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Table 2 Qpinion and change in opinion concerning the acceptability of 400 m! whole blood donations from young per-
sons before and after reading a document about 400 m! whole blood donations by groups.

after after °°
A group befO(rgeﬁ )tﬁtai B group S befo(r;)total
ORNONRGERONNG! IO IG|B®|. '
® |15 6} 3| 7| 0 ] 191 {57 © (169 2 2~ 8| 1 ( 182 (48)
- _
‘g @ 6f2 | 1| 1} 0] 36 }(74%) ‘g @ 720 0 L] 0 103} }éég@)
el slolul2lo] am o | s[o]s] e o ne
T) ® [ 0] 6] 6]43] 0| 85 Sl @ | a0 | 3| o] 37| 1607 (42
® 1] 6 0) 21 4. ® 41 0| 0] 1] 6| 113)
aftertotal {217 40 | 24 | 55 | 1 | 237 aftertotal | 232 | 14 | 20 | 107 | 10 | 383"
(%) 64) 1 (12| (M |6 | (@ (%) 6| @ | B e[ O3) :
[ S — ) F— —1 N B
281 (83%) 266 (69%)
Change in opinion from @ te OE@) : 42/85 = 49% Change in opinion from @ to:iO‘@@ 1 60/160 = 38%
. ®to@DB: 1/4 = 25% ' B2 411 = 36%
®@to® : 2/4=750% Bt® : 1/11=19%
after after- P R
C group . befozr;é )total D group ) - ;befoz;c{;)totai
_ olejelele - oloe|laelolel. W
@ | dol 2] 21 2| 0] 105 (63 F® [ 212 2| 3).8 (69 .
" ; . | +186-(64).
bl @ | 2(6| 0| o] of 8@ }(729%) Mo | sluelef w]o v, }é%%{,)
e | olol7] ool 70 ~ o ool olaf 1@ 2
1@ |10 1] 2|12] 1] 208 Tl@ [ rfo 3| 4], 630 .
® 6l 0 17 31| 2103 ® 2 00| 6]16] 24,
aftertotal | 117 | 9 | 12 | 17 | 12 | 167 aftertotal [ 201 | 15 | 3 [ 48 | 23-[ .20 ., .
(%) (7o G| @ Q0 (?’) (%) | Gy OQIan | @ e
138 (83%) 219 (76%) B -
Change in opinion from @ to Q@3 : 13726 = 50% Change in opinion from @ 1o O : 20763 = 32%-
®r@®@@: 7/21 = 33% ® w3 : 2/24 = 8%
®@te® T 3/21 = 14%

A group : Students in high schools giving mass blood donations

B group
C group
D group

: Teachers in these schools
: Parents of these students

ZL.DEDHY, E LOMICRHIALOB R IIE 4
72, 72, 70.. 69%, @#% 16, 14, 22, 21%,
GIEFEAEIZ12, 14, 8, 10% T, BIEOHFER
LBERBDLNEHhoT. BRETIHELER

FRAL LY COOPbEEABILL, RO

T84, 81, 77, 72%, @K~ 11, 6, 15,
19% ¢ %0 O CEOHHLDEORLAS,
9% W&o led, CEOLLEDBODH Y T
Ladol. BRIZLARATRSEDLNAD

* Students in high schools notgiving mass blood donations

Gwd  : 6/24= 5%

A BEORMAETINC X 5 @ %, Table 4 IR

2 R R S b 400m] & 200imd BRI T 1

B& T9%, T0% TETEP oL, BRICLY
400m! ki D@D 59%, 200ml BKMFDEHD

- 46% FEEREANEEDY, BERETEEKG

£ % 90%, 80% T, 400m! BILE D) AHFIC

B kot (p<0025). HILERHC X BAARR

BB CEDS5hHR4mI ORI N ED-

72 (p<0025, p<005).

i CEROBIIES ) OBRELEOBMOL (p<

0025) Thoi:.

2) 716 - 17 EONSEMIOVT
FHREEH () 3 A, B, C, DEIMHIC, 336
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Table-3 Opinion and change in opinion concerning the acceptability of 400 m! whole blood donations from young per-
sons before and after reading a document about 400 m! whole blood donations by previous blood donations in C and

