures, for both men 
and women, for workers in big cities, and in rural areas. It should also be remembered 
that approximately 6% of American workers earn the federal minimum wage or less. 
However, in Mississippi, that proportion increases to 9.5%. 

 

While the wage outlook is not positive for the majority of workers, men or women 
(and exacerbated on the Mississippi Gulf Coast due to its partial dependence on 
hospitality-related jobs), women as a whole will face pressing wage inadequacy. For 
example, women without 4-year degrees typically earn less than men with similar 
education. Single women raising children typically face large economic security indexes 
while earning low wages. Therefore, the large majority of jobs to be created in coming 

years for low and middle-wage workers will not pay economic security wages for single    
parents, who are predominately women. 

 
As noted previously, once the economy regains its footing, growth in jobs for those 

without 4-year degrees will come mostly from business operations, care giving, and sales 

– fields largely inaccessible to workers without a solid basic education. According to the 
U.S. Bureau of Labor Statistics, 47% of new jobs created by 2018 will require at least some 
post-secondary education. More than 15% of jobs will require vocational training or an 
associate’s degree, and an additional 5.3% will require long-term on the job training. 
Hence, it is evident that those workers who are relatively under-educated will have an 
increasingly difficult time in the years to come. 

 
National Home Ownership 

 
The Housing Vacancy Survey reported by the U.S. Census Bureau provides key 

information on home ownership rates. The survey is predominately utilized by public and 
private sector organizations to evaluate the need for new housing programs and initiatives. 
The U.S. Census Bureau presents data on home ownership rates based on computerized 
survey with a vast sample size. Home ownership rates along with rental and homeowner 
vacancy rates are available for the U.S., regions, states, counties, and for the 60 largest 
metropolitan areas. The term home ownership rate is derived from the proportion of 
households that are owners. The home ownership rate is computed by dividing the number 
of households that are owners by the total number of households. 

 
Home ownership is a valuable statistic to track, particularly relative to housing 

affordability. When home ownership significantly exceeds affordability, it is an indicator 
that many homeowners cannot afford to buy the home they currently own at current 
market prices and 20% down payments. This is a warning signal that the market may not 
have the ability for significantly more appreciation. A high home ownership rate in 
comparison to affordability can also be a signal that there are a significant number of 
households who have not moved for many years. This could present opportunities for 
builders if they determine that very little new, innovative product has been built, which 
could be one reason for lack of mobility. 
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According to Hanley Wood Market Intelligence, in the fourth quarter 2011, the 

national home ownership rate declined from the previous quarter to 66.0%. After 
rebounding slightly in the third quarter from its lowest levels since the first quarter of 1998, 
the national home ownership rate fell back to near those multi-year lows to end the year. 
The national home ownership rate has declined in four out of the past five quarters. 
Notably, in the fourth quarter of 2010, the national home ownership rate is 66.5%. 

 
None of the four regions across the country posted increases in their home 

ownership rates compared to the previous quarter, and they were all lower compared to the 
same year-ago period. The Midwest region had the highest home ownership rate across 
the country at 70.0% which was lower than the 70.3% in the third quarter and lower than 
the 70.5% recorded during the fourth quarter of 2010. The Northeast region saw its home 
ownership rate remain unchanged from the previous quarter at 63.7% but lower than the 

64.1% recorded during the fourth quarter of 2010. The West region recorded the lowest 
home ownership rate in the country at 60.1%, which is lower than it was during the third 
quarter of 2011 when it stood at 60.7%, and also lower than it was during the fourth 
quarter of 2010 when it was 61.0%. The home ownership rate in the South declined 
slightly to 68.3% in the fourth quarter of 2011 as compared to 68.4% in the third quarter 
and 68.5% in the fourth quarter of 2010. Elevated levels of unemployment and 
foreclosures over the past year have impacted home ownership rates. 

 
In the first-time buyer age group of under 35-years old, the home ownership rate 

declined to 37.6% in the fourth quarter of 2011 compared to 38.0% in the third quarter of 
last year. Home ownership rates among 35 to 44 year olds declined to 62.3% from 63.4% 
last quarter. In the 45-54 year old age group, the home ownership rate remained 
unchanged at 72.7%, while home ownership in the 55-64 year old age group increased to 

79.0% in the fourth quarter of 2011 from 78.6% in the third quarter. The over 65-year old 
category saw its home ownership rate decline from the previous quarter to 80.9% 
compared to 81.1% in the third quarter. 

 
While the home ownership rates fell overall to 65.1% in 2010, that level remains the 

second highest decennial rate. However, analysts suggest that the country may never 
return to its mid-decade housing boom peak in which nearly 70% of occupied households 
were owned by residents. The general reasons for this assertion are due to a longer-term 
economic reality of tighter credit, prolonged job losses, and reduced government 
involvement. Notably, measure by race, the home ownership gap between whites and 
blacks is now at its widest since 1960, wiping out more than 40 years of gains. 

 
 Mississippi Home Ownership 

 
In Mississippi, the overall home ownership rate is 70.8% while the national 

average is 66.0%. In comparison, as depicted by the table below, the area in the study 
focus with the highest home ownership rate is George County with a proportion of 
83.0%. Notably, all but Harrison County was above the state average. 
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Home Ownership Rates 
 

Six-County Study Area 

County Proportion 

George 83.0% 

Pearl River 78.0% 

Stone 77.4% 

Hancock 75.4% 

Jackson 72.7% 

Harrison 66.5% 

 

For context, some of the more notable national trends in home ownership include: 
 

1. Midwesterners were most likely to own a house at 69.2%, followed by Southerners 
at 66.7%, Northeasterners at 62.2%, and Westerners at 60.5%. 

 

2. For the fourth census in a row, West Virginia has the highest home ownership rate 
at 73.4%. The District of Columbia, with a high proportion of 21-39 year olds, had 
the lowest home ownership rate at 42.0%. 

 

3. By age, the highest ownership rate nationwide is for those 65 years old and up at 
  77.5%. Older Americans are more likely to own their homes debt-free and thus be 
less exposed to the foreclosure crisis. 

 

4. Among adults 34 years old and younger, home ownership was nearly 40%, the 
highest it has been since the mid-1990s. 

 

The median value of owner-occupied housing units in Mississippi is $96,500. As 
depicted by the table below, Hancock County has the highest median value of 
owner-occupied housing units in the six-county study area with an average of $150,700. 

 

Median Value of Owner-Occupied Housing Units Six-County Study Area 

                               County                                                            Value 

Hancock $150,700 

Harrison $142,700 

Jackson $125,500 

Pearl River $121,700 

Stone $105,400 

George $92,400 
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Again for context, some of the national trends relative to home values included the 
following: 

 
 

1. The median home price, the point at which half of all homes are sold for more and 
half are sold for less, rose everywhere but the Midwest on a monthly basis. 

 
2. In the South, home prices increased to a median of $138,100 from $134,800 in 
      January, and it was up 1.8% from last year. 

 
3. In the Northeast, the median price inched up to $225,800 from $225,700 in January, 

but it was down 1.9% over the previous year. 

 
4. The median price in the Midwest declined to $120,500 in February from $122,000, 

and was down 0.5% from the year earlier. 
 

5. In the West, the median price grew to $195,300 from $187,100 in January, and rose 
3.1% from February 2011. 

 
It is highly notable that, according to the 2011 Assets and Opportunities Scorecard 

produced by the Corporation for Enterprise Development, Mississippi earned a grade of 
C in Housing and Home Ownership and in Healthcare. However, the state also earned 
grades of F in each of Financial Assets and Income (one of five states), Businesses and 
Jobs (one of five states), and Education (one of five states). While Mississippi did earn a 
C grade in Home Ownership, as stated earlier, the state ranked 51st in high cost 
mortgage loans. 

 

Finally, according to an April 2012 press release from the Gulf Regional Planning 
Commission, roughly 50% of renters and 30% of homeowners on the Mississippi Gulf 
Coast are burdened by housing costs. In some cases, housing and transportation costs are 
more than 75% of household income. Housing prices have dropped in recent years for both 
renters and home buyers, but many households have also seen job losses or decreases 
in income that make it more difficult to pay for housing. 

