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Abstract

Background: Primary health care worldwide faces large numbers of patients daily. Poor waiting times, low patient
satisfaction and staff burnout are some problems facing such facilities. Limited research has been done on sorting
patients in non-emergency settings in Africa. This research looked at community health centres (CHCs) in Gauteng
Province, South Africa where queues appear to be poorly managed and patients waiting for hours. This study
explores the views of clinicians in CHCs across Gauteng on sorting systems in the non-emergency ambulatory
setting.

Methods: The qualitative study design used one-to-one, in-depth interviews of purposively selected doctors.
Interviews were conducted in English, with open-ended exploratory questions. Interviews were recorded,
transcribed, anonymised and checked by interviewees later. Data collection and analysis stopped with information
saturation. The co-author supervised and cross-checked the process. A thematic framework was developed by both
authors, before final thematic coding of all transcripts was undertaken by the principal author. This analysis was
based on the thematic framework approach.

Results: Twelve primary health care (PHC) doctors with experience in patient sorting, from health districts across
Gauteng, were interviewed. Two themes were identified, two major themes, namely Systems Implemented and
Innovative Suggestions, and Factors Affecting Triage. Systems Implemented included those using vital signs,
sorting by specialties, and using the Integrated Management of Childhood Illnesses approach. Systems Implemented
also included doctor - nurse triage, first come first serve, eyeball triage and sorting based on main complaint.
Innovative Suggestions, such as triage room treatment and investigations, telephone triage, longer clinic hours
and a booking system emerged. There were three Factors Affecting Triage: Management Factor, including general
management issues, equipment, documentation, infrastructure, protocol, and uniformity; and Staff Factor, including
general staffing issues education and teamwork; and Patient Factor.

Conclusion: Developing a functional triage protocol with innovative systems for Gauteng is important. Findings from
this study can guide the development of a functional triage system in the primary health care non-emergency
outpatient setting of Gauteng’s CHCs. The Emergency Triage, Assessment and Treatment (ETAT) tool, modified for
adult and non-clinician use, could help this. However, addressing management, staff and patient factors must be
integral.
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Background
Primary health care facilities worldwide, face increas-
ing numbers of patients daily. Due to this, long waiting
times, low patient satisfaction, and staff burnout are
some of the problems facing such facilities. Limited re-
search has been done on sorting of patients in non-
emergency settings in Africa. It is evident from the lit-
erature that many different sorting or triage methods
for this setting have been attempted internationally,
possibly highlighting the challenging nature of this en-
vironment [1–3].
Triage involves sorting large numbers of patients into

categories according to the urgency of their needs [4].
The concept of sorting patients in South Africa started
with the Cape Triage Score, which uses physiological
parameters and discriminators and groups patients
into trauma codes [5]. The South African Triage Score
(SATS), validated for use in emergency departments,
was then rolled out and spread to six other sub-
Saharan countries [6]. Since then its validity, interrater
and intra-rater reliability had been proven for low-
resource countries other than South Africa [7, 8]. Un-
fortunately, these findings apply only to emergency de-
partments settings. A systematic review of emergency
department triage scales, found that there is generally
poor evidence for or against patient sorting and that
there is poor agreement between observers [9]. The
study also showed that the ability of a single vital sign
to predict mortality was limited. The time involved in
measuring the necessary parameters is also lengthy and
this may not be viable in a busy primary health care
outpatient department [10]. There are questions about
the limited reproducibility of vital signs, as well as
sorting systems that do not use vital signs [11, 12].
Limited research has been done on the sorting of pa-

tients in the non-emergency outpatient setting. These set-
tings have high patient volumes, low staff numbers and
inadequate equipment, which limit the use of the SATS.
Other South African attempts at sorting patients to
shorten waiting times in this setting is the use of a fast
queue system. Unfortunately, the influx of patients has re-
sulted in this fast queue system being ineffective [13]. If
demand and capacity are balanced, waiting time and num-
ber of visits would decrease, and the need for patient sort-
ing would most likely not exist [14]. Some methods tried
internationally include self-triage with a complaint tick-
sheet which reduced waiting times significantly and
allowed urgent cases to be prioritized [15]; an appoint-
ment system where certain time slots were allocated for
the un-booked emergency patients [16]; telephone triage
[17]; “see and treat” [18]. In Africa there is only a study on
midwife-led triage for an obstetric unit in Ghana [19].
Gauteng community health centres (CHCs) currently

have no standardised system for sorting patients in the
outpatient non-emergency setting. The Ideal Clinic
guidelines recommend: three hours as a maximum
waiting time; a dedicated area for monitoring vital
signs; and a process that prioritises high risk patients
[20]. There are anecdotal reports of clinicians using
different systems in crowded CHCs to sort walk-in pa-
tients. These have not been documented. The aim of
this study was to explore the views of clinicians in
CHCs across Gauteng on sorting systems to manage
walk-in patients in this setting.

