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[Abstract1Objectives To investigate the postoperative sense of safety among donors of renal transportation. Methods ~General information questionnaire
and surgical patients”safety questionnaire were used to investigate 70 donors of renal transportation after operation. Results The total score of sense of safety was

" while the highest score of item was " I

(87.28 £13.42) the lowest score of item was " 1 desire to get the chance of communicating with medical workers”
feel relieved about the doctors medical technology ". The postoperative safety sense score of donors with different characteristics had no statistical significance
(P >0.05) . Conclusion The postoperative sense of safety among donors of renal transportation is in a comparatively safe level. The score of interpersonal rela—
tionship is the lowest. Medical workers should pay attention to the communication with donors and satisfy their psychological needs timely to promote donors’sense

of safety.
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