 
According to the release, local families are simply unable to purchase raw land or 

vacant houses due to suppressed income. Hence, it was asserted that the primary housing 
priority on the Gulf Coast is to provide living wage jobs. Along those lines, it was posited 
that local advocacy groups are closely reviewing mechanisms for providing affordable 
housing. 
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National Crime Data 

 
Based on the Semiannual Uniform Crime Report, January through June 2011, on a 

national scale, the data indicate that, as a whole, law enforcement agencies throughout the 
nation reported a decrease of 6.4% in the number of violent crimes brought to their 
attention for the first six months of 2011 when compared with figures reported for the same 
time in 2010. The violent crime category includes murder, forcible rape, robbery, and 
aggravated assault. The number of property crimes in the United States from January to 
June 2011 decreased 3.7% when compared with data from the same time period in 2010. 
Property crimes include burglary, larceny-theft, and motor vehicle theft. Arson is also a 
property crime, but data for arson are not included in property crime totals. Figures for 2011 
indicate that arson decreased 8.6% when compared to 2010 figures from the same time 
period. Please see the table below for the January through June 2011 percent change in 
crime as compared to the same time period in 2010. 

 
 

National Percent Change in Crime 
 

January - June 2011 vs. January - June 2010 

Type of Crime South Northeast Midwest West 

Violent crime -5.8% -3.6% -9.7% -6.6% 

Murder -2.2% -12.1% -8.5% -4.7% 

Forcible rape -1.4% -3.7% -9.6% -6.6% 

Robbery -8.6% -2.6% -8.1% -10.2% 

Aggravated assault -5.1% -4.1% -10.5% -4.7% 

Property crime -3.0% -3.8% -4.4% -4.0% 

Burglary -1.6% -1.6% -3.2% -2.7% 

Larceny -3.1% -4.6% -5.3% -3.9% 

Motor vehicle theft -7.0% -1.0% 0.3% -7.0% 

Arson -7.0% -14.5% -8.8% -7.8% 
 

Overall in the United States, crime rates in all major areas peaked in the early 1990s 
and has generally been on the decline since that time frame, albeit with some modularity 
from year to year. In 2010, the crime rate in the United States was roughly the same as in 
1968, with the homicide rate being at its lowest level since 1964. Overall, the national crime 
rate was 3,345 crimes per 100,000 residents, down from 3,680 crimes per residents 40 
years earlier in 1969. 

 

The likelihood of committing and falling victim to crime also depends on several 
demographic characteristics, as well as location of the population. Overall, men, minorities, 
the young, and those in financially less favorable positions are more likely to be crime 
victims, as well as commit crimes. The longitudinal evidence also suggests that crime in 
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the United States tends to be concentrated in certain areas. Please see the tables below 
for national and Mississippi crime index rate trends since 2000. 

 

United States Crime Index Rates Per 100,000 Inhabitants 
 

2000-2010 

Year Total Violent Property Murder Rape Robbery Assault Burglary Larceny Vehicle 
Theft 

2000 4,124.8 506.5 3,618.3 5.5 32.0 145.0 324.0 728.8 2,477.3 412.2 

2001 4,162.6 504.5 3,658.1 5.6 31.8 148.5 318.6 741.8 2,485.7 430.5 

2002 4,125.0 494.4 3,630.6 5.6 33.1 146.1 309.5 747.0 2,450.7 432.9 

2003 4,067.0 475.8 3,591.2 5.7 32.3 142.5 295.4 741.0 2,416.5 433.7 

2004 3,977.3 463.2 3,514.1 5.5 32.4 136.7 288.6 730.3 2,362.3 421.5 

2005 3,900.5 469.0 3,431.5 5.6 31.8 140.8 290.8 726.9 2,287.8 416.8 

2006 3,808.1 473.6 3,334.5 5.7 30.9 149.4 287.5 729.4 2,206.8 398.4 

2007 3,730.4 466.9 3,263.5 5.6 30.0 147.6 283.8 722.5 2,177.8 363.3 

2008 3,669.0 457.5 3,211.5 5.4 29.7 145.7 276.7 732.1 2,167.0 314.7 

2009 3,465.5 431.9 3,036.1 5.0 29.1 133.1 264.7 717.7 2,064.5 259.2 

2010 3,345.5 403.6 2,941.9 4.8 27.5 119.1 252.3 699.6 2,003.5 238.8 

 

 

 

Mississippi Crime Index Rates Per 100,000 Inhabitants 
 

2000-2010 

Year Total Violent Property Murder Rape Robbery Assault Burglary Larceny Vehicle 
Theft 

2000 4,004.4 360.9 3,643.5 9.0 33.3 128.2 317.2 906.9 2,864.8 288.0 

2001 4,182.7 349.9 3,832.8 9.9 40.1 115.2 184.7 1,042.8 2,458.8 331.3 

2002 4,166.5 343.9 3,822.6 9.2 39.3 117.1 178.3 1,032.3 2,458.1 332.2 

2003 4,031.2 323.9 3,707.3 9.3 37.4 104.6 172.6 1,025.6 2,369.6 312.1 

2004 3,776.5 295.4 3,481.1 7.8 40.0 86.3 161.2 953.6 2,256.0 271.6 

2005 3,553.8 279.6 3,274.2 7.4 39.4 82.7 150.1 923.5 2,092.9 257.6 

2006 3,506.4 298.6 3,208.8 7.7 34.4 107.1 149.5 935.9 1,986.1 286.8 

2007 3,492.1 291.3 3,200.8 7.1 35.6 98.2 150.3 957.9 1,990.0 252.9 

2008 3,244.6 304.5 2,940.1 8.0 31.5 105.2 159.8 877.8 1,846.2 216.1 

2009 3,244.5 286.3 2,958.2 6.6 33.6 100.6 145.6 1,001.3 1,772.7 184.2 

2010 3,254.7 269.7 2,985.0 7.0 31.2 93.7 137.8 1,026.0 1,778.4 180.6 
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As evidenced by the previous tables, while the violent crime rate index is lower than 
the national average, several categories are higher to include murder, rape, burglary, and 
property crimes. In fact, the burglary crime rate index of Mississippi was 1.47 times higher 
than the national average in 2010. On the opposite end of the continuum, the national 
violent crime rate index was 1.50 times higher than the Mississippi average in 2010. 

 
Local Crime Data 

At the municipal level, the crime rates were highly variable in the six-county study 
area. The crime index in Moss Point was a very high 856 (the lower the number the better), 
while the crime index in Bay St. Louis was 98. Please see the information below for an in- 
depth perspective of 2010 crime statistics in the municipalities located in the study area. 

 
 

2010 Municipal Crime Statistics 
 

Mississippi Gulf Coast 

 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 

Bay St. 
Louis 

98 8,190 0 4 1 3 92 24
1 

19 0 

Biloxi 46
5 

45,350 1 33 11
8 

59 94
3 

1,442 13
1 

5 

D’Iberville 30
8 

9,082 1 3 9 15 15 58
6 

32 2 

Gautier 28
0 

16,435 1 12 10 23 23
0 

41
1 

45 2 

Gulfport 22
7 

70,806 6 23 67 65 92
0 

2,642 15
3 

14 

Long 
Beach 

10
1 

11,937 0 3 1 8 71 21
7 

14 2 

Lucedale 25
4 

3,154 0 2 4 4 15 51 4 0 

Moss Point 85
6 

13,788 0 16 31 71 41
1 

31
1 

70 0 

Ocean 
Springs 

10
9 

17,388 1 4 9 5 25
6 

31
2 

15 1 

Pascagoula 37
1 

23,479 2 20 38 27 30
0 

1,050 59 7 

Pass 
Christian 

12
6 

3,967 0 4 1 0 47 17
7 

12 0 

Picayune 25
4 

12,194 0 4 11 16 10
4 

33
3 

19 2 

Waveland 26
8 

5,592 0 3 5 7 72 30
3 

10 0 

Wiggins 44
6 

5,162 0 1 1 21 93 13
3 

0 0 
 
 

