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@svepm.org.uk.

Title of the Workshop

Mortality rate ratio’s: Challenges and solutions when calculating
cattle mortality

Workshop facilitators

Please provide name, affiliation and email
address

Underline the name of the contact person
One facilitator will receive free registration
to the SVEPM annual meeting

Inge Santman-Berends, MSc PhD, Royal GD
i.santman@gdanimalhealth.com

Gerdien van Schaik, MSc, PhD, Royal GD and Prof. monitoring and
surveillance at Utrecht University
g.v.schaik@gdanimalhealth.com

Learning objectives and
expected outcomes

e Provide insight in how to calculate mortality with
examples of rate ratio’s in cattle populations

e Compare calf mortality definitions between countries and
discuss whether figures can be compared or not between
countries.

e Create awareness that calculating mortality is more
complicated than it seems

e Create awareness on the gap between scientifically
correct calculations and farmers understanding

e Create awareness that small differences in definitions can
have a high impact on the outcome

Content and structure

Introduction
e The issue with mortality figures
e Explaining mortality rate ratios
e Pitfalls when calculating mortality

Interactive session 1: in groups of four/ five people

e Evaluate the different ways mortality is recorded in each
of the countries present in the workshop (we ask each
participant to gather this information beforehand, if
possible)

e Evaluate the different definitions that are applied to
calculate mortality

e Why are the specific definitions used => with which aim

e What do people find an acceptable level of cattle
mortality

e Discuss the pro’s and cons of each definition from the
perspective of a policymaker, a farmer and a scientist

Committee: K.M. Mcintyre (President); M. Brennan (Senior Vice-President); G. van Schaik (Junior Vice-President);

P. Robinson (Honorary Secretary); D. Brodbelt (Honorary Treasurer); L. Boden; F. Dérea; T. Vergne; L.P.Carmo;

D. Barrett (co-opted)



Coffee break in which the workshop facilitators summarise the
results of the interactive session in a powerpoint presentation
followed by a plenary discussion

Plenary discussion
e Each of the groups is assigned the perspective of either
the policymaker, the farmer or the scientist. The groups
have to defend the definitions from the assigned
perspective in a debate with the other groups. The
discussion will be overseen and steered if necessary by
the workshop facilitators.

Wrap up: what is the best definition according to the participants
from each of the different perspectives. Concluding remarks.

Time depending:

Interactive session 2
e Reach agreement on the best definition to be used for:
= policymakers, farmers, scientists, the general public
= comparing mortality figures between countries

Materials provided by the
facilitators

Hand-outs with lecture notes.

Maximum number of
participants

30

Assumed knowledge of
participants

Basic epidemiological knowledge and preferably something on
how mortality is registered and calculated in their own country.

Required meeting room set-up
and equipment, including
number of power points (for
laptops)

A set-up to enable group-wise discussion. Preferably round table
or cabaret with multiple groups:
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