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A. Table of costs from and n::ll'tipnt'c: V'i"'\lUnnilr'ltc: 

Costs 

Generator, 

Recurrent 

Salaries 

Water 

machine 

"""" .... 'tn.·v chemicals 

Other costs 

Time 

Hotel 

Incidentals 

Cost-effectiveness 

Source 

Provider's costs 

Review of records from Maracha of and 

District offices. Data for field health programme activities will be obtained 

from the health 

Patients costs 

Questionnaires survey 

Provider's Cost per DOT visit :::: .;- number of visits 

Patient's cost per DOT visit :::: clinic visit + cost WW's .;- total 

number of visits 

Total cost per DOT 

visit 

In", "'"<:: '", n there was -",-,-,-,-,--,=,-,-=:.:....=.:.:.:..:;c:::....::..:.=.::.< 

visit:::: Provider's Cost per DOT visit + Patient's cost per DOT 

Cost per treated:: total cost per DOT visit * total number of visits 

Cost effectiveness ratio:: Cost per treated .;- successful TB treatment rate 
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B FOR PATIENT'S COST 

Date: --------------Name of data collector-------------------------

( ) for for 

A. General information 

1. Name of 

2. card if 

3. Place 

4. Gender [ ] M:::: male and F :::: Female 

5. ------------ to nearest 

6. Marital status 

a. b. Married c. Divorced d. e. Widowed 

7. 

a. b. c. farmer d. Student e. 

B. Cost information 

8. your ,.,.,,,,,,thl,, income Tick as 

a. Under 10.000 UShs 

b. Between UShs 1 and UShs 

c. Between UShs 26.000 and UShs 50.000 

d. Between UShs 51 

e. Between UShs 

f. Between UShs 101 

and UShs 

and UShs 1 

g. Between UShs 126 and UShs 1 

i. Between UShs 151 

h. Above UShs 1 

9. Which year where you treated for TB-----------

10. In which health where you treated------------­

11. How do you travel to the health 

and UShs 1 

f) others 
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a. Walk 

b. Public 

c. Private 

12. How did it take to walk/ride to the health T"'f"IIm,,1\ home 

a. Below one hour in 

b. Between 1 and 2 hours 

c. Between 2 and 4 hours 

d. Between 4 and 6 hours 

e. Between 6 and 12 hours 

13. How did you in the health home before attention 
a. less than one hour 

b. Between 1 and 2 hours 

c. Between 2 and 3 hours 

d. Between 3 and 5 hours 

e. Between 6 and 12 hours 

14. you levied any fees for medical attention/services received 

a. Yes. 

b. 1\10 
15. If yes a rna u n t ---------------------

16. How much do you pay for return the 

17. How did it take you to walk back "'''''Un''lT<> in 

18. from & 
",n':>"'l'" costs and estimate amount 

17. When did you return home 

a. That very 

b. If not "n'~,..nr\l any costs incurred------------

Thank you, for your attention! 
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Appendix C: Costs 

A. costs 

Cost items Replacement Vallie Share byTB TB replacement value Years of useful life Annuity Factor cost 6-month costs 
17,142.86 100 17,142.86 20 10.594 1,618.17 809.08 

Vehicle 14,285.71 15 2,142.86 10 7.0236 305.09 152.55 
8,571.43 12.5 1,071.43 15 9.1079 117.64 58.82 

Equipment 1,428.57 12.5 178.57 5 4.1002 43.55 21.78 
Generator 14,285.71 12.5 1,785.71 15 9.1079 196.06 98.03 
Furniture 251.43 100 251.43 5 4.1002 61.32 30.66 
Total capital costs for clinic visits 2,341.83 1,170.92 

B. Provider's costs for field supervision 

Capital costs Value Share TB TB replacement value Years of useful iife Factor cost 6-month costs 
1,428.57 100 1,428.57 5 4.1002 348.42 174.21 

85.71 100 85.71 2 1.808 47.41 23.70 
Subtotal 395.82 197.91 
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E. 
Cost items 

7. Lab Chemical 

Full monthly costs 

37 

8. Lab 

9. X-ray films 

10. 

F. Total & diagnosis 

51.86 

71.428 

Total costs clinic OPO Icapital+recurren 

G. Recurrent costs for field supervision 

Cost items Full monthly costs 

1. Allowance for SCHW~ 51 

2. " " Voluntee 34 

3. Fuel for facilitators 26 

4. Facilitators Allowance 17 

5. Stationery 

6. Meals 34 

7. Rel)air's/rTlainltenam:e 

Total recurrent costs (field supervision) 

Total costs f!eld __ ', __ 

I. Patient cost per visit 

J. One VVW's (Community) cost per visit 

11.43 

%TB 

100 

100 

100 

%TB 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

0.46 

0.01 

0.01 

Monthly TB costs 

37 

51.86 

71.428 

Monthly TB costs 

51 

34 

26 

17 

11.43 

34 

Total costs (6 months) 

222.17 

311.14 

428.57 

2,390.45 

8,105.60 

Total in 6 months 

308.5714286 

205.7142857 

154.2857143 

102.8571429 

68.57142857 

205.7142857 

569.29 

1,615.00 

2,010.83 