C and D groups : see Table 2

D groups.
. ;():regrv:)g [‘)’gg% after before total m&ggﬁ&d after before total
donation |. @ @ @ @ ® (%) donation (ORI 6] @ @ @ (%)
@ |7l 1]1] 1]0] 8163 @ |20 17{1[1]0] 2364
94 ‘ 26
2 @ 21310 00 5 (4) -}(72%) 2 @ 0i3lojo]o 3 (8 }»(72%)
e lolo]7]0loe] 16 e jojojojojol ow
e gl 1011 21 (16) sl @ 2102 1U0 5 (14)
® | 6lo| 1} 2]6] 1502 ® olojo|o |5 5 (14}
aftertotal ] 95 | 5 | 9 [ 14| 7 | 130 aftertotal | 22 | 4] 3 | 2| 5 | 36
= (%) @ @@ an| 6 (%) G ant @ | ® | as
100 (84%) ' 79 (81%)
Change in opinion from @ to D@D : 9/21 = 43% Change in opinicn from @ to Q@3 : 4/5 = 80%
®to TP : 7/15 = 47%
@@  ¥15=13%
]D)re gxﬁ]ﬂé after before total wittl)lbgrm:oll;[god after before total
donation DEEORNONNONNG) (%) donation IO |I®1@®® %)
@ {17l ol | of 2§ 11063 ® [t 2| 1) 2] 1} 765
122 79
‘g ® 2080 1| 0| 11® }(70%) '; @ 14 ol ol o 5 (4) }(59%)
e olof1{o]o] 1" @ [ofjolold]lo] om
Tl @ [ slojofm| 2| 9@ 1@ | 4700 |18 2] 2@
® | ofo o) 4l UEG ® | 2{0]o] 2] 7] 1o
aftertotal {124 | 8 | 2 {22 | 14| 175 aftertotal |75 [ 6 [ 1 1 22| 10| 114
(%) (7| & | (VG5 | @) % 16G))®IHL |09 @
R S —— | S
134 (77%) 82 (72%)
Change in opinion from @ to Q@@ : 15/39 = 38% Change in opinion from @ 1o O@@) : 4724 = 17%
@te®  &14=29% - @d@®: 2/11 = 18%
{ ®w® 211 = 18%

Table 4 Opinion and change in opinion concerning the acceptability of 400 m! whole blood denations from young per-
sons, before and after reading a document about 400 m! whole blood donations by 400 mI and 200 mi Whele blood do
nat:ons at survey in A gmup

after . after
400.m! donation [~ S b"—fo(l"? )total 200 m! donation : e befo(re )total
Lo | @ ® % o | ® ® %
00| . 100 2 | o 102 (79) oe® | 13 8 0 145 (70)
before| @ | 16 1 0 27 (2)  befre[ @ % 3 0 | 5728
® 0 0 0 0 {0) ® 1 2 1 4 (2)
after total us |- 13 0 129 after total |~ "164 T4 1 206
. 8 G 1) I IR A1) (1)) (%) (30 (20 0
Change in opinion from @ to @@ : 16/27 = 59% Change in opinion from @ to D@® : 26/57 = 46%
. - Cuddd: 1/4=25%
Gto® : 2/4 = 50%

A group : see Table 2



683

Japanese Journal of Transfusion and Cell Therapy, Vol. 52. No. 6

Table 5 Opinion and change in opinion concerning the acceptability of apheresis from young persons before and af-
ter reading.a document about apherersis donations by groups.

A group after before total
QIO D (%)
® |1631 4{ o] 8
@ 32| 1| 3
® 5/ 1]16] 0 22 (7).

(- BT s T =

106 (32)
0 0
336

@ | 31| 8] 31 64
® | ol 0] o} o

aftertotal 12021 39 | 20| 75
(%) 60) | (12} | (6) | (22)

261 (78%)
Change in opinion from @ to 2D : 427106 = 40%

—
—

0

after
C group hefog;))total
O|®|®|® |6
@ 92| 2 11 3|0 98 (59)

109
bl o | 1[3]oflole]| 20 }(55%)
e | ofo|7]0]lo]| 7
el @ 19 1| 3{19] 1 43 (26)

® 3l o .1 | 1] 8 13 (8)
aftertotal [ 1151 6 | 1271 231 9 | 165
(%) (7O @ | G| B
_ 133 (81%)
Change in opinion from @ to @23 : 23/43 = 53%
®to@®DD: 413 = 31%
@to@ .

D 1/13 = 8%
A, B.Cand D groups - see Table 2.

