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Background and importance

» Management of investigational health products (IHPs) = major part of conducting clinical trials (CTs)
» Specific risks all along the circuit, with data integrity and patient safety issues
» But few standardised tools available and no national inventory has been conducted in hospital pharmacies

Aim and objectives

» Make an inventory of the current situation in French hospital pharmacies - prioritise risk reduction standardised tools to develop

Materials and methods
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Conclusion and relevance

» All types of facilities conducting CTs represented + response rate - overall interest in this topic of IHPs’ management

» Quality approach = heterogeneous In hospital pharmacies, more implemented in the university hospital centres and cancer centres,
with a high activity level

» Needs identifled - 2 tools prioritised : self-assessment and traceability audit grids, soon to be validated and disseminated

» Such tools will help to upgrade practices in hospital pharmacies by identifying the specific risks and improving the IHPs’ circuit
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