& STATE HAI PROGRESS

F’\:SE::;EI();C:I!:I:\O.Argé w 2014 state S'lR is signifi'cantly lower (better) ﬁ or @ Change in 2014. state SIR.cc?mpare.d t.o.grOUD in
OROGRESS than comparison group in column header column header is not statistically significant
B than comparison group in calumn header 7, 2014 state SR cannot be caluieted v/ ves
STATE 2014 Reporting and Validation 2014 State CLABSI SIR

Roring | ST | e | o | oo | ais | o | aos

to NHSN' Review ¥ State SIR Nat'I SIR Nat'l Baseline
Alabama 70 4 4 4 4 4> * g
Alaska 11 V4 @ 4> 2 Ve
Arizona 60 V4 < T 2%
Arkansas 47 v V4 4 4 4 it \ %
California 358 V4 V4 V4 4 < 4 v
Colorado 53 v V4 4 4 Vs \% 2\
Connecticut 31 V4 V4 V4 < < <
D.C. 8 v V4 V4 <5 @ \ %
Delaware 8 V4 V4 V4 < > v
Florida 194 < 1> <
Georgia 108 V4 V4 24 * N
Hawaii 16 V4 V4 V4 <5 < \%
Idaho 15 V4 23 < v
Illinois 150 V4 4 4 < i g
Indiana 101 v V4 V4 A4 @ \ %
lowa 61 V4 4 4 <5 < \%
Kansas 48 V4 V4 > S 5 2%
Kentucky 70 4 2% > v
Louisiana 80 V4 V4 < 4 24
Maine 21 V4 V4 V4 23 4 Vs
Maryland 48 V4 V4 V4 4y 4 <
Massachusetts 69 V4 4 4 "V T N
Michigan 98 V4 V4 < ¥ v
Minnesota 48 V4 4 > "% 2V
Mississippi 49 V4 4 4 "V @ N
Missouri 76 V4 4y < \V%

*+The number of hospitals that reported to NHSN and are included in the SIR calculation. %State analyzed 2014 data for quality and completeness.

tState Health Department State reviewed medical records to determine 2014 data accuracy.

THIS REPORT IS BASED ON 2014 DATA, PUBLISHED IN 2016



& STATE HAI PROGRESS

FE?EE%E& w 2014 state S'|R is signifigantly lower (better) ﬁ or @ Change in 2014. state SIR.cc?mpare.d t.o.grOUD in
OROGRESS than comparison group in column header column header is not statistically significant
B than comparison group in calumn header 7, 2014 state SR cannot be caluieted v/ ves
STATE 2014 Reporting and Validation 2014 State CLABSI SIR

Roring | ST | e | o | oo | ais | o | aos

to NHSN' Review ¥ State SIR Nat'I SIR Nat'l Baseline
Montana 16 V4 Vs 4> 2%
Nebraska 27 > @ A\
Nevada 24 V4 4 2% * N
New Hampshire 24 4 V4 4 4> St 4
New Jersey 72 V4 4 4 24 * <
New Mexico 34 V4 V4 V4 23 > 2
New York 168 4 4 4 4 e > <
North Carolina 98 V4 V4 V4 4 v \ %
North Dakota 8 4 < e
Ohio 137 £\ 2\ v
Oklahoma 58 V4 V4 4> \g e
Oregon 50 V4 4 V4 o "V \ e
Pennsylvania 176 V4 V4 V4 s s 204
Puerto Rico 16 <5 4> <
Rhode Island 11 V4 2 A <
South Carolina 67 v V4 V4 20 < v
South Dakota 13 V4 V4 V4 A 204 v
Tennessee 105 V4 V4 V4 <> A
Texas 289 V4 V4 v 4 \% 2% N
Utah 27 V4 V4 v 204 <> <
Vermont 7 V4 V4 23 <5 \Vg
Virginia 83 v V4 V4 v A <
Washington 86 V4 V4 V4 V4 << A <
West Virginia 43 V4 V4 V4 4 A \ Vg
Wisconsin 96 V4 V4 & \Vg \ %
Wyoming 22 Vs 25 2%

*+The number of hospitals that reported to NHSN and are included in the SIR calculation. %State analyzed 2014 data for quality and completeness.

tState Health Department State reviewed medical records to determine 2014 data accuracy.

