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NATIONAL INSTITUTE FOR HEALTH AND CARE EXCELLENCE 
 

Interventional Procedures Programme 
 
 
Procedure Name:  Living-donor liver transplantation (253/2) 
 
Name of Specialist Advisor: Dr Andrew Holt 
 
Specialist Society:  British Society of Gastroenterology 

(BSG) 
 
Please complete and return to: azeem.madari@nice.org.uk OR 

sally.compton@nice.org.uk      
 
  
 

1 Do you have adequate knowledge of this procedure to 
provide advice?    

 

X Yes. 

 

 No – please return the form/answer no more questions. 

 
1.1 Does the title used above describe the procedure adequately?  
 

X Yes.   

 

 No.  If no, please enter any other titles below. 

 
Comments: 
 
      
 

2 Your involvement in the procedure 
 
2.1 Is this procedure relevant to your specialty?   
 

X Yes.  

 

X Is there any kind of inter-specialty controversy over the procedure? 

 

 No. If no, then answer no more questions, but please give any information 

you can about who is likely to be doing the procedure. 
 

Comments: 
 

Perhaps controversy is too strong a term, but the inherent risk associated with live donor liver 

transplantation, both to the donor and an increased morbidity for the recipient (small for size, 

mailto:azeem.madari@nice.org.uk
mailto:sally.compton@nice.org.uk
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bile leakage etc.), means that the net benefit over conventional cadaveric transplantation is 

hard to justify unless the supply of cadaveric livers is inadequate to meet projected demand.  

 

As this is the current state of transplantation in the UK at present most people accept that live 

liver donor transplantation is ethically justifiable (doing harm to a healthy person to benefit a 

sick recipient), although the process can polarise opinion. Live donor transplantation is well 

established in renal transplantation, but the risk of a liver donor dying from complications of 

the procedure are more than ten times higher than those associated with live kidney donation, 

and there is a 30-50% donor morbidity associated with the technique. A caveat to this is left 

lobe liver donation (a technique commonly used to provide a small amount of liver tissue to a 

sick infant or child) is less technical and has a much lower risk of complications than 

conventional right lobe or extended left lobe donation. This kind of donor/transplant 

combination is relatively common in paediatric Hepatology and provides excellent outcomes 

for the donor and recipient both in terms of their physical and emotional recovery. 

 

The surgery involved in live-liver donor transplantation is highly technical and requires great 

experience and skill and mandates in-house support from other specialties such as 

interventional radiology, anaesthetics, ITU and medicine. Live liver-donor transplantation 

should only ever be provided in experienced transplantation centres that are performing a 

large number of cadaveric transplant procedures so that the skills necessary for the retrieval 

and implantation of the liver are readily available and conducted at a high level of technical 

accomplishment. Moreover the process of selection and donor evaluation need to be 

undertaken in an environment of trust and ethical integrity which can only really be achieved 

in those units already running a cadaveric programme, so patients can benefit from all the 

therapeutic options the NHS provides. 

 

 

The next two questions are about whether you carry out the procedure, or refer 
patients for it.  If you are in a specialty that normally carries out the procedure 
please answer question 2.2.1.  If you are in a specialty that normally selects or 
refers patients for the procedure please answer question 2.2.2. 
 

 

2.2.1 If you are in a specialty which does this procedure, please indicate your 
experience with it:    

 

X I have never performed this procedure. 
 

 I have performed this procedure at least once. 

 

 I perform this procedure regularly. 

 
 
Comments: 
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2.2.2   If your specialty is involved in patient selection or referral to another 
specialty for this procedure, please indicate your experience with it. 

 

 I have never taken part in the selection or referral of a patient for this 

procedure. 
 

 I have taken part in patient selection or referred a patient for this procedure at 

least once. 
 

X I take part in patient selection or refer patients for this procedure regularly. 

 
Comments: 
 
As lead Physician for the live liver-donor programme in Birmingham I regularly 
assess (and accept or decline) patients and donors for live liver-donor transplantation 
and my surgical colleagues undertake the surgery at the Queen Elizabeth Hospital in 
Birmingham and Birmingham Children’s Hospital. 
 
 
2.3 Please indicate your research experience relating to this procedure 

(please choose one or more if relevant): 
 
X I have undertaken bibliographic research on this procedure. 
 

 I have undertaken research on this procedure in laboratory settings (e.g. 
device-related research). 

 
 I have undertaken clinical research on this procedure involving patients or  

healthy volunteers. 
 

 I have had no involvement in research on this procedure. 
 
X Ongoing audit of outcomes 
 
Comments: 
 
      
 

3 Status of the procedure 
 
3.1 Which of the following best describes the procedure (choose one): 
 

X Established practice and no longer new. 

 

 A minor variation on an existing procedure, which is unlikely to alter that 

procedure’s safety and efficacy.  
 

 Definitely novel and of uncertain safety and efficacy. 

 

 The first in a new class of procedure. 
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Comments: 
 
Worldwide this has become one of the most common means of achieving liver 
transplantation. 

 
 
3.2 What would be the comparator (standard practice) to this procedure? 
 
Cadaveric Liver Transplantation 
 
 
3.3 Please estimate the proportion of doctors in your specialty who are 

performing this procedure (choose one): 
 

 More than 50% of specialists engaged in this area of work. 

 

 10% to 50% of specialists engaged in this area of work. 

 

X Fewer than 10% of specialists engaged in this area of work. 

 

 Cannot give an estimate. 

 
Comments: 
 
This is a highly specialised area of surgical and medical expertise. Its utility is 
confined to established transplantation centres. 

 

 

4 Safety and efficacy 
 
4.1 What are the adverse effects of the procedure? 
 
Please list adverse events and major risks (even if uncommon) and, if possible, 
estimate their incidence, as follows: 
 
1. Theoretical adverse events  

N/A 

 

 

2. Anecdotal adverse events (known from experience) 

Prolonged and intractable bile leakage in donor requiring repeated interventions. 
Wound pain. 

 

 

3. Adverse events reported in the literature (if possible please cite literature) 

Death 0.5-1% of donors (less in pure Lt. lobe donation) 
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A Peri- and Post-operative morbidity of 30-50% in donors (bile leaks, pleural 
effusions, pain and infection etc.) as well as the complications associated with major 
surgery 

Significant (and sometimes devastating) complications to the donor such as portal 
vein thrombosis, IVC thrombosis, small for size syndrome (being left with an 
inadequate volume of liver tissue), pulmonary embolism, persistent bile leakage, 
peritonitis and incisional herniation etc. 

Psychological harm to donor and/or recipient 

Increased morbidity to recipient (the consequence of using a surgical ‘marginal’ 
resected graft with the increased risk of bile leakage etc.) 

 

 

4.2 What are the key efficacy outcomes for this procedure? 
 
Survival of donor and recipient. Psychological wellbeing of the same. Graft function 
and fitness of the recipient and recovery and performance status of the donor. 
 
 
 
 
4.3 Are there uncertainties or concerns about the efficacy of this procedure? 

If so, what are they? 
 
No, I think the utility and efficacy of a successful live donor transplant are well 
established. Graft survival is comparable to cadaveric liver transplantation in 
published series. 
 
 
 
 
4.4 What training and facilities are required to undertake this procedure 

safely? 
 
Extensive experience of cadaveric liver transplantation and liver resection surgery in 
a transplant centre. 
 
 
 
 
 
4.5 Are there any major trials or registries of this procedure currently in 

progress? If so, please list. 
 
I’m not aware of any studies in the UK. All live donor transplants are registered with 
NHSBT. 
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4.6 Are you aware of any abstracts that have been recently presented/ 

published on this procedure that may not be listed in a standard literature 
search, e.g. PUBMED? (This can include your own work). If yes, please 
list. 

 
This is a rich source of abstract generation and I would refer you to abstracts 
published from the AASLD, EASL and ILTS meetings this year.  
 
 
 
 
 
4.7 Is there controversy, or important uncertainty, about any aspect of the 

way in which this procedure is currently being done or disseminated? 
 
Not the technique per se, but the ethical considerations of donor selection and 
morbidity are a source of active debate. Altruistic donation is an interesting area 
which polarises opinion.  

 
 
 
5 Audit Criteria 
Please suggest a minimum dataset of criteria by which this procedure could be 
audited.  
 
 
5.1 Outcome measures of benefit (including commonly used clinical 
outcomes – both short and long-term; and quality of life measures): 

 
Donor: Mortality, morbidity, length of stay and quality of life scores. Rescue 
transplantation for severe complications of suregery. Complications. Requirement for 
ITU support (duration and length of time requiring ventilation or organ support (e.g. 
renal filtration). Blood product requirements during and after surgery. Psychological 
wellbeing. Satisfaction with the quality of care. 
 
Recipient: Mortality, morbidity and graft survival. Requirement for super-urgent re-
grafting. Evidence of small for size change and common complications of surgery. 
ITU stay and days ventilated and/or requiring other organ support (e.g. renal). Blood 
product requirements (packed cells, platelets, FFP etc.). Satisfaction with quality of 
care. 
 
 
5.2 Adverse outcomes (including potential early and late complications): 
 
See above 
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6 Trajectory of the procedure 
 
6.1 In your opinion, what is the likely speed of diffusion of this procedure? 
 
Already established to a variable degree in 5 transplant centres in England. The 
expected rate of growth will be determined by cadaveric organ shortage. Curiously 
despite a cadaveric waiting list mortality of 17-20% in Birmingham the growth of live 
donor transplantation has been slow. I suspect this is due to reticence on the part of 
the potential recipient as well as the poor physiological condition of some potential 
donors. In paediatric communities, despite live-liver donation being a very attractive 
option the rate of growth is fairly slow due to a readiness of the transplant units to 
split good livers to benefit their paediatric programmes. In London there is an 
international demand for private live donor transplantation for self-funding patients 
that ensures patient numbers and experience remains high. 
 
 
 
6.2 This procedure, if safe and efficacious, is likely to be carried out in 
(choose one): 
 

 Most or all district general hospitals. 

 

 A minority of hospitals, but at least 10 in the UK. 

 

X Fewer than 10 specialist centres in the UK. 

 

 Cannot predict at present. 

 
Comments: 
 
      
 
 
 
 
6.3 The potential impact of this procedure on the NHS, in terms of numbers 
of patients eligible for treatment and use of resources, is:  
 

 Major. 

 

X Moderate. 

 

 Minor. 

 
Comments: 
 
The rising number of patients being referred for transplant assessment (a 200% 
increase in Birmingham over the last 6 years) means there may be a greater demand 
for this technique in the future. It will be driven by a perceived shortage of cadaveric 
organs, but improved perfusion and preservation techniques (normothermic perfusion 
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etc.) of cadaveric organs may obviate this if these developments increase the size of 
the available cadaveric pool. 
 

 
 
7 Other information 
7.1 Is there any other information about this procedure that might assist 
NICE in assessing the possible need to investigate its use? 

 
No 
 
 
 

8 Data protection and conflicts of interest  
 
8.1 Data protection statement 

 
The Institute is committed to transparency.  As part of this commitment your 
name and specialist society will be placed in the public domain, in future 
publications and on our website (www.nice.org.uk) and therefore viewable 
worldwide.  This information may be passed to third parties connected with 
the work on interventional procedures.   
 
A copy of the completed Specialist Adviser advice will be sent to the 
Specialist Society who nominated the Specialist Adviser. 
 
Specialist Advisers should be aware that full implementation of the Freedom 
of Information Act 2000 may oblige us to release Specialist Advice from 2005.  
The Freedom of Information Act 2000 favours the disclosure of information 
however requests will be considered on a case by case basis.  If information 
is made available, personal information will be removed in accordance with 
the Data Protection Act 1998.  In light of this please ensure that you have not 
named or identified individuals in your comments.   
 

 

http://www.nice.org.uk/
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8.2 Declarations of interest by Specialist Advisers advising the NICE 
Interventional Procedures Advisory Committee  

Please state any potential conflicts of interest, or any involvements in disputes 
or complaints, relevant to this procedure. Please use the “Conflicts of Interest 
for Specialist Advisers” policy (attached) as a guide when declaring any 
conflicts of interest.  Specialist Advisers should seek advice if required from 
the Associate Director – Interventional Procedures. 

Do you or a member of your family1 have a personal pecuniary interest?  
The main examples are as follows: 

Consultancies or directorships attracting regular or occasional 
payments in cash or kind  

 YES 

X NO 

Fee-paid work – any work commissioned by the healthcare 
industry – this includes income earned in the course of private 
practice 

 YES 

X NO 

Shareholdings – any shareholding, or other beneficial interest, in 
shares of the healthcare industry  

 YES 

X NO 

Expenses and hospitality – any expenses provided by a 
healthcare industry company beyond those reasonably required for 
accommodation, meals and travel to attend meetings and 
conferences  

 YES 

X NO 

Investments – any funds which include investments in the 
healthcare industry  

 YES 

X NO 

Do you have a personal non-pecuniary interest – eg have you 
made a public statement about the topic or do you hold an office in 
a professional organisation or advocacy group with a direct interest 
in the topic? 

 YES 

X NO 

Do you have a non-personal interest? The main examples are as follows: 

Fellowships endowed by the healthcare industry  YES 

X NO 

Support by the healthcare industry or NICE that benefits his/her 
position or department, eg grants, sponsorship of posts 

 YES 

X NO 

If you have answered YES to any of the above statements please 
describe the nature of the conflict(s) below. 
 
Comments: 
 
      

                                                 
1
 ‘Family members’ refers to a spouse or partner living in the same residence as the member 

or employee, children for whom the member or employee is legally responsible, and adults for 
whom the member or employee is legally responsible (for example, an adult whose full power 
of attorney is held by the individual). 
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Thank you very much for your help. 
 
Professor Bruce Campbell, Chairman, 
Interventional Procedures Advisory 
Committee 

Professor Carole Longson, Director, 
Centre for Health Technology 
Evaluation. 
 

February 2010  
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Conflicts of Interest for Specialist Advisers 
 

1 Declarations of interest by Specialist Advisers advising the NICE 
Interventional Procedures Advisory Committee  

1.1 Any conflicts of interest set out below should be declared on the 
questionnaire the Specialist Adviser completes for the procedure. 

1.2 Specialist Advisers should seek advice if required from the Associate 
Director – Interventional Procedures. 

2 Personal pecuniary interests 

2.1 A personal pecuniary interest involves a current personal payment to a 
Specialist Adviser, which may either relate to the manufacturer or 
owner of a product or service being evaluated, in which case it is 
regarded as ‘specific’ or to the industry or sector from which the 
product or service comes, in which case it is regarded as ‘non-
specific’. The main examples are as follows. 

