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Background
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s Should influenza |
\xé? | vaccination be mandatory |
1: Santé Publique France, BEH 2018. I\ ______ :[F @U_: I]:”_@_W_g_?_ e 3__)[ _

Objectives

Primary objective: influenza uptake in the French
medical resident population
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Material and methods

19-item anonymous cross-sectional survey ? J
aa
o N
Eﬂ ﬂ Disseminated using professional networks
g )
o N
From 01.25.19 to 05.31.19 in France t
\ el
Results
N =1,541 (98.2%) = 5.2% of all the residents in
included France
Gender
Male 434
Female 1,105
Speciality
Medicin 912 We will focus on residents in medicin
Pharmacy 399 and pharmacy
Medical biology 212

Dentistry 18



Results: VCR is 72.4% N

® Mean H Residents in Medicin  ® Residents in Pharmacy

N= 1541 N =912 N =399 7

Results - Influenza VCR - Residents in contact with
elderly

=Yes VCR >75 %
= No As WHO recommendation




Results
Social incitives in the groups Vaccinated and Not Vaccinated
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Results - What are the brakes to get you
vaccinated ?

Anti-vaccination claims

Price

Brakes

36% Lack of effectiveness

Side effect

Lack of time I
I Omission
- - - - IJ

—

Trust in safety and effectiveness were equally allocated between vaccinated

and non-vaccinated residents
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Results —Lack of time and omission

37%
33%
P <0.05 P <0.05
Difference between
15% Vaccinated and
10% Non vaccinated
Lack of time Omission

m Vaccinated ® Not vaccinated
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Conclusion

75%

~

Influenza VCR s just a bit lower than WHO recommendations

o J
4 )
M Efficacy and safety messages seem to not be a concern
for the residents
o J
4 )

Some residents don’t have an easy access to influenza vaccine
Some residents forget to get vaccinated

J
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Perspectives

-
Use these results to find levers to increase VCR in
other HCWSs’ groups (e.g. nurses)

-

‘ Confirmation on French residents for the 19-20 season
(]
_

Confirmation on other countries

(- ?
-

AGRIPA is the first study evaluating the
barriers and the incentives to influenza
vaccination among French residents

Contact information: louisbertin74@gmail.com and floriancolrat@gmail.com
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19 item survey

Resident/not resident

Place of working and demographic information

City of working

Male/female and

Age

Specialization

Number of semester and

Daily professional contact with elderly

Vaccination status against influenza

Professional mandatory vaccination status

General population mandatory vaccinations status
Rhythm of vaccination against influenza

Vaccination status checked by the employer
Vaccination access

Inciters for vaccination

Brakes to vaccination

Level of confidence in the efficacy of influenza vaccine
Level of confidence in the safety of influenza vaccine
Would you recommend influenza vaccination around you?

15

16