1 - Crime Index 6 - Assaults 

2 - Population 7 - Burglaries 

3 - Murders 8 - Thefts 

4 - Rapes 9 - Vehicle Thefts 

5 - Robberies 10 - Arson 
 

While some of the variability is certainly due to reporting bias, it is notable that there 
are pockets of specific types of crime. For example, theft is very high per capita in 
Pascagoula, while burglaries and robberies are exceedingly high per capita in Biloxi. As 
mentioned previously, the lowest crime index was in Bay St. Louis (98), followed closely 
by Long Beach (101), Ocean Springs (109), and Pass Christian (126). 
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Education 
 

 
According to the Evaluation for Learning Project conducted at the University of 

Pittsburgh, it is noted that a well-educated and engaged populace is critical to the economic 
and social health, and the stability of our society. Yet, for many Americans, the reality of 
full civic and economic participation in society falls short of what would be considered ideal. 
It is asserted that this deficit is particularly the case for people living in poverty and those 
from African-American, Latino, Asian, and Native American populations. The problems here 
in are complex and involve longstanding social and economic factors. It is notable that one 
sector is not predominately responsible for the problem. It is generally understood that 
collective efforts working across multiple segments in society are needed to ameliorate the 
problems. These sectors or segments would include the home, health, social, education, 
and economic factions of society. It is posited that, in conjunction with influential family and 
community forces, formal education has a significant role in attending to the goal of 
increased social participation. 

 

It is asserted that, starting in early childhood, the role of education has a significant 
cumulative effect on life opportunities and the capacity to fully participate in social issues. 
It serves in fundamental ways as a strong predictor of broader social engagement and 
fulfillment. However, solid foundations in early childhood are necessary but insufficient to 
educational success and full participation. It is asserted that good starts can be too easily 
squandered in middle and secondary years spent in non-challenging, depersonalized 
environments (where too often expectations differ based upon a student’s social and 
economic circumstances, or ethnic or racial identity; and, where opportunities to engage 
in culturally responsive, rich, collaborative education experiences are limited for the very 
students who might have the least need for them). 

 

A survey by Achieve, Inc. found employers estimate that 45% of high school 
graduates do not have the necessary skills to advance beyond entry-level jobs. As has 
been widely noted, oftentimes a high school diploma is not enough for a secure economic 
life. On a fundamental level, the majority of current jobs now require some kind of post-high 
school training. This training does not necessarily have to include college, but at least the 
kind of specialized training acquired through a community college or technical certificate. 
Too few students get even as far as a high school graduation. Data collected in 2010 
suggest that only 71% of ninth graders graduate on time. Notably, this suppressed 
proportion declines to 58% for Hispanics and 55% of African-Americans. Notably, in the 
nation’s 50 largest cities, 53% of students graduate on time, and there is an 18% 
urban/suburban gap. 

 

It is widely agreed that the challenges are substantial. They also vary for different 
levels of the educational endeavor. Hence, the responses to the challenges should be 
customized to specific educational, organizational, and social, factors prevalent at a given 
level. The United States is facing a greater than ever education gap. In essence, there is 
a increasing crevasse between the skills needed for successful employment and the 
education levels of most students. Moreover, the literature suggests that the gap is widest 
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for urban and poor students who are expected to comprise an increasing proportion of the 
future workforce. 

 

It is important to note that graduation from high school is clearly not equivalent to 
being prepared for post-secondary education. The National Center of Education Statistics 
finds that only half of high school graduates are academically prepared for college-level 
inquiry. Among students who enroll in post-secondary education, 28% require remedial 
courses, a number that rises to 42% at community colleges. Not surprisingly, the 
requirement to take remedial courses is a strong correlate of failure to persist in post- 
secondary education and earn a degree. Whether they are academically unprepared, have 
financial troubles, or face other social problems, less than 60% of students who enter a 
four-year college complete a bachelor’s degree, and only 25% of students entering two- 
year programs complete the degree. 

 
At a time when our nation needs more students to be ready for meaningful post- 

secondary education, high rates of college-level remedial courses, static college completion 
rates, and added time to completion are clear markers that many students are leaving high 
school not ready for post-secondary education. The data are particularly disturbing for 
individuals from families with low incomes – some researchers have found that only 21% 
of these high school graduates are sufficiently prepared to enter college. According to the 
Organization for Economic Cooperation and Development (OECD), due to the combination 
of low high school graduation rates and low post-secondary completion rates, the United 
States now ranks 10th out of 30 countries in college attainment for its 25-34 year old 
population, down from third in 1991. According to the Alliance for Excellent Education, 
this lack of preparedness for post-secondary education costs the nation approximately 
$3.7 billion a year for remedial education and suppressed earning potential. 

 

Whether posed as a crucial issue in the country’s continued struggle for equity across 
social and ethnic lines or as a as a threat to our nation’s economic security, the importance 
and value of growing post-secondary educational attainment for more students is becoming 
more prevalent in educational policy debates. As expected, secondary schools are at 
center stage, as they serve as a gateway to post-secondary education or careers that can 
make a difference in student quality of life outcomes. A high school dropout earns 
approximately $16,000 per year less than a high school graduate. Over a career, the 
difference in earnings can amount to over $700,000. A graduate of a two-year degree 
program earns about $35,000 more per year than a high school dropout. Additionally, a 
number of other negative outcomes are associated with failure to graduate from high 
school, including unemployment, increased rates of divorce, increased use of welfare, 
increased interactions with the legal system, and poorer health quality. These data on 
quality of life are concerning, but situating U.S. performance in an international context 
highlights the extent to which the country is falling behind. 

 
On nearly every measure of academic proficiency, the country’s secondary school 

performance varies from mediocre to poor on an international scale. For reading literacy, 
the U.S. ranked 15th out of 29 OECD countries with a score just below the international 
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average. In scientific literacy, the U.S. ranks 21st out of 30 OECD countries with a score 
below the international average. In mathematic literacy, the U.S. ranks 25th out of 30 
countries, and, in problem-solving, we rank 24th out of 29 countries. 

 
Domestically, the National Assessment of Educational Progress trend in reading 

and math show some improvement in narrowing the gap in the elementary and middle 
grades. Notably, scores for high school reading and math have been static for over 30 
years. 

Notably, gaps in performance between white, African-American, and Hispanic 
high school students have remained stable or widened in reading and math since 1998. 
As such, the inequities are evident in our school funding. Recent analysis by the 
Education Trust indicate that high poverty districts spend about $773 less per student 
than low poverty districts, and high minority districts spend about $1,122 less per student 
than low minority districts. 

 
All in all, one can conclude that pre-kindergarten through grade 12 education and, 

in particular, the middle and high school levels are failing to meet the needs of students and 
to support them in career and college preparation. There is no doubt that the reasons are 
complex and not solved exclusively by the secondary education sector alone. However, 
secondary schools unequivocally have a clear role to play. 

 
 
Poverty 

 
It is widely acknowledged that Individuals living in poverty in the U.S. are 

disproportionately African-American, Latino, and Native American. There is little doubt that 
poverty status and racial identity are intertwined in the U.S. The negative impacts of poverty 
on an individual’s opportunities are well-documented. According to 2010 Congressional 
Hearings relative to poverty in America, this economic status is associated with a number 
of adverse outcomes for individuals, such as poor health, crime, and reduced labor market 
participation. In this case, of particular salience is the interaction between poverty and 
education. It is widely accepted that children living in poverty often enter school with less 
social capital than their peers, and often need more educational support. However, 
compounding the problem, it is well noted that schools serving high proportions of 
children in poverty have less experienced and less effective teachers, greater turnover in 
teachers, and fewer overall resources. 

