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Background: Hospital management information systems (HMIS) is a key component of national health

information systems (HIS), and actions required of hospital management to support information generation

in Kenya are articulated in specific policy documents. We conducted an evaluation of core functions of data

generation and reporting within hospitals in Kenya to facilitate interpretation of national reports and to

provide guidance on key areas requiring improvement to support data use in decision making.

Design: The survey was a cross-sectional, cluster sample study conducted in 22 hospitals in Kenya. The

statistical analysis was descriptive with adjustment for clustering.

Results: Most of the HMIS departments complied with formal guidance to develop departmental plans.

However, only a few (3/22) had carried out a data quality audit in the 12 months prior to the survey. On

average 3% (range 1�8%) of the total hospital income was allocated to the HMIS departments. About half of

the records officer positions were filled and about half (13/22) of hospitals had implemented some form

of electronic health record largely focused on improving patient billing and not linked to the district HIS.

Completeness of manual patient registers varied, being 90% (95% CI 80.1�99.3%), 75.8% (95% CI 68.7�
82.8%), and 58% (95% CI 50.4�65.1%) in maternal child health clinic, maternity, and pediatric wards, respec-

tively. Vital events notification rates were low with 25.7, 42.6, and 71.3% of neonatal deaths, infant deaths,

and live births recorded, respectively. Routine hospital reports suggested slight over-reporting of live births

and under-reporting of fresh stillbirths and neonatal deaths.

Conclusions: Study findings indicate that the HMIS does not deliver quality data. Significant constraints

exist in data quality assurance, supervisory support, data infrastructure in respect to information and

communications technology application, human resources, financial resources, and integration.
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H
ealth systems strengthening is a global priority (1)

and one of the core components is the need to

improve health information systems (HIS) (1�3).

These are described by the World Health Organization as

an integrated effort to collect, process, report, and use health

information and knowledge to influence policy making,

program action, and research (4). In fulfilling this function,

a HIS should draw on complete and high-quality data from

both population and health facility�based sources (5, 6).

Despite their importance, a number of studies have

raised concerns about the performance of HIS suggesting

they produce poor-quality data (7�12). In 2007�2008 the

Health Metrics Network (HMN) supported a ‘high level’

evaluation in Kenya which raised concerns over the low

reporting rates and lack of a policy framework to guide

HIS activities (13, 14). These concerns were expressed at a

time of increasing demands for performance information,

often linked to specific indicators for vertical programs
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such as malaria or HIV-related mortality rates, maternal

mortality, or immunization rates (15). In response, Kenya

has invested in policy development (3, 16) and imple-

mented at national scale in September 2011 the compu-

terized District Health Information System version 2

(DHIS2 http://www.dhis2.org/) that is now widely used

across Africa.

Within the broader HIS, hospital management infor-

mation systems (HMIS) is one key component (12), and

actions required of hospital management to support data

collection and information generation in Kenya are artic-

ulated in specific policy documents (3). Responsibilities

include vital registration of births and deaths occurring

within the facility as part of integrated population-based

national reporting systems. In addition, through facility-

specific systems, hospitals should report workloads, cause

of illness and death by department, illness-specific indi-

cators (for example antenatal HIV testing rates), and

overall outcomes stratified by age and sex among other

indicators. These hospital related data are collected and

reported in Kenya using a paper based subsystem, for

primary data collection, with summarized data periodi-

cally submitted within an electronic subsystem of DHIS2

for centralized aggregation of data.

Given prior experience suggesting it was sometimes

difficult to obtain key hospital data (17, 18), the aim of

the study was to evaluate HMIS within hospitals to

explore whether efforts to improve HIS have been effec-

tive and to inform interpretation of aggregate national

reporting.

Methods

Indicators

This study focused on HMIS within and serving hospitals.

There are few evaluation methods and frameworks to

guide comprehensive assessment of HMIS, particularly in

a public system setting in a developing country (19). As

a result, the study was based on a generic ‘production

system’ framework (inputs, processes, and outputs). Choice

of indicators was guided by previous work evaluating the

national and DHIS (2, 6, 13, 19�22). Key among these

tools was the HMN assessment toolkit which was screened

to identify a list of potential indicators seeking to address

the questions � do HMIS have and organize resources to

enable generation of good data; are procedures followed

to generate good data; are good data reports produced? �
These generic indicators were further refined to fit the

hospital setting and a more specific framework was devel-

oped (Fig. 1) to examine HMIS in terms of inputs � the

resources and institutional support available, business

processes � the accuracy of data collection in registers

(primary source documents), and outputs � the accuracy

of the reported mortality and morbidity figures and vital

registration. We further focused on the assessment of

processes and outputs within maternal and child health

(MCH) clinical areas because of the significance of their

respective millennium development goals (MDG http://

www.un.org/millenniumgoals/). Appendix 1 lists the spe-

cific areas of evaluation linked to these functionally

defined HMIS dimensions.

