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Hospital Benchmarking Reports
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Total IS Department Operating Expense for Previous
Fiscal Year

. Total 15 Department Operating
Expense (S)

Peerd (105)
Peer? (104)
Peer10 (105)
Peerd (101)

$£295.631.00
£484.757.00
5485.174.00
£621.711.00

E Your Hospital $h81.600.00

Peerd (100) $600.000.00
Peer5 (101) $776.523.00
Peers (104) $913.291.00

Peer1 (39) $943,246.00
Peerd (105) 51,100,000.00
PeerZ (39) $2,000,000.00
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IS Department Operating Exp as a % of Total Hospital
Operating Expense
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B == 5 G of Total Hospital
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IS Salary Expense as a % of Total IS Department
Operating Expense

|5 Salary Expenseas a %
I of Total |5 Department Operating
Expense
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Number of Workstations Supported by |S Department

B Mumber of Workstations

Feer? (104) 4 No Data Available
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IS Department Operating Expense as a % of Total
Hospital Operating Expense Compared to Adjusted
Patient Days

. IS Department Operating Expense —— No. of Adjusted Patient Days
o
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IS Department Operating Expense as a % of Total
Hospital Operating Expense Compared to Hospital
Admissions

I |S Deptment Operating % = Admissions
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Hospital FTEs per IS Department FTE

| . F'?'Epiml FTEs per |5 Department
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Admissions per |S Department FTE
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Full-Time Registered Nurses per |S Department FTE

. Full-Time Registered Murses
per |5 Department FTE
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Workstations Supported per IS FTE

| . ';.'-S.FDFr_IiEsEtaﬁ{:rts Supported per
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Total IS Department FTEs Compared to
Physicians/Dentists

B T Staff = Physicians/Dentis

IT Staff
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Total IS Department FTEs Compared to Full-Time
Registered Nurses

BN T Staff —— # of Nurses
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|S Department Full-Time Equivalents as a % of Total
Hospital Full-Time Equivalents Compared to
Admissions

I |S Dept FTE % = Admissions

IS Dept FTE %
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EMR Adoption Model Score Compared to |S Dept Op
Exp as % of Total Hosp Op Exp

B EMR Adoption Model Score IS Department Operating Exp

== as a “ of Total Hospital
Operating Expense
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EMR Adoption Model Score Compared to Nurse FTEs

| I EMR Adoption Model Score == Murse FTEs
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