 
In today’s environment of increased educational outcomes accountability, lower 

achievement rates for schools serving students with high rates of poverty tend to raise the 
emphasis on making Adequate Yearly Progress (AYP). The subsequent pressure can have 
the effect of contracting the educational offering, as educators spend more time to improve 
test scores in literacy and math. Confounding the challenge is that students with less social 
capital have fewer opportunities to engage in the kind of learning activities that stimulate 
higher order thinking skills, and have fewer connections to issues relevant to prepare them 
for collaboration and teamwork. Notably, the depersonalized secondary school environment 
that may be sufficient for students with high social capital is less convivial and efficacious 
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for students coming from poor communities. Ultimately, the emphasis on test results can 
weaken student commitment, which, by definition, decreases the student’s interest in 
education. The high dropout rates in high poverty schools are, in part, a materialization of 
the accountability protocol trends. Moreover, for students from low-income communities, 
the complexities are often confounded by the disparity in cultural alignment between their 
homes and the school. 

 
Early Childhood Education 

 
It posited that children taught at an early age usually benefit by gaining improved 

social skills, having less or no need for special education instruction during subsequent 
school years, better grades, and enhanced attention spans. Likewise, some researchers 
have concluded that young children enrolled in pre-school programs usually graduate from 
high school, attend college, have fewer behavioral problems, and are less likely to become 
involved with crime in their adolescent and young adult years. 

 

Notably, the preponderance of research investigating these benefits was completed 
during the 1980s. In addition to benefitting children experiencing normal development, it 
was also shown that children with learning or other physical disabilities benefit immensely 
from pre-kindergarten education. Also, children with parents highly involved in their pre- 
kindergarten education do not experience the same positive results from Head Start 
programs as children coming from homes where it is not as much of an emphasis. Children 
taught how to speak a second language during their early developmental years are also 
in a better position to learn English at a young age. 

 
Many people do not believe the government should determine whether children 

should be required to receive formal pre-kindergarten education. One reason for this belief 
is children who are educated by their parents during their early developmental years 
experience the same benefits as children enrolled in pre-school programs, especially 
children receiving a lot of attention from parents. Parents deciding to educate their young 
children themselves should utilize creative ideas and activities when educating them. 

 
No matter the differences in opinion about formal pre-kindergarten education, 

children benefit from receiving some type of education during their early developmental 
years. However, there is not one-size fits all instruction best suited for all children. While 
some benefit immensely from pre-school, it may not be the best educational setting for 

other children. In most cases, children benefit by receiving educational instruction from 
their parents. Parents must evaluate a child’s unique personality before determining 
which program is best suited for a child since not all programs benefit children the same 
way. Finally, regarding the efficacy of early childhood programs, Ron Haskins wrote in 
American Psychologist that both model programs and Head Start have immediate positive 
impacts on tests of intellectual performance and social competence but that this impact 
declines over the first few years of public schooling. The evidence of improvement on 
long-term measures of school performance such as special education placement is 
substantial for model programs but thin and inconsistent for Head Start. There is limited but 
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provocative evidence that model programs may have positive effects on life success 
measures such as teen pregnancy, delinquency, welfare use, and employment, but there 
is virtually no evidence linking Head Start attendance with any of these variables. 
Benefit–cost studies show that model programs can produce long-term benefits that exceed 
the value of the original program investment, but it would be premature to argue that Head 
Start is cost beneficial. 

 

Education in Mississippi 

 
According to the CFED Assets and Opportunities Scorecard, the State of Mississippi 

was assigned a grade of F in Education. Multiple variables were utilized in their 
assessment. Several of the variables and the associated outcomes are presented in the 
table below. 

 

CFED Assets and Opportunity Scorecard 
 

Education in Mississippi 

Variable State 
Rank 

State 
Proportion 

National 
Proportion 

Early childhood education enrollment 15th 31.8% 27.2% 

8th grade math proficiency 50th 19.3% 34.7% 

8th grade reading proficiency 50th 21.0% 33.5% 

High school degree 49th 81.0% 85.6% 

2-Year college degree 47th 27.9% 35.7% 

4-year college degree 49th 19.5% 28.2% 

4-year college degree by income 48th   

Top quintile  45.4% 61.0% 

Bottom quintile  6.6% 11.5% 

 
 

As evidenced by the table above, Mississippi ranks at or near the bottom in a 
number of key metrics. Of importance, the state ranks last in both 8th math and reading 
proficiency. On the positive side, although statistics relative to early childhood education 
are difficult to obtain in Mississippi, the state ranks 15th in early childhood education 
enrollment with 31.8%. 

 

According to a 2011 report card released by the American Legislative Exchange 
Council, the State of Mississippi ranked at or near the bottom in several key categories. For 

example, the state ranked 50th in 4th grade reading scores, 50th in 4th grade math scores, 
50th in 8th grade reading scores, and 49th in 8th grade math scores. In the same report, it 
was elucidated that only 40% of middle and high income students scored proficient or 
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better on the 2011 National Assessment of Educational Progress 4th grade reading exam, 
ranking near the bottom. Regarding free and reduced-price lunch eligible students, the 
proportion scoring proficient or better was 15%. 
 

In 2011, a report was released ranking how states’ primary education systems are 
preparing students for careers in engineering. Massachusetts, Minnesota, and New Jersey 
top the list, while Mississippi trails as the worst in the country, following West Virginia and 
Louisiana. The Science and Engineering Readiness Index (SERI) measure how high 
school students are performing in physics and calculus based on publicly available data to 
include Advanced Placement scores, National Assessment of Educational Progress 
reports, and teacher certification requirements by state and physics class enrollment. 

 

Notably, the SERI was developed by Susan Wite from the Statistical Research Center 
at the American Institute of Physics and physicist Paul Cottle of Florida State University. 
The SERI score given to each state is on a scale of 1 to 5 and reflects how well states 
perform and allow opportunities for success in physics and math education and teacher 
qualifications. The findings indicate that few states are performing at high levels, and most 
are poorly preparing students for science, technology, and engineering. In this particular 
study the SERI score for Massachusetts was 4.62, while the SERI score for Mississippi was 

1.26. Notably, while the SERI scores do not compare states to school performance in other 
countries, even the American leader – Massachusetts – would struggle to compete with 
countries like China or Singapore. As has been discussed, the U.S. has lagged behind 
other countries in reading literacy, science, and math for some time. 

 

And finally, according to a recent ACT report, the proportion of Mississippi students 
taking the 2011 ACT test of college readiness, 52% reached the benchmark in English 
(nationwide 66%), 33% reached the benchmark in Reading (nationwide 52%), 20% 

reached the benchmark mathematics (nationwide 45%), 13% reached the benchmark in 
science (nationwide 13%). To further explicate this information, 35% of Mississippi test 
takers missed the English benchmark by 3+ points, 54% missed the Reading benchmark 
by 3+ points, 72% missed the Mathematics benchmark by 3+ points, and 75% missed 
the Science benchmark by 3+ points. Relative to all four subjects, 10% reached the 
benchmark (25% nationwide). With this metric, 44% of Mississippi test takers met none 
of the benchmarks. 

 

Notably, state scoring trends have been relative stable over the past four years. In 
this study, benchmark is defined as representing the level of achievement required for 
students to have a 50% chance of obtaining a B or higher or about a 75% chance of 
obtaining a C or higher in corresponding credit-bearing first-year college courses. In 2011, 
the composite ACT score in Mississippi (18.7) ranked last among the 50 states. The 
national composite average was 21.1. Finally, it is abundantly clear that those students 
taking courses from a recommended core curriculum score much better on the ACT 
components. For example, 54% of Mississippi students taking the core courses met the 
benchmark in reading as compared to 29% in English. The same findings apply to each of 
Reading, Mathematics, and Science. 
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Education in Mississippi’s Six Coastal Counties 
 

The table on the following page represents the 2009-2010 educational outcomes for 
each school district in the six coastal counties of Mississippi. 