Inputs

Interventions

• Annual planning
• Budgeting
• Service Charters
• Data Quality Audit Meetings
• Supervision

Resources

• Supplies
• Finances
• Human Resources
• Infrastructure

Support Services

Data collection and
Recording Data Aggregation 

Data Management
Business
Processes

Outputs
Accurate Morbidity &

Mortality Data
Universal registration

of vital events.

Quality Decisions and Policy documentsGoal

Fig. 1. Hospital management information system (HMIS) production framework.
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Survey sites

Kenya has 275 public hospitals that should be able to

offer first referral level services as a minimum standard of

care. Of these, 40 are ‘internship training centers’ that are

typically higher volume public hospitals with: 1) con-

sultants and other technical and supportive staff in each

of the four major inpatient disciplines (surgery, internal

medicine, obstetrics, and pediatrics), and 2) at least basic

laboratory, pharmacy, and radiology services; and at least

one working theater. Such centers provide supervised

training to trainee clinical staff during a 1-year compul-

sory internship period prior to full registration. The

Ministry of Health was particularly concerned to evalu-

ate performance in these centers expected, by virtue of

their resources, to be most likely to represent good

practice within the public health system. The resources

available were sufficient to survey 22 of these 40 hospitals

and sites across Kenya were purposively selected by the

Ministry of Health to provide a logistically feasible and

geographically representative sample of these hospitals

for assessment.

Data collection

Data reported here were collected by six personnel from

The Health Services, Implementation Research and

Clinical Excellence (SIRCLE) Collaboration, a technical

collaboration between the Ministry of Health, the Uni-

versity of Nairobi, and the KEMRI-Wellcome Trust

Research Programme. Data were collected as part of a

wider exercise conducted to assess quality of care with at

least one SIRCLE team member spending a period of 3�4

days in each of the 22 hospitals. All were experienced

health workers themselves and had knowledge of how

hospitals are organized structurally, clinically, and admin-

istratively. Training was provided to the SIRCLE team

including performance of a pilot study. Data collection

tools included pre-designed tally sheets, a document

review form, and a resource and service organization

checklist completed using observations supplemented by

directed questions to key informants where necessary.

All the data that were collected were later transcribed

using an interface designed in REDCap (Research

Electronic Data Capture), a web-based software solution

for designing data entry interfaces, by trained data entry

clerks. Numeric data were evaluated for range and

consistency using built-in checks. Data entry errors or

inconsistencies were corrected, where possible, by the

principal investigator by referring to the original data

collection forms. The clean data set was then exported to

STATA version 12 for analysis.

Statistical analysis

Input indicators, which were mainly related to availability

of resources and the status of the institutional arrange-

ments, are summarized across hospitals as a frequency

or percentage with a range given, where appropriate, to

illustrate the extent of variability. The data were further

explored under two categories reflecting hospital size

(high and low volume). As there appeared no meaningful

difference in results between these hospitals groups,

pooled results are presented for all hospitals.

For process indicators, the pooled mean completeness

rates (integrity) of the hospital registers (Maternity,

Pediatric, and MCH) are reported and the 95% con-

fidence intervals are presented and adjusted for clustering

using the svy commands in STATA. In the assessment of

accuracy of vital notification rates, we compared the

number of routinely registered events with survey deter-

mined events over the same period (as gold standard) for

births and deaths in the MCH inpatient departments. We

report the proportion across hospitals of survey con-

firmed events identified in the routine vital registration

system (Appendix 1). To assess the accuracy of hospital

reports of mortality (for fresh stillbirths (FSB), neonatal

deaths, under 1-year-old deaths (infant deaths)), and live

births sent through the DHIS2 database; these were

compared with the survey-derived estimates (deemed to

be the gold standard) for the same period (Appendix 1).

For the live births we also calculated the percentage

difference between the two measures for each hospital

and used a Bland�Altman plot to illustrate agreement.

For output indicators, results presented are for hospitals

that had the relevant source documents.

Ethics

Scientific and ethical approval for the study was obtained

from the Kenya Medical Research Institute National

Scientific and Ethical Review Boards. The Ministry

of Health also approved the study and the study was

explained to hospital management teams who provided

their assent prior to data collection.

Results

Inputs

Institutional interventions

In the domain of institutional interventions the majority

of the hospitals (21/22, 95%) had developed an annual

operational plan (AOP) for the HMIS department with

clearly defined performance objectives. Similarly most

HMIS departments (18/22, 82%) were actively involved in

efforts to develop a costing and budgeting approach for

departmental activities. HMIS departments’ service char-

ters were found in 16/22 (73%) of the hospitals but these

were complete as stipulated by the Ministry of Health

guidelines in 13/22 (59%). However, very few HMIS

departments (3/22, 14%) had carried out a data quality

audit meeting or established a data quality committee in

the 12 months prior to the survey. Most HIS departments

(19/22, 86%) had received one supervisory visit in the

12 months prior to the survey.
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Resources

Hospitals have traditionally relied for supply of formal

registers and summary forms on national government.