(84%). 385(86%), 165(83%), 292(73%) T,

ARBL178 (81%) T#H Y, Tabled (CHIMAZE & H

AEOEN S u ALFERT. WHEETIE, A,

B, C, DBENGICEEA68, 51, 66, 63% T, 400
‘mi BRI A BREE X Y 4~T% S hdoiz
7, FROERTH Y, BERTIMEL ) Pidho
7o (5<0005). @ Tbrbiw] %4 32, 47,
26, 30% T, B EAMBE L Y S h o 72 (p<0.005).
OILA_ETEHRV]IXO0, 2, 8 7% LT
HY, A, BRIEC DEIWILhol (p<
0005). '
HEFBITE, @TIRERE D 37~53% 25, @
T A BEEZERL C DETELD 3L, 5%
DEREAECE -k hS, BREECOERIR

®

0 | 175 (52

0 | 33 Q0 }(%38%6)
0

0

0

0

after
B group befo(r?i )total
OENCEERONEONNO)
@ (1621 31 1 71 0 [ 173 (45)
b - 193
el @ 4 41 0] 170 9 }(51%)
5 ® sl ol o 0 16@
g @ 62| 91 4 |103] 2 | 180 (47
& ol ol o 2! 5 7 (2)
aftertotal [ 233 | 16 | 16 | 113| 7 | 38
(%) GO @ | @ [ @
N | S S —
265 (69%)
" Change in opinion from @ to Q@@ : 75/180 = 42%
Ot® : 2/7=20%
D group after before total
olojeloley ®
o [156] 1] 1 ¢ | 1| 163 (56)
b 184
e @ gl 12} 0 0] 0| 20(D }(53%)
Mo | ofof1]e]o] 10
Sl @ | s2) 1] o0 |53 3 8 (0
® 1] 0] 0 3115 19 (D
after total | 197 [ 14 2 60 | 19 | 292 ’
(%) 67| S Q) [ (D
213 (73%)
Change in opinion from @ to Q2@ : 33/89 = 37%
®to@2@: 1719 = 5%
Bto®

1 3/19 = 16%

A, B, C., DENEIC 78, 69, 81, 73% wcHsimL,
@DidEgF 4 22, 29, 14, 2% BHL, CRTE®
Y hErLELRD L. BREESSGIH
bolDiE DEE®O5% DH, O~EE %S,
4, 3, 2% Thol:. ZOER, BREDNLER
Eix, BREZTIIBEITA CE (p<00L
0005) L9475, @TRBRERLY (p<
0.005~0.05), A Bix CREX ¥ (p<005)$ 2o 7.
®TIXC, DHEMIMITRTORMEZ T2
(p<0.005~0.025). : ' :
CHIb, B X BAABRRT N TOBCARD
h, BERBEEEAERCHEM (AR (p<00D), B,
C #(p<0005), DH(p<00)) L, @RFEL
34 (A, C,D B (p<001), B (p<0005)) L7=.
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Table 6 Opinion and change in opinion concerning the acceptability of apheresis from young persons before and af-
ter reading a document about apherersis donations by previous blood donations.in C and I groups.

;’;gxpu P ‘:g)hd after befare totat mtcl:agfgﬁod after before total
donation | D | @1 @@ | ® (%_) donation | Q| @ [ @@ | ® (%)
© |11 2|0} 759 @ |2f1 o1 |0] 226D,
86 24
2 @ 1f2|0}f 0fo0 3.2 }»(66%) E @ 0110 (0|0 13 }(67%)
e |oloje|ojo| 66 Helojol1]o]lo] 1®
fe @ 711011511 34 {26) ; @ 2102|510 9 (25)
6] 31041 1} s 10 () ® 0} 0| 0] 013 3 (3
iftertotal | 94 | 4 { 8 | 18| 6 | 130 aftertotal | 221 2 | 3 | 61 3 | 36
(%) 721 3 6 |49 6 (%) 61 @6) | & [Q7D] B :
106 {82%) _ 27 (75%)
Change in opinion from @ tc D@D : 18/34 = 53% Change in opinion from-® to DR : 4/9 = 4%
{Bto@@3F : 4/10 = 40% :
Bto@ D110 = 10%
D up with afte D group ' aft ;
o 210! bloodd T befo(rqi )total without blood . er before total
donaton | D @ [ @ | @D | ® donation | @ ®‘ @& |6
@ Jo2lol1l 1| 1] e ® e | 1] 0oi"s]0]| & G _
10 - 75
Ple | 6j{e6fo]ofol 2@ }(52?%) b @ {260 ofol 8 }(55%)
Hololo[r]ofo] 1w e lolololoflol o
Tl @ [ 23] 1|0 31| 2] 573) ol @ 9o o 2|1} 3@
® | ojo]o]| 3] 7] 10 ® [ 1[o0ofjoefofs]| 9@®
aftertfotal {121] 7 1 2 ] 35 | 10 | 175 aftertotal | 75 1 7 [0 | 23] 9 {114
(%) Go)[ (4). 1 <1} {(20)] (&) (%) 66) | (8) (0)_ 0| @ :
' 130 (74%) 82 (72%) '