 
 

Educational Outcomes 

Six Coastal Counties of Mississippi 

2009-2010 

School District Graduation Rate ACT Composite 
Score 

3rd Grade 

Reading
1

 

8th Grade 

Reading
2

 

3rd Grade 
3 

Mathematics 

8th Grade 

Mathemat    
4 ics 

 

Mississippi 
 

71.4% 
 

18.5 
 

50.0% 
 

55.0% 
 

41.0% 
 

41.0% 

Bay St. Louis 82.7% 19.1 39.0% 44.0% 36.0% 49.0% 

Biloxi 82.2% 20.7 40.0% 50.0% 31.0% 39.0% 

George County 67.5% 19.9 51.0% 40.0% 41.0% 42.0% 

Gulfport 69.9% 20.7 40.0% 37.0% 32.0% 17.0% 

Hancock County 74.8% 20.3 40.0% 43.0% 30.0% 26.0% 

Harrison County 77.6% 19.3 38.0% 35.0% 27.0% 22.0% 

Jackson County 77.4% 20.1 42.0% 55.0% 32.0% 49.0% 

Long Beach 83.7% 20.9 42.0% 33.0% 34.0% 33.0% 

Moss Point 73.9% 16.7 62.0% 79.0% 55.0% 66.0% 

Ocean Springs 87.1% 21.0 37.0% 39.0% 36.0% 24.0% 

Pascagoula 72.9% 18.8 57.0% 52.0% 55.0% 42.0% 

Pass Christian 84.7% 21.4 29.0% 27.0% 23.0% 11.0% 

Pearl River 69.9% 19.9 43.0% 51.0% 30.0% 36.0% 

Picayune 68.6% 18.6 47.0% 45.0% 41.0% 38.0% 

Poplarville 83.9% 19.6 56.0% 47.0% 43.0% 33.0% 

Stone County 81.1% 18.4 47.0% 47.0% 37.0% 37.0% 

 

1 -  Percentage scoring Basic or lower in 3rd  grade reading (scale = Minimal, Basic, Proficient, Advanced) 
 

2 -  Percentage scoring Basic or lower in 8th grade mathematics (scale = Minimal, Basic, Proficient, Advanced) 

3 -  Percentage scoring Basic or lower in 3rd grade reading (scale = Minimal, Basic, Proficient, Advanced) 

4 -  Percentage scoring Basic or lower in 8th grade mathematics (scale = Minimal, Basic, Proficient, Advanced) 

 

 
As evidenced by the previous table, the majority of the districts are performing better 

than the state. Arguably, the three exceptions in that regard are the George County, 
Pascagoula, and Moss Point school districts. However, it should be remembered that the 
Assets and Opportunities Scorecard gave the state a grade of F in education. Hence, 
comparisons against the state are not a good benchmark. 
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Health 
 

 

The World Health Organization defines health as a state of complete physical, 
mental, and social well-being and not merely the absence of disease or infirmity. In addition 
to the contributions of individual genetic predispositions to disease, health is a result of (a) 
our behaviors, (b) the environment and community in which we live, (c) the public and 
health policies and practices of our healthcare and prevention systems, and (d) the clinical 
care we receive. These aspects interact in a complex web of cause and effect, and much 
of this interaction is just beginning to be fully understood. However, it should be noted that 
completely understanding these interactions is vital if we are create to the healthy 
outcomes desired by all. 

 

According to the 2011 America’s Health Rankings commissioned by The United 
Health Foundation, the news was both good and bad. It is encouraging that the U.S. 
experienced modest improvements in areas such as smoking, cardiovascular disease, and 
violent crime. However, the nation continues to struggle with worsening rates of obesity and 
diabetes, and no improvements in other chronic health conditions. That said, with chronic 
diseased impacting 130 million Americans and accounting for nearly 75% of healthcare 
costs, solutions must be found in the near future. 

 

As compared to other nations, the picture is relatively disappointing. The World 
Health Organization compares the U.S. to the other member nations on a number of 
metrics. While the U.S. does outperform many countries, it is far from the best in many of 
the common measures to gauge overall health, and it lags behind its peers in other 
developed countries. For example, life expectancy is a measure that indicates the number 
of years a newborn can expect to live. Japan is the perennial leader in the metric, with a 
life expectancy of 86 years for females and 80 years for males. With a life expectancy of 
81 years for women, the U.S. places 32nd out of 193 reporting nations. With a life 
expectancy of 76 for men, the U.S. is ranked 34th. 

 
More troubling, however, is when life expectancy is viewed at a more granular level. 

Only 41 U.S. counties exceed the life expectancies of the ten leading nations. Worse, there 
are 92 counties for men and two for women that have life expectancy rates similar to the 
leading nations of 1957. Notably, life expectancy rates in 1,406 counties for men and 

2,054 counties for women are now further behind those of developing countries they 
were seven years earlier. 

 
Clearly, one of the leading causes of the aforementioned differences is the gap in 

infant mortality rates between the U.S. and many other countries. The infant mortality 
rate in the U.S. was seven deaths per 1,000 live births, ranking 43rd among World 
Health Organization countries. Notably, the infant morality rates in the Czech Republic, 
France, Germany, Iceland, Italy, Spain, and Sweden are all half of the U.S. rate. These 
countries also have considerably lower infant mortality rates than those of non-Hispanic 
whites in the U.S., the ethnic/racial group with the lowest rates in the country. 
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Ironically, per capita healthcare expenditures in the U.S. continue to lead the world. 
The median expenditure among OECD countries is $2,995 per person, while the median 
in the U.S. is $7,358 per person. The annual growth rate of spending in the U.S. from 
1998 through 2008 was 3.6%, slightly under the 3.9% among OECD countries. And 
finally, the utilization of healthcare in the U.S. exceeds other OECD countries with 25% 
of adults taking at least four prescriptions regularly, compared to 17% in other studied 
countries. 

 
While there have been national changes in the 22 years of the America’s Health 

Rankings report, much improvement is still needed. Generally, the improvements have 
stemmed from improvements in the reduction of infant morality, infectious disease, 
prevalence of smoking, cardiovascular deaths, and violent crime. However, success has 
eluded us in rapid increases in the prevalence of obesity and diabetes, and the persistently 
high rate of the uninsured population. Moreover, a substantial increase in the percentage 
of children in poverty during the past five years has also significantly suppressed a faster 
rate of improvement in health-related issues. Notably, it is generally recognized that areas 
to address with the highest leverage points are the prevalence of smoking and the obesity 
rate. While we have seen some reductions in the smoking rate, unprecedented and still 
unchecked obesity rates dramatically impacts the overall health of the U.S. The prevalence 
of obesity has increased 137%, from 11.6% of the population in 1990 to 27.5% of the 
population in 2011. Now, more than one in four Americans is considered obese, a category 
the Centers for Disease Control reserves for those who are significantly over the body 
weight given their height. Please see the table on the following page for international 
comparison of health-related determinants. 
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Selected Health Determinants 
 

International Comparisons 

 Deaths 
per 

1,000 
live 

births 

Rank Life 
Expecta

ncy 
(Male) 

Rank Life 
Expectan

cy 
(Female)

) 

Rank Health 
Expenditures

1
 

Australia 4 21 80 2 84 7 8.5% 

Austria 4 21 78 14 83 1
1 

10.5% 

Belgium 4 21 77 27 83 1
1 

11.1% 

Canada 5 30 79 7 83 1
1 

9.8% 

Chile 7 43 76 34 82 2
6 

7.5% 

China 17 89 72 53 76 7
6 

4.3% 

Costa Rica 10 54 77 27 81 3
2 

9.4% 

Czech 
Republic 

5 30 76 34 80 3
5 

12.0% 

Cuba 3 8 74 40 80 3
5 

7.1% 

Denmark 3 8 77 27 81 3
2 

9.9% 

Finland 3 8 77 27 83 1
1 

8.8% 

France 3 8 78 14 85 2 11.2% 

Germany 3 8 78 14 83 1
1 

10.5% 

Greece 3 8 78 14 83 1
1 

10.1% 

Hungary 5 30 70 80 78 5
2 

7.2% 

Ireland 3 8 77 27 82 2
6 

8.7% 

Israel 4 21 80 2 83 1
1 

4.6% 

Italy 3 8 79 7 81 7 8.7% 

Japan 2 3 80 2 86 1 8.3% 

Mexico 15 80 73 44 78 5
2 

5.9% 

Netherlands 4 21 78 14 83 1
1 

9.9% 

New Zealand 4 21 79 7 83 1
1 

9.7% 

Norway 3 8 79 7 83 1
1 

8.5% 

Poland 5 30 81 66 80 3
5 

7.0% 

Portugal 4 21 76 34 82 2
6 

10.6% 

Slovenia 2 3 76 34 82 2
6 

8.3% 

Spain 3 8 78 14 85 2 9.0% 

Sweden 2 3 79 7 83 1
1 

9.4% 

Switzerland 4 21 80 2 81 7 10.7% 

United Kingdom 5 30 78 14 82 2
6 

8.7% 

United States 7 43 78 34 81 3
2 

15.2% 

1 - Total expenditures on health as a percentage of Gross Domestic Product 
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Health in Mississippi 
 

 

The 2011 America’s Health Rankings report ranked Mississippi 50th in health 
outcomes and 48th in health determinants. Notably, there was no change in ranking 
from2010. Some of the challenges in the state include a high prevalence of obesity, a 
high percentage of children in poverty, a high rate of preventable hospitalizations, and a 
high infant mortality rate. Along those lines, two strengths include a low prevalence of 
binge drinking and high immunization coverage. 