We observed immunization registers and the immuniza-

tion and nutrition summary forms to be universally

available but, of the remaining eight mandatory forms

and registers, each was missing in between 1 and 6 of

22 hospitals. At hospital level, HMIS departments were

generally poorly financed. On average 3% of the total

annual income, from cost sharing and government grants,

was allocated to the HMIS departments with a range of

1�8% compared with a policy requiring that at least 10%

should be allocated to information services. There was a

large deficit in staffing levels at the HMIS departments.

Across all hospitals only 47% (111/233) of the positions

for records officers recommended by the government

in workforce norms were filled, with non-governmental

organizations employing 14/111 (12%) of these existing

staff. Within hospitals between 1/9 and 17/21 records

officer posts were unfilled. Lack of investment in records

staff was further apparent in limited efforts to provide

training; only 12/22 (54%) hospitals had any training plan

related to data management and in 7/12 (58%) of these

the training plan was not adequately financed.

All the hospitals had functional computers (varying

from 7 to 111 per hospital); 17/22 (77%) hospitals had

functional local area network (LAN); and all had some

internet connectivity. Aggregated across the 16 hospitals

that had complete data 340/785 (43.3%) of the computers

had an internet connection (range per hospital 4/111,

3.6%, to 50/55, 91%). The information technology

support and maintenance of the system was predomi-

nantly handled by external contracting companies in 13/

22 (59%) hospitals, by internal information technology

staff in only 7/22 (31%) hospitals, and one hospital did

not have a formal arrangement for these services.

The DHIS2 (23) had been introduced in all hospitals

but only 15/22 hospitals were making use of its analysis

and presentation functions. None of the MCH depart-

ments’ in charges (n �66) responsible for data manage-

ment in their dockets had been trained on how to operate

the DHIS2. In addition, of the 176 senior managers in the

hospitals visited, only 35 (19.8%) had access rights to the

DHIS2 hospital reporting system.

Separate to DHIS2, just more than half of hospitals

(13/22, 59%) had implemented additional electronic health

records management information systems. Our observa-

tions indicated that the dominant function of these auto-

mated systems was to improve financial (administrative)

management, particularly patient billing for diagnostic

services or treatments and subsequent accounting, and

they were predominantly located and operational in the

outpatient departments. Only 7/13 (54%) of these auto-

mated systems could produce reports that were valuable

for preparation of routine departmental DHIS2 reports.

Business processes

Completeness

The integrity of the registers was classified as good

(completeness rate of �90%), moderate (completeness

rate of 70�90%), and poor (completeness rate of B70%)

based on a scoring system adopted from National Health

Service, UK. Completeness of required data in the MCH

register was 90% (95% CI 80.6�99.3%) averaged across

hospitals with a range of 80�100%. This was somewhat

higher than the inpatient maternity department, with a

mean completeness rate of 75.8% (95% CI 68.7�82.8%,

a range of 22�88.8%) and substantially higher than for

the inpatient pediatric register, mean completeness of

58% (95% CI 50.4�65.1%, range 1�80.7%). Furthermore

our observations showed that patients’ demographic data

were typically collected whereas data on patients’ out-

comes and management were most likely to be missing.

Outputs

Vital events notification rates

The notification of deaths to the registrar of deaths and

births was poor in the departments assessed. Indeed the

survey team was unable to collect data on under 1-year-

old deaths (infant deaths) in five hospitals because of

unavailability of source documents; the birth and death

notification forms. Where available, observations indi-

cated that registration was mostly done after the relatives

had paid hospital charges (Appendix 2). Of the 157 FSB

that occurred in May 2012 across the 11 hospitals with

data, only 33 (21%) had been registered as vital events.

Similarly, of the 170 neonatal deaths that occurred in that

month across 18 hospitals only 25.7% (52/170, 95% CI

22.5�28.9%) had been registered. As the neonatal deaths

contributed about 61% (170/276) of all under 1-year-old

deaths in these hospitals, the overall notification rate for

deaths under 1-year-old was also low, at only 42.6% (140/

276, 95% CI 24.8�60.4%) of survey identified events. The

registration of live births was somewhat higher than the

other vital events. Of the 5,961 live births that occurred in

May 2012 across 19 hospitals, 71.3% (4,399/5,961, 95%

CI 69.1�73.5%) had been registered.

Accuracy of reported events

The poor state of the original source documents and

unavailability of hospital reports made it difficult to

assess all the 22 sites. We report findings for three

indicators � live births, FSB, and neonatal deaths

(Appendix 2). There appeared to be over-reporting of

live births across the 19 hospitals with data (6,257/5,474),

survey mean of 104.2% (95% CI 98.4�110.2%). Overall

there was marked variability in the percentage differences

between the hospital reported rates and the survey rates

for live births (Fig. 2). On the contrary the hospital

reported rates for FSB were lower than the gold standard

(123/157), survey mean of 68.9% (95% CI 63.4�74.4%).

Similarly there was under-reporting of neonatal deaths.
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Of the 170 neonatal deaths that had taken place across 17

hospitals, 162 had been reported with a mean reporting

rate of 71.8% (95% CI 65.1�78.6%).

