Foot Ulcer Risk Examination tool evaluation

1. The Foot Ulcer Risk Examination tool feasible to perform in clinical practice.
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2. The FURE an appropriate tool to use in assessing foot ulcer risk. '
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3. The “risk groups” stratification and recommended follow up treatment are appropriate.
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4. |am prepared to implement this tool into practice.

1. Strongly disagree 2.Disagree 3.Neutral 4.Agree Strongly agree )

— A R
5. Are there any aspects of foot examination not addressed? Tapn }"S'Mjgof[[ . ]“.["U‘UQ
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Flowchart evaluation

1. The flowchart clear to understand and easily followed.
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Step By Step to Better Foot Care evaluation

1. The brochure is a culturally appropriate patient resource.
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2. Are there any aspects on foot care and self-examination not addressed?
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Do you feel the resources presented can be a viable part of your clinical practice when working with
patients diagnosed with diabetes or peripheral neuropathy?

1. Strongly disagree 2.Disagree 3.Neutral 4. Agree @}g@
Comments:_ 7L ‘H\w\\// ‘H/‘t\s ’1’2’“\ Coan E& R Mﬂ‘%\/l T

N 7 1
Cad;ﬁjh\\gL ﬂnmg\a 10 a OKOG\M ’“(Sg,ulm\\/v 1V~ ‘“—& US,
W\mﬂot G/ i —Foveij.r\ audaes d¢ oo mgtical freafme -
Ar“i_ \/O‘J 30‘\'\6 ’\o ’\‘0\\\-’, ulmj (,cnSec(%nCQSI "’60\\\;»9 (710\‘\'*7
Wi o p e who have Hece w2

%{;\/\9 MM‘Q\\@W@Ag \,\J‘\X\r\ \{0\) f("o 5\/\OV\J Cj,i\/\}c( o .