THIS REPORT IS BASED ON 2014 DATA, PUBLISHED IN 2016



& STATE HAI PROGRESS

Féség!:lijlgé w 2014 state S'lR is signifigantly lower (better) ﬁ or @ Change in 2014. state SIR.cqmpare.d tlo'group in
PROGRESS than comparison group in column header column header is not statistically significant
+ o SR ssg ey N ) s smevecsnoass o
STATE 2014 Reporting and Validation 2014 State CAUTI SIR

AR AR

to NHSN* Review# State SIR Nat!l SIR Nat'l Baseline
Alabama 86 V4 V4 V4 < 24 24
Alaska 11 V4 < < <
Arizona 60 V4 < < <
Arkansas 49 V4 V4 V4 214 214 214
California 349 A 24 24
Colorado 52 \ 4 \ 4 \ 4
Connecticut 31 V4 V4 V4 < I I
D.C. 7 V4 V4 s 4 <% <
Delaware 8 V4 V4 V4 4 49 9
Florida 192 8 24 24
Georgia 111 V4 V4 24 I I
Hawaii 16 V4 V4 V4 4 214 214
Idaho 18 V4 << s s
IHlinois 150 214 214 214
Indiana 106 V4 V4 V4 24 2 2
- | v v o | 9% | @
Kansas 52 V4 V4 << 4 4
Kentucky 71 V4 214 < <
Louisiana 79 V4 v < 24 24
Maine 21 v V4 V4 <L 49 49
Maryland 48 V4 V4 V4 <% 49 49
Massachusetts 69 V4 v 214 I 4
Michigan 102 V4 V4 < 49 49
Minnesota 85 V4 V4 <L 49 49
Mississippi 49 V4 V4 < 2 2
Missouri 79 4 49 49

*+The number of hospitals that reported to NHSN and are included in the SIR calculation. %State analyzed 2014 data for quality and completeness.

tState Health Department State reviewed medical records to determine 2014 data accuracy.

THIS REPORT IS BASED ON 2014 DATA, PUBLISHED IN 2016



& STATE HAI PROGRESS

:;Esg)g!?\:rgé w 2014 state S'lR is signifigantly lower (better) ﬁ or @ Change in 2014. state SIR.cc?mpare.d t.o.grOUD in
OROGRESS than comparison group in column header column header is not statistically significant
B than comparison group in calumn header 7)), 2014 state SR camot ve calaiates v/ ves
STATE 2014 Reporting and Validation 2014 State CAUTI SIR

Fring | ST | e e | ot | wonoma | aois | aie | s

to NHSN' Review ¥ State SIR Nat'I SIR Nat'l Baseline
Montana 17 4 T < >
Nebraska 27 > St >
Nevada 2 2% Sh >
New Hampshire 2 4 4 v 4> > St
New Jersey 72 4 4 4 4> 2+ *
New Mexico 34 * I *
New York 170 V4 V4 204 * 4
North Carolina 99 V4 4 v St 2+ *
North Dakota 9 V4 V4 4 "% \ e N
Ohio 136 <5 < 2V
Oklahoma 62 V4 23 ¥ v
Oregon 51 V4 V4 V4 v < "%
Pennsylvania 183 V4 V4 V4 << < <
Puerto Rico 17 < \ % e
Rhode Island 11 V4 4 @ S 5
South Carolina 65 204 4» >
South Dakota 18 V4 V4 4 < 4
Tennessee 106 V4 v V4 S04 23 4»
Texas 207 V4 V4 V4 4 T > >
Utah 28 v V4 4 4 < @ *
Vermont 5 > * *
Virginia 82 <5 24 2
Washington 78 < 2 e
West Virginia 50 V4 4 v St 4 <
Wisconsin 118 V4 V4 < 24 204
Wyoming 26 < 4 e

*+The number of hospitals that reported to NHSN and are included in the SIR calculation. %State analyzed 2014 data for quality and completeness.

tState Health Department State reviewed medical records to determine 2014 data accuracy.