Discussion
In recent times the need for good information for planning

and decision making has gained prominence (6, 24).The

utility of health care utilization data aggregated by the

national or county HIS depends on the quality of primary

data collection and reporting systems (HMIS) at the

health facility level (25�27). Study findings indicate this

process at hospital level is likely to be undermined by

inadequate inputs if these are compared with existing

policy guidance. Hospitals were often compliant with

requirements for ‘one off’ exercises such as preparation of

annual plans, departments’ performance objectives, and

budgets related to HMIS probably because of the high

importance attached to these exercises by the Ministry.

However the financial resources allocated to HMIS were

low and fell short of the recommended levels (3), with

frequent stock outs of stationery and mandatory report-

ing templates, and inadequate human resources. Task

shifting seemed to be the main strategy used by hospitals

in a bid to address the deficits in records officers with

nurses taking a leading role in data collection and

compilation (12) and employment of temporary records

staff on short-term contracts.

Application of information technology may greatly

facilitate data management activities and improve the

quality of data (6, 28�30), and hospitals in Kenya are

investing in this technology. They are often doing this in

the absence of local, professional technical support;

however, this investment largely focuses on administrative

management, notably improving revenue collection. Re-

cognition that such systems might produce important

health information was often lacking, indeed about half

of the HMIS software implemented by hospitals lacked

the capacity to produce health related reports in a format

that is prescribed by the government, and there were no

instances where local HMIS systems were linked to

DHIS2, the national health information reporting archi-

tecture. Perhaps contributing to this, most of the hospital

managers were likely unaware of wider health informa-

tion needs, they were not trained how to use DHIS2, and

indeed they had not even opened a user account.

Good quality information, whether generated by

manual or technological systems, can support quality

decision making which ultimately leads to improved

quality of care (27). Conversely, inaccurate information

can lead to poor choices in health investments. Our study

findings were consistent with other studies in developing

countries that suggest that routinely reported data were of

poor quality (7�12). Official hospital reports were often

not representative of utilization levels or aggregate patient

outcomes. Of particular concern were poor compliance

with roles of the hospitals in contributing to national vital

registration of births and deaths and likely inaccurate

reporting of MCH events. Such a situation was likely

exacerbated by staffing inadequacies and three additional

factors. These factors are the absence of data quality

Comparison of survey derived live births and Hospital reported rates
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Fig. 2. The percentage difference between hospital reported and survey rates for live births for the month May 2012.
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assurance mechanisms in practice with little attention

paid to this issue even in policy (14, 31, 32), infrequent

supervisory support that might correct faults and weak-

nesses in the HMIS departments (33), and organizational

barriers to registration of events. For example registration

of deaths and births is one of the last steps in a sequence

of procedures required to formally discharge a patient,

mainly done after hospital fees are paid. As noted in

another study this conditionality can reduce the focus on

registration among the health workers and families (34).

Limitations of this study are the non-random sampling

of study sites which limits our ability to generalize the

results more widely. The assessment of data quality con-

centrated on specific departments dealing with pediatric

and maternal health. Given the focus of local policy on

their respective MDGs, these departments are likely to

be well resourced and we might expect better perfor-

mance in data collection in pediatric and maternal health

departments. Other limitations reflected inability to access

source documents in some hospitals. Their absence is

perhaps a reflection of considerable challenges in mana-

ging information and so our results, based on available

documents, may in fact be an over optimistic view of infor-

mation quality. In addition this study was not designed to

assess the association and interactions between human

factors, availability of resources, and accuracies of the

reported estimates; a topic that should be the subject of

future research.

Conclusions
HMIS are faced by significant constraints including:

inadequate financial and human resources; limited atten-

tion paid to data quality assurance and supervisory

support; and failure to maximize the potential of emer-

ging information technologies. The inadequate opera-

tional capacity at the hospital suggests that current

efforts at the national HIS level have not percolated

through the system as witnessed by the HMIS suboptimal

performance. As noted in other studies unreliable data is

associated with low demand for data (30, 35) which

ultimately result in low investment in these systems. To

improve the utility of the nationally reported rates there is

need to focus on the capacity and performance of HMIS.

Authors’ contributions
The roles of the contributors were as follows: EK, RN,

WM, and ME conceptualized the study. All the authors

participated in the design of the survey and data col-

lection tools. EK was responsible for the design of data

and conducted the analyses with support from ME. EK

drafted the initial manuscript with support from ME and

feedback on drafts was provided by all authors.

The SIRCLE/Ministry of Health Hospital Survey

Group included: David Gathara, Koigi Kamau, Elesban

Kihuba, Francis Kimani, Rose Kosgei, John Masasabi,

Wycliffe Mogoa, Simon Mueke, Stephen Mwinga, Rachel

Nyamai, Arnold Njagi, Isaac Odongo, Jim Todd, and

Elizabeth Allen. Data collection was led by JA, DG, EK,

RK, MM, JM, and SM. All authors reviewed the draft

manuscript and approved the final manuscript.

