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Improved Drainage Catheter
Securement for the Life of the Line"

Dramatically Decreases
Catheter Dislodgement

« Catheter dislodgement defined as
accidental removal or movement
that resulted in
loss of function

» SecurAcath clinical data
publications show very low
dislodgement rates of 0-1.6%'"¢

e Adhesive securement devices
have published dislodgement
rates of 7-12%71°

* Many accidental dislodgements
occur during dressing changes
when catheter is not secured

Improves
Efficiency

One SecurAcath secures for the
life of the line

e Catheter remains secure during
dressing changes

» Saves time during routine
dressing changes

» Dressing change can be done
41% faster™

* Allows for easy catheter
repositioning if catheter tip
must be pulled back

pro
modera
frequent

How doe

» Small, blur
just ben
insertic

Allows 360 Degree Site
Cleaning While Secured

» Excellent cleaning access around
the entire insertion site

» Catheter remains stable and
secure during cleaning

JUST ONE
FOR THE
LIFE OF
THE LINE

: LOWERS
DECREASES : TOTAL COST
‘ REPLACED OF PATIENT

LINES ; CARE

Eliminates Costly Suture Needle Stick Risk

» 385,000 sharps injuries to

healthcare workers in the U.S.
annually, over 2 million globally ™

* 22% are caused by suture

needles ™

* Average cost to hospital of up to

$3766 per exposure

» Serious cases involving

bloodborne pathogen
transmission far exceed average
cost

e Lifetime HIV-related medical

costs up to $490,045 ™

» Chronic Hepatitis C lifetime cost

$64,490 ¢

INSERT

 Fear, anxiety, emotional
distress and productivity loss
of healthcare workers create
additional unnecessary burden

* Violation of limiting employee’s
sharps exposure with engineered
controls if available, CFR
1941.1030 = $7,000

www.securacath.com

securAcath.
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BECAUSE PATIENTS DESERVE BETTER™




