Core Suite of Indicators - Headline Performance

Aberdeen City

IJB Performance vs Scotland
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Core Suite of Indicators - Headline Performance - Aberdeen City
1JB Rank from 32 Scottish 1JBs

Variable Variable Name
N1 Percentage of adults able to look after their health very well or quite well

N12 Emergency admission rate (per 100,000 population)

N13 Emergency bed day rate (per 100,000 population)

N15 Proportion of last 6 months of life spent at home or in a community setting

N17 Proportion of care services graded 'good’ (4) or better in Care Inspectorate inspections

N16 Falls rate per 1,000 population aged 65+

N14 Readmission to hospital within 28 days (per 1,000 population)

N4 Percentage of adults supported at home who agreed that their health and social care services seemed to be well co-ordinated

N8 Total combined % carers who feel supported to continue in their caring role

N5 Total % of adults receiving any care or support who rated it as excellent or good

N6 Percentage of people with positive experience of the care provided by their GP practice

N11 Premature mortality rate per 100,000 persons

N2 Percentage of adults supported at home who agreed that they are supported to live as independently as possible

N20 Percentage of health and care resource spent on hospital stays where the patient was admitted in an emergency

N3 Percentage of adults supported at home who agreed that they had a say in how their help, care, or support was provided

N9 Percentage of adults supported at home who agreed they felt safe

N19 Number of days people spend in hospital when they are ready to be discharged (per 1,000 population)

N18 Percentage of adults with intensive care needs receiving care at home

N7 Percentage of adults supported at home who agree that their services and support had an impact on improving or maintaining their quality of life

1JB Performance vs Previous Year
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Variable Variable Name

N19 Number of days people spend in hospital when they are ready to be discharged (per 1,000 population) 34.5%
N17 Proportion of care services graded 'good’ (4) or better in Care Inspectorate inspections _ 8.8%
N20 Percentage of health and care resource spent on hospital stays where the patient was admitted in an emergency ! 6.8%
N13 Emergency bed day rate (per 100,000 population) [ 16.0%
N9 Percentage of adults supported at home who agreed they felt safe i5.1%
N12 Emergency admission rate (per 100,000 population) E.S%
N18 Percentage of adults with intensive care needs receiving care at home ! 3.2%

N2 Percentage of adults supported at home who agreed that they are supported to live as independently as possible -3.1%
N14 Readmission to hospital within 28 days (per 1,000 population) .2.2%

N1 Percentage of adults able to look after their health very well or quite well 1.1%

N15 Proportion of last 6 months of life spent at home or in a community setting 1.0%

N11 Premature mortality rate per 100,000 persons 0.9%

N6 Percentage of people with positive experience of the care provided by their GP practice -0.9% I

N5 Total % of adults receiving any care or support who rated it as excellent or good -1.6% i

N16 Falls rate per 1,000 population aged 65+ -1.7%j

N7 Percentage of adults supported at home who agree that their services and support had an impact on improving or maintaining their quality of life -3.3% !

N8 Total combined % carers who feel supported to continue in their caring role -3.6% -

N4 Percentage of adults supported at home who agreed that their health and social care services seemed to be well co-ordinated -6.9% -

N3 Percentage of adults supported at home who agreed that they had a say in how their help, care, or support was provided -8.5% i

1JB Performance vs Scotland

Variable Variable Name

N12 Emergency admission rate (per 100,000 population) ﬁ
N13 Emergency bed day rate (per 100,000 population) ! 12.2%
N16 Falls rate per 1,000 population aged 65+ ! 9.3%
N14 Readmission to hospital within 28 days (per 1,000 population) ! 8.6%

N8 Total combined % carers who feel supported to continue in their caring role .3.0%

N17 Proportion of care services graded 'good’ (4) or better in Care Inspectorate inspections . 2.9%

N4 Percentage of adults supported at home who agreed that their health and social care services seemed to be well co-ordinated EZAS%

N1 Percentage of adults able to look after their health very well or quite well ! 2.3%

N15 Proportion of last 6 months of life spent at home or in a community setting !2.0%

N5 Total % of adults receiving any care or support who rated it as excellent or good 0.7%

N6 Percentage of people with positive experience of the care provided by their GP practice -0.6%

