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Dear friends & colleagues,

The 5™ edition of the highly appreciated Advanced Hip Resurfacing
Course will take place again in Ghent (Belgium), from 13 till 16 June
2012, and is entitled “Is there still a place for Hip Resurfacing
anno 2012? — International Consensus Meeting”.

By bringing together orthopaedic surgeons from all over the world to
discuss up-to-date information about hip resurfacing arthroplasty,
the meeting aims at reaching a consensus on the future of hip
resurfacing. After all, we all want to keep “the best and proven” hip

joint replacement for the young active people.

The meeting formatwill be very interactive, with anactive contribution

from everybody:

a prestigious faculty with a combined experience of over 50,000
metal-on-metal hip resurfacing procedures will discuss the latest
techniques and updates on theory and practice regarding hip

resurfacing arthroplasty

during the many discussions and Q&A sessions with interactive
voting, the input of the delegates will be crucial in reaching a

consensus on the future of hip resurfacing

cadaver & other workshops will give more insight in different

techniques

We hope to welcome you (again) in the beautiful city of Ghent at
the 5% Advanced Hip Resurfacing Course to create an outstanding

meeting together once again, both scientifically and socially.

Warm regards,

Koen De Smet

Course chairman

Visit and bookmark our website www.resurfacing-congress.com for more information and to register online.




Preliminary scientific programme

Wednesday 13 June (afternoon/evening)

« Arrival of delegates
« Welcome reception at Handelsbeurs

Thursday 14 June

FIRST SESSION
TRACK RECORD OF HIP RESURFACING

« What have we learned in the past five years?
« PANEL DISCUSSION AND coNseNsus: Indications/

contra-indications of hip resurfacing

Survivorship of hip resurfacing

Functional results/activity: Comparison hip
resurfacing with total hip arthroplasty
« PANEL DIscussION AND consensus: Functional results —

Activity with hip resurfacing

SECOND SESSION
REACTIONS TO METAL IONS AND PARTICLES FROM
METAL-ON-METAL (MoM) HIPS

« Local adverse soft tissue reactions: incidence,
symptoms, diagnosis, risk analysis

« Histology and immunology of adverse soft tissue
reactions

« Causes and consequences of wear of MoM hip
resurfacing

« PANEL DIscussION AND coNseNsus: Adverse reactions to
MoM hips

THIRD SESSION
FOLLOW-UP OF HIP RESURFACING PATIENTS

« Imaging techniques: radiographic techniques

« Other Imaging techniques

+ Clinical follow-up and metal ion measurements
« PANEL DIscussiON AND conseNsus: Follow-up of MoM

hip resurfacing — Diagnostic algorithm

FOURTH SESSION
FUTURE DESIGNS AND MATERIALS

- The engineer’s point of view

« The surgeon’s point of view

« PANEL DIScUSSION AND cONsENsuUs: IS there a future
for hip resurfacing? Is Metal-on-Metal still an
option? If not, which material should we use?

SUMMARY INTERNATIONAL CONSENSUS OF THURSDAY’S TOPICS

Evening: Dinner at the castle “Gravensteen”

Friday 15 June

FIFTH SESSION
FAILURES OF MoM HIP ARTHROPLASTY:
TREATMENT AND PREVENTION

« Failure modes of MoM hips

« Outcome of hip resurfacing revisions

« Incidence of failures and revision outcomes of
Large Diameter Head MoM THA

« Cost analysis of MoM hip failures

« Lessons learned from the MoM hip resurfacing
experience

* PANEL DISCUSSION AND CONSENSUS

SIXTH SESSION

GUIDELINES FOR MANAGEMENT OF PROBLEMATIC
CASES — DIAGNOSTIC AND THERAPEUTIC
ALGORITHM

« Presentation and discussion of failed and
problematic cases

« PANEL DISCUSSION AND consensus: Management of
problematic cases. Is the proposed therapeutic
algorithm a good tool? Should it be changed/
adapted/simplified?



