
Hypotheses	
  
•  We	
  hypothesize	
  that:	
  

H1a:	
  	
  UTC	
  pa3ents	
  who	
  view	
  “Fixing	
  Paco”	
  will	
  have	
  greater	
  
improvements	
  in	
  knowledge	
  than	
  those	
  pa3ents	
  who	
  	
  
received	
  the	
  informa3on	
  session	
  at	
  intake	
  (control	
  condi3on).	
  	
  
H1b:	
  	
  Pa3ents	
  at	
  dialysis	
  centers	
  who	
  view	
  “Fixing	
  Paco”	
  will	
  
have	
  greater	
  improvements	
  in	
  knowledge	
  than	
  those	
  pa3ents	
  
who	
  	
  received	
  the	
  NIT	
  peer	
  educator	
  sessions	
  	
  (control	
  
condi3on).	
  	
  
	
  
H2a:	
  UTC	
  pa3ents	
  who	
  view	
  “Fixing	
  Paco”	
  will	
  have	
  greater	
  
improvement	
  in	
  behavioral	
  inten3on	
  scores	
  than	
  those	
  
pa3ents	
  in	
  the	
  control	
  condi3on.	
  
H1b:	
  Dialysis	
  center	
  pa3ents	
  who	
  view	
  “Fixing	
  Paco”	
  will	
  have	
  
greater	
  improvement	
  in	
  behavioral	
  inten3on	
  scores	
  than	
  
those	
  pa3ents	
  in	
  the	
  control	
  condi3on.	
  
	
  



Hypotheses	
  cont’d	
  

H3a:	
  UTC	
  family	
  members	
  who	
  viewed	
  the	
  
telenovela	
  “Fixing	
  Paco”	
  would	
  have	
  greater	
  
improvements	
  in	
  knowledge	
  about	
  ESRD	
  and	
  
proac3ve	
  healthcare	
  behaviors	
  than	
  family	
  
members	
  of	
  pa3ents	
  in	
  the	
  control	
  condi3on.	
  	
  
H3b:	
  Dialysis	
  center	
  Family	
  members	
  who	
  viewed	
  
the	
  telenovela	
  “Fixing	
  Paco”	
  would	
  have	
  greater	
  
improvements	
  in	
  knowledge	
  about	
  ESRD	
  and	
  
proac3ve	
  healthcare	
  behaviors	
  than	
  family	
  
members	
  of	
  pa3ents	
  in	
  the	
  control	
  condi3on.	
  	
  
	
  



Methods	
  

•  Of	
  the	
  651	
  par3cipants	
  (pa3ents	
  and	
  family	
  
members)	
  who	
  were	
  screened	
  for	
  eligibility	
  	
  
531	
  provided	
  informed	
  consent	
  and	
  were	
  
enrolled	
  in	
  the	
  study.	
  By	
  study	
  comple3on	
  
May	
  2014,	
  475	
  (89%)	
  completed	
  the	
  pos^est	
  
and	
  (11%)	
  had	
  been	
  lost	
  to	
  a^ri3on.	
  	
  

	
  
•  Of	
  the	
  109	
  family	
  members	
  providing	
  consent,	
  
101	
  provided	
  pretest	
  and	
  pos^est	
  data.	
  



Randomiza3on	
  

•  194	
  pa3ents	
  were	
  assigned	
  to	
  the	
  standard	
  of	
  
care	
  condi3on	
  (control)	
  

•  180	
  pa3ents	
  were	
  assigned	
  to	
  treatment	
  
condi3on:	
  standard	
  of	
  care	
  +	
  “Fixing	
  Paco”	
  	
  

•  51	
  family	
  members	
  were	
  assigned	
  to	
  standard	
  
of	
  care	
  condi3on	
  (control)	
  

•  50	
  family	
  members	
  were	
  assigned	
  to	
  
treatment	
  condi3on:	
  standard	
  of	
  care	
  +	
  
“Fixing	
  Paco”	
  	
  



Survey	
  measures	
  
•  A	
  25	
  item	
  pre-­‐	
  post-­‐	
  test	
  ques3onnaire	
  assessed	
  
pa3ent	
  knowledge	
  of	
  transplanta3on,	
  organ	
  dona3on,	
  
pre-­‐	
  and	
  post-­‐	
  opera3ve	
  care,	
  proac3ve	
  healthcare,	
  
and	
  inten3ons	
  to	
  inves3gate	
  their	
  eligibility	
  for	
  
transplanta3on,	
  and	
  if	
  eligible,	
  to	
  pursue	
  
transplanta3on.	
  All	
  items	
  were	
  summed	
  to	
  calculate	
  
knowledge	
  scores.	
  

•  Proac3ve	
  behavioral	
  inten3ons	
  were	
  assessed	
  with	
  7	
  
items	
  asking	
  pa3ents	
  if	
  they	
  believed	
  that	
  they	
  would	
  
ini3ate	
  proac3ve	
  health	
  behaviors	
  within	
  the	
  next	
  
month.	
  Responses	
  were	
  summed	
  to	
  calculate	
  a	
  
composite	
  inten3on	
  score	
  (Cronbach’s	
  alpha	
  =	
  .81).	
  