 
Some of the highlights of the 2011 findings include the fact that smoking has 

decreased minimally in the past ten years from 23.5% to 22.9% of the adult population 
(506,000 people still smoke in Mississippi). In the past year, the rate of uninsured 
population increased from 17.7% to 19.2%. In the past five years, obesity increased from 
30.9% to 34.5%, with 763,000 obese adults in the state. In the past five years, diabetes 
increased from 9.8% to 12.4% of the adult population. Currently, approximately 274,000 
Mississippians have diabetes. In the past ten years, the violent crime rate decreased 
from349 to 270 offenses per 100,000 population. And finally, in the past ten years, the 
percentage of children in poverty increased from 16.4% to 33.7% of persons under age 
18. 

 
There are multiple health disparities in the state. For example, in Mississippi 

obesity is more prevalent among non-Hispanic blacks at 42.6% than non-Hispanic 
whites at 30.4% and Hispanics at 35.4%. Diabetes also varies by race and ethnicity in 
the state. Specifically, 14.5% of non-Hispanic blacks have the disease compared to 
10.4% of non-Hispanic whites and 8.7% of Hispanics. Please see the table on the 
following page for detailed information on 2011 health determinants, outcomes, and 
rankings. 
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Mississippi 
 

2011 Health Determinants and Outcomes 

 Value Rank Value of No. 1 
State 

DETERMINANTS    

Behaviors    

Smoking (% of adult population) 22.
9 

46 9.1 

Binge drinking (% of adult population) 10.0
% 

4 6.7
% 

Obesity (% of adult population) 34.5
% 

50 21.4
% 

High school graduation (% of incoming 9th 

graders) 

63.9
% 

47 89.6
% 

Community and Environment    

Violent crime (offenses per 100,000) 
population) 

270.
0 

16 122.
0 

Occupational fatalities (deaths per 100,000) 
population) 

7.2 43 2.5 

Infectious disease (cases per 100,000) 
population) 

10.
5 

37 2.3 

Children in poverty (% persons under age) 
18) 

33.7
% 

50 6.2
% 

Air pollution (micrograms of fine particles 

per meter3 

10.
3 

31 5.2 

Public and Health Policies    

Lack of health insurance (% without health 
insurance) 

19.2
% 

44 5.0
% 

Public health funding ($ per person) $7
3 

28 $24
4 

Immunization coverage (% children 19 - 35 
months) 

92.7
% 

10 96.0
% 

Clinical Care    

Early prenatal care (% with visit during first 
trimester) 

82.3
% 

24 - 

Primary care physicians (number per 
100,000 population) 

82.
2 

48 191.
9 

Preventable hospitalizations (per 1,000 
Medicare enrollees) 

95.
0 

48 25.
6 

ALL DETERMINANTS -
.51 

48 .90 

OUTCOMES    

Diabetes (% of adult population) 12.4
% 

49 5.3
% 

Poor mental health days (days in previous 
30 days) 

3.9 41 2.3 

Poor physical health days (days in previous 
30 days) 

4.3 46 2.6 

Geographic disparity (relative standard 
deviation) 

13.
5 

35 4.8 

Infant mortality (deaths per 1,000 live 
births) 

10.
0 

50 4.
7 

Cardiovascular deaths (deaths per 100,000 
population) 

366.
4 

50 197.
2 

Cancer deaths (deaths per 100,000 
population) 

218.
3 

48 137.
4 

Premature death (years lost per 100,000 
population) 

10,97
6 

50 5,48
1 

ALL OUTCOMES -
0.31 

50 0.3
2 

OVERALL -
0.82 

50 1.2
0 
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Pursuant to the previous table, it can be discerned that much progress is needed to 
improve health determinants and outcomes in the state. Moreover, to put the information 
in the appropriate context, Mississippi ranks last in health in a nation that is also losing 
ground to the rest of the world. Moreover, it is notable that health outcomes and 
expenditures do not appear to be highly correlated. The U.S. spends a very high 
proportion of its Gross Domestic Product on health-related issues, and Mississippi ranks 
28th in public health funding, but 50th in health outcomes. 

 
Health in Mississippi’s Six Coastal Counties 

 
In this section, the health determinants and outcomes for the six coastal counties 

in Mississippi are presented in detail. Data are derived from the County Health Rankings. 
With this research project, The Robert Wood Johnson Foundation collaborates with the 
University of Wisconsin Population Health Institute to bring this program to cities, counties 
and states across the nation. There is little doubt that health-related metrics are highly 
variable in Mississippi. Hence, it is highly recommended that county and regional 
leaders not only compare their county to the rest of the state, but to the region and 
nation as well. The least healthy is Quitman County according to the rankings. In this 
study area, Hancock County was ranked 6th out of 82 counties, followed by Jackson 
County (12), Harrison County (21), Pearl River (42), George (43), and Stone (46). 

 
The report is designed to assist public health and community leaders, policy-

makers, consumers and others to measure the health of their county in context to the 
remainder of the state and nation. Each county is ranked on key factors that affect 
health such as binge drinking, obesity, smoking, access to primary care providers, rates 
of high school graduation, number of children living in poverty, and air pollution levels. 
Other studies have ranked states on health factors, but this is the first time researchers 
have investigated the multitude of factors that impact health. Notably, the findings from 
the 2012 report indicate that people who live in healthier counties tend to have higher 
education levels, are more likely to be employed, have access to more health care 
providers, and have more access to healthier foods, parks and recreational facilities. 
Importantly, the County Health Rankings rank the health of nearly every county in the 
nation and reveal that much of what impacts health occurs outside of the physician’s 
office. 

 
The County Health Rankings confirm the critical role that factors such as education, 

jobs, income, and environment play in how healthy people are and how long they live. 
Please see the tables on the following pages that reveal the metrics of the 2012 health 
factors (determinants) and outcomes of the six Mississippi coastal counties. Following the 
tables is a definition key for the metrics in the study. 
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Mississippi Health Report Card - 2012 
 

George County 

 George County National 
Benchmark 

Mississippi Rank (of 82) 
)counties) 

HEALTH OUTCOMES    43 

Mortality    52 

Premature Death 12,041 5,466 10,811  

Morbidity    34 

Poor of fair health 24.0
% 

10.0
% 

22.0
% 

 

Poor physical health 
days 

4.5 2.6 4.1  

Poor mental health 
days 

4.6 2.3 4.1  

Low birth weight 10.5
% 

6.0
% 

11.8
% 

 

HEALTH FACTORS    46 

Heath Behaviors    60 

Adult smoking 26.0
% 

14.0
% 

24.0
% 

 

Adult obesity 38.0
% 

25.0
% 

36.0
% 

 

Physical inactivity 33.0
% 

21.0
% 

33.0
% 

 

Excessive drinking 9.0
% 

8.0
% 

11.0
% 

 

Motor vehicle crash rate 42 12 31  

Sexually transmitted 
infections 

36
6 

84 80
3 

 