Funding
This survey was made possible by a grant from the

Consortium for National Health Research (Kenya) to

the SIRCLE Collaboration. ME has been supported by

funds from The Wellcome Trust (#076827 and #097170).

Additional funds from a Wellcome Trust Strategic Award

(#084538) and a Wellcome Trust core grant awarded to the

KEMRI�Wellcome Trust Research Program (#092654)

supported DG and the contribution of JT and EA. These

grants supplemented salary support from the University

of Nairobi (FW), the Ministry of Health (RN), and

London School of Hygiene and Tropical Medicine (JT

and EA). The Wellcome Trust and other funders had no

role in developing this manuscript or in the decision to

submit for publication.

Acknowledgements

We thank the Director of Medical Services, Ministry of Health, for

permission to conduct the study in government hospitals, the

medical superintendents of the hospitals for providing access, and

all the research assistants and hospital staff who were essential for

data collection. We also thank the Director of KEMRI for

permission to publish this work.

Conflict of interest and funding

There are no conflicts of interest.

References

1. World Health Organization (2010). Monitoring and evaluation

of health system strengthening. Available from: http://www.who.

int/healthinfo/HSS_MandE_framework_Nov_2009.pdf [cited

12 December 2013].

2. Hotchkiss DR, Diana ML, Foreit KG. How can routine health

information systems improve health systems functioning in low-

and middle-income countries? Assessing the evidence base. Adv

Health Care Manage 2012; 12: 25�58.

3. Ministry of Health (2010). Health information system policy

document 2010�2030. Available from: http://goo.gl/BRgGHt

[cited 10 December 2013].

4. World Health Organization (2003). The world health report-

shaping the future. Available from: http://www.who.int/whr/

2003/en/ [cited 18 December 2013].

5. Department for International Development (2006). Eldis health

key issues-health management information system. Available from:

www.eldis.org/healthsystems/hmis/index.htm [cited 7 January

2014].

6. World Health Organization (2008). Framework and standard

for country health information system. 2nd ed. Available from:

http://www.who.int/healthmetrics/documents/hmn_framework

200803.pdf [cited 8 January 2014].

Elesban Kihuba et al.

6
(page number not for citation purpose)

Citation: Glob Health Action 2014, 7: 24859 - http://dx.doi.org/10.3402/gha.v7.24859

http://www.who.int/healthinfo/HSS_MandE_framework_Nov_2009.pdf
http://www.who.int/healthinfo/HSS_MandE_framework_Nov_2009.pdf
http://goo.gl/BRgGHt
http://www.who.int/whr/2003/en/
http://www.who.int/whr/2003/en/
http://www.eldis.org/healthsystems/hmis/index.htm
http://www.who.int/healthmetrics/documents/hmn_framework200803.pdf
http://www.who.int/healthmetrics/documents/hmn_framework200803.pdf
http://www.globalhealthaction.net/index.php/gha/article/view/24859
http://dx.doi.org/10.3402/gha.v7.24859


www.manaraa.com

7. McCaw-Binns AM, Fox K, Foster-Williams KE, Ashley DE,

Irons B. Registration of births, stillbirths and infant deaths in

Jamaica. Int J Epidemiol 1996; 25: 807�13.

8. Peabody JW, Luck J, Jain S, Bertenthal D, Glassman P.

Assessing the accuracy of administrative data in health infor-

mation systems. Med Care 2004; 42: 1066�72.

9. World Health Organization (2012). Assessment of health facility

data quality: WHO data quality report card Cambodia 2011.

Available from: http://www.hiscambodia.org/public/fileupload/

Cambodia_DataQualityReportCard_2011.pdf [cited 15 December

2013].

10. Mahmood S, Ayub M. Accuracy of primary health care

statistics reported by community based lady health workers in

district Lahore. J Pak Med Assoc 2010; 60: 649�53.

11. Fisher ES, Whaley FS, Krushat WM, Malenka DJ, Fleming C,

Baron JA, et al. The accuracy of Medicare’s hospital claims

data: progress has been made, but problems remain. Am J

Public Health 1992; 82: 243�8.

12. Hahn D, Wanjala P, Marx M. Where is information quality lost

at clinical level? A mixed-method study on information systems

and data quality in three urban Kenyan ANC clinics. Glob

Health Action 2013; 6: 21424.

13. Ministry of Health (2008). Health information system of

Kenya. Available from: http://www.who.int/healthmetrics/library/

countries/HMN_KEN_Assess_Final_2008_06_en.pdf [cited 6

January 2014].

14. Ministry of Health (2008). Indicator and standard operating

procedure manual. Available from: https://www.healthresearch-

web.org/files/indicatorandSOPManual2008131008.pdf [cited 10

December 2013].

15. Boerma JT, Stansfield SK. Health statistics now: are we making

the right investments? Lancet 2007; 369: 779�86.