N3 Percentage of adults supported at home who agreed that they had a say in how their help, care, or support was provided -1.3%

N20 Percentage of health and care resource spent on hospital stays where the patient was admitted in an emergency -1.4%

N2 Percentage of adults supported at home who agreed that they are supported to live as independently as possible -1.4%

N9 Percentage of adults supported at home who agreed they felt safe -1.5%

N7 Percentage of adults supported at home who agree that their services and support had an impact on improving or maintaining their quality of life -4.3% -

N11 Premature mortality rate per 100,000 persons -4.6% []

N18 Percentage of adults with intensive care needs receiving care at home -11.4% i

N19 Number of days people spend in hospital when they are ready to be discharged (per 1,000 population) -37.3%

1JB Change in Rank Year On Year

Variable Variable Name

N17 Proportion of care services graded 'good’ (4) or better in Care Inspectorate inspections

N1 Percentage of adults able to look after their health very well or quite well

N7 Percentage of adults supported at home who agree that their services and support had an impact on improving or maintaining their quality of life
N9 Percentage of adults supported at home who agreed they felt safe

N2 Percentage of adults supported at home who agreed that they are supported to live as independently as possible

N19 Number of days people spend in hospital when they are ready to be discharged (per 1,000 population)

N20 Percentage of health and care resource spent on hospital stays where the patient was admitted in an emergency

N8 Total combined % carers who feel supported to continue in their caring role

N11 Premature mortality rate per 100,000 persons

N13 Emergency bed day rate (per 100,000 population)

N15 Proportion of last 6 months of life spent at home or in a community setting

N18 Percentage of adults with intensive care needs receiving care at home

N5 Total % of adults receiving any care or support who rated it as excellent or good

N12 Emergency admission rate (per 100,000 population)

N14 Readmission to hospital within 28 days (per 1,000 population)

N16 Falls rate per 1,000 population aged 65+

N6 Percentage of people with positive experience of the care provided by their GP practice

N4 Percentage of adults supported at home who agreed that their health and social care services seemed to be well co-ordinated

N3 Percentage of adults supported at home who agreed that they had a say in how their help, care, or support was provided -13 ﬁ




Inter Quartile Performance of Aberdeen City
Against All Other |JB’s

NI.1- Total combined % of adults able to look after their health
very well or quite well

Percent
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Aberdeen City performance for2015/16
Value:96.0 %

Change on Previous period: 1.1% better
Performance vs Scotland: 2.3% better
Percentile: 23 of 100

IJB Rank:1 of 32
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Aberdeen City [ ]
Scotland
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NI.2 - Total % of adults supported at home who agreed that they
are supported to live as independently as possible

Percent
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Aberdeen City performance for2015/16
Value:82.5%

Change on Previous period: 3.1% better
Performance vs Scotland: 1.4% worse
Percentile: 70 of 100

|JB Rank : 22 of 32

2015/16

NI.3 - Total % of adults supported at home who agreed that they NI.4 - Total % of adults supported at home who agreed that their

had a say in how their help, care, or support was provided

Percent

100.0

95.0

90.0

85.0

80.0

75.0

70.0

65.0

60.0

55.0

50.0

2013/14

Aberdeen City performance for2015/16
Value:77.8 %

Change on Previous period: 8.5% worse
Performance vs Scotland: 1.3% worse
Percentile: 70 of 100

|JB Rank: 22 of 32
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health and social care services seemed to be well co-ordinated
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Aberdeen City performance for2015/16
Value:77.3 %

Change on Previous period: 6.9% worse
Performance vs Scotland: 2.5% better
Percentile : 43 of 100

|JB Rank: 14 of 32
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Aberdeen City [ ]
Scotland
All Other 1JB’s

Inter Quartile Performance of Aberdeen City
Against All Other |JB’s

NI.5 - Total % of adults receiving any care or support who rated
it as excellent or good

NI.6 - Total combined % of people with positive experience of the
care provided by their GP Practice
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Aberdeen City performance for2015/16
Value:81.6 %
Change on Previous period: 1.6% worse Aberdeen City performance for2015/16
0.0 Performance vs Scotland: 0.7% better 60.0 Value:86.2 %
Percentile : 60 of 100 Change on Previous period: 0.9% worse
|JB Rank:190f32 Performance vs Scotland: 0.6% worse
Percentile : 63 of 100
|JB Rank: 20 of 32
50.0 50.0