Teen birth rate 94 22 65  

Clinical Care    61 

Uninsured 22.0
% 

11.0
% 

21.0
% 

 

Primary care physicians 2,500
:1 

631:
1 

1,155
:1 

 

Preventable hospital 
days 

13
3 

49 95  

Diabetic screening 80.0
% 

89.0
% 

80.0
% 

 

Mammography 
screening 

57.0
% 

74.0
% 

58.0
% 

 

Social and Economic 
Factors 

   14 

Children in poverty 26.0
% 

13.0
% 

32.0
% 

 

Inadequate social 
support 

19.0
% 

14.0
% 

25.0
% 

 

Children in single 
parent homes 

22.0
% 

20.0
% 

44.0
% 

 

Physical Environment    76 

Air pollution-particulate 
days 

3 0 1  

Air pollution-ozone days 2 0 3  

Access to recreational 
facilities 

4 16 7  

Limited access to 
healthy foods 

33.0% 0.0% 11.0%  

Fast food restaurants 41.0
% 

25.0
% 

55.0
% 
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Mississippi Health Report Card - 2012 
 

Hancock County 

 Hancock 
County 

National 
Benchmark 

Mississippi Rank (of 82 
counties) 

HEALTH OUTCOMES    6 

Mortality    17 

Premature Death 9,68
0 

5,46
6 

10,81
1 

 

Morbidity    7 

Poor of fair health 19.0
% 

10.0
% 

22.0
% 

 

Poor physical health 
days 

4.4 2.6 4.1  

Poor mental health 
days 

4.6 2.3 4.1  

Low birth weight 7.6
% 

6.0
% 

11.8
% 

 

HEALTH FACTORS    10 

Heath Behaviors    23 

Adult smoking 24.0
% 

14.0
% 

24.0
% 

 

Adult obesity 35.0
% 

25.0
% 

36.0
% 

 

Physical inactivity 30.0
% 

21.0
% 

33.0
% 

 

Excessive drinking 14.0
% 

8.0
% 

11.0
% 

 

Motor vehicle crash rate 28 12 31  

Sexually transmitted 
infections 

25
77 

84 80
3 

 

Teen birth rate 59 22 65  

Clinical Care    25 

Uninsured 22.0
% 

11.0
% 

21.0
% 

 

Primary care physicians 1,500
:1 

631:
1 

1,155
:1 

 

Preventable hospital 
days 

83 49 95  

Diabetic screening 80.0
% 

89.0
% 

80.0
% 

 

Mammography 
screening 

63.0
% 

74.0
% 

58.0
% 

 

Social and Economic 
Factors 

   7 

Children in poverty 30.0
% 

13.0
% 

32.0
% 

 

Inadequate social 
support 

23.0
% 

14.0
% 

25.0
% 

 

Children in single 
parent homes 

30.0
% 

20.0
% 

44.0
% 

 

Physical Environment    69 

Air pollution-particulate 
days 

3 0 1  

Air pollution-ozone days 1 0 3  

Access to recreational 
facilities 

7 16 7  

Limited access to health 
foods 

 

healthy foods 

27.0% 0.0% 11.0%  

Fast food restaurants 46.0% 25.0%
% 

55.0%  
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Mississippi Health Report Card - 2012 
 

Harrison County 

 Harrison 
County 

National 
Benchmark 

Mississippi Rank (of 82 
counties) 

HEALTH OUTCOMES    21 

Mortality    30 

Premature Death 10,72
4 

5,46
6 

10,81
1 

 

Morbidity    16 

Poor of fair health 20.0
% 

10.0
% 

22.0
% 

 

Poor physical health 
days 

4.0 2.6 4.1  

Poor mental health 
days 

5.0 2.3 4.1  

Low birth weight 10.5
% 

6.0
% 

11.8
% 

 

HEALTH FACTORS    24 

Heath Behaviors    43 

Adult smoking 27.0
% 

14.0
% 

24.0
% 

 

Adult obesity 36.0
% 

25.0
% 

36.0
% 

 

Physical inactivity 30.0
% 

21.0
% 

33.0
% 

 

Excessive drinking 16.0
% 

8.0
% 

11.0
% 

 

Motor vehicle crash rate 21 12 31  

Sexually transmitted 
infections 

611 84 803  

Teen birth rate 65 22 65  

Clinical Care    31 

Uninsured 21.0
% 

11.0
% 

21.0
% 

 

Primary care physicians 1,272
:1 

631:
1 

1,155
:1 

 

Preventable hospital 
days 

89 49 95  

Diabetic screening 74.0
% 

89.0
% 

80.0
% 

 

Mammography 
screening 

61.0
% 

74.0
% 

58.0
% 

 

Social and Economic 
Factors 

   9 

Children in poverty 30.0
% 

13.0
% 

32.0
% 

 

Inadequate social 
support 

23.0
% 

14.0
% 

25.0
% 

 

Children in single 
parent homes 

40.0
% 

20.0
% 

44.0
% 

 

Physical Environment    82 

Air pollution-particulate 
days 

2 0 1  

Air pollution-ozone days 11 0 3  

Access to recreational 
facilities 

8 16 7  

Limited access to 
healthy foods 

22.0% 0.0% 11.0%  

Fast food restaurants 51.0%
% 

25.0%
%% 

55.0%
% 
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Mississippi Health Report Card - 2012 
 

Jackson County 

 
Jackson 
County 

National 
Benchmark 

Mississippi Rank (of 82 
counties) 

HEALTH OUTCOMES 
   

12 

Mortality 
   

20 

Premature Death 10,12
3 

5,46
6 

10,81
1 

 

Morbidity 
   

11 

Poor of fair health 19.0
% 

10.0
% 

22.0
% 

 

Poor physical health 
days 

3.7 2.6 4.1 
 

Poor mental health 
days 

4.4 2.3 4.1 
 

Low birth weight 10.3
% 

6.0
% 

11.8
% 

 

HEALTH FACTORS 
   

9 

Heath Behaviors 
   

21 

Adult smoking 27.0
% 

14.0
% 

24.0
% 

 

Adult obesity 33.0
% 

25.0
% 

36.0
% 

 

Physical inactivity 29.0
% 

21.0
% 

33.0
% 

 

Excessive drinking 14.0
% 

8.0
% 

11.0
% 

 

Motor vehicle crash rate 25 12 31 
 

Sexually transmitted 
infections 

44
4 

84 80
3 

 

Teen birth rate 60 22 65 
 

Clinical Care 
   

12 

Uninsured 20.0
% 

11.0
% 

21.0
% 

 

Primary care physicians 1,282
:1 

631:
1 

1,155
:1 

 

Preventable hospital 
days 

78 49 95 
 

Diabetic screening 77.0
% 

89.0
% 

80.0
% 

 

Mammography 
screening 

66.0
% 

74.0
% 

58.0
% 

 

Social and Economic 
Factors 

   
6 

Children in poverty 25.0
% 

13.0
% 

32.0
% 

 

Inadequate social 
support 

21.0
% 

14.0
% 

25.0
% 

 

Children in single 
parent homes 

36.0
% 

20.0
% 

44.0
% 

 

Physical Environment 
   

79 

Air pollution-particulate 
days 

1 0 1 
 

Air pollution-ozone days 13 0 3 
 

Access to recreational 
facilities 

11 16 7 
 

Limited access to 
healthy foods 

18.0
% 

0.0
% 

11.0
% 

 

Fast food restaurants 51.0
% 

25.0
% 

55.0
% 
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Mississippi Health Report Card - 2012 
 

Pearl River County 

 
Pearl River County National 

Benchmark 
Mississippi Rank (of 82 

counties) 
HEALTH OUTCOMES 

   
42 

Mortality 
   

56 

Premature Death 12,16
2 

5,46
6 

10,81
1 

 

Morbidity 
   

25 

Poor of fair health 22.0
% 

10.0
% 

22.0
% 

 

Poor physical health 
days 

5.1 2.6 4.1 
 

Poor mental health 
days 

4.7 2.3 4.1 
 

Low birth weight 9.4
% 

6.0
% 

11.8
% 

 