16. Ministry of Health (2009). Strategic plan for the Health

Information System Department. Available from: http://chs.

health.go.ke/images/pdf/health_sector_strategic_plan_for_health_

information_system2009-2014.pdf [cited 14 December 2013].

17. English M, Gathara D, Mwinga S, Ayieko P, Opondo C,

Aluvaala J, et al. Adoption of recommended practices and basic

technologies in a low-income setting. Arch Dis Child 2014; 99:

452�6.

18. Gathara D, Opiyo N, Wagai J, Ntoburi S, Ayieko P, Opondo C,

et al. Quality of hospital care for sick newborns and severely

malnourished children in Kenya: a two-year descriptive study in

8 hospitals. BMC Health Serv Res 2011; 11: 307.

19. Yusof MM, Papazafeiropoulou A, Paul RJ, Stergioulas LK.

Investigating evaluation frameworks for health information

systems. Int J Med Inform 2008; 77: 377�85.

20. Odhiambo-Otieno GW. Evaluation criteria for district health

management information systems: lessons from the Ministry of

Health, Kenya. Int J Med Inform 2005; 74: 31�8.

21. Ammenwerth E, Brender J, Nykänen P, Prokosch HU, Rigby

M, Talmon J, et al. Visions and strategies to improve evaluation

of health information systems. Reflections and lessons based on

the HIS-EVAL workshop in Innsbruck. Int J Med Inform 2004;

73: 479�91.

22. Aqil A, Lippeveld T, Hozumi D. PRISM framework: a para-

digm shift for designing, strengthening and evaluating routine

health information systems. Health Policy Plan 2009; 24: 217�28.

23. Program HIS (2013). DHIS 2 in action. Available from: http://

www.dhis2.org/inaction [cited 13 November 2013].

24. AbouZahr C, Adjei S, Kanchanachitra C. From data to policy:

good practices and cautionary tales. Lancet 2007; 369: 1039�46.

25. Anema HA, Kievit J, Fischer C, Steyerberg EW, Klazinga NS.

Influences of hospital information systems, indicator data

collection and computation on reported Dutch hospital perfor-

mance indicator scores. BMC Health Serv Res 2013; 13: 212.

26. Chan M, Kazatchkine M, Lob-Levyt J, Obaid T, Schweizer J,

Sidibe M, et al. Meeting the demand for results and account-

ability: a call for action on health data from eight global health

agencies. PLoS Med 2010; 7: e1000223.

27. OECD (2013). Strengthening health information infrastructure

for health care quality governance: good practices, new oppor-

tunities and data privacy protection challenges. Available from:

http://www.oecd.org/els/health-systems/Strengthening-Health-

Information-Infrastructure_Preliminary-version_2April2013.pdf

[cited 1 February 2014].

28. Douglas GP, Killam WP, Hochgesang MS, Deula RA, Limbe

W, Davis MK. Improving completeness, accuracy & timeliness

of HIV voluntary counseling & testing client data in Malawi using

touchscreen computers. AMIA Annu Symp Proc 2005; p. 942.

29. Bassi J, Lau F. Measuring value for money: a scoping review on

economic evaluation of health information systems. J Am Med

Inform Assoc 2013; 20: 792�801.

30. Nash D, Elul B, Rabkin M, Tun M, Saito S, Becker M, et al.

Strategies for more effective monitoring and evaluation systems

in HIV programmatic scale-up in resource-limited settings:

implications for health systems strengthening. J Acquir Immune

Defic Syndr 2009; 52: S58�62.

31. Braa J, Heywood A, Sahay S. Improving quality and use of data

through data-use workshops: Zanzibar, United Republic of

Tanzania. Bull World Health Organ 2012; 90: 379�84.

32. AKHS Kenya, Policy Brief No.5: Best Practices in Community-

Based Health Initiatives, in Leading the Information Revolution

in Kwale District, C.H. Department, Ed. Aga Khan Health

Services: Mombasa; 2005.

33. World Health Organization (2007). Everybody’s business:

strengthening health systems to improve health outcomes �
WHO’s framework for action. Available from: http://www.

who.int/healthsystems/strategy/everybodys_business.pdf [cited

2 November 2013].

34. Malqvist M, Eriksson L, Nguyen TN, Fagerland LI, Dinh PH,

Wallin L, et al. Unreported births and deaths, a severe obstacle

for improved neonatal survival in low-income countries; a popu-

lation based study. BMC Int Health Hum Rights 2008; 8: 4.

35. Mate KS, Bennett B, Mphatswe W, Barker P, Rollins N.

Challenges for routine health system data management in a

large public program to prevent mother-to-child HIV transmis-

sion in South Africa. PLoS One 2009; 4: 12.

