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The Scottish Paediatric Renal Urology Network (SPRUN) hosted their first hybrid event
which was a Transplant Study Day on Tuesday 29" November 2022. Results from the
evaluation are as follows.

There were 32 delegates in attendance. Evaluations were received from 12 attendees
giving a response rate of 38%.

Figure 1 - Designations and Figure 2 - Health Boards below show the designations and
Health Boards of respondents.

Figure 1 - Designations

Designations
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Figure 2 - Health Boards
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The aim of this event was to provide up to date education/information for professionals who
care for children with renal and/or urology related healthcare needs. Attendees were asked if
this objective had been met and to also rate the presentations.

Figures 3 and 4 show the responses received.

Figure 3 - Objective Met: Providing Up to Date Education/Information

Providing Up to Date Education/Information
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Figure 4 - Presentation Ratings

Presentation Ratings
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Additional Benefits

Participants were asked what they had gained as a result of attending this event. The
consensus was that the event had provided a lot of useful information which had improved
awareness and understanding of pre-transplant process.

A few quotes are noted below:

e “Sounder comprehension of the pre-transplant process.”
“Excellent update from tissue lab.”

o “For lab staff, a lot of clinical information which will help me assess and interpret test
requests.”

e “Refresher on the process of pre-transplant preparation and what the families have to
go through..”

Practice Influenced or Consolidated

Participants were asked if their practice had been influenced or consolidated by attending
the event. 75% of respondents indicated that their practice was either influenced or
consolidated as a result of attending this event as indicated in Figure 5 - Practice Influenced
or Consolidated.

Figure 5 - Practice Influenced or Consolidated
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Participants were asked how their practice would change as a result of attending this event.
Points are as noted as below:

o ‘“Reflection on practice/Reminder of Patient History/Supports/Blood monitoring,
medications & F/U and Other relating factors.”

o “Will be better able to decide the urgency of post-transplant DSA samples.”

e “Better information for families.”

o .. more aware of the nitty-gritty of the process.”

o able to better prepare patients and their families for transplant in the future. It

has consolidated my process of review of patients post-transplant.”

Additional Comments
e “Thank you.”



o  “Thumbs up to the hybrid format, this enabled more of our staff to attend.”

o “Would have been useful to have more on selection and preparation for families who
might be looking at this further down the road. Too many abbreviations in several
talks - used a lot of google to help understand.”

o “Excellent organisational hard work and knowledgeable speakers! Thanks very
much!”

o “Excellent presentations and hope to attend in person at next event.”

Summary & Conclusion

There were 32 delegates who attended. There were 12 evaluation responses giving a
response rate of 38%. All respondents indicated that the overall objective of providing up to
date education/information had been met. Between 67% - 100% of respondents also found
each of the presentations either highly or mostly beneficial. There was an 8% neutral benefit
rating for 4 of the presentations and between 8% - 33% selected N/A for 6 of the
presentations. The feedback is evidence that the education sessions continue to meet the
needs for the vast majority of the renal community and the objective to cover the renal
curriculum for staff.

Increased knowledge/awareness of transplant patient journey and management of it were
the main themes around changes to practice.

Overall, the event was a great success. SPRUN continues to review all feedback to explore
how it can be utilised to shape and further improve future events.