Methods
This qualitative study was designed to use in-depth in-
terviews of purposively selected doctors involved in the
implementation of sorting systems in non-emergency
outpatient settings at CHCs in Gauteng health districts
(Johannesburg; Ekurhuleni; Tshwane; Sedibeng; and
West Rand). The District Family Physician in each
health district was approached to obtain a list of such
clinicians. This was expanded with snowball sampling
to obtain a diversity in district location, age, gender,
and years in practice to ensure “information-richness”.
A pilot study was undertaken prior to embarking on
formal data collection. The interview guide was not
changed after the pilot study.
The one-to-one interviews, lasting approximately 30

min, were conducted in English by the principal author
at the workplace of the participant. It was digitally re-
corded with two digital recorders and facilitated using a
short list of open-ended, exploratory questions as an
interview guide. The interview guide explored the clini-
cians views on sorting systems to manage walk-in pa-
tients, their reasons for choosing a particular sorting
method, their views on factors enabling or inhibiting
attempted systems. It also gave the clinician the oppor-
tunity to add any additional information. Interviews were
conducted over a two-month period (May–June 2017). In-
formed consent was provided by participants in writing.
The principal author transcribed all digital recordings ver-
batim during the interview phase (after each interview)
and these were checked by the co-author. The transcripts
were sent back to participants for review (member check-
ing) to ensure trustworthiness and accuracy.
The data has been kept anonymous and only the prin-

cipal author knows which transcript belongs to which
participant. The principal author and co-author analysed
the anonymized data using the framework approach
[21]. The principal author and co-author familiarized
themselves with the data. A thematic framework was de-
veloped together, before final thematic coding was done
by the principal author. The themes were further ana-
lysed to assess relationships between themes. Data col-
lection and analysis stopped with information saturation.
No repeat interviews were done. The co-author supervised
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and cross-checked the process. Quotations were used
from different participants to ensure trustworthiness
and transparency. The COREQ guideline was used to
review the validity of the method [22].

Results
Twelve diverse participants from all health districts in
Gauteng were interviewed (See Table 1).
Two major themes emerged from the data: A) Systems

Implemented and Innovative Suggestions, and B) Factors
Influencing Triage. (See Fig. 1).

A) Systems Implemented and Innovative
Suggestions

Systems implemented emerged as a major theme. Par-
ticipants described implementing a number of systems.
Some innovative suggestions emerged as well:

Systems using vitals
Some participants described implementing the South
African Triage Score, with some modifications. They
did get vitals by enrolled nurses, albeit not completely.
Patients were then sorted into those with problems and
those for repeat scripts or blood investigations, some-
times the elderly and children were separated if they
looked sick.

‘I came up with a triage system where you use a
discriminator, you first use the vital signs. Is the
patient mobile? Is the patient eating? the blood
pressure, the temperature, the GCS (Glasgow Coma
Scale) and then you use a discriminator and you
score accordingly.’ (L)
Systems using specialty
Some participants reported implementing a sorting
system using sections that separated patients either
into acute or chronic patients, or based on a spe-
cialty or type of service (e.g., gynaecology, paediatrics,
HIV, TB).

‘What we decided to do is to sort them by chronic (or)
minor complaints. Then we divide by specialties.
Pregnant woman and children have their own way’ (K)
Table 1 Participant Demographics

PARTICIPANT A B C D E

DISTRICT JHBa JHBa TSHb TSHb TSHb

YEARS OF EXPERIENCE 10 12 24 16 12

(a Johannesburg Metro; b Tshwane; c West Rand; d Sedibeng; e Ekurhuleni)
Systems for paediatrics
All facilities had a separate paediatric section. Children
were sorted into those going for well-baby clinic and
acute patients requiring Integrated Management of
Childhood Illnesses (IMCI). IMCI is run by trained
nurses:

‘Paediatrics is actually seen in a separate setting with
IMCI and acute and chronic care. If it is an emergency,
they come straight to casualty’ (E)

Many spoke about the importance of rapid paediatric
sorting due to the risk of faster deterioration in this age
group:
F G H I J K L

JHBa JHBa JHBa WRc SEDd SEDd EKHe

10 15 12 17 8 34 20
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‘Children will need a special triage area where they
are triaged quickly because they are likely to get into
trouble if their condition changes’ (D)

From the interviews done, it seems as though the
paediatric sections are running well thanks to the IMCI
program and adequate training.