2.1.1 Consultancies – any consultancy, directorship, position in or work for 
the healthcare industry that attracts regular or occasional payments in 
cash or kind (this includes both those which have been undertaken in 
the 12 months preceding the point at which the declaration is made 
and which are planned but have not taken place). 

2.1.2 Fee-paid work – any work commissioned by the healthcare industry 
for which the member is paid in cash or in kind (this includes both 
those which have been undertaken in the 12 months preceding the 
point at which the declaration is made and which are planned but have 
not taken place). 

2.1.3 Shareholdings – any shareholding, or other beneficial interest, in 
shares of the healthcare industry that are either held by the individual 
or for which the individual has legal responsibility (for example, 
children, or relatives whose full Power of Attorney is held by the 
individual). This does not include shareholdings through unit trusts, 
pensions funds, or other similar arrangements where the member has 
no influence on financial management. 

2.1.4 Expenses and hospitality – any expenses provided by a healthcare 
industry company beyond that reasonably required for accommodation, 
meals and travel to attend meetings and conferences (this includes 
both those which have been undertaken in the 12 months preceding 
the point at which the declaration is made and which are planned but 
have not taken place. 

2.1.5 Investments – any funds which include investments in the healthcare 
industry that are held in a portfolio over which individuals have the 
ability to instruct the fund manager as to the composition of the fund. 

2.2 No personal interest exists in the case of: 

2.2.1 assets over which individuals have no financial control (for example, 
wide portfolio unit trusts and occupational pension funds) and where 
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the fund manager has full discretion as to its composition (for example, 
the Universities Superannuation Scheme)   

2.2.2 accrued pension rights from earlier employment in the healthcare 
industry.  

3 Personal family interest  

3.1 This relates to the personal interests of a family member and involves a 
current payment to the family member of the Specialist Adviser. The 
interest may relate to the manufacturer or owner of a product or service 
being evaluated, in which case it is regarded as ‘specific’, or to the 
industry or sector from which the product or service comes, in which 
case it is regarded as ‘non-specific’. The main examples include the 
following. 

3.1.1 Any consultancy, directorship, position in or work for a healthcare 
industry that attracts regular or occasional payments in cash or in kind. 

3.1.2 Any fee-paid work commissioned by a healthcare industry for which the 
member is paid in cash or in kind. 

3.1.3 Any shareholdings, or other beneficial interests, in a healthcare 
industry which are either held by the family member or for which an 
individual covered by this Code has legal responsibility (for example, 
children, or adults whose full Power of Attorney is held by the 
individual). 

3.1.4 Expenses and hospitality provided by a healthcare industry company 
(except where they are provided to a general class of people such as 
attendees at an open conference) 

3.1.5 Funds which include investments in the healthcare industry that are 
held in a portfolio over which individuals have the ability to instruct the 
fund manager as to the composition of the fund. 

3.2 No personal family interest exists in the case of: 

3.2.1 assets over which individuals have no financial control (for example, 
wide portfolio unit trusts and occupational pension funds) and where 
the fund manager has full discretion as to its composition (for example, 
the Universities Superannuation Scheme)  

3.2.2 accrued pension rights from earlier employment in the healthcare 
industry. 

4 Personal non-pecuniary interests  

These might include, but are not limited to: 

4.1 a clear opinion, reached as the conclusion of a research project, about 
the clinical and/or cost effectiveness of an intervention under review 

4.2 a public statement in which an individual covered by this Code has 
expressed a clear opinion about the matter under consideration, which 
could reasonably be interpreted as prejudicial to an objective 
interpretation of the evidence 
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4.3 holding office in a professional organisation or advocacy group with a 
direct interest in the matter under consideration  

4.4 other reputational risks in relation to an intervention under review. 

5 Non-personal interests 

5.1 A non-personal interest involves payment that benefits a department or 
organisation for which a Specialist Advisor is responsible, but that is 
not received by the Specialist Advisor personally. This may either 
relate to the product or service being evaluated, in which case it is 
regarded as ‘specific,’ or to the manufacturer or owner of the product 
or service, but is unrelated to the matter under consideration, in which 
case it is regarded as ‘non-specific’. The main examples are as 
follows. 

5.1.1 Fellowships – the holding of a fellowship endowed by the healthcare 
industry. 

5.1.2 Support by the healthcare industry or NICE – any payment, or other 
support by the healthcare industry or by NICE that does not convey 
any pecuniary or material benefit to a member personally but that does 
benefit his/her position or department. For example: 

 a grant from a company for the running of a unit or department for 
which a Specialist Advisor is responsible 

 a grant, fellowship or other payment to sponsor a post or member of 
staff in the unit for which a Specialist Adviser is responsible. This does 
not include financial assistance for students 

 the commissioning of research or other work by, or advice from, staff 
who work in a unit for which the specialist advisor is responsible 

 one or more contracts with, or grants from, NICE. 

5.2 Specialist Advisers are under no obligation to seek out knowledge of 
work done for, or on behalf of, the healthcare industry within 
departments for which they are responsible if they would not normally 
expect to be informed. 
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NATIONAL INSTITUTE FOR HEALTH AND CARE EXCELLENCE 
 

Interventional Procedures Programme 
 
 
Procedure Name:  Living-donor liver transplantation (253/2) 
 
Name of Specialist Advisor: Dr Charles Millson 
 
Specialist Society:  British Society of Gastroenterology 

(BSG) 
 
Please complete and return to: azeem.madari@nice.org.uk OR 

sally.compton@nice.org.uk      
 
  
 

1 Do you have adequate knowledge of this procedure to 
provide advice?    

 

X Yes. 

 

 No – please return the form/answer no more questions. 

 
1.1 Does the title used above describe the procedure adequately?  
 

X Yes.   

 

 No.  If no, please enter any other titles below. 

 
Comments: 
 
      
 

2 Your involvement in the procedure 
 
2.1 Is this procedure relevant to your specialty?   
 

X Yes.  

 

 Is there any kind of inter-specialty controversy over the procedure? 

 

X No. If no, then answer no more questions, but please give any information 

you can about who is likely to be doing the procedure. 
 

mailto:azeem.madari@nice.org.uk
mailto:sally.compton@nice.org.uk
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Comments: The liver transplant surgeons should be involved in this. King’s 
College surgeon Prof |Nigel Heaton has biggest experience. Mr Raj Prasad 
(raj.prasad@leedsth.nhs.uk) and Mr Ernest Hidalgo 
(ernest.hidalgo@leedsth.nhs.uk) both have pivotal role in the current service in 
Leeds Living Donor Liver Transplant Service. 
 

      

 

The next two questions are about whether you carry out the procedure, or refer 
patients for it.  If you are in a specialty that normally carries out the procedure 
please answer question 2.2.1.  If you are in a specialty that normally selects or 
refers patients for the procedure please answer question 2.2.2. 
 

2.2.1 If you are in a specialty which does this procedure, please indicate your 
experience with it:    

 

X I have never performed this procedure. ..but see below 

 

 I have performed this procedure at least once. 

 

 I perform this procedure regularly. 

 
 
Comments: 
 
I set up the Leeds programme with the surgeons in Leeds. I was involved with the 
donor side of the first 20cases in Leeds, before I left Leeds in 2012. 
 
 
2.2.2   If your specialty is involved in patient selection or referral to another 

specialty for this procedure, please indicate your experience with it. 
 

 I have never taken part in the selection or referral of a patient for this 

procedure. 
 

 I have taken part in patient selection or referred a patient for this procedure at 

least once. 
 

X I take part in patient selection or refer patients for this procedure regularly – 

 
Comments: 
 

      see above comments 

 
2.3 Please indicate your research experience relating to this procedure 

(please choose one or more if relevant): 
 
X I have undertaken bibliographic research on this procedure. 
 

 I have undertaken research on this procedure in laboratory settings (e.g. 
device-related research). 

 

mailto:raj.prasad@leedsth.nhs.uk
mailto:ernest.hidalgo@leedsth.nhs.uk
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 I have undertaken clinical research on this procedure involving patients or  
healthy volunteers. 

 
 I have had no involvement in research on this procedure. 

 
 Other (please comment) 

 
Comments: 
 
      

3 Status of the procedure 
 
3.1 Which of the following best describes the procedure (choose one): 
 

X Established practice and no longer new. 

 

 A minor variation on an existing procedure, which is unlikely to alter that 

procedure’s safety and efficacy.  
 

 Definitely novel and of uncertain safety and efficacy. 

 

 The first in a new class of procedure. 

 
Comments: 
 
Liver resection is common place and established procedure for liver cancer etc. Liver 
transplantation is well established. The use of living donor for the donor graft has a 
long history in Japan, Europe and USA. Here in UK was widely used for all children 
for 10-15 years at King’s College London. In addition, King’s have been using the 
technique in adults for 10-15 years.  The leeds programme was set up in 2006. 

 
3.2 What would be the comparator (standard practice) to this procedure? 
 
 Liver transplantation using donor grafts from heart-beating and non-heart-beating 
donors and 'split' grafts.     
 
 
3.3 Please estimate the proportion of doctors in your specialty who are 

performing this procedure (choose one): 
 

 More than 50% of specialists engaged in this area of work. 

 

 10% to 50% of specialists engaged in this area of work. 

 

 Fewer than 10% of specialists engaged in this area of work. 

 
X Cannot give an estimate. 
 
Comments: 
 

Few hepatologists are involved and only a small proportion of transplant/liver 

resection surgeons. 
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4 Safety and efficacy 
 
4.1 What are the adverse effects of the procedure? 
 
Please list adverse events and major risks (even if uncommon) and, if possible, 
estimate their incidence, as follows: 
 
1. Theoretical adverse events  

a. Donor 

i. 0.1-0.5% mortality  

ii. 15-67 % morbidity 

1. 10-20% are biliary related 

iii. 12% readmission rate 

 

b. The risk of future medical or psychological problems consequent upon 
the donation, which may be permanent. 

c. The current limited medical experience with long-term follow-up 
following the procedure and the possibility of unforeseen sequelae. 

d. The emotional and financial consequences of the donation. 

e. The possibility of lengthy recovery from the donation procedure which 
may temporarily or permanently delay return to normal activity, including 
employment and caring for other family members. 

f. There may be additional medical risks to the recipient in receiving an 
organ from a live donor compared with one from a deceased donor. 

g. The possibility that the donation may result in an unsuccessful outcome 
in the recipient.  

h. The stress that donation may place on the donor and the family during 
the peri-operative period. 

i. The long-term impact that complications from the procedure may have 
on other family members. 

 

2. Anecdotal adverse events (known from experience) 

Abnormal anatomy precluding the procedure 

 

 

3. Adverse events reported in the literature (if possible please cite literature) 

     Deaths – high profile 

New York Times 2002 : Miller CM et al. Liver Transplant 2004 

Donor Death (200% mortality) IJME.  A Srinivas. April 2003 
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4.2 What are the key efficacy outcomes for this procedure? 
 

 Avoids death from liver failure – for patients on waiting list for liver transplant 

 For children with hepatoblastoma, chemotherapy is given and timed with 
donation, optimising output. 

 
 
 
 
4.3 Are there uncertainties or concerns about the efficacy of this procedure? 

If so, what are they? 
 
See section 4.1 
 
 
 
 
4.4 What training and facilities are required to undertake this procedure 

safely? 
 
Existing liver transplant programmes with expanded facilities for donor evaluation. 
Surgical training will encompass the technical requirements.       
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
4.5 Are there any major trials or registries of this procedure currently in 

progress? If so, please list. 
 
     There is an NHS registry of LDLT in UK. There are national registries – I’m not 
aware of an international registry 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
4.6 Are you aware of any abstracts that have been recently presented/ 

published on this procedure that may not be listed in a standard literature 
search, e.g. PUBMED? (This can include your own work). If yes, please 
list. 
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4.7 Is there controversy, or important uncertainty, about any aspect of the 

way in which this procedure is currently being done or disseminated? 
 
The controversy in UK surrounds the ‘need’ for LDLT. If we had access to available 
organs that patients die with, ie without considering or consenting to donation, we 
would not require LDLT. There are a significant number of relatives who do not get 
asked whether they would like to be donors and/or those who give permission can be 
overruled at the time of death by their relatives. However, NHBT have worked 
effectively over last 3-4 years to increase organ availability and transplant numbers 
are rising. Put simply, if we had enough deceased donor organs, LDLT would be 
unnecessary 
 
 

 
 
 
5 Audit Criteria 
Please suggest a minimum dataset of criteria by which this procedure could be 
audited.  
Donor assessment numbers and proportion who actually donate 
Donor data 
Surgical outcome: death, post-op infection, bile duct leak/injury, bleed, time in 
hospital, review 
Recipient outcome: graft function, graft survival, recipient survival 
 
 
5.1 Outcome measures of benefit (including commonly used clinical 
outcomes – both short and long-term; and quality of life measures): 

 
Graft survival and function 
Donor survival and morbidity 
 
 
 
 
5.2 Adverse outcomes (including potential early and late complications): 
 
As above 
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6 Trajectory of the procedure 
 
6.1 In your opinion, what is the likely speed of diffusion of this procedure? 
 
Slow – if the availability of deceased donor organs increases, it may become 
unnecessary in UK 
 
 
 
6.2 This procedure, if safe and efficacious, is likely to be carried out in 
(choose one): 
 

 Most or all district general hospitals. 

 

 A minority of hospitals, but at least 10 in the UK. 

 

X Fewer than 10 specialist centres in the UK. 

 

 Cannot predict at present. 

 
Comments: 
 
Probably 2 or 3 centres in UK should perform LDLT 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
6.3 The potential impact of this procedure on the NHS, in terms of numbers 
of patients eligible for treatment and use of resources, is:  
 

 Major. 

 

 Moderate. 

 

X Minor. 

 
Comments: 
 
Only liver transplant recipients = and not all recipients appropriate 
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7 Other information 
7.1 Is there any other information about this procedure that might assist 
NICE in assessing the possible need to investigate its use? 

 
      
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

8 Data protection and conflicts of interest  
 
8.1 Data protection statement 

 
The Institute is committed to transparency.  As part of this commitment your 
name and specialist society will be placed in the public domain, in future 
publications and on our website (www.nice.org.uk) and therefore viewable 
worldwide.  This information may be passed to third parties connected with 
the work on interventional procedures.   
 
A copy of the completed Specialist Adviser advice will be sent to the 
Specialist Society who nominated the Specialist Adviser. 
 
