WILL FITTING EVERY PATIENT AT RISK OF PRESSURE DAMAGE TO HEELS WITH
A DYNA-TEK" HEEL BOOT PREVENT DAMAGE?

Heather Hodgson, Lead Nurse Tissue Viability Acute and Partnerships, Greater Glasgow and Clyde, Margaret MacDiarmid TVN
Contact: heather.nodgson@ggc.scot.nhs.uk
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Overall the product found to be satisfactory for majority of patients. Further Feedback:
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