	
  













Results	
  

•  Chi	
  Square	
  analyses	
  determined	
  there	
  were	
  
no	
  significant	
  differences	
  in	
  gender,	
  
educa3on,	
  country	
  of	
  origin	
  or	
  language	
  
preference	
  across	
  study	
  condi3ons	
  (p	
  >	
  .05).	
  



Results	
  



Results	
  

•  There	
  was	
  a	
  sta3s3cally	
  significant	
  
improvement	
  in	
  mean	
  knowledge	
  scores	
  
among	
  the	
  pa2ent	
  treatment	
  group	
  as	
  
compared	
  to	
  the	
  pa3ent	
  control	
  group	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  
(p	
  <	
  .001);	
  with	
  the	
  control	
  group	
  scoring	
  
19.91(4.98)	
  and	
  24.64(6.01)	
  on	
  pre	
  and	
  post	
  
tests	
  respec3vely,	
  and	
  treatment	
  group	
  
scoring	
  18.89(4.47)	
  and	
  28.59(3.63)	
  on	
  pre	
  
and	
  post	
  tests	
  respec3vely.	
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Results	
  

•  There	
  was	
  a	
  sta3s3cally	
  significant	
  
improvement	
  in	
  mean	
  behavioral	
  inten2on	
  
scores	
  among	
  the	
  treatment	
  group	
  as	
  
compared	
  to	
  the	
  control	
  group	
  (p	
  <	
  .05);	
  with	
  
the	
  control	
  group	
  scoring	
  4.25(1.9)	
  and	
  
5.98(1.61)	
  on	
  pre	
  and	
  post	
  tests	
  respec3vely,	
  
and	
  treatment	
  group	
  scoring	
  4.1(1.45)	
  and	
  
12.1(4.02)	
  on	
  pre	
  and	
  post	
  tests	
  respec3vely.	
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Results	
  

•  There	
  was	
  a	
  sta3s3cally	
  significant	
  
improvement	
  in	
  mean	
  knowledge	
  scores	
  
among	
  the	
  family	
  treatment	
  group	
  as	
  
compared	
  to	
  the	
  family	
  control	
  group	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  
(p	
  <	
  .01);	
  with	
  the	
  control	
  group	
  scoring	
  
22.61(5.15)	
  and	
  22.62(5.96)	
  on	
  pre	
  and	
  post	
  
tests	
  respec3vely,	
  and	
  treatment	
  group	
  
scoring	
  22.14(6.19)	
  and	
  28.31(4.31)	
  on	
  pre	
  
and	
  post	
  tests	
  respec3vely.	
  



0	
  

5	
  

10	
  

15	
  

20	
  

25	
  

30	
  

35	
  

Pre-­‐test	
   Post-­‐test	
  

Kn
ow

le
dg
e	
  
Sc
or
e	
  

Knowledge	
  Change	
  -­‐	
  Family	
  members	
  

	
  	
  	
  Control	
  

	
  	
  	
  Video	
  



•  Addi3onally,	
  par3cipants	
  were	
  asked	
  
qualita3ve	
  ques3ons	
  regarding	
  the	
  video	
  
which	
  addressed	
  topics	
  such	
  as	
  relevancy,	
  
content,	
  and	
  characters.	
  

•  The	
  following,	
  table	
  reflects	
  the	
  responses	
  to	
  
some	
  of	
  the	
  ques3ons.	
  	
  

QUALITATIVE ANALYSIS 

Results	
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Discussion	
  
•  “Fixing	
  Paco”	
  pa3ents	
  and	
  family	
  members	
  showed	
  improvement	
  in	
  

knowledge	
  about	
  the	
  transplanta3on	
  process	
  and	
  proac3ve	
  
behavioral	
  inten3ons	
  rela3ve	
  to	
  the	
  control	
  group.	
  	
  

•  	
  Age,	
  educa3on,	
  pretest	
  scores,	
  randomiza3on,	
  and	
  treatment	
  center	
  
(dialysis	
  center	
  or	
  UTC)	
  were	
  associated	
  with	
  changes	
  in	
  knowledge	
  
scores.	
  

•  Lower	
  pretest	
  scores	
  and	
  being	
  younger	
  were	
  associated	
  with	
  
greater	
  gains	
  in	
  knowledge	
  aler	
  viewing	
  “Fixing	
  Paco,”	
  while	
  
pa3ents	
  with	
  higher	
  levels	
  of	
  educa3on	
  tended	
  to	
  experience	
  greater	
  
gains	
  in	
  knowledge.	
  	
  

•  Pa3ents	
  in	
  the	
  treatment	
  condi3on	
  at	
  dialysis	
  clinics	
  (control	
  
condi3on	
  included	
  peer	
  educa3on	
  sessions)	
  repor3ng	
  significant,	
  but	
  
slightly	
  smaller,	
  	
  gains	
  in	
  knowledge	
  than	
  pa3ents	
  at	
  UTC.	
  	
  
–  We	
  note	
  that	
  differences	
  in	
  pre	
  and	
  post	
  test	
  scores	
  among	
  the	
  

treatment	
  condi3on	
  at	
  these	
  dialysis	
  clinics	
  were	
  sta3s3cally	
  
significantly	
  greater	
  than	
  the	
  control	
  condi3on.	
  	
  