Specialist Advisers should be aware that full implementation of the Freedom 
of Information Act 2000 may oblige us to release Specialist Advice from 2005.  
The Freedom of Information Act 2000 favours the disclosure of information 
however requests will be considered on a case by case basis.  If information 
is made available, personal information will be removed in accordance with 
the Data Protection Act 1998.  In light of this please ensure that you have not 
named or identified individuals in your comments.   
 

 

8.2 Declarations of interest by Specialist Advisers advising the NICE 
Interventional Procedures Advisory Committee  

Please state any potential conflicts of interest, or any involvements in disputes 
or complaints, relevant to this procedure. Please use the “Conflicts of Interest 
for Specialist Advisers” policy (attached) as a guide when declaring any 
conflicts of interest.  Specialist Advisers should seek advice if required from 
the Associate Director – Interventional Procedures. 

Do you or a member of your family1 have a personal pecuniary interest?  
The main examples are as follows: 

                                                 
1
 ‘Family members’ refers to a spouse or partner living in the same residence as the member 

or employee, children for whom the member or employee is legally responsible, and adults for 
whom the member or employee is legally responsible (for example, an adult whose full power 
of attorney is held by the individual). 

http://www.nice.org.uk/
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Consultancies or directorships attracting regular or occasional 
payments in cash or kind  

 YES 

X NO 

Fee-paid work – any work commissioned by the healthcare 
industry – this includes income earned in the course of private 
practice 

 YES 

X NO 

Shareholdings – any shareholding, or other beneficial interest, in 
shares of the healthcare industry  

 YES 

X NO 

Expenses and hospitality – any expenses provided by a 
healthcare industry company beyond those reasonably required for 
accommodation, meals and travel to attend meetings and 
conferences  

 YES 

X NO 

Investments – any funds which include investments in the 
healthcare industry  

 YES 

 NO 

Do you have a personal non-pecuniary interest – eg have you 
made a public statement about the topic or do you hold an office in 
a professional organisation or advocacy group with a direct interest 
in the topic? 

 YES 

X NO 

Do you have a non-personal interest? The main examples are as follows: 

Fellowships endowed by the healthcare industry  YES 

X NO 

Support by the healthcare industry or NICE that benefits his/her 
position or department, eg grants, sponsorship of posts 

 YES 

X NO 

If you have answered YES to any of the above statements please 
describe the nature of the conflict(s) below. 
 
Comments: 
 
      
 
 
 
 

Thank you very much for your help. 
 
Professor Bruce Campbell, Chairman, 
Interventional Procedures Advisory 
Committee 

Professor Carole Longson, Director, 
Centre for Health Technology 
Evaluation. 
 

February 2010  
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Conflicts of Interest for Specialist Advisers 
 

1 Declarations of interest by Specialist Advisers advising the NICE 
Interventional Procedures Advisory Committee  

1.1 Any conflicts of interest set out below should be declared on the 
questionnaire the Specialist Adviser completes for the procedure. 

1.2 Specialist Advisers should seek advice if required from the Associate 
Director – Interventional Procedures. 

2 Personal pecuniary interests 

2.1 A personal pecuniary interest involves a current personal payment to a 
Specialist Adviser, which may either relate to the manufacturer or 
owner of a product or service being evaluated, in which case it is 
regarded as ‘specific’ or to the industry or sector from which the 
product or service comes, in which case it is regarded as ‘non-
specific’. The main examples are as follows. 

2.1.1 Consultancies – any consultancy, directorship, position in or work for 
the healthcare industry that attracts regular or occasional payments in 
cash or kind (this includes both those which have been undertaken in 
the 12 months preceding the point at which the declaration is made 
and which are planned but have not taken place). 

2.1.2 Fee-paid work – any work commissioned by the healthcare industry 
for which the member is paid in cash or in kind (this includes both 
those which have been undertaken in the 12 months preceding the 
point at which the declaration is made and which are planned but have 
not taken place). 

2.1.3 Shareholdings – any shareholding, or other beneficial interest, in 
shares of the healthcare industry that are either held by the individual 
or for which the individual has legal responsibility (for example, 
children, or relatives whose full Power of Attorney is held by the 
individual). This does not include shareholdings through unit trusts, 
pensions funds, or other similar arrangements where the member has 
no influence on financial management. 

2.1.4 Expenses and hospitality – any expenses provided by a healthcare 
industry company beyond that reasonably required for accommodation, 
meals and travel to attend meetings and conferences (this includes 
both those which have been undertaken in the 12 months preceding 
the point at which the declaration is made and which are planned but 
have not taken place. 

2.1.5 Investments – any funds which include investments in the healthcare 
industry that are held in a portfolio over which individuals have the 
ability to instruct the fund manager as to the composition of the fund. 

2.2 No personal interest exists in the case of: 

2.2.1 assets over which individuals have no financial control (for example, 
wide portfolio unit trusts and occupational pension funds) and where 
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the fund manager has full discretion as to its composition (for example, 
the Universities Superannuation Scheme)   

2.2.2 accrued pension rights from earlier employment in the healthcare 
industry.  

3 Personal family interest  

3.1 This relates to the personal interests of a family member and involves a 
current payment to the family member of the Specialist Adviser. The 
interest may relate to the manufacturer or owner of a product or service 
being evaluated, in which case it is regarded as ‘specific’, or to the 
industry or sector from which the product or service comes, in which 
case it is regarded as ‘non-specific’. The main examples include the 
following. 

3.1.1 Any consultancy, directorship, position in or work for a healthcare 
industry that attracts regular or occasional payments in cash or in kind. 

3.1.2 Any fee-paid work commissioned by a healthcare industry for which the 
member is paid in cash or in kind. 

3.1.3 Any shareholdings, or other beneficial interests, in a healthcare 
industry which are either held by the family member or for which an 
individual covered by this Code has legal responsibility (for example, 
children, or adults whose full Power of Attorney is held by the 
individual). 

3.1.4 Expenses and hospitality provided by a healthcare industry company 
(except where they are provided to a general class of people such as 
attendees at an open conference) 

3.1.5 Funds which include investments in the healthcare industry that are 
held in a portfolio over which individuals have the ability to instruct the 
fund manager as to the composition of the fund. 

3.2 No personal family interest exists in the case of: 

3.2.1 assets over which individuals have no financial control (for example, 
wide portfolio unit trusts and occupational pension funds) and where 
the fund manager has full discretion as to its composition (for example, 
the Universities Superannuation Scheme)  

3.2.2 accrued pension rights from earlier employment in the healthcare 
industry. 

4 Personal non-pecuniary interests  

These might include, but are not limited to: 

4.1 a clear opinion, reached as the conclusion of a research project, about 
the clinical and/or cost effectiveness of an intervention under review 

4.2 a public statement in which an individual covered by this Code has 
expressed a clear opinion about the matter under consideration, which 
could reasonably be interpreted as prejudicial to an objective 
interpretation of the evidence 
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4.3 holding office in a professional organisation or advocacy group with a 
direct interest in the matter under consideration  

4.4 other reputational risks in relation to an intervention under review. 

5 Non-personal interests 

5.1 A non-personal interest involves payment that benefits a department or 
organisation for which a Specialist Advisor is responsible, but that is 
not received by the Specialist Advisor personally. This may either 
relate to the product or service being evaluated, in which case it is 
regarded as ‘specific,’ or to the manufacturer or owner of the product 
or service, but is unrelated to the matter under consideration, in which 
case it is regarded as ‘non-specific’. The main examples are as 
follows. 

5.1.1 Fellowships – the holding of a fellowship endowed by the healthcare 
industry. 

5.1.2 Support by the healthcare industry or NICE – any payment, or other 
support by the healthcare industry or by NICE that does not convey 
any pecuniary or material benefit to a member personally but that does 
benefit his/her position or department. For example: 

 a grant from a company for the running of a unit or department for 
which a Specialist Advisor is responsible 

 a grant, fellowship or other payment to sponsor a post or member of 
staff in the unit for which a Specialist Adviser is responsible. This does 
not include financial assistance for students 

 the commissioning of research or other work by, or advice from, staff 
who work in a unit for which the specialist advisor is responsible 

 one or more contracts with, or grants from, NICE. 

5.2 Specialist Advisers are under no obligation to seek out knowledge of 
work done for, or on behalf of, the healthcare industry within 
departments for which they are responsible if they would not normally 
expect to be informed. 
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NATIONAL INSTITUTE FOR HEALTH AND CARE EXCELLENCE 
 

Interventional Procedures Programme 
 
 
Procedure Name:  Living-donor liver transplantation (253/2) 
 
Name of Specialist Advisor: Professor Derek Manas 
 
Specialist Society:  British Transplantation Society (BTS) 
 
Please complete and return to: azeem.madari@nice.org.uk OR 

sally.compton@nice.org.uk      
 
  
 

1 Do you have adequate knowledge of this procedure to 
provide advice?    

 

 Yes. 

 

 No – please return the form/answer no more questions. 

 
1.1 Does the title used above describe the procedure adequately?  
 

 Yes.   

 

 No.  If no, please enter any other titles below. 

 
Comments: 
 
      
 

2 Your involvement in the procedure 
 
2.1 Is this procedure relevant to your specialty?   
 

 Yes.  

 

 Is there any kind of inter-specialty controversy over the procedure? 

 

 No. If no, then answer no more questions, but please give any information 

you can about who is likely to be doing the procedure. 
 

Comments: 
 

There is some controversy about the number of centres offering the procedure and the overall 

demand  

 

mailto:azeem.madari@nice.org.uk
mailto:sally.compton@nice.org.uk
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The next two questions are about whether you carry out the procedure, or refer 
patients for it.  If you are in a specialty that normally carries out the procedure 
please answer question 2.2.1.  If you are in a specialty that normally selects or 
refers patients for the procedure please answer question 2.2.2. 
 

2.2.1 If you are in a specialty which does this procedure, please indicate your 
experience with it:    

 

 I have never performed this procedure. 

 

 I have performed this procedure at least once. 

 

 I perform this procedure regularly. 

 
 
Comments: 
 
I spent 6 months in Hamburg on sabbatical – training in the procedure 
 
 
2.2.2   If your specialty is involved in patient selection or referral to another 

specialty for this procedure, please indicate your experience with it. 
 

 I have never taken part in the selection or referral of a patient for this 

procedure. 
 

 I have taken part in patient selection or referred a patient for this procedure at 

least once. 
 

 I take part in patient selection or refer patients for this procedure regularly. 

 
Comments: 
 
There is currently no robust system for referral of patients – a strategy is being 
developed 
 
2.3 Please indicate your research experience relating to this procedure 

(please choose one or more if relevant): 
 

 I have undertaken bibliographic research on this procedure. 

 
 I have undertaken research on this procedure in laboratory settings (e.g. 

device-related research). 
 

 I have undertaken clinical research on this procedure involving patients or  
healthy volunteers. 

 
 I have had no involvement in research on this procedure. 

 
 Other (please comment) 

 
Comments: 
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I an currently chairing the national guideline committee for the BTS on LDLT 
The document will be completed by January 2015 

3 Status of the procedure 
 
3.1 Which of the following best describes the procedure (choose one): 
 

 Established practice and no longer new. 

 

 A minor variation on an existing procedure, which is unlikely to alter that 

procedure’s safety and efficacy.  
 

 Definitely novel and of uncertain safety and efficacy. 

 

 The first in a new class of procedure. 

 
Comments: 
 
It has been performed for many years in the far east and US. In the UK the need has 
been less due to the increase in deceased donor liver transplant (DDLT) 
Currently 5-7% of all LT in the UK are LDLT 

 
3.2 What would be the comparator (standard practice) to this procedure? 
 
DDLT as a full size liver or an extended right lobe to an adult and a left lateral 
segment to a child from a ‘split’ DD liver 
 
 
3.3 Please estimate the proportion of doctors in your specialty who are 

performing this procedure (choose one): 
 

 More than 50% of specialists engaged in this area of work. 

 

 10% to 50% of specialists engaged in this area of work. 

 

 Fewer than 10% of specialists engaged in this area of work. 

 

 Cannot give an estimate. 

 
Comments: 
 

Approximately 4 surgeons in 3 units are performing the procedure ± 25% 

 

4 Safety and efficacy 
 
4.1 What are the adverse effects of the procedure? 
 
Please list adverse events and major risks (even if uncommon) and, if possible, 
estimate their incidence, as follows: 
 
1. Theoretical adverse events  

Donor death – 0.5% 
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Donor remnant liver insufficiency  

Donor bile leakage – 16% 

Donor VTE and PE – commonest cause of death 

Donor requiring a liver transplant themselves – 4 in the US, 1 in UK (needing 2 LT) 

Psychological distress of the donor – especially if the recipient does not do well 

 

 

 

2. Anecdotal adverse events (known from experience) 

Non proceeding hepatectomy – donor undergoes surgery but the procedure cannot 
be carried out 

Unusual infections – gas gangrene of the stomach – in Mount Sinai 

Associated with a significant learning curve – need to do > 20 cases per year to 
reduce complications 

 

3. Adverse events reported in the literature (if possible please cite literature) 

Abecasis M et al Am J Tranpl 2012 

Yee et al Liver Tranpl 2013 

Trotter et al Liver Transpl 2006 

Lo CM et al Ann Surg 2004 

Freise et al A2ALL study Am J Transpl 2008 

4.2 What are the key efficacy outcomes for this procedure? 
 
Facilitates more timely transplantation 
Better quality liver 
Better long term outcome – especially in children  
Less re-transplantation 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
4.3 Are there uncertainties or concerns about the efficacy of this procedure? 

If so, what are they? 
 
True Risk to the donor 
Inadequate liver volume for the recipient 
Increased risk of recurrence for HCV and HCC 
21-40% recipient complication rate 
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4.4 What training and facilities are required to undertake this procedure 

safely? 
 
Surgeons need to be established liver resectors 
Surgeons involved need to spend time in a centre performing high volumes 
The unit needs a preceptor when starting their program 
 
The unit must do > 20 procedures annually to maintain safety 
 
 
 
 
 
4.5 Are there any major trials or registries of this procedure currently in 

progress? If so, please list. 
 
NO RCT BUT MANY SINGLE CENTRE SERIES 
REGISTRIES: 

1. A2ALL consortium in the USA 
2. ELTR database in Europe 
3. NHSBT database in the UK 
4. Eurotransplant database 
5. UNOS and SRTR databases in USA 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 
4.6 Are you aware of any abstracts that have been recently presented/ 

published on this procedure that may not be listed in a standard literature 
search, e.g. PUBMED? (This can include your own work). If yes, please 
list. 

 
NO 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
4.7 Is there controversy, or important uncertainty, about any aspect of the 

way in which this procedure is currently being done or disseminated? 
 
