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Table1 Number of TB (or TB-suspected) patients whc; were admitted .
to model-beds during 2006, and total number of model-beds

Number of Total pumber of model-beds

TB patients 1-3 4-10 11-20 >20 Total
0 4 1 S
1-2 6 2 8
3-10 9 6 1 16
11-20 1 3 1 S
21-30 2 2
31- 1 L 2
Total 22 13 2 1 38

®number of admitied patients=85, number of model-beds=30

Table2 Summary of the opinion of the hospitals about problems for running the model-beds

Do you think the model-beds are the

significant economical burden to your Yes No No answer

hospital? Total
Do you think the model-beds are the . ’
significant burden fo the workload | Yes No anI:: er| Yes No nl:"z o | Yes No m‘:g | N=4
of your hospital staff?

Opl 6 3 8 17 (40%)
Op2 : 9 1 3 2 1535 )
Op3 3 2 3 8 (19 )
No answer 1 1 1 3(7)

Op1: The opinion that general hospilals can take care of large part of tuberculosis patients.
Op2: The opinion that general hospitals can take care of large part of tubesculosis patients, if some conditions are satisfied.
0Op3: The opinion that genersal hospital cannot or should not take care of large part of tuberculosis patients.



