Audit support for Bevacizumab, sorafenib, sunitinib and temsirolimus for the treatment of advanced and/or metastatic renal cell carcinoma 
Audit criteria for <title of technology appraisal>
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Objective of the audit

The objective of this audit is to measure current practice in the use of sunitinib for the first-line treatment of advanced and/or metastatic renal cell carcinoma against the recommendations in the technology appraisal. The audit criteria and data collection tool are intended to be used as part of a local audit project, by either using the whole tool or relevant parts within a local audit template.
Audit criteria and standards
This document provides audit criteria based on the technology appraisal guidance for use in clinical audit. Users can cut and paste these criteria into their own programmes. The standards given are typically 100% or 0%. If these are not achievable in the short term, a more appropriate standard should be set based on discussions with local clinicians. However, the standards remain the ultimate objective.
Data collection tool

A tool is provided that can be used or adapted by the trust, service or practice for the data collection part of the clinical audit cycle. Suggestions on where you might find relevant information are included, although this may be different in your organisation.

Patient groups and sample
People with advanced and/or metastatic renal cell carcinoma.
Data sources
The audit criteria may require data to be collected from a range of sources, including policy documents and patient records. Suggestions are indicated on the tools.
Re-audit

Re-auditing is a key part of the audit cycle. If the first data collection and analysis shows room for improvement, the audit should be re-run once changes to the service have had time to make an impact. Depending on the nature of the changes, this could take weeks or months. This process should be continued until the results of the audit meet the standards.
Links with other national priorities

It is suggested that the audit based on this technology appraisal is considered in conjunction with other national priorities such as:
· Percutaneous radiofrequency ablation of renal cancer. NICE interventional procedure guidance 91 (2004). Available from www.nice.org.uk/IPG91

· Improving outcomes in urological cancers. NICE cancer service guidance (2002). Available from www.nice.org.uk/CSGUC

Further guidance

Click here for further guidance and generic templates to support the reporting and monitoring of the audit of NICE guidance in your organisation.
	Criterion 1
	Percentage of patients offered evidence-based written information about:

· their illness or condition

· the treatment and care they should be offered, including being made aware of the ‘Understanding NICE guidance’ booklet

· the service providing their treatment and care.

	Exceptions
	None

	Standard
	100%

	Definitions
	Patients should be offered written information to help them make informed decisions about their healthcare. This should cover the condition, treatments and the health service providing care. Information should be available in formats appropriate to the individual, taking into account language, age, and physical, sensory or learning disabilities.

	Criterion 2
	Percentage of people with advanced and/or metastatic renal cell carcinoma where sunitinib was recommended as a first line treatment option providing they:

· are suitable for immunotherapy and

· have an Eastern Cooperative Oncology Group (ECOG) performance status of 0 or 1.

	Exceptions
	None

	Standard
	100%

	Definitions
	When using ECOG performance status score, clinicians should be mindful of the need to secure equality of access to treatments for people with disabilities. Clinicians should bear in mind that people with disabilities may have difficulties with activities of daily living that are unrelated to the prognosis of renal cell carcinoma. In such cases clinicians should make appropriate judgements of performance status taking these considerations into account.

	Criterion 3
	Percentage of people who are currently being treated with sunitinib for advanced and/or metastatic renal cell carcinoma, who do not meet the guidance criteria1, but who have been given the option to continue sunitinib treatment until they and their clinicians consider it appropriate to stop.

	Exceptions
	None

	Standard
	100%

	Definitions
	1The criteria for the use of sunitinib for first-line treatment of advanced and/or metastatic renal cell carcinoma are that the person should be suitable for immunotherapy and have an ECOG performance status of 0 or 1.


	Number of criterion replaced: 
	Local alternatives to above criteria (to be used where other data addressing the same issue are more readily available)

	Exceptions
	

	Standard
	

	Definitions
	


Complete one form for each patient. For definitions of the standards, please refer to the audit criteria and/or NICE technology appraisal.
	Patient identifier:
	Sex:  M/F
	Age:
	Ethnicity:


	Crite-rion

No.
	Data

Item

No.
	Criterion
	Yes
	No
	NA/

Exceptions
	NICE guideline ref.

	Person-centred care

	1
	
	Patient offered evidence-based written information about:
	
	
	
	Person-centred care

	
	1.1
	· their illness or condition
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	………………
	

	
	1.2
	· the treatment and care they should be offered
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	………………
	

	
	1.3
	· including being made aware of the ‘Understanding NICE guidance’ booklet 
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	………………
	

	
	1.4
	· the service providing their treatment and care.
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	………………
	

	Treatment

	2
	
	For people beginning sunitinib treatment after the issue of this NICE guidance:
	
	
	
	1.1 and 1.2

	
	2.1
	Was patient suitable for immunotherapy?
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	
	

	
	2.2
	ECOG performance status:
	_________
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	

	
	2.3
	Was consideration given to any disabilities when assessing ECOG performance score?
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	

	
	2.4
	Was patient treated with sunitinib?
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	
	

	3
	
	For people on sunitinib treatment before the issue of this NICE guidance:
	
	
	
	1.3

	
	3.1
	Was the patient given the option to continue sunitinib treatment until they and their clinicians considered it appropriate to stop?
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	
	


Data collection complete
NICE technology appraisal guidance [XX]
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