First-come first-serve system
Many facilities still use the first-come first-serve system:

‘Basically, patients are sorted out as they come. They
get first come, first served. So, they get their file, they
get their vitals taken and then they are either seen by
a professional nurse or a doctor’ (I)
Systems for doctor’s vs nurses
While this was a less commonly occurring system, some
facilities described a process of separating patients into
those suitable for nurses and those suitable for doctors.
The importance for distinguishing junior from senior
doctors was also raised:

‘Separate the patients which are suitable to be seen by
the PHC nurses and others by the doctors’ (B)

‘We have senior doctors and we have junior doctors
looking at patients, and you wouldn’t want a serious
patient going to a junior doctor’ (G)
Eyeball triage system
This is done in some facilities by a variety of people. Pa-
tients who appear ill are removed from the line regard-
less of their vital signs.

Main complaint system
Some facilities sort patients based on their main com-
plaint and decide whether vitals are done or not:

‘We didn’t have any vitals per se but we would
have a doctor there who would triage clinically
based on complaint. It was the most senior person
triaging because obviously, you want the most
experienced people to be triaging.’ (F)
Administrative triage system
It was suggested that some patients could be managed
from the triage room where, for example, stat doses of
medications could be given for hypertensives so that
they are covered while waiting to be seen. X-ray forms
could also be completed in the room.
Telephone triage system
Telephone sorting was suggested in two forms: One,
where patients call in and it is decided over the phone
if they need to come immediately, in a few days or
whether they need a home visit by the community
health workers. Two, where nursing staff in smaller re-
ferring clinics can call a doctor-on-call for assistance:

‘Get patients to call in, lets triage them according to
that process: What are you feeling? Advise them, get a
community health worker to visit them, see what their
level of disability is, what they are coming for, and this
could all be done by telephone triage’ (A)

‘The doctor leaves his number with that clinic, then
they know that he is in the area or somewhere, you
can phone your doctor if you have a problem anytime
in the week’ (I)
Longer hours and booking system
Longer clinic hours were suggested to help deal with the
large numbers of non-emergency patients. And a book-
ing system with allocated times was suggested for the
chronic patients to help control the number of patients
coming on a day, as well as reducing the waiting times.
This was tried and failed in some facilities.

B) Factors Influencing Triage Systems

Participants described two major factors that influ-
enced the implementation of any sorting systems:
management and staffing. Patient factors emerged as a
smaller yet related issue.

Management
There seemed to be no accountability or consequences, so
staff get away with doing whatever they like. This makes
implementation and sustainability of a system challenging
if not impossible. Doctors have very little say and the sys-
tem seems quite abusive towards doctors as management
positions are occupied by nurses. Managers who consider
all opinions; who are committed to the system being im-
plemented; and have a more efficient management style

‘It was done for a day or two and after that the
system collapses because you don’t watch the system.
The manager should be watching the system’(D)

‘Doctors don’t control the environment’ (A)

‘It has to start from management level and they have
to identify (given our resources, given our staff ) what
will work’ (E)
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The lack of functioning equipment was raised as an
inhibiting factor. Sorting was further challenged by in-
appropriate infrastructure, space and facilities such as
toilets at our CHCs.

‘(We) battle to find machines that work’ (A)

‘Infrastructure is one of the reasons as to why we have
a non-functional triage system and not a quality triage
system running because our triage is literally done in
the corner of the reception where the patients come
and get their files’(E)

The need for documentation or a template to
guide those working in the sorting room was raised.
The lack of a resource-appropriate protocol prevents
standardization and creates opportunities for resist-
ance. The importance of a uniform system across all
facilities was raised:

‘I think what could really help would be to develop
some kind of clear protocol.’ (A)