Assessing the ability of health information systems

Citation: Glob Health Action 2014, 7: 24859 - http://dx.doi.org/10.3402/gha.v7.24859 7
(page number not for citation purpose)

http://www.hiscambodia.org/public/fileupload/Cambodia_DataQualityReportCard_2011.pdf
http://www.hiscambodia.org/public/fileupload/Cambodia_DataQualityReportCard_2011.pdf
http://www.who.int/healthmetrics/library/countries/HMN_KEN_Assess_Final_2008_06_en.pdf
http://www.who.int/healthmetrics/library/countries/HMN_KEN_Assess_Final_2008_06_en.pdf
https://www.healthresearchweb.org/files/indicatorandSOPManual2008131008.pdf
https://www.healthresearchweb.org/files/indicatorandSOPManual2008131008.pdf
http://chs.health.go.ke/images/pdf/health_sector_strategic_plan_for_health_information_system2009-2014.pdf
http://chs.health.go.ke/images/pdf/health_sector_strategic_plan_for_health_information_system2009-2014.pdf
http://chs.health.go.ke/images/pdf/health_sector_strategic_plan_for_health_information_system2009-2014.pdf
http://www.dhis2.org/inaction
http://www.dhis2.org/inaction
http://www.oecd.org/els/health-systems/Strengthening-Health-Information-Infrastructure_Preliminary-version_2April2013.pdf
http://www.oecd.org/els/health-systems/Strengthening-Health-Information-Infrastructure_Preliminary-version_2April2013.pdf
http://www.who.int/healthsystems/strategy/everybodys_business.pdf
http://www.who.int/healthsystems/strategy/everybodys_business.pdf
http://www.globalhealthaction.net/index.php/gha/article/view/24859
http://dx.doi.org/10.3402/gha.v7.24859


www.manaraa.com

Appendix 1: HMIS dimensions and calculation of selected indicators

System

level Dimensions Indicator Data collection and indicator calculations

Outputs

Quality of data Accuracy of the admissions and mortality

rates reported by hospitals as core

components of monitoring maternal and

child health

In each inpatient department (maternity, pediatric, or

neonatal), patient episode entries in the registers were

reviewed and the number of admissions and

corresponding outcomes at discharge tallied for the

month of May 2012 to arrive at survey-derived rates for

live births, fresh stillbirths (FSB), neonatal and infants

deaths for each hospital. These were considered to be

the gold standard and contrasted with routinely reported

hospital data for the same month.

Birth and death

registration

Proportion of vital events registered Using the registration forms as source documents, a tally

was done for live births and deaths (fresh stillbirths,

neonatal, under 1 [infants], and under 5 years) within the

facility notified in the month of June 2012 across all

hospitals. The tally was compared with corresponding

survey-derived rates.

Processes

Data collection

and analysis

Integrity of register data collection and

analysis in maternity, pediatric, and maternal

child health clinic

50 patient episode entries for each of the maternity

wards (n �31 fields), pediatric wards (n �14 fields),

and maternal child health clinics (n �11 fields) were

randomly selected from 1 April 2012 to 30 June 2012

and reviewed for each hospital. Valid data elements

tallied to allow calculation of a proportion representing

completeness of data for maternity, pediatric, or MCH

registers (calculated as tally of total valid entries/50*31,

14 or 11 for maternity, pediatric, and MCH locations,

respectively).

Institutional

arrangements

Existence of institutional interventions that

allow optimal performance of the HMIS

Interventions such as data quality meetings, supervision

visits, annual operation planning, and budgeting put in

place were examined by reviewing facility administration

records (committee meeting minutes, visitors book, and

reports)

Supplies Availability of stationery in the HMIS office

and inpatient departments

Data on availability of supplies such as printing papers,

files, pens, formal registers, and summary forms were

collected during a facility walk through

Inputs Financial

resources

Percentage of hospital total annual financial

resources allocated to HMIS department

Financial allocation to HMIS and total annual budget

appropriated at the hospital was determined by

reviewing hospital annual financial statements and

reports for 2011�2012 financial year.

Human resources Percentage fill rate of the recommended

records officers positions

Data on number of records officers posted in each

hospital were extracted from the personnel records and

reports and compared with recommended records

officer positions

Infrastructure Existence of a robust data infrastructure Data on availability of information and communication

technology equipment were collected using a facility

walk through and through direct observations.
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Appendix 2: Summary of results tables

System

level Dimensions Indicator

Survey score

(95% CI where

applicable)

Outputs

Consistency of hospital reported rate with Live birth 104.3 (98.4�110.2%)

survey-derived estimate Fresh stillbirths (FSB) 68.9 (63.4�74.4%)

Neonatal death 71.8 (65.1�78.6%)

Birth and death registration Proportion of live births registered 71.3 (69.1�73.5%)

Proportion of registered FSB 21%

Proportion of registered neonatal death 25.7 (22.5�28.9%)

Proportion of registered infant death 42.6 (24.8�60.4%)

Processes

Integrity of inpatient maternity register maternity 75.8 (68.7�82.8%)

Data collection and analysis Integrity of inpatient pediatric register 58 (50.4�65.1%)

Integrity of MCH register 90 (80.6�99.3%)