THIS REPORT IS BASED ON 2014 DATA, PUBLISHED IN 2016



& STATE HAI PROGRESS

Fégg)g!:l:ﬁgé w 2014 state S'IR is signiﬁ'cantly lower (better) G or @ Change in 2014. state SIR.cqmpargd tlo'group in
PROGRESS than comparison group in column header column header is not statistically significant
+ oSSR W) ) s maecoritss /e
SSIS: sureicac siTe INFECTIONS, ABDOMINAL HYSTERECTOMY
STATE 2014 Reporting and Validation 2014 State SSI: HYST SIR
g | ST | 20w | Cieome | nomidwa | avis 2004 200s
to NHSN* Review# State SIR Nat!l SIR Nat! Baseline
Alabama 58 V4 V4 V4 <L < <
Alaska 9 V4 4 < <
Arizona 53 V4 <% A <%
Arkansas 37 V4 V4 4 <L > <L
California 314 V4 V4 V4 > <% 24
Colorado 57 V4 V4 V4 A A <
Connecticut 29 V4 V4 V4 <L 4 <%
D.C. 7 V4 v < 4 2
Delaware 7 V4 V4 V4 < I
Florida 167 < < 214
Georgia 91 V4 V4 << 4 <<
Hawaii 13 V4 V4 V4 49 < 2
Idaho 14 V4 < 2 2
IHlinois 134 4 <% 3
Indiana 98 V4 V4 V4 <L <L <
lowa 40 < 4 2
Kansas 43 V4 V4 4 4 <
Kentucky 59 v 4 4 <
Louisiana 73 V4 V4 <L <L <L
Maine 19 v V4 v < 2 <
Maryland a V4 V4 V4 <% 49 4
Massachusetts 58 V4 v V4 4 4 4
Michigan 86 V4 V4 < 49 4
Minnesota 50 v v 4 49 4
Mississippi 43 V4 V4 << << s
Missouri 70 v 4 < 214
*+The number of hospitals that reported to NHSN and are included in the SIR calculation. %State analyzed 2014 data for quality and completeness.

tState Health Department State reviewed medical records to determine 2014 data accuracy.

THIS REPORT IS BASED ON 2014 DATA, PUBLISHED IN 2016



& STATE HAI PROGRESS

:;Eggfj%% LEGEND 2014 state SIR is significantly lower (better) £\ or L, Change in 2014 state SIR compared to group in
OROGRESS than comparison group in column header column header is not statistically significant
= than comparison group in calumn header 7)), 2014 state SR camot ve calaiates v/ ves
SSIS: suraicaL SITE INFECTIONS, ABDOMINAL HYSTERECTOMY
STATE 2014 Reporting and Validation 2014 State SSI: HYST SIR
Roring | ST | e | o | oo | ais | o | aos
to NHSN' Review ¥ State SIR Nat'I SIR Nat'l Baseline
Montana 15 < 2% 2%
Nebraska 21 <5 "% 2V
Nevada 20 T 2% 2%
New Hampshire 23 4 4 v "4 25 2V
New Jersey 66 v v v St 1> 1>
New Mexico 26 St > 1>
New York 152 V4 V4 V4 V4 S g 4 <
North Carolina 88 v V4 V4 < 4y <5
North Dakota 6 < St Sh
Ohio 128 <% 214 24
Oklahoma 63 V4 s 2\ N
Oregon 44 V4 v V4 < > Vs
Pennsylvania 143 V4 V4 V4 < 4y <
Puerto Rico 0
Rhode Island 11 V4 A < <
South Carolina 52 V4 V4 V4 4> > St
South Dakota 15 V4 V4 V4 < < <
Tennessee 84 V4 V4 V4 <> <5 24
Texas 288 V4 V4 V4 V4 < v ¥
Utah 32 V4 v V4 < <5 v
Vermont 12 V4 V4 T T Sh
Virginia 7 Sh "% 2\
Washington 68 V4 v 4 4 24 2% e
West Virginia 33 V4 v v 4> > 1>
Wisconsin 81 V4 V4 4 "V 2\
Wyoming 13 Vs 25 Y
*+The number of hospitals that reported to NHSN and are included in the SIR calculation. %State analyzed 2014 data for quality and completeness.

tState Health Department State reviewed medical records to determine 2014 data accuracy.