The main controversy relates to donor risk and the current lack of a mandatory 
requirement to prospectively document all procedures so as to capture all deaths 
In the UK there is a lack of agreement as to how many centres should be 
performing the procedure 
In January 2015 – this should be resolved 
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5 Audit Criteria 
Please suggest a minimum dataset of criteria by which this procedure could be 
audited.  
 
 
5.1 Outcome measures of benefit (including commonly used clinical 
outcomes – both short and long-term; and quality of life measures): 

 
DONOR: 

1. QOL 
2. Psychological benefit 
3. Longterm effect on liver function and hypertrophy 

RECIPIENTS: 
1. survival 3months , 1 year and 5 years 
2. disease recurrence 
3. reduced need for re-transplantation 
4. 10 year graft survival 
5. reduced deaths on waiting list 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
5.2 Adverse outcomes (including potential early and late complications): 
 
DONOR: 

1. death  
2. liver failure and need for donor transplantation 
3. biliary complications 
4. ITU stay and LOHS 
5. Longterm liver function 
6. Evidence of post resection hypertrophy 

RECIPIENT: 
1. 90 day and 1 year survival 
2. early complications – hepatic artery thrombosis and bile leaks 
3. sepsis 
4. PE 
5. ITU stay and LOHS 
6. Disease recurrence 
7. Graft survival 
8. HCC and HCV recurrence 
9. 5 and 10 year patient and graft survival 
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6 Trajectory of the procedure 
 
6.1 In your opinion, what is the likely speed of diffusion of this procedure? 
 
Slow in adults due to increased DD organs 
Increased in children due to DCD D organs not being able to be ‘split’ 
 
 
 
 
 
 
6.2 This procedure, if safe and efficacious, is likely to be carried out in 
(choose one): 
 

 Most or all district general hospitals. 

 

 A minority of hospitals, but at least 10 in the UK. 

 

 Fewer than 10 specialist centres in the UK. 

 

 Cannot predict at present. 

 
Comments: 
 
Probably 3  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
6.3 The potential impact of this procedure on the NHS, in terms of numbers 
of patients eligible for treatment and use of resources, is:  
 

 Major. 

 

 Moderate. 

 

 Minor. 

 
Comments: 
 
Probably no more than 50 procedures per year – mostly in children 
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7 Other information 
7.1 Is there any other information about this procedure that might assist 
NICE in assessing the possible need to investigate its use? 

 
      
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

8 Data protection and conflicts of interest  
 
8.1 Data protection statement 

 
The Institute is committed to transparency.  As part of this commitment your 
name and specialist society will be placed in the public domain, in future 
publications and on our website (www.nice.org.uk) and therefore viewable 
worldwide.  This information may be passed to third parties connected with 
the work on interventional procedures.   
 
A copy of the completed Specialist Adviser advice will be sent to the 
Specialist Society who nominated the Specialist Adviser. 
 
Specialist Advisers should be aware that full implementation of the Freedom 
of Information Act 2000 may oblige us to release Specialist Advice from 2005.  
The Freedom of Information Act 2000 favours the disclosure of information 
however requests will be considered on a case by case basis.  If information 
is made available, personal information will be removed in accordance with 
the Data Protection Act 1998.  In light of this please ensure that you have not 
named or identified individuals in your comments.   
 

 

8.2 Declarations of interest by Specialist Advisers advising the NICE 
Interventional Procedures Advisory Committee  

Please state any potential conflicts of interest, or any involvements in disputes 
or complaints, relevant to this procedure. Please use the “Conflicts of Interest 
for Specialist Advisers” policy (attached) as a guide when declaring any 
conflicts of interest.  Specialist Advisers should seek advice if required from 
the Associate Director – Interventional Procedures. 

Do you or a member of your family1 have a personal pecuniary interest?  
The main examples are as follows: 

                                                 
1
 ‘Family members’ refers to a spouse or partner living in the same residence as the member 

or employee, children for whom the member or employee is legally responsible, and adults for 
whom the member or employee is legally responsible (for example, an adult whose full power 
of attorney is held by the individual). 

http://www.nice.org.uk/
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Consultancies or directorships attracting regular or occasional 
payments in cash or kind  

 YES 

 NO 

Fee-paid work – any work commissioned by the healthcare 
industry – this includes income earned in the course of private 
practice 

 YES 

 NO 

Shareholdings – any shareholding, or other beneficial interest, in 
shares of the healthcare industry  

 YES 

 NO 

Expenses and hospitality – any expenses provided by a 
healthcare industry company beyond those reasonably required for 
accommodation, meals and travel to attend meetings and 
conferences  

 YES 

 NO 

Investments – any funds which include investments in the 
healthcare industry  

 YES 

 NO 

Do you have a personal non-pecuniary interest – eg have you 
made a public statement about the topic or do you hold an office in 
a professional organisation or advocacy group with a direct interest 
in the topic? 

 YES 

 NO 

Do you have a non-personal interest? The main examples are as follows: 

Fellowships endowed by the healthcare industry  YES 

 NO 

Support by the healthcare industry or NICE that benefits his/her 
position or department, eg grants, sponsorship of posts 

 YES 

 NO 

If you have answered YES to any of the above statements please 
describe the nature of the conflict(s) below. 
 
Comments: 
 
I am the chair of the LDLT guideline writing committee and chair the LAG working 
group on LDLT 
 
I have received honoraria for work done on advisory boards for liver cancer 
 
 
 
 

Thank you very much for your help. 
 
Professor Bruce Campbell, Chairman, 
Interventional Procedures Advisory 
Committee 

Professor Carole Longson, Director, 
Centre for Health Technology 
Evaluation. 
 

February 2010  
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Conflicts of Interest for Specialist Advisers 
 

1 Declarations of interest by Specialist Advisers advising the NICE 
Interventional Procedures Advisory Committee  

1.1 Any conflicts of interest set out below should be declared on the 
questionnaire the Specialist Adviser completes for the procedure. 

1.2 Specialist Advisers should seek advice if required from the Associate 
Director – Interventional Procedures. 

2 Personal pecuniary interests 

2.1 A personal pecuniary interest involves a current personal payment to a 
Specialist Adviser, which may either relate to the manufacturer or 
owner of a product or service being evaluated, in which case it is 
regarded as ‘specific’ or to the industry or sector from which the 
product or service comes, in which case it is regarded as ‘non-
specific’. The main examples are as follows. 

2.1.1 Consultancies – any consultancy, directorship, position in or work for 
the healthcare industry that attracts regular or occasional payments in 
cash or kind (this includes both those which have been undertaken in 
the 12 months preceding the point at which the declaration is made 
and which are planned but have not taken place). 

2.1.2 Fee-paid work – any work commissioned by the healthcare industry 
for which the member is paid in cash or in kind (this includes both 
those which have been undertaken in the 12 months preceding the 
point at which the declaration is made and which are planned but have 
not taken place). 

2.1.3 Shareholdings – any shareholding, or other beneficial interest, in 
shares of the healthcare industry that are either held by the individual 
or for which the individual has legal responsibility (for example, 
children, or relatives whose full Power of Attorney is held by the 
individual). This does not include shareholdings through unit trusts, 
pensions funds, or other similar arrangements where the member has 
no influence on financial management. 

2.1.4 Expenses and hospitality – any expenses provided by a healthcare 
industry company beyond that reasonably required for accommodation, 
meals and travel to attend meetings and conferences (this includes 
both those which have been undertaken in the 12 months preceding 
the point at which the declaration is made and which are planned but 
have not taken place. 

2.1.5 Investments – any funds which include investments in the healthcare 
industry that are held in a portfolio over which individuals have the 
ability to instruct the fund manager as to the composition of the fund. 

2.2 No personal interest exists in the case of: 

2.2.1 assets over which individuals have no financial control (for example, 
wide portfolio unit trusts and occupational pension funds) and where 
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the fund manager has full discretion as to its composition (for example, 
the Universities Superannuation Scheme)   

2.2.2 accrued pension rights from earlier employment in the healthcare 
industry.  

3 Personal family interest  

3.1 This relates to the personal interests of a family member and involves a 
current payment to the family member of the Specialist Adviser. The 
interest may relate to the manufacturer or owner of a product or service 
being evaluated, in which case it is regarded as ‘specific’, or to the 
industry or sector from which the product or service comes, in which 
case it is regarded as ‘non-specific’. The main examples include the 
following. 

3.1.1 Any consultancy, directorship, position in or work for a healthcare 
industry that attracts regular or occasional payments in cash or in kind. 

3.1.2 Any fee-paid work commissioned by a healthcare industry for which the 
member is paid in cash or in kind. 

3.1.3 Any shareholdings, or other beneficial interests, in a healthcare 
industry which are either held by the family member or for which an 
individual covered by this Code has legal responsibility (for example, 
children, or adults whose full Power of Attorney is held by the 
individual). 

3.1.4 Expenses and hospitality provided by a healthcare industry company 
(except where they are provided to a general class of people such as 
attendees at an open conference) 

3.1.5 Funds which include investments in the healthcare industry that are 
held in a portfolio over which individuals have the ability to instruct the 
fund manager as to the composition of the fund. 

3.2 No personal family interest exists in the case of: 

3.2.1 assets over which individuals have no financial control (for example, 
wide portfolio unit trusts and occupational pension funds) and where 
the fund manager has full discretion as to its composition (for example, 
the Universities Superannuation Scheme)  

3.2.2 accrued pension rights from earlier employment in the healthcare 
industry. 

4 Personal non-pecuniary interests  

These might include, but are not limited to: 

4.1 a clear opinion, reached as the conclusion of a research project, about 
the clinical and/or cost effectiveness of an intervention under review 

4.2 a public statement in which an individual covered by this Code has 
expressed a clear opinion about the matter under consideration, which 
could reasonably be interpreted as prejudicial to an objective 
interpretation of the evidence 
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4.3 holding office in a professional organisation or advocacy group with a 
direct interest in the matter under consideration  

4.4 other reputational risks in relation to an intervention under review. 

5 Non-personal interests 

5.1 A non-personal interest involves payment that benefits a department or 
organisation for which a Specialist Advisor is responsible, but that is 
not received by the Specialist Advisor personally. This may either 
relate to the product or service being evaluated, in which case it is 
regarded as ‘specific,’ or to the manufacturer or owner of the product 
or service, but is unrelated to the matter under consideration, in which 
case it is regarded as ‘non-specific’. The main examples are as 
follows. 

5.1.1 Fellowships – the holding of a fellowship endowed by the healthcare 
industry. 

5.1.2 Support by the healthcare industry or NICE – any payment, or other 
support by the healthcare industry or by NICE that does not convey 
any pecuniary or material benefit to a member personally but that does 
benefit his/her position or department. For example: 

 a grant from a company for the running of a unit or department for 
which a Specialist Advisor is responsible 

 a grant, fellowship or other payment to sponsor a post or member of 
staff in the unit for which a Specialist Adviser is responsible. This does 
not include financial assistance for students 

 the commissioning of research or other work by, or advice from, staff 
who work in a unit for which the specialist advisor is responsible 

 one or more contracts with, or grants from, NICE. 

5.2 Specialist Advisers are under no obligation to seek out knowledge of 
work done for, or on behalf of, the healthcare industry within 
departments for which they are responsible if they would not normally 
expect to be informed. 
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NATIONAL INSTITUTE FOR HEALTH AND CARE EXCELLENCE 
 

Interventional Procedures Programme 
 
 
Procedure Name:  Living-donor liver transplantation (253/2) 
 
Name of Specialist Advisor: Mr Ernest Hidalgo 
 
Specialist Society:  Association of Upper Gastrointestinal 

Surgeons of Great Britain and Ireland 
(AUGIS) 

 
Please complete and return to: azeem.madari@nice.org.uk OR 

sally.compton@nice.org.uk      
 
  
 

1 Do you have adequate knowledge of this procedure to 
provide advice?    

 
 Yes. 
 
1.1 Does the title used above describe the procedure adequately?  
 

 Yes.   

 
 
Comments: 
 
 
 

2 Your involvement in the procedure 
 
2.1 Is this procedure relevant to your specialty?   
 

 Yes.  

 
 

Comments: 
 

      

 

The next two questions are about whether you carry out the procedure, or refer 
patients for it.  If you are in a specialty that normally carries out the procedure 
please answer question 2.2.1.  If you are in a specialty that normally selects or 
refers patients for the procedure please answer question 2.2.2. 
 

2.2.1 If you are in a specialty which does this procedure, please indicate your 
experience with it:    

 

mailto:azeem.madari@nice.org.uk
mailto:sally.compton@nice.org.uk
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 I perform this procedure regularly. 
 
 
Comments: 
 
The institution where I work has, up to date performed 55 of them within the NHS. 
 
 
2.2.2   If your specialty is involved in patient selection or referral to another 

specialty for this procedure, please indicate your experience with it. 
 

 I have never taken part in the selection or referral of a patient for this procedure. 

 

 I have taken part in patient selection or referred a patient for this procedure at least once. 

 

 I take part in patient selection or refer patients for this procedure regularly. 

 
Comments: 
 
      
 
2.3 Please indicate your research experience relating to this procedure 

(please choose one or more if relevant): 
 

 I have undertaken bibliographic research on this procedure. 
 
 

 Other (please comment): travelled extensively visiting other centres 
worldwide 

 
Comments: 
 
      

3 Status of the procedure 
 
3.1 Which of the following best describes the procedure (choose one): 
 

 Established practice and no longer new. 

 
 
Comments: 
 
      

 
3.2 What would be the comparator (standard practice) to this procedure? 
 
In my opinion there is no other procedure that compares to it. Given its singularity, no 
other intervention  will include the donor/recipient pair in liver transplantation. One 
might be tempted to compare it to a cadaveric liver transplant (no donor operation) or 
live donor kidney transplant (no liver component). 
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3.3 Please estimate the proportion of doctors in your specialty who are 
performing this procedure (choose one): 

 
 

 Cannot give an estimate. I suspect less than 15 professionals within UK have 

been involved. 
 
Comments: 
 

 

4 Safety and efficacy 
 
4.1 What are the adverse effects of the procedure? 
 
Please list adverse events and major risks (even if uncommon) and, if possible, 
estimate their incidence, as follows: 
 
1. Theoretical adverse events  

I will only comment on those related to the donor. The adverse events are the same 
as you might encounter following a liver resection in any given patient. The fact these 
group of individuals are by definition healthy (extensive work up), makes the 
incidence lesser but nevertheless greater than zero. They range from donor mortality 
(likely underestimated but frequently quoted from 0.125 to 0.5%) to all potential 
comorbidity 9no fatal complications) related to a major surgical procedure and in 
particular to a liver resection and this should be 30-40%. 

