Information Relating to Submission Volume

and Duplicate Deletion

Prepared by the Texas EMS/Trauma Registry

2001-2003 Reporting Periods
Quick Definitions:

* Report Period – the calendar year in which 1) the EMS call was received, or 2) the hospital admission occurred.

* Submission Period – the time frame allowed for records to be submitted for a given report period.  For example, data for report period 2003 can be submitted from January 1, 2003 until July 1, 2004.

* Exact Duplicates – In order for two records to be considered exact by the Registry’s reporting system, every field must match exactly, character for character (not by whether or not it represents the “same” information).  For example, 123 Registry Street and 123 Registry St. will not be considered exact duplicates even though the information is the same.

I.  Submissions:

a) Following is a summary of submitted records as of Thursday, February 5, 2004:

· Hospital

· 2001 – 98,549  (includes entire reporting period)

· 2002 – 99,433  (includes entire reporting period)

· 2003 – 67, 814  (report period still has 4.5 months unlit database closure)

· EMS

· 2001 – 284,613 (includes entire reporting period)

· 2002 – 567,382 (includes entire reporting period)

· 2003 – 577,431 (report period still has 4.5 months until database closure)

It should be noted that the above numbers are not comparing “apples to apples” due to the 2003 report period not being closed; i.e. reporting will artificially appear low because there are still 4.5 months left until the database closes).

b) The following summary provides a comparable picture of where reporting stands at this 

point in the 2003 reporting period as compared to this same point in the 2002 reporting period.  For the 2002 reporting period, entities could submit data from January 1, 2002 until August 1, 2003.  For the 2003 reporting period, entities can submit data from January 1, 2003 until July 1, 2004.  The numbers below represent data submitted by entities from January 1, 2002 until January 31, 2003 for the 2002 report period, and data submitted by entities from January 1, 2003 through January 31, 2004 for the 2003 report period.  These criteria were used so as to compare the number of records submitted through the same time in each reporting period; i.e. the numbers below are comparing “apples to apples”.  Each year, there are a number of entities that submit records for the entire year in a single upload one to two months prior to the database closing.  These records and entities would not show up for 2003 until later this year.

· Combined Hospital and EMS Submissions

· 2002 – 337,283

· 2003 – 711,136

· EMS (through Jan of second year)

· 2002 – 353 firms reporting

· 2003 – 426 firms reporting

· Hospital (through Jan of second year)

· 2002 – 219 hospitals reporting  

· 2003 – 272 hospitals reporting

II.  Duplicates Deleted:

 a) The following is a summary of the number of records identified and deleted as exact
      duplicates by the new system.

· Combined Hospital and EMS Duplicates

· 2001 – 158,664

· 2002 – 272,990

· 2003 – 60,560

Even when looking at records submitted using the same criteria as in Ib above (month 13 in report period), the number drops drastically between 2002 and 2003.  There are a number of possible explanations for this drop.  All of these would cause a decline in the number of duplicate records being submitted, and therefore, deleted.

1. The migration from TexEMS to the new reporting system.  The TexEMS system caused records to be resubmitted month after month, resulting in a high number of duplicates.

2. Many of the entities that used TexEMS would be using the web-entry interface to submit their records.  It might be that these individuals, who are used to entering data online, are updating their previously entered records and not resubmitting changes in the forms of a new record.

3. Education of system users could also explain the drop in duplicates being deleted.

· If a user submits an update and then goes into the system to delete the old record, this would not be included in the numbers quoted above

· As users are getting used to the nuances of the system, the quality of the data submissions has improved