THIS REPORT IS BASED ON 2014 DATA, PUBLISHED IN 2016



& STATE HAI PROGRESS

Fl\:saség!:;o{\rgé w 2014 state S'lR is signifi'cantly lower (better) ﬁ or @ Change in 2014. state SIR.cqmpare.d tlo'group in
PROGRESS than comparison group in column header column header is not statistically significant
+ o SR ssg ey N ) s smevecsnoass o
STATE 2014 Reporting and Validation 2014 State SSI: COLON SIR

#Hospiels | o Roporing | StatoHDFhas | DotaChecked | Additona o o o

onmen: | Meoete | pecesstodata | forcual® | MRECIEE | B0 | netise | aetsaseine
Alabama 70 v v v 9 <> <
Alaska 9 V4 4 <L <L
Arizona 56 V4 < 2 2
Arkansas a V4 V4 4 > <L <%
California 326 V4 V4 V4 V4 9 I A
Colorado 57 V4 V4 V4 V4 < g 214
Connecticut 30 V4 V4 V4 4 4@ 49
: VR > - | <
Delaware 7 V4 V4 V4 49 4@ 9
Florida 184 < 2 24
Georgia 96 V4 V4 << v s
Hawaii 14 v V4 v 2 22 2
Idaho 16 V4 4 2 4
IHlinois 137 4 <L \
Indiana 101 V4 V4 V4 < 2 2
lowa 42 < 2 4
Kansas 44 V4 V4 4 4@ 49
Kentucky 66 v 49 2 4
Louisiana 74 V4 V4 < <& <
Maine 22 V4 V4 V4 2 4@ 2
Maryland 45 V4 V4 V4 23 < <L
Massachusetts 62 V4 v < 4@ 49
Michigan 93 V4 V4 9 I 9
Minnesota a9 V4 V4 4 2 4
Mississippi 43 V4 V4 < g 24
Missouri 72 4 <L \

*+The number of hospitals that reported to NHSN and are included in the SIR calculation. %State analyzed 2014 data for quality and completeness.

tState Health Department State reviewed medical records to determine 2014 data accuracy.

THIS REPORT IS BASED ON 2014 DATA, PUBLISHED IN 2016



& STATE HAI PROGRESS

FEgE);C:!?\O'ArEé w 2014 state S'lR is signifi'cantly lower (better) ﬁ or @ Change in 2014. state SIR.cc?mpare.d t.o.grOUD in
OROGRESS than comparison group in column header column header is not statistically significant
B than comparison group in calumn header 7)), 2014 state SR camot ve calaiates v/ ves
STATE 2014 Reporting and Validation 2014 State SSI: COLON SIR
Roring | ST | e | o | oo | ais | o | aos
to NHSN' Review ¥ State SIR Nat'I SIR Nat'l Baseline
Montana 16 < 24 2
Nebraska 21 < T 2h
Nevada 22 T 2+ *
New Hampshire 25 v 4 v T 2% 2V
New Jersey 7 4 4 4 2% \ e A%
New Mexico 26 o @ 2+
New York 166 V4 V4 V4 V4 < * 4
North Carolina 94 V4 4 v Vs \% 2%
North Dakota 6 < T >
Ohio 129 @ @ @
Oklahoma 57 V4 < "% 2%
Oregon 48 V4 v V4 4 Vs 25
Pennsylvania 158 V4 V4 V4 4 < <
Puerto Rico 0
Rhode Island 11 V4 < > T
South Carolina 56 v V4 V4 4 A 4y
South Dakota 16 4 v 4 > * *
Tennessee 92 V4 v V4 < < <
Texas 280 V4 V4 V4 V4 A < A4
Utah 32 V4 v V4 23 o S 5
Vermont 6 <5 S 5 @
Virginia 77 > T ity
Washington 67 V4 v v 4 T "V 'S
West Virginia 35 V4 v V4 A * 4
Wisconsin 90 V4 V4 T < '
Wyoming 13 > 4> St
*+The number of hospitals that reported to NHSN and are included in the SIR calculation. %State analyzed 2014 data for quality and completeness.

tState Health Department State reviewed medical records to determine 2014 data accuracy.