HEALTH FACTORS 
   

33 

Heath Behaviors 
   

56 

Adult smoking 32.0
% 

14.0
% 

24.0
% 

 

Adult obesity 33.0
% 

25.0
% 

36.0
% 

 

Physical inactivity 30.0
% 

21.0
% 

33.0
% 

 

Excessive drinking 13.0
% 

8.0
% 

11.0
% 

 

Motor vehicle crash rate 39 12 31 
 

Sexually transmitted 
infections 

27
5 

84 80
3 

 

Teen birth rate 58 22 65 
 

Clinical Care 
   

46 

Uninsured 23.0
% 

11.0
% 

21.0
% 

 

Primary care physicians 2,063
:1 

631:
1 

1,155
:1 

 

Preventable hospital 
days 

11
1 

49 95 
 

Diabetic screening 86.0
% 

89.0
% 

80.0
% 

 

Mammography 
screening 

59.0
% 

74.0
% 

58.0
% 

 

Social and Economic 
Factors 

   
19 

Children in poverty 32.0
% 

13.0
% 

32.0
% 

 

Inadequate social 
support 

21.0
% 

14.0
% 

25.0
% 

 

Children in single 
parent homes 

30.0
% 

20.0
% 

44.0
% 

 

Physical Environment 
   

62 

Air pollution-particulate 
days 

3 0 1 
 

Air pollution-ozone days 1 0 3 
 

Access to recreational 
facilities 

5 16 7 
 

Limited access to 
healthy foods 

2.0
% 

0.0
% 

11.0
% 

 

Fast food restaurants 63.0
% 

25.0
% 

55.0
% 
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Mississippi Health Report Card - 2012 
 

Stone County 

 
Stone County National 

Benchmark 
Mississippi Rank (of 82 

counties) 
HEALTH OUTCOMES 

   
46 

Mortality 
   

46 

Premature Death 11,64
5 

5,46
6 

10,81
1 

 

Morbidity 
   

54 

Poor of fair health 24.0
% 

10.0
% 

22.0
% 

 

Poor physical health 
days 

5.9 2.6 4.1 
 

Poor mental health 
days 

4.7 2.3 4.1 
 

Low birth weight 10.4
% 

6.0
% 

11.8
% 

 

HEALTH FACTORS 
   

26 

Heath Behaviors 
   

46 

Adult smoking 31.0
% 

14.0
% 

24.0
% 

 

Adult obesity 34.0
% 

25.0
% 

36.0
% 

 

Physical inactivity 31.0
% 

21.0
% 

33.0
% 

 

Excessive drinking 8.0
% 

8.0
% 

11.0
% 

 

Motor vehicle crash rate 40 12 31 
 

Sexually transmitted 
infections 

53
7 

84 80
3 

 

Teen birth rate 56 22 65 
 

Clinical Care 
   

44 

Uninsured 22.0
% 

11.0
% 

21.0
% 

 

Primary care physicians 1,816:
21 

631:
1 

1,155
:1 

 

Preventable hospital 
days 

11
8 

49 95 
 

Diabetic screening 79.0
% 

89.0
% 

80.0
% 

 

Mammography 
screening 

62.0
% 

74.0
% 

58.0
% 

 

Social and Economic 
Factors 

   
8 

Children in poverty 28.0
% 

13.0
% 

32.0
% 

 

Inadequate social 
support 

21.0
% 

14.0
% 

25.0
% 

 

Children in single 
parent homes 

36.0
% 

20.0
% 

44.0
% 

 

Physical Environment 
   

72 

Air pollution-particulate 
days 

5 0 1 
 

Air pollution-ozone days 2 0 3 
 

Access to recreational 
facilities 

12 16 7 
 

Limited access to 
healthy foods 

36.0
% 

0.0
% 

11.0
% 

 

Fast food restaurants 48.0
% 

25.0
% 

55.0
% 
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Metric Definition Key 
 

2012 County Health Rankings 

Metric Definition 

Premature death Years of potential life lost before age 75 per 100,000 population 

Poor or fair health % of adults reporting poor or fair health 

Poor physical health Average number of physically unhealthy days reported in last 30 days 

Poor mental health Average number of mentally unhealthy days reported in last 30 days 

Low birth weight % of live births with low birth weight (< 2,500 grams) 

Adult smoking % of adults that report smoking $100 cigarettes and currently smoking 

Physical inactivity % of adults that report a Body Mass Index $30 

Excessive drinking % of adults that report excessive and/or binge drinking 

Motor vehicle crash death 
rate 

Motor vehicle crash deaths per 100,000 

Sexually transmitted 
infections 

Chlamydia rate per 100,000 population 

Teen birth rate Teen birth rate per 1,000 female population, ages 15-19 

Uninsured % of population under 65 without health insurance 

Primary care physicians Ratio of population to primary care physicians 

Preventable hospital days Hospitalization rate per ambulatory-care sensitive conditions per 100,000 
Medicare enrollees 

Diabetic screening % of diabetic Medicare enrollees that receive screening 

Mammography screening % of female Medicare enrollees that receive screening 

Children in poverty % children under 18 in poverty 

Inadequate social support % adults without social/emotional support 

Children in single-parent 
HHs 

% of children that live with a single parent 

Air pollution particulate 
days 

Annual number of unhealthy air quality days due to fine particulate matter 

Air pollution ozone days Annual number of unhealthy air quality days due to ozone 

Access to recreational 
facilities 

Rate of recreational facilities per 100,000 population 

Limited access to healthy 
foods 

% of population who are low income and on not live close to a grocery store 

Fast food restaurants % of all restaurants that are fast food restaurants 

http://www.countyhealthrankings.org/ 

 

http://www.countyhealthrankings.org/
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Many local organizations shared their recent assessments and viewpoints during the 
course of this study. We extend our gratitude to them for helping to provide a 
comprehensive view point. 
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Foundation 
 
CASA Mississippi 

CFED - Assets and Opportunities Scorecard 

Center for Disease Control  

Child Abuse Education Council 

Coastal Family Health 

Coastal Plains Interagency Coordinating Council 

Columbia University - National Center for Children in Poverty 

Federal Bureau of Investigation - Crime Statistics 

Gulf Coast Family Counseling Agency 

Gulf Coast Health Educators 

Gulf Coast Mental Health Center 

Gulf Coast Women’s Center for Nonviolence 

Gulf Regional Planning Commission 

Hancock County Child Development Center 

Hanley Wood Market Intelligence - Housing Market Information 

Harrison County Development Commission - Accelerate to 2060 

Hope Haven 

Lynn Meadows Discovery Center 

Kids Count Report from Annie E. Casey Foundation (2011) 

Mental Health Association of South Mississippi 

Mississippi Department of Health 

Mississippi Department of Human Services - Child Abuse Statistics 

Mississippi Department of Mental Health - Mississippi Profile on Alcohol 
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Mississippi Economic Policy Center - Investing in Mississippi’s Working Families/ 
Making Mississippi Competitive  
 
Mississippi Gulf Coast Substance Abuse Task Force Mississippi Gulf Coast 

Sustainable Communities Initiative  

Mississippi Low Income Child Care Initiative 

Mississippi State University Social Science Research Center   

Moore Community House 

National Low Income Housing Coalition 

Robert Wood Johnson Foundation/University of Wisconsin Population Health Institute - 
County Health Rankings 
 

St. Vincent de Paul Pharmacy 

South Mississippi PreK4Ward Initiative 

The Children First Annual Report - Mississippi School District Profiles 

Uniform Crime Report 

UNESCO - The Contribution of Early Childhood Education to a Sustainable Society 

U.S. Census Bureau 

U.S. Bureau of Labor Statistics 

University of Pittsburgh Learning Research and Development Center - Evaluation for 
Learning Project 

VA Gulf Coast Veteran’s Healthcare System - Welcome Home Resource Guide for 
Coastal Mississippi and Alabama 

Wider Opportunities for Women/ Center for Social Development at Washington 
University - BEST Index 

 

World Health Organization 

www.melissadata.com 

The Working Poor Families Project Policy Brief 

 

http://www.melissadata.com/