 

2. Anecdotal adverse events (known from experience) 

Please see above 

 

3. Adverse events reported in the literature (if possible please cite literature) 

Please see Point 1. 

 

4.2 What are the key efficacy outcomes for this procedure? 
 
From a recipient’s perspective, (1) access to transplantation and therefore reducing 
times and (2) improving mortality on the waiting list. Similar conclusions have been 
drawn from the renal transplant setting and the impact made by living donation. Also 
likely to be cost-effective when compare with outcome in the waiting list and the use 
of marginal organs. 
From a donor’s angle, the definition of efficacy will be extremely complex to 
ascertain. 
 
4.3 Are there uncertainties or concerns about the efficacy of this procedure? 

If so, what are they? 
 
No concerns or doubts regarding efficacy. There are large database and extensive 
literature to support its efficacy.  
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4.4 What training and facilities are required to undertake this procedure 
safely? 

 
Training :extensive knowledge related to current literature, surgical expertise in liver 
transplant and resectional liver surgery in a large volume centre. Visiting foreign units 
were this procedure is extensively undertaken. 
 
Facilities: tertiary hospital with highly specialised surgical, hepatology, anaesthesia 
and radiology services. Possibly many other group of professional required. 
 
In my opinion, robust multidisciplinary donor assessment, surgical expertise and 
centre infrastructure 
 
4.5 Are there any major trials or registries of this procedure currently in 

progress? If so, please list. 
 
I am not aware of any trial, at least in this country. Plenty of registries, in particular 
United Network for Organ Sharing, A2ALL consortium (both USA), European Liver 
Transplant Registry, Japanese liver transplantation society registry amongst others. 
 

 
4.6 Are you aware of any abstracts that have been recently presented/ 

published on this procedure that may not be listed in a standard literature 
search, e.g. PUBMED? (This can include your own work). If yes, please 
list. 

 
No. 
 
 
4.7 Is there controversy, or important uncertainty, about any aspect of the 

way in which this procedure is currently being done or disseminated? 
 
Uncertainties exist and are related to the appropriateness of performing a surgical 
intervention in a healthy individual (donor) without direct medical benefit for 
him/herself. There is no uncertainty related to efficacy in recipients. 
 

 
5 Audit Criteria 
 
Please suggest a minimum dataset of criteria by which this procedure could be 
audited.  
 
It needs to capture 2 very different aspects of this procedure. The donor outcomes 
with particular focus in morbidity, mortality and the so call “near misses” as well as 
long term consequences. 
 
The second aspect will be related to recipient and it is by enlarge similar to the 
existing cadaveric liver transplant. 
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5.1 Outcome measures of benefit (including commonly used clinical 
outcomes – both short and long-term; and quality of life measures): 

 
The measures of benefit are easy to estimate amongst the recipients waiting for a 
liver transplant. However, from a donor’s perspective this will be far more complex to 
establish. 

 
 
5.2 Adverse outcomes (including potential early and late complications): 
 
Binary, related to donor and also recipient. 
 

  

6 Trajectory of the procedure 
 
6.1 In your opinion, what is the likely speed of diffusion of this procedure? 
 
It is unlikely to experience “diffusion”. I would think it will consolidate and further 
develop in units already practicing this therapeutic modality. Also significant 
implications from the commissioning bodies. 
 
 
6.2 This procedure, if safe and efficacious, is likely to be carried out in 
(choose one): 
 
 

 Fewer than 5 specialist centres in the UK. 

 

 Cannot predict at present. 

 
 
6.3 The potential impact of this procedure on the NHS, in terms of numbers 
of patients eligible for treatment and use of resources, is:  
 
 

 Minor. 

 
Comments: 
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7 Other information 
 
7.1 Is there any other information about this procedure that might assist 
NICE in assessing the possible need to investigate its use? 

 
Possibly obtaining information from the community to assess how is perceived 
by the general public; opinion from  an ethicist would be relevant as well as an 
economic perspective to ascertain the cost-benefit. 
 
 

8 Data protection and conflicts of interest  
 
8.1 Data protection statement 

 
The Institute is committed to transparency.  As part of this commitment your 
name and specialist society will be placed in the public domain, in future 
publications and on our website (www.nice.org.uk) and therefore viewable 
worldwide.  This information may be passed to third parties connected with 
the work on interventional procedures.   
 
A copy of the completed Specialist Adviser advice will be sent to the 
Specialist Society who nominated the Specialist Adviser. 
 
Specialist Advisers should be aware that full implementation of the Freedom 
of Information Act 2000 may oblige us to release Specialist Advice from 2005.  
The Freedom of Information Act 2000 favours the disclosure of information 
however requests will be considered on a case by case basis.  If information 
is made available, personal information will be removed in accordance with 
the Data Protection Act 1998.  In light of this please ensure that you have not 
named or identified individuals in your comments.   
 

 

8.2 Declarations of interest by Specialist Advisers advising the NICE 
Interventional Procedures Advisory Committee  

Please state any potential conflicts of interest, or any involvements in disputes 
or complaints, relevant to this procedure. Please use the “Conflicts of Interest 
for Specialist Advisers” policy (attached) as a guide when declaring any 
conflicts of interest.  Specialist Advisers should seek advice if required from 
the Associate Director – Interventional Procedures. 

Do you or a member of your family1 have a personal pecuniary interest?  
The main examples are as follows: 

                                                 
1
 ‘Family members’ refers to a spouse or partner living in the same residence as the member 

or employee, children for whom the member or employee is legally responsible, and adults for 
whom the member or employee is legally responsible (for example, an adult whose full power 
of attorney is held by the individual). 
 

http://www.nice.org.uk/
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Consultancies or directorships attracting regular or occasional 
payments in cash or kind  

  

 NO 

Fee-paid work – any work commissioned by the healthcare 
industry – this includes income earned in the course of private 
practice 

  

 NO 

Shareholdings – any shareholding, or other beneficial interest, in 
shares of the healthcare industry  

  

 NO 

Expenses and hospitality – any expenses provided by a 
healthcare industry company beyond those reasonably required for 
accommodation, meals and travel to attend meetings and 
conferences  

  

 NO 

Investments – any funds which include investments in the 
healthcare industry  

  

 NO 

Do you have a personal non-pecuniary interest – eg have you 
made a public statement about the topic or do you hold an office in 
a professional organisation or advocacy group with a direct interest 
in the topic? 

  

 NO 

Do you have a non-personal interest? The main examples are as follows: 

Fellowships endowed by the healthcare industry   

 NO 

Support by the healthcare industry or NICE that benefits his/her 
position or department, eg grants, sponsorship of posts 

  

 NO 

If you have answered YES to any of the above statements please 
describe the nature of the conflict(s) below. 
 
Comments: 
 
      
 
 
 
 

Thank you very much for your help. 
 
Professor Bruce Campbell, Chairman, 
Interventional Procedures Advisory 
Committee 

Professor Carole Longson, Director, 
Centre for Health Technology 
Evaluation. 
 

February 2010  
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Conflicts of Interest for Specialist Advisers 
 

1 Declarations of interest by Specialist Advisers advising the NICE 
Interventional Procedures Advisory Committee  

1.1 Any conflicts of interest set out below should be declared on the 
questionnaire the Specialist Adviser completes for the procedure. 

1.2 Specialist Advisers should seek advice if required from the Associate 
Director – Interventional Procedures. 

2 Personal pecuniary interests 

2.1 A personal pecuniary interest involves a current personal payment to a 
Specialist Adviser, which may either relate to the manufacturer or 
owner of a product or service being evaluated, in which case it is 
regarded as ‘specific’ or to the industry or sector from which the 
product or service comes, in which case it is regarded as ‘non-
specific’. The main examples are as follows. 

2.1.1 Consultancies – any consultancy, directorship, position in or work for 
the healthcare industry that attracts regular or occasional payments in 
cash or kind (this includes both those which have been undertaken in 
the 12 months preceding the point at which the declaration is made 
and which are planned but have not taken place). 

2.1.2 Fee-paid work – any work commissioned by the healthcare industry 
for which the member is paid in cash or in kind (this includes both 
those which have been undertaken in the 12 months preceding the 
point at which the declaration is made and which are planned but have 
not taken place). 

2.1.3 Shareholdings – any shareholding, or other beneficial interest, in 
shares of the healthcare industry that are either held by the individual 
or for which the individual has legal responsibility (for example, 
children, or relatives whose full Power of Attorney is held by the 
individual). This does not include shareholdings through unit trusts, 
pensions funds, or other similar arrangements where the member has 
no influence on financial management. 

2.1.4 Expenses and hospitality – any expenses provided by a healthcare 
industry company beyond that reasonably required for accommodation, 
meals and travel to attend meetings and conferences (this includes 
both those which have been undertaken in the 12 months preceding 
the point at which the declaration is made and which are planned but 
have not taken place. 

2.1.5 Investments – any funds which include investments in the healthcare 
industry that are held in a portfolio over which individuals have the 
ability to instruct the fund manager as to the composition of the fund. 

2.2 No personal interest exists in the case of: 

2.2.1 assets over which individuals have no financial control (for example, 
wide portfolio unit trusts and occupational pension funds) and where 
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the fund manager has full discretion as to its composition (for example, 
the Universities Superannuation Scheme)   

2.2.2 accrued pension rights from earlier employment in the healthcare 
industry.  

3 Personal family interest  

3.1 This relates to the personal interests of a family member and involves a 
current payment to the family member of the Specialist Adviser. The 
interest may relate to the manufacturer or owner of a product or service 
being evaluated, in which case it is regarded as ‘specific’, or to the 
industry or sector from which the product or service comes, in which 
case it is regarded as ‘non-specific’. The main examples include the 
following. 

3.1.1 Any consultancy, directorship, position in or work for a healthcare 
industry that attracts regular or occasional payments in cash or in kind. 

3.1.2 Any fee-paid work commissioned by a healthcare industry for which the 
member is paid in cash or in kind. 

3.1.3 Any shareholdings, or other beneficial interests, in a healthcare 
industry which are either held by the family member or for which an 
individual covered by this Code has legal responsibility (for example, 
children, or adults whose full Power of Attorney is held by the 
individual). 

3.1.4 Expenses and hospitality provided by a healthcare industry company 
(except where they are provided to a general class of people such as 
attendees at an open conference) 

3.1.5 Funds which include investments in the healthcare industry that are 
held in a portfolio over which individuals have the ability to instruct the 
fund manager as to the composition of the fund. 

3.2 No personal family interest exists in the case of: 

3.2.1 assets over which individuals have no financial control (for example, 
wide portfolio unit trusts and occupational pension funds) and where 
the fund manager has full discretion as to its composition (for example, 
the Universities Superannuation Scheme)  

3.2.2 accrued pension rights from earlier employment in the healthcare 
industry. 

4 Personal non-pecuniary interests  

These might include, but are not limited to: 

4.1 a clear opinion, reached as the conclusion of a research project, about 
the clinical and/or cost effectiveness of an intervention under review 

4.2 a public statement in which an individual covered by this Code has 
expressed a clear opinion about the matter under consideration, which 
could reasonably be interpreted as prejudicial to an objective 
interpretation of the evidence 



 

10 

4.3 holding office in a professional organisation or advocacy group with a 
direct interest in the matter under consideration  

4.4 other reputational risks in relation to an intervention under review. 

5 Non-personal interests 

5.1 A non-personal interest involves payment that benefits a department or 
organisation for which a Specialist Advisor is responsible, but that is 
not received by the Specialist Advisor personally. This may either 
relate to the product or service being evaluated, in which case it is 
regarded as ‘specific,’ or to the manufacturer or owner of the product 
or service, but is unrelated to the matter under consideration, in which 
case it is regarded as ‘non-specific’. The main examples are as 
follows. 

5.1.1 Fellowships – the holding of a fellowship endowed by the healthcare 
industry. 

5.1.2 Support by the healthcare industry or NICE – any payment, or other 
support by the healthcare industry or by NICE that does not convey 
any pecuniary or material benefit to a member personally but that does 
benefit his/her position or department. For example: 

 a grant from a company for the running of a unit or department for 
which a Specialist Advisor is responsible 

 a grant, fellowship or other payment to sponsor a post or member of 
staff in the unit for which a Specialist Adviser is responsible. This does 
not include financial assistance for students 

 the commissioning of research or other work by, or advice from, staff 
who work in a unit for which the specialist advisor is responsible 

 one or more contracts with, or grants from, NICE. 

5.2 Specialist Advisers are under no obligation to seek out knowledge of 
work done for, or on behalf of, the healthcare industry within 
departments for which they are responsible if they would not normally 
expect to be informed. 
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NATIONAL INSTITUTE FOR HEALTH AND CARE EXCELLENCE 
 

Interventional Procedures Programme 
 
 
Procedure Name:  Living-donor liver transplantation (253/2) 
 
Name of Specialist Advisor: Dr Joe Brierley 
 
Specialist Society:  Royal College of Paediatrics and Child 

Health (RCPCH) 
 
Please complete and return to: azeem.madari@nice.org.uk OR 

sally.compton@nice.org.uk      
 
  
 

1 Do you have adequate knowledge of this procedure to 
provide advice?    

 

X Yes. 

 

 No – please return the form/answer no more questions. 

 
1.1 Does the title used above describe the procedure adequately?  
 

X Yes.   

 

 No.  If no, please enter any other titles below. 

 
Comments: 
 
      
 

2 Your involvement in the procedure 
 
2.1 Is this procedure relevant to your specialty?   
 

X Yes.  

 

 Is there any kind of inter-specialty controversy over the procedure? 

 

 No. If no, then answer no more questions, but please give any information 

you can about who is likely to be doing the procedure. 
 

Comments: 
 

     In terms of my clinical ethics commitments and organ donation/UK transplant work 

yes, but I would not directly care for children receiving such transplants 

 

mailto:azeem.madari@nice.org.uk
mailto:sally.compton@nice.org.uk
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The next two questions are about whether you carry out the procedure, or refer 
patients for it.  If you are in a specialty that normally carries out the procedure 
please answer question 2.2.1.  If you are in a specialty that normally selects or 
refers patients for the procedure please answer question 2.2.2. 
 

2.2.1 If you are in a specialty which does this procedure, please indicate your 
experience with it:    

 

X I have never performed this procedure. 

 

 I have performed this procedure at least once. 

 

 I perform this procedure regularly. 

 
 
Comments: 
 
     See above 
 
 
2.2.2   If your specialty is involved in patient selection or referral to another 

specialty for this procedure, please indicate your experience with it. 
 

X I have never taken part in the selection or referral of a patient for this 

procedure. 
 

