Comparative Averages - DDD Community

OPIA Risk Management System

Monday, July 01, 2013 And Tuesday, July 01, 2014

Report on Data Collected Between

Inspection and Program Review

Incident Reporting and

Financial Audits
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Tierl (LRC of 101 or more) 222.8 Tier 1 49.0 2.2% 0.2 2.26 21 7.6% 12.0 3.9 0.4 0.8
Tier 2 (LRC of 51 to 100) 75.3 Tier 2 14.3 1.7% 0.0 2.94 2.1 8.8% 2.6 1.2 0.1 0.9
Tier 3 (LRC of 1to 50) 21.1 Tier 3 4.5 5.1% 0.1 2.41 1.6 8.0% 0.8 0.4 0.1 0.7
Tier4 (LRC of 0) 0.0 Tier 4 0.0 0.0% 0.0 -0.75 0.2 0.7% 0.1 0.0 0.0 0.1
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