THIS REPORT IS BASED ON 2014 DATA, PUBLISHED IN 2016



& STATE HAI PROGRESS

Féség!?ﬁgé w 2014 state S'IR is signifi'cantly lower (better) ﬁ or & Change in 2014. state SIR.CC?mpare.d t.o'group in
PROGRESS than comparison group in column header column header is not statistically significant
+ 2054 sle SRlodgneanly N 0%) 1) sonasescamanvecauies /e
MRSA Bacteremia: Lasoratory iDENTIFIED HOSPITAL-ONSET BLOODSTREAM INFECTIONS
STATE 2014 Reporting and Validation 2014 State MRSA Bacteremia SIR

Reporing | STl | See e | et | woonnoga | 2003 2014 2011

to NHSN* Review State SIR Nat'I SIR Nat'l Baseline
Alabama 91 v 2+ *
Alaska 11 v 23 A <
Arizona 68 V4 it 4 2%
Arkansas a8 v v v 2V * »
California 369 V4 V4 V4 V4 4y 204 <
Colorado 60 V4 v 20 < v
Connecticut 32 V4 V4 V4 < 24 24
b.C. 8 v v v 2 1 %
Delaware 8 v v v v v > >
Florida 191 < S 5 St
Georgia 111 V4 V4 * 4
Hawaii 15 v V4 V4 4 < Vs
Idaho 21 V4 < \V% \ e
Illinois 183 4 v 4 St 2V g
Indiana 107 < "% \ e
lowa a8 V4 4 4 2+ < e
Kansas 67 V4 V4 T \V% \ e
Kentucky 72 4 4> 2+ *
Louisiana 97 V4 V4 < 42 4y
Maine 35 V4 V4 4 4 "V 2% e
Maryland 47 V4 V4 V4 V4 23 * 4
Massachusetts 73 V4 v <5 \g 2%
Michigan 102 V4 V4 4> @ "%
Minnesota 54 V4 v < 214 24
Mississippi 64 V4 V4 v < \V%
Missouri 83 <5 s '

*+The number of hospitals that reported to NHSN and are included in the SIR calculation. State analyzed 2014 data for quality and completeness.

tState Health Department State reviewed medical records to determine 2014 data accuracy.

THIS REPORT IS BASED ON 2014 DATA, PUBLISHED IN 2016



& STATE HAI PROGRESS

Fégég!:%gé w 2014 state S'IR is signifigantly lower (better) G or @ Change in 2014. state SIR.CC?mpare.d t.o'group in
OROGRESS than comparison group in column header column header is not statistically significant
= Ehan comparison g1oup i column header 7)) 2014 state SR cannot e caleuates v ves
MRSA Bacteremia: Lasoratory iDENTIFIED HOSPITAL-ONSET BLOODSTREAM INFECTIONS
STATE 2014 Reporting and Validation 2014 State MRSA Bacteremia SIR
Reporing | STl | See e | et | woonnoga | 2003 2014 2011
to NHSN* Review State SIR Nat'I SIR Nat'l Baseline

Montana 15 1> < 2
Nebraska 28 <5 \ %% 2%
Nevada 23 4 4 S 5 > St
New Hampshire 21 > \ % 2%
New Jersey 72 4 4 2% 2+ 4>
New Mexico 37 St \ % 2\
New York 179 V4 V4 < > v
North Carolina 105 V4 4 v "V < 2%
North Dakota 12 v 4 v "% 2V 2\
Ohio 140 V4 V4 > > N
Oklahoma 91 V4 St S 5 St
Oregon 57 v 4 4 > A\ 2%
Pennsylvania 175 V4 V4 V4 24 20 20
Puerto Rico 2
Rhode Island 11 V4 "% 2% A
South Carolina 68 V4 v 2 A <
South Dakota 23 V4 V4 < < <
Tennessee 114 V4 v v <L 9@ A
Texas 372 @ @ &
Utah 37 V4 V4 4 St \V% e
Vermont 10 @ @ &
Virginia 86 ' < v
Washington 65 > "% %
West Virginia 38 4 4 v 24 5 %
Wisconsin 89 V4 V4 < ¥ 2%
Wyoming 14 < 2% 2V

*The number of hospitals that reported to NHSN and are included in the SIR calculation. #State analyzed 2014 data for quality and completeness.

tState Health Department State reviewed medical records to determine 2014 data accuracy.

