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It	often	happens	that	after	several	years	
of	cooperation,	one	does	not	at	all	real-
ize	that	one	has	been	working	together	

for	so	long	(tübingen	and	Berlin	Working	
Group	in	CMP	and	sMP).	that	was	borne	
out	in	the	article	describing	how	clean-
ing	had	moved	beyond	its	nonentity	sta-
tus	to	becoming	an	integral	component	
of	the	decontamination	process,	including	
the	many	discussions	of	the	endeavours	to	
quantify	cleaning.
In	1993	I	met	up	with	two	very	important	
partners	in	Berlin,	one	being	a	surgeon	
performing	a	large	number	of	laparos-
copy	cholecystectomies	(up	to	1000	per	
year),	Prof.	Dr.	e.	Kraas,	and	the	other	was	
H.	Pahlke,	head	of	the	Central	sterile	sup-
ply	Department	(CssD)	at	the	Moabit	Hospi-
tal.	We	discussed	the	hygiene	and	function-
al	requirements	to	be	met	by	those	surgical	
instruments	that	could	not	be	dismantled	
(Fig.	1).	A	surgical	suction	device	was	mod-
ified	to	demonstrate	that	blood	residues	
could	regularly	be	rinsed	off	from	tubular	
instruments.	that	marked	the	beginning	of	
cooperation,	lasting	many	years,	which	–	
against	the	background	of	hospital	require-
ments	–	tried	to	find	solutions	that	would	
meet	the	functional	and	hygiene	demands	
addressed	to	the	fine	mechanical	instru-
ments	used	in	«key	hole	surgery».	Coining	
a	name	for	the	latter	was	never	a	problem.

	– surgery:	this	involved	cutting,	i.e.	inva-
sive	medical	devices

	– Instruments:	Medical	treatment	calls	for	
the	use	of	suitable	instruments

	– Working	group:	all	participants	be-
longed	to	the	working	group	

In	the	meantime,	our	findings	are	being	
cited	even	by	the	FDA,	since	in	the	UsA,	
too,	cleaning	is	increasingly	recognized	as	
being	the	most	important	step	of	the	de-
contamination	process	for	reusable	medi-
cal	devices.	One	reason	for	this	is	that	at	
present,	there	are	not	just	single-use	and	
reusable	medical	devices,	but	also	multi-
ple-use	medical	devices.
And	even	though	H.	Pahlke,	my	friend	and	
loyal	partner	over	several	years,	passed	
away	in	2010,	the	cooperation	we	jointly	
established	with	manufacturers	and	users	
continues	in	the	firms	CMP	(validation),	
sMP	(laboratory),	CleANICAl	and	the	
international	Medical	Devices	&	Processes	
FOrUM	(events	and	multilingual	publica-
tion	series	No.	1	–	17	since	1999).		 ■
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