 I have taken part in patient selection or referred a patient for this procedure at 

least once. 
 

 I take part in patient selection or refer patients for this procedure regularly. 

 
Comments: 
 
     see above 
 
2.3 Please indicate your research experience relating to this procedure 

(please choose one or more if relevant): 
 

X I have undertaken bibliographic research on this procedure. 
 

 I have undertaken research on this procedure in laboratory settings (e.g. 
device-related research). 

 
 I have undertaken clinical research on this procedure involving patients or  

healthy volunteers. 
 

 I have had no involvement in research on this procedure. 
 

 Other (please comment) 
 
Comments: 
 
     I have written about the ethics and law in this area 
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3 Status of the procedure 
 
3.1 Which of the following best describes the procedure (choose one): 
 

X Established practice and no longer new. 

 

 A minor variation on an existing procedure, which is unlikely to alter that 

procedure’s safety and efficacy.  
 

 Definitely novel and of uncertain safety and efficacy. 

 

 The first in a new class of procedure. 

 
Comments: 
 
      

 
3.2 What would be the comparator (standard practice) to this procedure? 
 
      
 
 
3.3 Please estimate the proportion of doctors in your specialty who are 

performing this procedure (choose one): 
 

 More than 50% of specialists engaged in this area of work. 

 

 10% to 50% of specialists engaged in this area of work. 

 

X Fewer than 10% of specialists engaged in this area of work. 

 

 Cannot give an estimate. 

 
Comments: 
 

      

 

4 Safety and efficacy 
 
4.1 What are the adverse effects of the procedure? 
 
Please list adverse events and major risks (even if uncommon) and, if possible, 
estimate their incidence, as follows: 
 
1. Theoretical adverse events  

     Death to donor and recipient 
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2. Anecdotal adverse events (known from experience) 

      

 

 

3. Adverse events reported in the literature (if possible please cite literature) 

      

 

 

 

4.2 What are the key efficacy outcomes for this procedure? 
 
     Survival of otherwise fatal disease in recpient 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
4.3 Are there uncertainties or concerns about the efficacy of this procedure? 

If so, what are they? 
 
     yes – safety in donor. Ought children/young adults ever be donors 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
4.4 What training and facilities are required to undertake this procedure 

safely? 
 
     tertiary liver surgeon 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
4.5 Are there any major trials or registries of this procedure currently in 

progress? If so, please list. 
 
     yes 
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4.6 Are you aware of any abstracts that have been recently presented/ 

published on this procedure that may not be listed in a standard literature 
search, e.g. PUBMED? (This can include your own work). If yes, please 
list. 

 
      
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
4.7 Is there controversy, or important uncertainty, about any aspect of the 

way in which this procedure is currently being done or disseminated? 
 
      
 
 

 
 
 
5 Audit Criteria 
Please suggest a minimum dataset of criteria by which this procedure could be 
audited.  
 
 
5.1 Outcome measures of benefit (including commonly used clinical 
outcomes – both short and long-term; and quality of life measures): 

 
      

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
5.2 Adverse outcomes (including potential early and late complications): 
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6 Trajectory of the procedure 
 
6.1 In your opinion, what is the likely speed of diffusion of this procedure? 
 
      
 
 
 
 
 
 
6.2 This procedure, if safe and efficacious, is likely to be carried out in 
(choose one): 
 

 Most or all district general hospitals. 

 

 A minority of hospitals, but at least 10 in the UK. 

 

X Fewer than 10 specialist centres in the UK. 

 

 Cannot predict at present. 

 
Comments: 
 
      
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
6.3 The potential impact of this procedure on the NHS, in terms of numbers 
of patients eligible for treatment and use of resources, is:  
 

 Major. 

 

 Moderate. 

 

X Minor. 

 
Comments: 
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7 Other information 
7.1 Is there any other information about this procedure that might assist 
NICE in assessing the possible need to investigate its use? 

 
      
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

8 Data protection and conflicts of interest  
 
8.1 Data protection statement 

 
The Institute is committed to transparency.  As part of this commitment your 
name and specialist society will be placed in the public domain, in future 
publications and on our website (www.nice.org.uk) and therefore viewable 
worldwide.  This information may be passed to third parties connected with 
the work on interventional procedures.   
 
A copy of the completed Specialist Adviser advice will be sent to the 
Specialist Society who nominated the Specialist Adviser. 
 
Specialist Advisers should be aware that full implementation of the Freedom 
of Information Act 2000 may oblige us to release Specialist Advice from 2005.  
The Freedom of Information Act 2000 favours the disclosure of information 
however requests will be considered on a case by case basis.  If information 
is made available, personal information will be removed in accordance with 
the Data Protection Act 1998.  In light of this please ensure that you have not 
named or identified individuals in your comments.   
 

 

8.2 Declarations of interest by Specialist Advisers advising the NICE 
Interventional Procedures Advisory Committee  

Please state any potential conflicts of interest, or any involvements in disputes 
or complaints, relevant to this procedure. Please use the “Conflicts of Interest 
for Specialist Advisers” policy (attached) as a guide when declaring any 
conflicts of interest.  Specialist Advisers should seek advice if required from 
the Associate Director – Interventional Procedures. 

Do you or a member of your family1 have a personal pecuniary interest?  
The main examples are as follows: 

                                                 
1
 ‘Family members’ refers to a spouse or partner living in the same residence as the member 

or employee, children for whom the member or employee is legally responsible, and adults for 
whom the member or employee is legally responsible (for example, an adult whose full power 
of attorney is held by the individual). 

http://www.nice.org.uk/
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Consultancies or directorships attracting regular or occasional 
payments in cash or kind  

 YES 

X NO 

Fee-paid work – any work commissioned by the healthcare 
industry – this includes income earned in the course of private 
practice 

X YES 

 NO 

Shareholdings – any shareholding, or other beneficial interest, in 
shares of the healthcare industry  

 YES 

X NO 

Expenses and hospitality – any expenses provided by a 
healthcare industry company beyond those reasonably required for 
accommodation, meals and travel to attend meetings and 
conferences  

 YES 

X NO 

Investments – any funds which include investments in the 
healthcare industry  

 YES 

X NO 

Do you have a personal non-pecuniary interest – eg have you 
made a public statement about the topic or do you hold an office in 
a professional organisation or advocacy group with a direct interest 
in the topic? (UKDEC) 

X YES 

 NO 

Do you have a non-personal interest? The main examples are as follows: 

Fellowships endowed by the healthcare industry  YES 

X NO 

Support by the healthcare industry or NICE that benefits his/her 
position or department, eg grants, sponsorship of posts 

 YES 

X NO 

If you have answered YES to any of the above statements please 
describe the nature of the conflict(s) below. 
 
Comments: 
 
Member UKDEC and CLOD for my trust, undertake some private practice for my 
Trust – nothing to do with transplant 
 
 
 
 

Thank you very much for your help. 
 
Professor Bruce Campbell, Chairman, 
Interventional Procedures Advisory 
Committee 

Professor Carole Longson, Director, 
Centre for Health Technology 
Evaluation. 
 

February 2010  
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Conflicts of Interest for Specialist Advisers 
 

1 Declarations of interest by Specialist Advisers advising the NICE 
Interventional Procedures Advisory Committee  

1.1 Any conflicts of interest set out below should be declared on the 
questionnaire the Specialist Adviser completes for the procedure. 

1.2 Specialist Advisers should seek advice if required from the Associate 
Director – Interventional Procedures. 

2 Personal pecuniary interests 

2.1 A personal pecuniary interest involves a current personal payment to a 
Specialist Adviser, which may either relate to the manufacturer or 
owner of a product or service being evaluated, in which case it is 
regarded as ‘specific’ or to the industry or sector from which the 
product or service comes, in which case it is regarded as ‘non-
specific’. The main examples are as follows. 

2.1.1 Consultancies – any consultancy, directorship, position in or work for 
the healthcare industry that attracts regular or occasional payments in 
cash or kind (this includes both those which have been undertaken in 
the 12 months preceding the point at which the declaration is made 
and which are planned but have not taken place). 

2.1.2 Fee-paid work – any work commissioned by the healthcare industry 
for which the member is paid in cash or in kind (this includes both 
those which have been undertaken in the 12 months preceding the 
point at which the declaration is made and which are planned but have 
not taken place). 

2.1.3 Shareholdings – any shareholding, or other beneficial interest, in 
shares of the healthcare industry that are either held by the individual 
or for which the individual has legal responsibility (for example, 
children, or relatives whose full Power of Attorney is held by the 
individual). This does not include shareholdings through unit trusts, 
pensions funds, or other similar arrangements where the member has 
no influence on financial management. 

2.1.4 Expenses and hospitality – any expenses provided by a healthcare 
industry company beyond that reasonably required for accommodation, 
meals and travel to attend meetings and conferences (this includes 
both those which have been undertaken in the 12 months preceding 
the point at which the declaration is made and which are planned but 
have not taken place. 

2.1.5 Investments – any funds which include investments in the healthcare 
industry that are held in a portfolio over which individuals have the 
ability to instruct the fund manager as to the composition of the fund. 

2.2 No personal interest exists in the case of: 

2.2.1 assets over which individuals have no financial control (for example, 
wide portfolio unit trusts and occupational pension funds) and where 
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the fund manager has full discretion as to its composition (for example, 
the Universities Superannuation Scheme)   

2.2.2 accrued pension rights from earlier employment in the healthcare 
industry.  

3 Personal family interest  

3.1 This relates to the personal interests of a family member and involves a 
current payment to the family member of the Specialist Adviser. The 
interest may relate to the manufacturer or owner of a product or service 
being evaluated, in which case it is regarded as ‘specific’, or to the 
industry or sector from which the product or service comes, in which 
case it is regarded as ‘non-specific’. The main examples include the 
following. 

3.1.1 Any consultancy, directorship, position in or work for a healthcare 
industry that attracts regular or occasional payments in cash or in kind. 

3.1.2 Any fee-paid work commissioned by a healthcare industry for which the 
member is paid in cash or in kind. 

3.1.3 Any shareholdings, or other beneficial interests, in a healthcare 
industry which are either held by the family member or for which an 
individual covered by this Code has legal responsibility (for example, 
children, or adults whose full Power of Attorney is held by the 
individual). 

3.1.4 Expenses and hospitality provided by a healthcare industry company 
(except where they are provided to a general class of people such as 
attendees at an open conference) 

3.1.5 Funds which include investments in the healthcare industry that are 
held in a portfolio over which individuals have the ability to instruct the 
fund manager as to the composition of the fund. 

3.2 No personal family interest exists in the case of: 

3.2.1 assets over which individuals have no financial control (for example, 
wide portfolio unit trusts and occupational pension funds) and where 
the fund manager has full discretion as to its composition (for example, 
the Universities Superannuation Scheme)  

3.2.2 accrued pension rights from earlier employment in the healthcare 
industry. 

4 Personal non-pecuniary interests  

These might include, but are not limited to: 

4.1 a clear opinion, reached as the conclusion of a research project, about 
the clinical and/or cost effectiveness of an intervention under review 

4.2 a public statement in which an individual covered by this Code has 
expressed a clear opinion about the matter under consideration, which 
could reasonably be interpreted as prejudicial to an objective 
interpretation of the evidence 
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4.3 holding office in a professional organisation or advocacy group with a 
direct interest in the matter under consideration  

4.4 other reputational risks in relation to an intervention under review. 

5 Non-personal interests 

5.1 A non-personal interest involves payment that benefits a department or 
organisation for which a Specialist Advisor is responsible, but that is 
not received by the Specialist Advisor personally. This may either 
relate to the product or service being evaluated, in which case it is 
regarded as ‘specific,’ or to the manufacturer or owner of the product 
or service, but is unrelated to the matter under consideration, in which 
case it is regarded as ‘non-specific’. The main examples are as 
follows. 

5.1.1 Fellowships – the holding of a fellowship endowed by the healthcare 
industry. 

5.1.2 Support by the healthcare industry or NICE – any payment, or other 
support by the healthcare industry or by NICE that does not convey 
any pecuniary or material benefit to a member personally but that does 
benefit his/her position or department. For example: 

 a grant from a company for the running of a unit or department for 
which a Specialist Advisor is responsible 

 a grant, fellowship or other payment to sponsor a post or member of 
staff in the unit for which a Specialist Adviser is responsible. This does 
not include financial assistance for students 

 the commissioning of research or other work by, or advice from, staff 
who work in a unit for which the specialist advisor is responsible 

 one or more contracts with, or grants from, NICE. 

5.2 Specialist Advisers are under no obligation to seek out knowledge of 
work done for, or on behalf of, the healthcare industry within 
departments for which they are responsible if they would not normally 
expect to be informed. 

 



 

1 

NATIONAL INSTITUTE FOR HEALTH AND CARE EXCELLENCE 
 

Interventional Procedures Programme 
 
 
Procedure Name:  Living-donor liver transplantation (253/2) 
 
Name of Specialist Advisor: Prof Deirdre Kelly 
 
Specialist Society:  Royal College of Paediatrics and Child 

Health (RCPCH) 
 
Please complete and return to: azeem.madari@nice.org.uk OR 

sally.compton@nice.org.uk      
 
  
 

1 Do you have adequate knowledge of this procedure to 
provide advice?    

 

 Yes. 

 

 No – please return the form/answer no more questions. 

 
1.1 Does the title used above describe the procedure adequately?  
 

 Yes.   

 

 No.  If no, please enter any other titles below. 

 
Comments: 
 
      
 

2 Your involvement in the procedure 
 
2.1 Is this procedure relevant to your specialty?   
 

 Yes.  

 

 Is there any kind of inter-specialty controversy over the procedure? 

 

 No. If no, then answer no more questions, but please give any information 

you can about who is likely to be doing the procedure. 
 

Comments: 
 

      

 

mailto:azeem.madari@nice.org.uk
mailto:sally.compton@nice.org.uk
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The next two questions are about whether you carry out the procedure, or refer 
patients for it.  If you are in a specialty that normally carries out the procedure 
please answer question 2.2.1.  If you are in a specialty that normally selects or 
refers patients for the procedure please answer question 2.2.2. 
 

2.2.1 If you are in a specialty which does this procedure, please indicate your 
experience with it:    

 

 I have never performed this procedure. 

 

 I have performed this procedure at least once. 

 

 I perform this procedure regularly. 

 
 
Comments: 
 
      
 
 
2.2.2   If your specialty is involved in patient selection or referral to another 

specialty for this procedure, please indicate your experience with it. 
 

 I have never taken part in the selection or referral of a patient for this 

procedure. 
 

 I have taken part in patient selection or referred a patient for this procedure at 

least once. 
 