Inputs

Institutional arrangements HMIS departments AOP 21/22, 95%

HMIS participation in budgeting 18/22, 82%

Data quality audit 3/22, 14%

Financial resources Percentage of hospital total annual financial resources

allocated to HMIS department

3%

Human resources Percentage fill rate of the recommended records

officers positions

47%

Infrastructure Availability of a functional LAN 17/22, 77%

Internet connectivity 22/22, 100%

Automation of HMIS activities 13/22, 59%

Assessing the ability of health information systems

Citation: Glob Health Action 2014, 7: 24859 - http://dx.doi.org/10.3402/gha.v7.24859 9
(page number not for citation purpose)



www.manaraa.com

© 2014 Elesban Kihuba et al. This work is licensed under the Creative
Commons Attribution License creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/ (the

“License”).  Notwithstanding the ProQuest Terms and Conditions, you may
use this content in accordance with the terms of the License.



<<
  /ASCII85EncodePages false
  /AllowTransparency false
  /AutoPositionEPSFiles true
  /AutoRotatePages /None
  /Binding /Left
  /CalGrayProfile (Dot Gain 30%)
  /CalRGBProfile (None)
  /CalCMYKProfile (U.S. Sheetfed Coated v2)
  /sRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CannotEmbedFontPolicy /Error
  /CompatibilityLevel 1.4
  /CompressObjects /Off
  /CompressPages true
  /ConvertImagesToIndexed false
  /PassThroughJPEGImages true
  /CreateJobTicket false
  /DefaultRenderingIntent /Default
  /DetectBlends true
  /DetectCurves 0.1000
  /ColorConversionStrategy /LeaveColorUnchanged
  /DoThumbnails false
  /EmbedAllFonts true
  /EmbedOpenType false
  /ParseICCProfilesInComments true
  /EmbedJobOptions true
  /DSCReportingLevel 0
  /EmitDSCWarnings false
  /EndPage -1
  /ImageMemory 1048576
  /LockDistillerParams false
  /MaxSubsetPct 100
  /Optimize false
  /OPM 1
  /ParseDSCComments true
  /ParseDSCCommentsForDocInfo true
  /PreserveCopyPage true
  /PreserveDICMYKValues true
  /PreserveEPSInfo true
  /PreserveFlatness true
  /PreserveHalftoneInfo false
  /PreserveOPIComments false
  /PreserveOverprintSettings true
  /StartPage 1
  /SubsetFonts true
  /TransferFunctionInfo /Apply
  /UCRandBGInfo /Remove
  /UsePrologue false
  /ColorSettingsFile (None)
  /AlwaysEmbed [ true
  ]
  /NeverEmbed [ true
  ]
  /AntiAliasColorImages false
  /CropColorImages true
  /ColorImageMinResolution 150
  /ColorImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleColorImages false
  /ColorImageDownsampleType /Average
  /ColorImageResolution 300
  /ColorImageDepth -1
  /ColorImageMinDownsampleDepth 1
  /ColorImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeColorImages true
  /ColorImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterColorImages false
  /ColorImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /ColorACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /ColorImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.40
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasGrayImages false
  /CropGrayImages true
  /GrayImageMinResolution 150
  /GrayImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleGrayImages false
  /GrayImageDownsampleType /Average
  /GrayImageResolution 300
  /GrayImageDepth -1
  /GrayImageMinDownsampleDepth 2
  /GrayImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeGrayImages true
  /GrayImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterGrayImages false
  /GrayImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /GrayACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /GrayImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.40
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasMonoImages false
  /CropMonoImages true
  /MonoImageMinResolution 1200
  /MonoImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleMonoImages false
  /MonoImageDownsampleType /Average
  /MonoImageResolution 1200
  /MonoImageDepth -1
  /MonoImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeMonoImages true
  /MonoImageFilter /CCITTFaxEncode
  /MonoImageDict <<
    /K -1
  >>
  /AllowPSXObjects false
  /CheckCompliance [
    /None
  ]
  /PDFX1aCheck false
  /PDFX3Check false
  /PDFXCompliantPDFOnly true
  /PDFXNoTrimBoxError false
  /PDFXTrimBoxToMediaBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXSetBleedBoxToMediaBox false
  /PDFXBleedBoxToTrimBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXOutputIntentProfile (Euroscale Coated v2)
  /PDFXOutputConditionIdentifier ()
  /PDFXOutputCondition ()
  /PDFXRegistryName (http://www.color.org)
  /PDFXTrapped /False

  /CreateJDFFile false
  /SyntheticBoldness 1.000000
  /Description <<
    /DEU <>
    /FRA <>
    /JPN <>
    /PTB <>
    /DAN <>
    /NLD <>
    /ESP <>
    /SUO <>
    /ITA <>
    /NOR <>
    /SVE <>
    /ENU <FEFF00530065007400740069006e0067007300200066006f00720020007400680065002000520061006d007000610067006500200077006f0072006b0066006c006f0077002e>
  >>
>> setdistillerparams
<<
  /HWResolution [2400 2400]
  /PageSize [612.000 792.000]
>> setpagedevice