Change in opinion from @ to O@® : 24/57 = 42%
®to@ : 3/10 = 30%

C and D groups : see Table 2

WREUER 14 5 & (Table 6), CEEOBLILED
h, %L, DEORIWEDY, % LIECHAZED
BRI 4 4 66, 67, 62, 66%, @i % £ 26,
25, 33, 26%, ®x%+ 8, 8, 6, 8% C, BULE
DEMI L BERED b adoi-. BRAETH,
BV E 482 75 74, 72%, DX & £ 14,
17, 20, 20%, O CHEMMED Y O L T
5% {llpofzdt, BRETOHMEICL 2ERR

VORGPl —F, BIHCEBARHRNE
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(p<005) THoi-.
ABEORMIBINC & 5EE%, Table7 IR

Change in opinion from @ to O&@ : 9/30 = 30%
@D 19 = 11%

R OB RRFE 400m] BRILE TR 77% & 200
ml BRILE @ 64% L h£ <L (p<0025), BFET
1%, 400mI Tk i DD 57%, 200ml B i Z O
33% BRI E b o 22 LB S, BRHEOERIE
%% 88% L 72% -7 » 72 (p<0005) %, - A%h
RPERTHo DR A0 BMEDOATH o
72 (p<0.025). |

3) RWNEROIEH .

O 2_E TClRLVIEDEEORHIIOWT
i, 400mi, WAoMmMOBAIEBELCEY, C
HCIHERTVEEARIZH L, SHETORESYD -
5, AN(BEHZGINE) s THLTE
v, REOBRERTE o Twd, 58S,
nTw/i- $4-DETECELAEOENOY
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Table 7 Opinion and change in opinion concerning the acceptability of apheresis from young persons before and af-
ter reading a document about apheresis donations by 400 mi and 200 m! whole blood donations at survey in A group.

aft . . after
400 mJ donation il befo(r; )total 200 mf domation A before total
oe® | ® ® (% e | ® ® (%)
066 9% 3 0 99 (77) 0OE) 123 8 | o 131 (64)
before| @ 17 13 0 30 (23)  before| @ 25 50 0 75 (36)
® 0 0 . 0 0 {(0) ® 0 0 0 0 ©
after total 113 16 a 129 after total 148 58 4 206
%) (88) (12) {1)) (%) (72) (28) (0

Change in opinion from @) to @E® : 17/30 = 57%
A group : see Table 2
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INTRODUCTION OF 400 ML WHOLE BLOOD AND APHERESIS DONATIONS FROM
AGE 16 AND 17 (HIGH SCHOOL STUDENTS) INTO THE BLOOD PROGRAM
—INVESTIGATION OF CHANGING OPINIONS BEFORE AND

AFTER REVIEW OF EXPLANATORY DOCUMENTS—

Michiko Takenaka” Tadashi Kam1y , Sayoko Sugiura?, Hisami Ikeda®, Hirotoshi Shibata®
Yoshiaki Maeda®, Kazuko Murakami® and Masaru Shimizu®
UKanagawa Health Service Association

YTapanese Red Cross Aichi Blood Center

9Japanese Red Cross Hollkaido Blood Center-
“Tapanese Red Cross Osaka Blood Centér

#Japanese Red Cross Fukuoka Blood Center

®Department of Labératory-Medicine, Kyorin University School of Medicine

i 4 .
In order fo obtain more blood for an increasingly aged society, a questionnaire survey was con-

ducted to discover Whethér it would be socially acceptable to accept 400 m! whole blood (WB) and
apheresis donations for the blood program from young persons of the age of 16 and 17 (mainly high
school students), who are presently permitted to donate 200 mI WB only. We surveyed high school
students who did and did not participate in mass blood donations in schools, their high school teach-
ers, aiid parents. They were asked to reply to the same questions before and after reading docu-
- ments-explaining both blood donation types. The total number of respondents (rate) was 1,450 (81%).
Before reviewing the documents 67% answered “acceptable” to 400 m! WB and 61% to apheresis,
and 28% and 35% answered “uncléar”, respectively. One-third to one-half of those who ansewerd
unclear changed theu‘ opinion to acceptable after reading the documents. This resulted in an in-
crease of “acceptable” opinions to 77% for 400 m! WB and to 74% for aphere31s The proposal was
“declined” by around 10% or less in both. questions.
It is considered that the introduction of 400 m! WB and apheresis donations from young persons
into the blood program would be commonly accepted after informed consent was obtained; and that
the provision of suitable information on these donations can gain lead to an increase in acceptability.

Key words : Young donors, 400 m! donation, apheresis donation, intervention survey
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