‘Once it is protocol that this needs to be done, then
nobody is going to be against it’ (J)
Staff
Several issues around staffing emerged. The lack of
teamwork and poor relationship between doctors and
nurses was repetitively raised. The issue around team-
work and buy-in emerged as an important factor for an
effective system. There seemed to be resistance from
staff members and lack of commitment to implemented
systems. There were mixed feelings from many partici-
pants as to who should do the sorting. Some felt it
should be the nurses whilst others felt that it should be
the most senior doctor clinician. They raised some issues
with the nurse’s ability to do sorting. Interpretation of
results by junior staff is difficult and it was felt that it
should therefore be a senior, experienced staff member
working in the sorting area:

‘Personnel is a barrier. We cannot spare a doctor,
we cannot spare a professional nurse to do proper
triaging.’ (E)

‘They (clinicians) felt it was cumbersome. They
also felt it was challenging. They also felt, in my
opinion, that it would open up or expose things
but they failed to understand the underlying
reason for it, that it would result in better patient
care and improve the quality of care so that
nobody is missed’ (J)
‘Even the cold patients, the ones the doctor doesn’t
really have to see, end up being seen by doctors
because they (nurses) do it intentionally’ (J)

Respondents describe the importance of buy-in and
teamwork by all staff members and management. For
the system to work it requires commitment by all and
not just a single person. It is also important that every-
one understands the system and its benefits to staff and
patients:

‘All of us must come on board. The clerk, the staff
nurse, the sisters, the doctors, the management, the
queue marshal’ (C)

‘If we help each other the health care will be better
and seeing the patients throughout the day will be
easier’ (B)

The lack of staff training around triage and sorting of
patients was also highlighted.

‘Getting personnel trained is also a barrier. Most of
our staff is not trained in how to adequately manage
the triage area’(E)

The lack of adequate numbers of staff employed, the
high turnover of staff and the lack of senior staff at facil-
ities were issues raised;

‘The changing of staff, the turnaround. New people,
they come, they resign, they change, then it becomes
a problem. Every time we have to re-educate’ (K)
Patient
Patient related factors were raised by some clinicians
interviewed. Large patient volumes affect patient flow
making sorting challenging. The lack of patient educa-
tion with regards to sorting results in impatience, ex-
cuses and complaints. Educating patients about the
sorting system and continuously communicating with
them would enable a better system:

‘Patient education is very important because they
might be sitting there, many of them …. have been
there since 7 or 8 ‘o clock. As soon as an emergency
comes they are not keen to let the emergency go
through’ (C)
Discussion
The results described sorting systems that participants
had implemented using vitals for South Africa Triage
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Scores (SATS), specialties (including paediatrics), allocat-
ing patients by suitability for doctors vs. nurses, sorting by
complaints and simple first-come first served to manage
busy outpatient departments in certain CHCs. There were
some innovative suggestions as well: administrative triage
rooms, triage by telephone, longer clinic hours and a
booking system. They also described two major factors in-
fluencing the implementation of sorting systems: manage-
ment and staff. Management factors included equipment
and infrastructure as well as documentation and standard-
ized protocols for sorting. Staffing factors included appro-
priate staff members doing sorting and their training, as
well as the buy-in of all staff into a sorting system. Patient
factors were viewed as a minor issue by the participant.
Patients were not interviewed in this study.
Modern day sorting systems need to be able to accom-

modate a full spectrum of clinical conditions, from minor
illness and injury to critical conditions, from paediatrics to
geriatrics [23]. Results of this study indicate that while
many different sorting systems have been implemented
across Gauteng’s CHCs in the non-emergency outpatient
setting, none of these attempts reported by interviewees
have been an outright success.
Attempts by clinicians in Gauteng’s CHCs at imple-

menting the SATS have been unsuccessful in this setting.
This corresponds with challenges around vital sign re-
cording [9], equipment availability, staff requirements to
ensure rapid patient flow, time available per patient [10],
reproducibility [9] and actual need [11]. The use of IMCI
was reported to be functioning well in the primary health
care paediatrics setting. Sorting patients based on specialty
still leaves the undifferentiated patient lurking, and further
sorting within each specialty would still be required. The
literature shows that triaging to a specialty significantly
increases triage times [18]. It is easy to default to
first-come, first served in a fragmented specialty-based
approach common in Gauteng CHCs. Many CHCs
struggle with well-functioning triage rooms and constant
disputes about who should drive the process, doctors or
nurses, as well as disputes in deciding which patients
should go to doctors and which to nurses. The urge to
push queues often subverts the clinical process [24].
Suggested intervention such as telephone sorting