Updated 03/14/2016

THIS REPORT IS BASED ON 2014 DATA, PUBLISHED IN 2016



& STATE HAI PROGRESS

Fégég!ggé w 2014 state S'IR is signifigantly lower (better) ﬁ or & Change in 2014. state SIR_cqmpare_d tlo'group in
PROGRESS than comparison group in column header column header is not statistically significant
ol 2ot eSO ) sottssesnomosecarunes /e
C. difficile Infections: Lasoratory IDENTIFIED HOSPITAL-ONSET C. DIFFICILE INFECTIONS
STATE 2014 Reporting and Validation 2014 State C. diff Infection SIR
#Hospitls | Syate Reporting | StateHD¥has | DataChecked | Additonal . . .
onnone | Mendete | Acesstodam | orqualiys | PEREIEE | PGk | natisk | Nettgseine
Alabama 89 4 W W
Alaska 11 v 4 < <
Arizona 68 V4 24 2 24
Arkansas 50 V4 V4 V4 4 <L <L
California 365 V4 V4 V4 V4 49 49 49
Colorado 58 V4 V4 V4 49 49 49
Connecticut 32 V4 V4 V4 4 49 49
D.C. 7 V4 V4 4 <L 4
: VI vIiviv]is ] =
Florida 191 4 s 4 <
Georgia 112 V4 V4 I <L <3
Hawaii 14 V4 v V4 4 \ \ 4
Idaho 19 V4 2 24 24
lllinois 183 V4 v V4 49 I
Indiana 104 4 4 s
se vV ]e [ &%
Kansas 66 V4 V4 4 < 24
Kentucky 72 v < < \ 4
Louisiana 96 V4 V4 I 24 24
waine = | v | v | v v ]«+a ]| s %
Maryland a7 V4 V4 V4 V4 I I 4
Massachusetts 72 V4 v < 2 214
Michigan 101 V4 V4 4 <L s
Minnesota 54 V4 v <% <3 <3
Mississippi 63 V4 V4 49 4 W
Missouri 81 4 \ \
*+The number of hospitals that reported to NHSN and are included in the SIR calculation. State analyzed 2014 data for quality and completeness.

tState Health Department State reviewed medical records to determine 2014 data accuracy.

THIS REPORT IS BASED ON 2014 DATA, PUBLISHED IN 2016



& STATE HAI PROGRESS

Fégég!:%rgé w 2014 state S'IR is signifi'cantly lower (better) G or @ Change in 2014. state SIR.CC?mpare.d tlo'group in
OROGRESS than comparison group in column header column header is not statistically significant
= Ehan comparison g1oup i column header 7)) 2014 state SR cannot e caleuates v ves
C. difficile Infections: Lasoratory IDENTIFIED HOSPITAL-ONSET C. DIFFICILE INFECTIONS
STATE 2014 Reporting and Validation 2014 State C. diff Infection SIR
Reporing | STl | See e | et | woonnoga | 2003 2014 2011
to NHSN* Review State SIR Nat'I SIR Nat'l Baseline
Montana 16 < 24 2
Nebraska 30 St \ %% N
Nevada 23 "% 2+ *
New Hampshire 21 o St Y
New Jersey 72 < 2+ 2V
New Mexico 39 V4 v V4 8 > *
New York 182 V4 V4 v 4 \g 2 2\
North Carolina 104 V4 v V4 o A4 A
North Dakota 11 V4 v 4 T 2\ @
Ohio 139 v v T e
Oklahoma 90 V4 T 4> 2%
Oregon 58 V4 v V4 <5 v &
Pennsylvania 174 V4 V4 V4 4 < A4
Puerto Rico 4
Rhode Island 11 V4 < S 5 @+
South Carolina 66 2+ \V% 2
South Dakota 23 V4 v S 5 2+ it
Tennessee 114 V4 v V4 > \g \%
Texas 371 f G &
Utah 37 V4 V4 4 T 2% e
Vermont 9 < v e
Virginia 86 > @ 2
Washington o1 V4 V4 4 >
West Virginia a1 v V4 v <5 St 'Y
Wisconsin 99 V4 V4 T < 2%
Wyoming 26 <5 2% e
*+The number of hospitals that reported to NHSN and are included in the SIR calculation. State analyzed 2014 data for quality and completeness.

tState Health Department State reviewed medical records to determine 2014 data accuracy.

THIS REPORT IS BASED ON 2014 DATA, PUBLISHED IN 2016