 I take part in patient selection or refer patients for this procedure regularly. 

 
Comments: 
 
      
 
2.3 Please indicate your research experience relating to this procedure 

(please choose one or more if relevant): 
 

 I have undertaken bibliographic research on this procedure. 
 

 I have undertaken research on this procedure in laboratory settings (e.g. 
device-related research). 

 
 I have undertaken clinical research on this procedure involving patients or  

healthy volunteers. 
 

 I have had no involvement in research on this procedure. 
 

 Other (please comment) 
 
Comments: 
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3 Status of the procedure 
 
3.1 Which of the following best describes the procedure (choose one): 
 

 Established practice and no longer new. 

 

 A minor variation on an existing procedure, which is unlikely to alter that 

procedure’s safety and efficacy.  
 

 Definitely novel and of uncertain safety and efficacy. 

 

 The first in a new class of procedure. 

 
Comments: 
 
      

 
3.2 What would be the comparator (standard practice) to this procedure? 
 
Cadaveric liver transplantation 
 
 
3.3 Please estimate the proportion of doctors in your specialty who are 

performing this procedure (choose one): 
 

 More than 50% of specialists engaged in this area of work. 

 

 10% to 50% of specialists engaged in this area of work. 

 

 Fewer than 10% of specialists engaged in this area of work. 

 

 Cannot give an estimate. 

 
Comments: 
 

      

 

4 Safety and efficacy 
 
4.1 What are the adverse effects of the procedure? 
 
Please list adverse events and major risks (even if uncommon) and, if possible, 
estimate their incidence, as follows: 
 
1. Theoretical adverse events  

      

 

 

 



 

4 

2. Anecdotal adverse events (known from experience) 

      

 

 

3. Adverse events reported in the literature (if possible please cite literature) 

Death or serious complications to donor, psychological stress to donor/recipient, all 
known complications of liver transplantation 

 

 

 

4.2 What are the key efficacy outcomes for this procedure? 
 
>90% survivial of recipient  >100% survival of donor 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
4.3 Are there uncertainties or concerns about the efficacy of this procedure? 

If so, what are they? 
 
Only related to adverse events as in 3 - or difficulties in ensuring altruistic donation 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
4.4 What training and facilities are required to undertake this procedure 

safely? 
 
 
 
Significant training and skills in complex liver surgery & transplantation supported by 
standard surgical facilities. Full MDT support for donor & recipient 
 
 
 
 
4.5 Are there any major trials or registries of this procedure currently in 

progress? If so, please list. 
 
UK Transplant.  European Liver Transplant Registry.  UNOS (US). 
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4.6 Are you aware of any abstracts that have been recently presented/ 

published on this procedure that may not be listed in a standard literature 
search, e.g. PUBMED? (This can include your own work). If yes, please 
list. 

 
Several publications/abstracts in PubMed and other literature search engines. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
4.7 Is there controversy, or important uncertainty, about any aspect of the 

way in which this procedure is currently being done or disseminated? 
 
 
Potential coercion/ choice of donor. Risk to life/psychological effects to donor.  

 
 
 
5 Audit Criteria 
Please suggest a minimum dataset of criteria by which this procedure could be 
audited.  
 
 
5.1 Outcome measures of benefit (including commonly used clinical 
outcomes – both short and long-term; and quality of life measures): 

 
Complication rate.  Mortality.  Standard QofLife measures. 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
5.2 Adverse outcomes (including potential early and late complications): 
 
See in 3 
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6 Trajectory of the procedure 
 
6.1 In your opinion, what is the likely speed of diffusion of this procedure? 
 
It should increase as there is a shortage of donor organs 
 
 
 
 
 
 
6.2 This procedure, if safe and efficacious, is likely to be carried out in 
(choose one): 
 

 Most or all district general hospitals. 

 

 A minority of hospitals, but at least 10 in the UK. 

 

 Fewer than 10 specialist centres in the UK. 

 

 Cannot predict at present. 

 
Comments: 
 
Highly specialised complex surgery and management 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
6.3 The potential impact of this procedure on the NHS, in terms of numbers 
of patients eligible for treatment and use of resources, is:  
 

 Major. 

 

 Moderate. 

 

 Minor. 

 
Comments: 
 
Cadaveric transplantation is established and the resource implications are therefore 
reduced 
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7 Other information 
7.1 Is there any other information about this procedure that might assist 
NICE in assessing the possible need to investigate its use? 

 
      
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

8 Data protection and conflicts of interest  
 
8.1 Data protection statement 

 
The Institute is committed to transparency.  As part of this commitment your 
name and specialist society will be placed in the public domain, in future 
publications and on our website (www.nice.org.uk) and therefore viewable 
worldwide.  This information may be passed to third parties connected with 
the work on interventional procedures.   
 
A copy of the completed Specialist Adviser advice will be sent to the 
Specialist Society who nominated the Specialist Adviser. 
 
Specialist Advisers should be aware that full implementation of the Freedom 
of Information Act 2000 may oblige us to release Specialist Advice from 2005.  
The Freedom of Information Act 2000 favours the disclosure of information 
however requests will be considered on a case by case basis.  If information 
is made available, personal information will be removed in accordance with 
the Data Protection Act 1998.  In light of this please ensure that you have not 
named or identified individuals in your comments.   
 

 

8.2 Declarations of interest by Specialist Advisers advising the NICE 
Interventional Procedures Advisory Committee  

Please state any potential conflicts of interest, or any involvements in disputes 
or complaints, relevant to this procedure. Please use the “Conflicts of Interest 
for Specialist Advisers” policy (attached) as a guide when declaring any 
conflicts of interest.  Specialist Advisers should seek advice if required from 
the Associate Director – Interventional Procedures. 

Do you or a member of your family1 have a personal pecuniary interest?  
The main examples are as follows: 

                                                 
1
 ‘Family members’ refers to a spouse or partner living in the same residence as the member 

or employee, children for whom the member or employee is legally responsible, and adults for 
whom the member or employee is legally responsible (for example, an adult whose full power 
of attorney is held by the individual). 

http://www.nice.org.uk/
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Consultancies or directorships attracting regular or occasional 
payments in cash or kind  

 YES 

 NO 

Fee-paid work – any work commissioned by the healthcare 
industry – this includes income earned in the course of private 
practice 

 YES 

 NO 

Shareholdings – any shareholding, or other beneficial interest, in 
shares of the healthcare industry  

 YES 

 NO 

Expenses and hospitality – any expenses provided by a 
healthcare industry company beyond those reasonably required for 
accommodation, meals and travel to attend meetings and 
conferences  

 YES 

 NO 

Investments – any funds which include investments in the 
healthcare industry  

 YES 

 NO 

Do you have a personal non-pecuniary interest – eg have you 
made a public statement about the topic or do you hold an office in 
a professional organisation or advocacy group with a direct interest 
in the topic? 

 YES 

 NO 

Do you have a non-personal interest? The main examples are as follows: 

Fellowships endowed by the healthcare industry  YES 

 NO 

Support by the healthcare industry or NICE that benefits his/her 
position or department, eg grants, sponsorship of posts 

 YES 

 NO 

If you have answered YES to any of the above statements please 
describe the nature of the conflict(s) below. 
 
Comments: 
 
Personal pecuniary interest - I have provided consultancy/advice for the design and 
implementation of clinical trials in children with viral hepatitis B&C for Novartis, Roche 
and Merck Sharp & Dohme and for Immunosuppression with Novartis, Roche 
Astellas 
 
Personal family interest  
None 
 
Non-personal pecuniary interest  
The Liver Unit at Birmingham Children’s Hospital receives grants/payment of trial 
expenses.  For clinical trials in viral hepatitis and  immunosuppression from Roche, 
Novartis, Gilead Sciences,  Bristol Myers Squibb, Schering Plough, Astellas, Vertex 
Pharma,  Jannsen Pharma,  Sanofi  Pasteur, Merck Sharp & Dohme,  Shire. 
 
Personal non-pecuniary interest  
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I have been the Chief/Principal Investigator in clinical trials for viral hepatitis and 
transplantation. 
 
 
 

Thank you very much for your help. 
 
Professor Bruce Campbell, Chairman, 
Interventional Procedures Advisory 
Committee 

Professor Carole Longson, Director, 
Centre for Health Technology 
Evaluation. 
 

February 2010  
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Conflicts of Interest for Specialist Advisers 
 

1 Declarations of interest by Specialist Advisers advising the NICE 
Interventional Procedures Advisory Committee  

1.1 Any conflicts of interest set out below should be declared on the 
questionnaire the Specialist Adviser completes for the procedure. 

1.2 Specialist Advisers should seek advice if required from the Associate 
Director – Interventional Procedures. 

2 Personal pecuniary interests 

2.1 A personal pecuniary interest involves a current personal payment to a 
Specialist Adviser, which may either relate to the manufacturer or 
owner of a product or service being evaluated, in which case it is 
regarded as ‘specific’ or to the industry or sector from which the 
product or service comes, in which case it is regarded as ‘non-
specific’. The main examples are as follows. 

2.1.1 Consultancies – any consultancy, directorship, position in or work for 
the healthcare industry that attracts regular or occasional payments in 
cash or kind (this includes both those which have been undertaken in 
the 12 months preceding the point at which the declaration is made 
and which are planned but have not taken place). 

2.1.2 Fee-paid work – any work commissioned by the healthcare industry 
for which the member is paid in cash or in kind (this includes both 
those which have been undertaken in the 12 months preceding the 
point at which the declaration is made and which are planned but have 
not taken place). 

2.1.3 Shareholdings – any shareholding, or other beneficial interest, in 
shares of the healthcare industry that are either held by the individual 
or for which the individual has legal responsibility (for example, 
children, or relatives whose full Power of Attorney is held by the 
individual). This does not include shareholdings through unit trusts, 
pensions funds, or other similar arrangements where the member has 
no influence on financial management. 

2.1.4 Expenses and hospitality – any expenses provided by a healthcare 
industry company beyond that reasonably required for accommodation, 
meals and travel to attend meetings and conferences (this includes 
both those which have been undertaken in the 12 months preceding 
the point at which the declaration is made and which are planned but 
have not taken place. 

2.1.5 Investments – any funds which include investments in the healthcare 
industry that are held in a portfolio over which individuals have the 
ability to instruct the fund manager as to the composition of the fund. 

2.2 No personal interest exists in the case of: 

2.2.1 assets over which individuals have no financial control (for example, 
wide portfolio unit trusts and occupational pension funds) and where 
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the fund manager has full discretion as to its composition (for example, 
the Universities Superannuation Scheme)   

2.2.2 accrued pension rights from earlier employment in the healthcare 
industry.  

3 Personal family interest  

3.1 This relates to the personal interests of a family member and involves a 
current payment to the family member of the Specialist Adviser. The 
interest may relate to the manufacturer or owner of a product or service 
being evaluated, in which case it is regarded as ‘specific’, or to the 
industry or sector from which the product or service comes, in which 
case it is regarded as ‘non-specific’. The main examples include the 
following. 

3.1.1 Any consultancy, directorship, position in or work for a healthcare 
industry that attracts regular or occasional payments in cash or in kind. 

3.1.2 Any fee-paid work commissioned by a healthcare industry for which the 
member is paid in cash or in kind. 

3.1.3 Any shareholdings, or other beneficial interests, in a healthcare 
industry which are either held by the family member or for which an 
individual covered by this Code has legal responsibility (for example, 
children, or adults whose full Power of Attorney is held by the 
individual). 

3.1.4 Expenses and hospitality provided by a healthcare industry company 
(except where they are provided to a general class of people such as 
attendees at an open conference) 

3.1.5 Funds which include investments in the healthcare industry that are 
held in a portfolio over which individuals have the ability to instruct the 
fund manager as to the composition of the fund. 

3.2 No personal family interest exists in the case of: 

3.2.1 assets over which individuals have no financial control (for example, 
wide portfolio unit trusts and occupational pension funds) and where 
the fund manager has full discretion as to its composition (for example, 
the Universities Superannuation Scheme)  

3.2.2 accrued pension rights from earlier employment in the healthcare 
industry. 

4 Personal non-pecuniary interests  

These might include, but are not limited to: 

4.1 a clear opinion, reached as the conclusion of a research project, about 
the clinical and/or cost effectiveness of an intervention under review 

4.2 a public statement in which an individual covered by this Code has 
expressed a clear opinion about the matter under consideration, which 
could reasonably be interpreted as prejudicial to an objective 
interpretation of the evidence 
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4.3 holding office in a professional organisation or advocacy group with a 
direct interest in the matter under consideration  

4.4 other reputational risks in relation to an intervention under review. 

5 Non-personal interests 

5.1 A non-personal interest involves payment that benefits a department or 
organisation for which a Specialist Advisor is responsible, but that is 
not received by the Specialist Advisor personally. This may either 
relate to the product or service being evaluated, in which case it is 
regarded as ‘specific,’ or to the manufacturer or owner of the product 
or service, but is unrelated to the matter under consideration, in which 
case it is regarded as ‘non-specific’. The main examples are as 
follows. 

5.1.1 Fellowships – the holding of a fellowship endowed by the healthcare 
industry. 

5.1.2 Support by the healthcare industry or NICE – any payment, or other 
support by the healthcare industry or by NICE that does not convey 
any pecuniary or material benefit to a member personally but that does 
benefit his/her position or department. For example: 

 a grant from a company for the running of a unit or department for 
which a Specialist Advisor is responsible 

 a grant, fellowship or other payment to sponsor a post or member of 
staff in the unit for which a Specialist Adviser is responsible. This does 
not include financial assistance for students 

 the commissioning of research or other work by, or advice from, staff 
who work in a unit for which the specialist advisor is responsible 

 one or more contracts with, or grants from, NICE. 

5.2 Specialist Advisers are under no obligation to seek out knowledge of 
work done for, or on behalf of, the healthcare industry within 
departments for which they are responsible if they would not normally 
expect to be informed. 
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NATIONAL INSTITUTE FOR HEALTH AND CARE EXCELLENCE 
 

Interventional Procedures Programme 
 
 
Procedure Name:  Living-donor liver transplantation (253/2) 
 
Name of Specialist Advisor: Dr Raj Prasad 
 
Specialist Society:  British Transplantation Society (BTS) 
 
Please complete and return to: azeem.madari@nice.org.uk OR 

sally.compton@nice.org.uk      
 
  
 

1 Do you have adequate knowledge of this procedure to 
provide advice?    

 

×  Yes. 

 

 No – please return the form/answer no more questions. 

 
1.1 Does the title used above describe the procedure adequately?  
 

×  Yes.   

 

 No.  If no, please enter any other titles below. 