removes visual cues, which may be important in the
sorting process. Triage designation between telephone
and in-person triage have not been found to be equiva-
lent [25]. The safety of telephone sorting is still ques-
tionable and unlikely with the lack of the resource of
telephones at CHCs [17]. A “see and treat” system
which treated simple conditions in the triage room,
prolonged the waiting time for some while decreasing it
for others [18, 26]. There needs to be more research to
show that sorting by senior experienced staff, including
using ‘eyeball’ triage, would be more efficient than the
current system to convince managers to implement
such an approach. Longer clinic hours would need to
be balanced with staff availability. Resource manage-
ment is a key factor in success.
The two main factors influencing the partial success

or failure of triage systems were reported to be issues
around management and staffing. Challenges with man-
agement capacity and doctor-nurse teamwork in the
South African clinic setting have been found previously
[27]. It is necessary for management to monitor and take
responsibility for the system, which would also help in-
still a sense of trust [28]. With adequate staffing, there is
a need for triage personnel to rely on their education
and experience, while integrating patient’s clinical infor-
mation and care environment and avoiding bias [17].
This highlights the need for experienced personnel to
run the triage. Training staff is essential to help build
team capacity [29]. Training produces better agreement
between staff [30], and better understanding of the sys-
tem and thus ownership of the problem [31].
While the issue around inadequate staff numbers was

raised, action research demonstrated that simple changes
to daily activities like assigning staff to different tasks
throughout the day, having a short morning staff meet-
ing, shifting non-urgent tasks to less busy hours of the
day, and colour coding files, significantly reduced the
mean waiting times of patients, incorporated a form of
triage, and was a more efficient system with staff num-
bers at that time [32]. With the current challenges
around employment it is essential to find solutions that
utilize current staff members efficiently and maximize
their contributions whilst also making sure they do not
reach a point of burnout. Equipment and adequate infra-
structure are needed for any system to function.
A standardised validated tool as well as a protocol can

be developed to assist patient sorting in this setting. This
is consistent with recommendations internationally, es-
pecially to avoid the medico-legal challenges plaguing
the Gauteng Department of Health [33].
There are limitations to this study. Some of the partic-

ipants were known to the researcher and could have re-
sulted in bias. Not all participants spoke English as a
first language so interpretations could have been incor-
rect. Due to the nature of qualitative data there is always
a risk of subjectivity. As a result, what actually happened
may have been different to what was reported. The
demographic data demonstrates that the participants
had numerous years of experience in the current system
and may have felt jaded, affecting their responses. Snow-
ball sampling may have introduced selection bias.

Conclusion
There is currently no clear functional triage system to
manage the sorting of patients in non-emergency PHC
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outpatient settings across Gauteng’s CHCs, as perceived
by clinicians interviewed. Based on the findings of this
study and international literature it is recommended
that a standardised protocol be developed when intro-
ducing a triage system into the primary health care set-
ting [33]. The Ideal Clinic guideline recommendations
of three hours as a maximum waiting time; a dedicated
area for monitoring vital signs; and a process that prior-
itises high risk patients should serve as a basis [20].
Findings from this study can guide the development of
a functional triage system. The Emergency Triage, As-
sessment and Treatment (ETAT), modified for adult
settings and non-clinician use, could add to this [34].

Abbreviations
CHCs: Community Health Centres; COREQ: Consolidated criteria for reporting
qualitative research; ETAT: Emergency Triage, Assessment and Treatment;
IMCI: Integrated Management of Childhood Illnesses; PHC: Primary Health
Care; SATS: South African Triage Score

Acknowledgements
Not applicable.

Funding
The study was funded by the first authors personal funds.

Availability of data and materials
The datasets used and/or analysed during the current study are not available
due to participants being identified easily with details in their interview.

Authors’ contributions
BAS and SM analyzed and interpreted the participant data regarding sorting
patients and both contributed in writing the manuscript. Both authors read
and approved the final manuscript.

Ethics approval and consent to participate
Permission to perform this research was obtained from the Human Research
Ethics Committee of the University of the Witwatersrand [HREC No. M161043]
and the research committees of Gauteng Province and each health district.
All respondents provided informed written consent to participate and to
be audiotaped.

Consent for publication
Not applicable.

Competing interests
The authors declare that they have no competing interests.

Publisher’s Note
Springer Nature remains neutral with regard to jurisdictional claims in published
maps and institutional affiliations.

