Indiana Trauma Registry Monthly Report for August 2013

On August 7th and 8th, the Division of Trauma and Injury Prevention staff attended the Indi-
ana Rural Health Association Conference and set up a display informing those in attendance of
the statewide trauma system development. They also attended the Indiana Emergency Re-
sponse Conference August 22nd through the 24th and set up the same display.

On August 9th, the Indiana State Trauma Care Committee met and reviewed the first “In the
Process of ACS Verification” application. U Health — Ball Memorial Hospital is now consid-
ered a trauma center for purposes of the Triage and Transport Rule.

During the month of August, the trauma registry manager traveled to two hospitals to train
staff on the Indiana trauma registry. On August 13th, Katie Gatz traveled to King’s Daughters’
Health in Madison. On August 14th, she traveled to St. Vincent — Dunn in Bedford.

The public comment period ended August 16th for the Trauma Registry Rule and ISDH is now
responding to those comments.



Indiana Trauma Registry Monthly Report for August 2013

The Indiana Trauma Registry (ITR) monthly report is a dashboard style report for the Indiana Criminal Justice Institute (ICJT) and
any other party concerned about trauma in Indiana. This report highlights the three data quality measures for the ICJI grant: com-
pleteness, timeliness, and uniformity. This report uses data within the ITR, with an emphasis on motor vehicle collisions (MVC).

Completeness

The Hospital Discharge database, also maintained by the ISDH, contains all records of patients cared for in Indiana
hospitals. We compared patient records from the ITR with the Hospital Discharge database to know how complete
ITR’s data is.
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Actions to improve uniformity of data in the Indiana Trauma Registry:
e  Conducted baseline inter-rater reliability study in 2012
e  Will schedule follow-up inter-rater reliability study in 2013

e  Working to perform one study in 2013

e Looking at other sources of cases for study
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Indiana Trauma Registry  September 2012 to August 2013
Motor Vehicle Collision
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Injury Severity Score (ISS) is a measure of how bad the injury
is. Scores over 15 are considered major trauma. A score of 75

is considered not survivable.
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Percentage of MV C involving Drugs or Alcohol

Indiana Trauma Registry
MVC involving Drugs or Alcohol By Public Health Preparedness Districts

September 2012 to August 2013

State Average

District 1

District 2

District 3

30 -

District 4

District 5

16

District 6

District 7

30 -

20 -

District 8

19.4

District 9

15

District 10

30 -

19.2

12.2

E Drug-illegal Use

E Drug-rX Use

MVC involving Drugs or Alcohol

B Alcohol-Trace Amount

E Alcohol-Beyond Legal Limits




	August 2013 Monthly Report to ICJI part 1
	August 2013 Monthly Report to ICJI part 2
	The Sgpanel Procedure
	The SGPanel Procedure

	The Sgpanel Procedure
	The SGPanel Procedure

	The Sgpanel Procedure
	The SGPanel Procedure

	The Sgplot Procedure
	The SGPlot Procedure

	The Sgplot Procedure
	The SGPlot Procedure

	The Sgplot Procedure
	The SGPlot Procedure

	The Sgplot Procedure
	The SGPlot Procedure

	The Sgplot Procedure
	The SGPlot Procedure

	The Sgplot Procedure
	The SGPlot Procedure

	The Sgplot Procedure
	The SGPlot Procedure

	The Sgplot Procedure
	The SGPlot Procedure

	The Sgplot Procedure
	The SGPlot Procedure

	The Sgplot Procedure
	The SGPlot Procedure

	The Sgplot Procedure
	The SGPlot Procedure

	The Sgplot Procedure
	The SGPlot Procedure

	The Sgplot Procedure
	The SGPlot Procedure

	The Sgplot Procedure
	The SGPlot Procedure

	The Sgplot Procedure
	The SGPlot Procedure

	The Sgplot Procedure
	The SGPlot Procedure

	The Sgplot Procedure
	The SGPlot Procedure

	The Sgplot Procedure
	The SGPlot Procedure

	The Sgplot Procedure
	The SGPlot Procedure

	The Sgplot Procedure
	The SGPlot Procedure

	The Sgplot Procedure
	The SGPlot Procedure

	The Sgplot Procedure
	The SGPlot Procedure

	The Sgplot Procedure
	The SGPlot Procedure

	The Sgplot Procedure
	The SGPlot Procedure

	The Sgplot Procedure
	The SGPlot Procedure

	The Sgplot Procedure
	The SGPlot Procedure

	The Sgplot Procedure
	The SGPlot Procedure

	The Sgplot Procedure
	The SGPlot Procedure

	The Sgplot Procedure
	The SGPlot Procedure

	The Sgplot Procedure
	The SGPlot Procedure

	The Sgplot Procedure
	The SGPlot Procedure

	The Sgplot Procedure
	The SGPlot Procedure

	The Sgplot Procedure
	The SGPlot Procedure

	The Sgplot Procedure
	The SGPlot Procedure

	The Sgplot Procedure
	The SGPlot Procedure

	The Sgplot Procedure
	The SGPlot Procedure

	The Sgplot Procedure
	The SGPlot Procedure

	The Sgplot Procedure
	The SGPlot Procedure

	The Sgplot Procedure
	The SGPlot Procedure

	The Sgplot Procedure
	The SGPlot Procedure

	The Sgplot Procedure
	The SGPlot Procedure

	The Sgplot Procedure
	The SGPlot Procedure

	The Sgpanel Procedure
	The SGPanel Procedure