NI.7 - Total combined % adults supported at home who agree
that their services and support had an impact on improving or

2013/14
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maintaining their quality of life

2013/14 2015/16

NI.8 - Total combined % carers who feel supported to continue in
their caring role
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60.0 Aberdeen City performance for2015/16 Aberdeen City performance for2015/16
Value:80.3 % Value:42.4%
Change on Previous period: 3.3% worse 10.0 Change on Previous period: 3.6% worse
55.0 Performance vs Scotland: 4.3% worse Performance vs Scotland: 3.0% better
Percentile : 90 of 100 Percentile: 43 of 100
|JB Rank : 28 of 32 |JB Rank: 14 0f 32
50.0 0.0

2013/14

2015/16

2013/14 2015/16



Aberdeen City [ ]

Inter Quartile Performance of Aberdeen City o
Against All Other 1JB’s All Other 1JB's

NI.9 - Total combined % adults who agreed they felt safe N10 - Percentage of Staf Who Say They Would Reccommend Their
Workplace as a Good Place to Work
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Aberdeen City performance for2015/16
Value:83.0 %
60.0 Change on Previous period: 5.1% better
Performance vs Scotland: 1.5% worse
Percentile : 70 of 100
|JB Rank: 22 0f 32
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N11 - Premature Mortality Rate (per 100,000 Persons) N12 - Emergency Admissions Rate (per 100,000 Persons)
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- Performance vs Scotland: 19.7% better
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Aberdeen City [ )

Inter Quartile Performance of Aberdeen City o
Against All Other 1JB’s All Other 1JB's

N13 - Emergency Bed day Rate (Per 100,000 Population) N14 - Readmission Within 28 Days (per 1,000 population)
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w Aberdeen City performance for2016/17 Aberdeen City performance for2016/17
Emergency Bed Days: 109,420 Readmissions Rate: 90.52
40K Change on Previous period:6.0% better Change on Previous period: 2.2% better
Performance vs Scotland:12.2% better 20 Performance vs Scotland: 8.6% better
S0k Percentile : 23 of 100 Percentile : 35 of 100
IJB Rank: 8 of 32 1JB Rank : 12 0f 32
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N15 - Proportion of Last 6 Months of Life Spent at Home or in N16 - Falls Rate per 1,000 Population Aged 65+
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Aberdeen City performance for 2016/17
Aberdeen City performance for2016/17 Falls Rate: 19.61
75 Percentage of Last 6 Months:88.96 5 Change on Previous period: 1.7% worse
Change on Previous period: 1.0% better Performance vs Scotland: 9.3% better
Performance vs Scotland: 2.0% better Percentile : 29 of 100
Percentile : 23 of 100 |JB Rank: 10 of 32
|JB Rank : 8 of 32
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N17 - Proportion of Care Services Rated ‘Good’ (4) or Better in
Care Insperctorate Inspections

Percentage Rated Good or Better

N19 - Number of Days People Spend in Hospital When They Are
Ready to be Discharged (per 1,000 people)
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Aberdeen City performance for 2016/17 ES

Percentage Rated Good or Better: 86% 20%
Change on Previous period: 8.8% better
Performance vs Scotland: 2.9% better
Percentile : 29 of 100

|JB Rank :9 of 32
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Aberdeen City Performance for 2016/17

0,
Number of Days: 1,156 30%
Change on Previous period: 34.5% better
Performance vs Scotland: 37.3% worse
Percentile: 81 of 100
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N18 - Percentage of Adults with Intensive Care Needs
Receiveing Care at Home
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Aberdeen City performance for 2015/16
Percentage of Adults:55%

Change on Previous period: 3.2% better
Performance vs Scotland: 11.4% worse
Percentile : 87 of 100

|JB Rank : 28 of 32
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N20 - Percentage of Healthcare Resources Spent on Hospital
Stays Where the Patient was Admitted as an Emergency
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Aberdeen City Performance for 2016/17
Percentage of Healthcare Resources:25%
Change on Previous period: 6.8% better
Performance vs Scotland: 1.4% worse
Percentile : 68 of 100

|JB Rank: 22 of 32
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