Received: 8 February 2018 Accepted: 27 December 2018

References
1. Harden A, Akurut D, Comoro C, et al. Hunger, waiting time and transport

costs: time to confront challenges to ART adherence in Africa. AIDS Care.
2007;19(5):658–65.

2. Oche M, Adamu H. Determinants of patient waiting time in the general
outpatient department of a tertiary health institution in north western
Nigeria. Ann Med Health Sci Res. 2013;3(4):588–92.

3. Rural Health Advocacy Project. National Core Standards for health
establishment in South Africa www.rhap.org.za/wp-content/uploads/
2014/05/National-Core-Standards-2011-1.pdf. Accessed 20 Dec 2015.

4. Oxford dictionaries. Language matters http://www.oxforddictionaries.com/
definition/english/triage. Accessed 5 Mar 2016.
5. Gottschalk SB, Wood D, DeVries S, Wallis LA, Bruijns S. The cape triage score:
a new triage system South Africa. Proposal for the cape triage group. Emerg
Med J. 2006;23(2):149–53 https://doi.org/10.1136/emj.2005.028332.

6. Twomey M, Wallis LA, Thompson ML, Myers JE. The south African triage scale
(adult version) provides valid acuity ratings when used by doctors and
enrolled nursing assistants. Afr J Emerg Med. 2012;2:3–12.

7. Dalwai M, Valles P, Twomey M, et al. Is the south African triage scale valid
for use in Afghanistan, Haiti and Sierra Leone? BMJ Glob Health. 2017;2:
e000160 https://doi.org/10.1136/bmjgh-2016-000160.

8. Dalwai M, Taylor-Smith K, Twomey M, et al. Inter-rater and intrarater
reliability of the south African triage scale in low- resource settings of Haiti
and Afghanistan. Emerg Med J. 2018;35:379–83 https://doi.org/10.1136/
emermed-2017-207062.

9. Farrohknia N, Castren M, Ehrenberg A, et al. Emergency department triage
scales and their components: a systematic review of the scientific evidence.
Scand J Trauma Resusc Emerg Med. 2011;19:42.

10. Travers D. Triage: how long does it take? How long should it take? J Emerg
Nurs. 1999;25(3):238–40.

11. Edmonds ZV, Mower WR, Lovato LM, et al. The reliability of vital sign
measurements. Ann Emerg Med. 2002;39(3):233–7.

12. Cooper RJ, Schriger DL, Flaherty HL, et al. Effect of vital signs on triage
decisions. Ann Emerg Med. 2002;39(3):223–32.

13. Sokhela DG, Makhanya NJ, Sibiya NM, et al. Experiences of fast queue health
care users in primary health care facilities in eThekwini district, South Africa.
Curationis. 2013;36(1):E1-8 https://doi.org/10.4102/curationis.v36i1.60.
Accessed 21.03.2016.

14. Murray M, Berwick DM. Advanced access: reducing waiting and delay in
primary care. JAMA. 2003;289(8):1035–40.

15. Hitchings S, Barter J. Effect of self-triage on waiting times at a walk-in sexual
health clinic. J Fam Plann Reprod Health Care. 2009;35(4):227–31.

16. Knight V, McNulty A. Triage in a public outpatient sexual health clinic. Sex
Health. 2006;3:87–90.

17. Giesen P, Ferwerda R, Tijssen R, et al. Safety of telephone triage in general
practitioner cooperatives: do triage nurses correctly estimate urgency? Qual
Saf Health Care. 2007;16:181–4 https://doi.org/10.1136/qshc.2006.018846.
Accessed 21 Mar 2016.

18. Lyons M, Brown R, Wears R. Factors that affect the flow of patients through
triage. Emerg Med J. 2007;24:78–85 https://doi.org/10.1136/emj.2006.036764.
Accessed 23 Aug 2015.

19. Floyd L, Bryce F, Ramaswamy R, et al. The introduction of a midwife-led
obstetric triage system into a regional referral hospital in Ghana. Midwifery.
2018;61:45–52 https://doi.org/10.1016/j.midw.2018.02.003.

20. National Department of Health, South Africa. Ideal Clinical Manual Test
Version October 2015. http://www.idealclinic.org.za. Accessed 20 Dec 2015.

21. Gale NK, Heath G, Cameron G, et al. Using the framework method for the
analysis of qualitative data in multi-disciplinary health research. BMC Med
Res Methodol. 2013;13:117 https://doi.org/10.1186/1471-2288-13-117.
Accessed 16 Mar 2017.