SEVENTH SESSION
INTERNATIONAL CONSENSUS

+ Remaining questions of the audience

+ SUMMARY INTERNATIONAL CONSENSUS OF FRIDAY’S TOPICS
* FINAL ANSWERS TO BE PUBLISHED IN CONSENSUS BOOKLET/

ARTICLE

EIGHT SESSION
THE MEDIA VERSUS ORTHOPEDIC SCIENCE

« Media history of hip resurfacing

« Impact of negative publicity

« The view of the media

« Final reflections and recommendations

Evening: Casual event

Saturday 16 June (morning)

« Cadaver and other workshops

Invited faculty

v Harlan Amstutz, Los Angeles, ca, usa Graham Isaac, Leeds, uk
v John AntoniOU,N\ontreaI, QC, Canada v Amir Kamali, Leamington Spa, UK
v Tim Band,Warwick,UK v Jan-PhIIIppe Kretzer,Heidelberg,Germany
v Paul E. Beaulé, Ottawa, ON, Canada v David LangtOﬂ,Newcastle-upon-Tyne,UK
v Ashley Blom, sristol, uk v Jeremy Latham, southampton, Uk
v Paul Bom,‘s-Hertogenbosch,the Netherlands v Martin Lavigne, Montreal, QC, Canada
v Vijay Bose, chennai, India v Oliver Marin-Pena, madrid, spain
v Jon-Christopher Bua, washington, b, Usa v Derek McMinn, sirmingham, uk
v Alessandro Calistri, rome, italy v Antonio Moroni, sologna, italy
v Pat CampbeII,Los Angeles, CA, USA v Tony NargOLStockton—on—Tees, UK
v Joseph Daﬂiel,Birmingham,UK v Anne Neville, Leeds, UK
v Koen De Smet,Ghent, Belgium (Course chairman) v Simon OSt'Gre,Oxford,UK
Christian Delaunay, Longjumeau, France v Manel Ribas, Barcelona, Spain
v Hendrik D8|p0rt,5int-Niklaas, Belgium v Claude Rieker,Winterthur,SwitzerIand
v Dirk Elewaut,Ghent, Belgium v Edwin SU, New York, NY, USA 1
v Harmen Ettema,Zwolle,the Netherlands Nikolaus Szoke Cologne, Germany
v Michael Faensen, serlin, Germany v Ronan Treacy, rentford, uk
v RIChle Gi”,Oxford,UK v N\Ike TUke,Surrey,UK
v Julien Girard, Lille, France v Catherine Van Der Straeten, st-martens-Latem, Belgium
Stephen Graves, Adelaide, SA, Australia v Job van Susante, arnhem, the Netherlands E
v Seth Greehwald,cleveland,OH, USA v Chrlstoph WItZ|Eb Dresden, Germany §
v Thomas Gross, columbia, sc, UsA David Woodnutt, morriston, uk H’g
v Karel Ham6|yan,Amsterdam,the Netherlands v David Young,l\/\elbourne,VIC, Australia k;)

v Jim Holland, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, UK




Ghent, Belgium

Ghent is a historic city, yet at the same time a contemporary one.
The modern daily life of the city’s active inhabitants plays itself out
against a gorgeous historical backdrop. In Ghent, people live, work
and enjoy life over and over again each day.

I J “Belgium’s fourth-largest — and most beautiful — city is home to
a quarter of a million people and a flourishing flower export trade.”

Tripadvisor.com — Ghent Tourism
e

“I think it’s wonderful to be here. And what a beautiful city

I J you have here.”
Hollywood star Woody Harrelson in Het Laatste Nieuws

I} “Wonderful mix of a living city and a vibrant past. Much more real
than lovely Bruges, just up the road. Local people cherish the character

- of this medieval city, yet there’s not a mono-economy of tourism.”

- National Geographic Traveler on the occasion of the publication of its

f world ranking of the most authentic historic destinations. Ghent placed
fer third.

“Smack in the middle of Brussels, Bruges and Antwerp, Ghent distils

- . . . . L
- their greatest attributes into one engaging and enchanting city.”
Lonely Planet — “Brussels, Bruges, Antwerp & Ghent” — Encounter
!
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More information & online registration

www.resurfacing-congress.com
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For additional information
please contact Kristof Willems

E kristofwillems@ismar.com
T +3234918275
F +3234918271
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