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Points on surveillance priorities

o Simple, accurate case count, based on an 
unambiguous case definition

o Any sophistication above case count includes 
only few key variables, targeted for 100% 
completeness and accuracy

o Variables that are not analyzed are utterly 
useless

o Prevalence surveys are no excuse for countries 
that cannot count the cases



Tuberculosis - United States, First 39 Weeks, 1985
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"..., additional investigations will determine the extent to which
the national morbidity may be due to HTLV-III/LAV infection."



Percentage change in tuberculosis notifications,
compared to previous year, two countries in Europe
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Country A
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Country A and Country B both report
approximately 2,000 cases per year



Improved Notification of Tuberculosis in Two London Hospitals
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Elements of a mandatory notification system

o Mandate practicing clinicians to report each new 
case placed on antituberculosis treatment

o Mandate laboratories to report each new 
laboratory-confirmed case of tuberculosis

o Develop a system to link clinician- and 
laboratory-notified cases to consolidate and 
exclude duplicate reporting

o Report bacteriologically confirmed cases 
separated from all other cases



Country X Country Y
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EuroTB.  Report on tuberculosis cases notified in 2006.  2008:1-115

Anything goes… No intention to improve further…

Is this Europe, priding herself?

Unknown: 35% 40%



Hierarchy of key variables for each case

0) Impeccable case count

1) Result of bacteriological examination

2) Major site of disease

3) Sex

4) Date of birth

5) Country of birth

No other information until the above is 
available in 100% for each and every case
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Outcome of treatment reported among patients notified in 2000, Europe
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Either way gets you to the trophy….

….but one seems to have more appeal

Thank you for bearing with me!


