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Introduction:

The Department of Health (DH) document NHS 2010-2015: from good to great. Preventative, people centred, productive (DH 2009) clearly states that getting more for the public from the NHS needs to be a priority, and sets the cost effective agenda.
This therefore presents a challenge to reduce both hospital and community dressing budgets by using lower cost advanced wound care products whilst also maintaining the best possible patient care.

There are a wide range of wound dressings available in the market place. However, there is still no evidence that any one moist healing dressing is better than another in relation to wound healing (Horkan et al, 2009). Nelson and Bradley (2003) review
of the Cochrane database supports that ‘there is no evidence to allow any recommendations to be made on the choice of dressing type or topical agent.” A case series was performed to analyse the efficacy of one of the foam dressings available on
the market. The study was done to clarify and assess the performance of the dressing to demonstrate that the product does not compromise patient care in any way and that clinicians are satisfied with the performance of the dressing and the wound
outcomes. ActivHeal® Foam is available in both a Non-adhesive and Adhesive, and is indicated for moderate to highly exuding wounds. As ActivHeal® Foam is significantly less expensive than the leading foams on the market, it was felt that if its
performance was equivalent to other foams that are available, then it would offer cost savings without compromising patient care.

Method:

11 Patients’ wounds were managed with ActivHeal® Foam. Patients were entered into the evaluation once a holistic assessment had been completed and ActivHeal® Foam was selected as the most appropriate dressing for the wound. ActivHeal® Foam
was selected with the treatment objective of maintaining a moist wound environment which could aid autolysis and promote wound healing. The efficacy of the dressings were assessed for their ability to manage exudate, to stay in place, to maintain

a moist wound environment, conformability when in place and the overall rating of the dressing. At least four dressing changes were undertaken on each patient, and at each dressing change an assessment was carried out on how the dressing had
performed and assessment of the wound progress was documented.
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