 
Comments: 
 
      
 

2 Your involvement in the procedure 
 
2.1 Is this procedure relevant to your specialty?   
 

×  Yes.  

 

×  Is there any kind of inter-specialty controversy over the procedure? 

 

 No. If no, then answer no more questions, but please give any information 

you can about who is likely to be doing the procedure. 
 

Comments: 
 

      

 

The next two questions are about whether you carry out the procedure, or refer 
patients for it.  If you are in a specialty that normally carries out the procedure 

mailto:azeem.madari@nice.org.uk
mailto:sally.compton@nice.org.uk
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please answer question 2.2.1.  If you are in a specialty that normally selects or 
refers patients for the procedure please answer question 2.2.2. 
 

2.2.1 If you are in a specialty which does this procedure, please indicate your 
experience with it:    

 

 I have never performed this procedure. 

 

 I have performed this procedure at least once. 

 

×  I perform this procedure regularly. 

 
 
Comments: 
 
      
 
 
2.2.2   If your specialty is involved in patient selection or referral to another 

specialty for this procedure, please indicate your experience with it. 
 

 I have never taken part in the selection or referral of a patient for this 

procedure. 
 

 I have taken part in patient selection or referred a patient for this procedure at 

least once. 
 

 I take part in patient selection or refer patients for this procedure regularly. 

 
Comments: 
 
      
 
2.3 Please indicate your research experience relating to this procedure 

(please choose one or more if relevant): 
 

×  I have undertaken bibliographic research on this procedure. 

 
 I have undertaken research on this procedure in laboratory settings (e.g. 

device-related research). 
 

×  I have undertaken clinical research on this procedure involving patients or  

healthy volunteers. 
 

 I have had no involvement in research on this procedure. 
 

 Other (please comment) 
 
Comments: 
 
      

3 Status of the procedure 
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3.1 Which of the following best describes the procedure (choose one): 
 

×  Established practice and no longer new. 

 

 A minor variation on an existing procedure, which is unlikely to alter that 

procedure’s safety and efficacy.  
 

 Definitely novel and of uncertain safety and efficacy. 

 

 The first in a new class of procedure. 

 
Comments: 
 
      

 
3.2 What would be the comparator (standard practice) to this procedure? 
 
Cadaveric Liver Transplantation 
 
 
3.3 Please estimate the proportion of doctors in your specialty who are 

performing this procedure (choose one): 
 

 More than 50% of specialists engaged in this area of work. 

 

 10% to 50% of specialists engaged in this area of work. 

 

×  Fewer than 10% of specialists engaged in this area of work. 

 

 Cannot give an estimate. 

 
Comments: 
 

      

 

4 Safety and efficacy 
 
4.1 What are the adverse effects of the procedure? 
 
Please list adverse events and major risks (even if uncommon) and, if possible, 
estimate their incidence, as follows: 
 
1. Theoretical adverse events  

Donor Morbidity (20-40%) and Mortality (0.5%) 

Recipient Complications, over and above Cadaveric Liver Transplantation - Biliary up 
to 30% 
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2. Anecdotal adverse events (known from experience) 

Donor death 

 

 

3. Adverse events reported in the literature (if possible please cite literature) 

4. Donor Morbidity (20-40%) and Mortality (0.5%) 

5. Recipient Complications, over and above Cadaveric Liver Transplantation - 
Biliary up to 30% 

 

 

 

 

4.2 What are the key efficacy outcomes for this procedure? 
 
Life saving operations for patients on liver transplant waiting list 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
4.3 Are there uncertainties or concerns about the efficacy of this procedure? 

If so, what are they? 
 
Donor Complications, Recipient biliary complications 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
4.4 What training and facilities are required to undertake this procedure 

safely? 
 
Working in a large volume liver transplant and hepatobiliary unit 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
4.5 Are there any major trials or registries of this procedure currently in 

progress? If so, please list. 
 
A2ALL 
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4.6 Are you aware of any abstracts that have been recently presented/ 

published on this procedure that may not be listed in a standard literature 
search, e.g. PUBMED? (This can include your own work). If yes, please 
list. 

 
      
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
4.7 Is there controversy, or important uncertainty, about any aspect of the 

way in which this procedure is currently being done or disseminated? 
 
Several centres in UK have active programs without actual procedures performed, 
small volumes in the remaining centres doing this procedure 
 
 

 
 
 
5 Audit Criteria 
Please suggest a minimum dataset of criteria by which this procedure could be 
audited.  
 
 
5.1 Outcome measures of benefit (including commonly used clinical 
outcomes – both short and long-term; and quality of life measures): 

 
Donor outcomes, recipient morbidity, mortality, graft and patient survival, 
hospital stay, QALY gained, waiting list impact 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
5.2 Adverse outcomes (including potential early and late complications): 
 
Donor - reoperation, transfusion, bile leak, Sepsis, DVT and PE, interventions 
required 
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Recipeint - Hospital and ITU stay, vascular and biliary complications, small for 
size syndrome, patient and graft survival 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

  

6 Trajectory of the procedure 
 
6.1 In your opinion, what is the likely speed of diffusion of this procedure? 
 
slow 
 
 
 
 
 
 
6.2 This procedure, if safe and efficacious, is likely to be carried out in 
(choose one): 
 

 Most or all district general hospitals. 

 

 A minority of hospitals, but at least 10 in the UK. 

 

 Fewer than 10 specialist centres in the UK. 

 

 Cannot predict at present. 

 
Comments: 
 
2-3 centres in UK 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
6.3 The potential impact of this procedure on the NHS, in terms of numbers 
of patients eligible for treatment and use of resources, is:  
 

 Major. 

 

 Moderate. 

 

×  Minor. 
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Comments: 
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7 Other information 
7.1 Is there any other information about this procedure that might assist 
NICE in assessing the possible need to investigate its use? 

 
Data on procedures performed across seven centres in UK, European and 
American Registry data 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

8 Data protection and conflicts of interest  
 
8.1 Data protection statement 

 
The Institute is committed to transparency.  As part of this commitment your 
name and specialist society will be placed in the public domain, in future 
publications and on our website (www.nice.org.uk) and therefore viewable 
worldwide.  This information may be passed to third parties connected with 
the work on interventional procedures.   
 
A copy of the completed Specialist Adviser advice will be sent to the 
Specialist Society who nominated the Specialist Adviser. 
 
Specialist Advisers should be aware that full implementation of the Freedom 
of Information Act 2000 may oblige us to release Specialist Advice from 2005.  
The Freedom of Information Act 2000 favours the disclosure of information 
however requests will be considered on a case by case basis.  If information 
is made available, personal information will be removed in accordance with 
the Data Protection Act 1998.  In light of this please ensure that you have not 
named or identified individuals in your comments.   
 

 

8.2 Declarations of interest by Specialist Advisers advising the NICE 
Interventional Procedures Advisory Committee  

Please state any potential conflicts of interest, or any involvements in disputes 
or complaints, relevant to this procedure. Please use the “Conflicts of Interest 
for Specialist Advisers” policy (attached) as a guide when declaring any 
conflicts of interest.  Specialist Advisers should seek advice if required from 
the Associate Director – Interventional Procedures. 

Do you or a member of your family1 have a personal pecuniary interest?  
The main examples are as follows: 

                                                 
1
 ‘Family members’ refers to a spouse or partner living in the same residence as the member 

or employee, children for whom the member or employee is legally responsible, and adults for 

http://www.nice.org.uk/
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Consultancies or directorships attracting regular or occasional 
payments in cash or kind  

 YES 

×
 

NO 

Fee-paid work – any work commissioned by the healthcare 
industry – this includes income earned in the course of private 
practice 

 YES 

×
 

NO 

Shareholdings – any shareholding, or other beneficial interest, in 
shares of the healthcare industry  

 YES 

×
 

NO 

Expenses and hospitality – any expenses provided by a 
healthcare industry company beyond those reasonably required 
for accommodation, meals and travel to attend meetings and 
conferences  

 YES 

×
 

NO 

Investments – any funds which include investments in the 
healthcare industry  

 YES 

×
 

NO 

Do you have a personal non-pecuniary interest – eg have you 
made a public statement about the topic or do you hold an office in 
a professional organisation or advocacy group with a direct 
interest in the topic? 

 YES 

×
 

NO 

Do you have a non-personal interest? The main examples are as follows: 

Fellowships endowed by the healthcare industry  YES 

×
 

NO 

Support by the healthcare industry or NICE that benefits 
his/her position or department, eg grants, sponsorship of posts 

 YES 

×
 

NO 

If you have answered YES to any of the above statements please 
describe the nature of the conflict(s) below. 
 
Comments: 
 
      
 
 
 
 

Thank you very much for your help. 
 
Professor Bruce Campbell, Chairman, Professor Carole Longson, Director, 

                                                                                                                                            
whom the member or employee is legally responsible (for example, an adult whose full power 
of attorney is held by the individual). 
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Interventional Procedures Advisory 
Committee 

Centre for Health Technology 
Evaluation. 
 

February 2010  
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Conflicts of Interest for Specialist Advisers 
 

1 Declarations of interest by Specialist Advisers advising the NICE 
Interventional Procedures Advisory Committee  

1.1 Any conflicts of interest set out below should be declared on the 
questionnaire the Specialist Adviser completes for the procedure. 

1.2 Specialist Advisers should seek advice if required from the Associate 
Director – Interventional Procedures. 

2 Personal pecuniary interests 

2.1 A personal pecuniary interest involves a current personal payment to a 
Specialist Adviser, which may either relate to the manufacturer or 
owner of a product or service being evaluated, in which case it is 
regarded as ‘specific’ or to the industry or sector from which the 
product or service comes, in which case it is regarded as ‘non-
specific’. The main examples are as follows. 

2.1.1 Consultancies – any consultancy, directorship, position in or work for 
the healthcare industry that attracts regular or occasional payments in 
cash or kind (this includes both those which have been undertaken in 
the 12 months preceding the point at which the declaration is made 
and which are planned but have not taken place). 

2.1.2 Fee-paid work – any work commissioned by the healthcare industry 
for which the member is paid in cash or in kind (this includes both 
those which have been undertaken in the 12 months preceding the 
point at which the declaration is made and which are planned but have 
not taken place). 

2.1.3 Shareholdings – any shareholding, or other beneficial interest, in 
shares of the healthcare industry that are either held by the individual 
or for which the individual has legal responsibility (for example, 
children, or relatives whose full Power of Attorney is held by the 
individual). This does not include shareholdings through unit trusts, 
pensions funds, or other similar arrangements where the member has 
no influence on financial management. 

2.1.4 Expenses and hospitality – any expenses provided by a healthcare 
industry company beyond that reasonably required for accommodation, 
meals and travel to attend meetings and conferences (this includes 
both those which have been undertaken in the 12 months preceding 
the point at which the declaration is made and which are planned but 
have not taken place. 

2.1.5 Investments – any funds which include investments in the healthcare 
industry that are held in a portfolio over which individuals have the 
ability to instruct the fund manager as to the composition of the fund. 

2.2 No personal interest exists in the case of: 

2.2.1 assets over which individuals have no financial control (for example, 
wide portfolio unit trusts and occupational pension funds) and where 
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the fund manager has full discretion as to its composition (for example, 
the Universities Superannuation Scheme)   

2.2.2 accrued pension rights from earlier employment in the healthcare 
industry.  

3 Personal family interest  

3.1 This relates to the personal interests of a family member and involves a 
current payment to the family member of the Specialist Adviser. The 
interest may relate to the manufacturer or owner of a product or service 
being evaluated, in which case it is regarded as ‘specific’, or to the 
industry or sector from which the product or service comes, in which 
case it is regarded as ‘non-specific’. The main examples include the 
following. 

3.1.1 Any consultancy, directorship, position in or work for a healthcare 
industry that attracts regular or occasional payments in cash or in kind. 

3.1.2 Any fee-paid work commissioned by a healthcare industry for which the 
member is paid in cash or in kind. 

3.1.3 Any shareholdings, or other beneficial interests, in a healthcare 
industry which are either held by the family member or for which an 
individual covered by this Code has legal responsibility (for example, 
children, or adults whose full Power of Attorney is held by the 
individual). 

3.1.4 Expenses and hospitality provided by a healthcare industry company 
(except where they are provided to a general class of people such as 
attendees at an open conference) 

3.1.5 Funds which include investments in the healthcare industry that are 
held in a portfolio over which individuals have the ability to instruct the 
fund manager as to the composition of the fund. 

3.2 No personal family interest exists in the case of: 

3.2.1 assets over which individuals have no financial control (for example, 
wide portfolio unit trusts and occupational pension funds) and where 
the fund manager has full discretion as to its composition (for example, 
the Universities Superannuation Scheme)  

3.2.2 accrued pension rights from earlier employment in the healthcare 
industry. 

4 Personal non-pecuniary interests  

These might include, but are not limited to: 

4.1 a clear opinion, reached as the conclusion of a research project, about 
the clinical and/or cost effectiveness of an intervention under review 

4.2 a public statement in which an individual covered by this Code has 
expressed a clear opinion about the matter under consideration, which 
could reasonably be interpreted as prejudicial to an objective 
interpretation of the evidence 
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4.3 holding office in a professional organisation or advocacy group with a 
direct interest in the matter under consideration  

4.4 other reputational risks in relation to an intervention under review. 

5 Non-personal interests 

5.1 A non-personal interest involves payment that benefits a department or 
organisation for which a Specialist Advisor is responsible, but that is 
not received by the Specialist Advisor personally. This may either 
relate to the product or service being evaluated, in which case it is 
regarded as ‘specific,’ or to the manufacturer or owner of the product 
or service, but is unrelated to the matter under consideration, in which 
case it is regarded as ‘non-specific’. The main examples are as 
follows. 

5.1.1 Fellowships – the holding of a fellowship endowed by the healthcare 
industry. 

5.1.2 Support by the healthcare industry or NICE – any payment, or other 
support by the healthcare industry or by NICE that does not convey 
any pecuniary or material benefit to a member personally but that does 
benefit his/her position or department. For example: 

 a grant from a company for the running of a unit or department for 
which a Specialist Advisor is responsible 

 a grant, fellowship or other payment to sponsor a post or member of 
staff in the unit for which a Specialist Adviser is responsible. This does 
not include financial assistance for students 

 the commissioning of research or other work by, or advice from, staff 
who work in a unit for which the specialist advisor is responsible 

 one or more contracts with, or grants from, NICE. 

5.2 Specialist Advisers are under no obligation to seek out knowledge of 
work done for, or on behalf of, the healthcare industry within 
departments for which they are responsible if they would not normally 
expect to be informed. 
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