22. Tong A, Sainsbury P, Craig J. Consolidated criteria for reporting qualitative
research (COREQ): a 32-item checklist for interviews and focus groups. Int J
Qual Health Care. 2007;19(6):349–57.

23. Robertson-Steel I. Evolution of triage systems. Emerg Med J. 2006;23(2):154–
5 https://doi.org/10.1136/emj.2005.030270.

24. Moosa S, Gibbs A. A focus group study on primary health care in
Johannesburg Health District: “we are just pushing numbers”. S Afr
Fam Prac. 2014;56(2):147–52.

25. Salk ED, Schriger DL, Hubbell KA, et al. Effect of visual cues, vital signs, and
protocols on triage: a prospective randomized crossover trial. Ann Emerg
Med. 1998;32(6):655–64.

26. Cheng I, Lee J, Mittman N, et al. Implementing wait-time reductions under
Ontario government benchmarks (pay-for-results): a cluster randomised trial
of the effect of a physician-nurse supplementary triage assistance team
(MDRNSTAT) on emergency department patient wait times. BMC Emerg
Med. 2013;13:17.

27. Couper ID, Hugo JFM, Tumbo JM, et al. Key issues on clinic functioning – a
case study of two clinics. S Afr Med J. 2007;97(2):124–9.

28. Bijlsma-Frankema KM, Van de Bunt GG. Antecedents of trust in managers, a
‘bottom up’ approach. Pers Rev. 2003;43(5):638–64.

29. Reich MR, Yazbeck AS, Berman P, et al. Lessons from 20 years of capacity
building for health systems thinking. Health Syst Reform. 2016;2(3):213–21
https://doi.org/10.1080/23288604.2016.1220775.

http://www.rhap.org.za/wp-content/uploads/2014/05/National-Core-Standards-2011-1.pdf
http://www.rhap.org.za/wp-content/uploads/2014/05/National-Core-Standards-2011-1.pdf
http://www.oxforddictionaries.com/definition/english/triage
http://www.oxforddictionaries.com/definition/english/triage
https://doi.org/10.1136/emj.2005.028332
https://doi.org/10.1136/bmjgh-2016-000160
https://doi.org/10.1136/emermed-2017-207062
https://doi.org/10.1136/emermed-2017-207062
https://doi.org/10.4102/curationis.v36i1.60
https://doi.org/10.1136/qshc.2006.018846
https://doi.org/10.1136/emj.2006.036764
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.midw.2018.02.003
http://www.idealclinic.org.za
https://doi.org/10.1186/1471-2288-13-117
https://doi.org/10.1136/emj.2005.030270
https://doi.org/10.1080/23288604.2016.1220775


Stott and Moosa BMC Family Practice            (2019) 20:5 Page 8 of 8
30. Dong SL, Bullard MJ, Meurer DP, et al. The effect of training on nurse
agreement using electronic triage system. CJEM. 2007;9(4):260–6.

31. Stanfield LM. Clinical decision making in triage: an integrative review. J
Emerg Nurs. 2015;41(5):396–403.

32. Sastry MA, Long KNG, de Sa A, et al. Collaborative action research to reduce
patient wait time: results in two high-demand public clinics in Western
cape, South Africa. The Lancet. 2015;3(6) https://doi.org/10.1016/S2214-
109X(15)70137-3. Accessed 25 Jan 2016.

33. Dinwoodie, M. Triage in general practice. MPS practice Matters UK. 2013;1(3).
34. Buys H, Muloiwa R, Westwood C, et al. An adapted triage tool (ETAT) at red

Crsoss Ward memorial Children’s hospital medical emergency unit, Cape
Town: an evaluation. S Afr Med J. 2013;101:3.

https://doi.org/10.1016/S2214-109X(15)70137-3
https://doi.org/10.1016/S2214-109X(15)70137-3

	Abstract
	Background
	Methods
	Results
	Conclusion

	Background
	Methods
	Results
	Systems using vitals
	Systems using specialty
	Systems for paediatrics
	First-come first-serve system
	Systems for doctor’s vs nurses
	Eyeball triage system
	Main complaint system
	Administrative triage system
	Telephone triage system
	Longer hours and booking system
	Management
	Staff
	Patient

	Discussion
	Conclusion
	Abbreviations
	Acknowledgements
	Funding
	Availability of data and materials
	Authors’ contributions
	Ethics approval and consent to participate
	Consent for publication
	Competing interests
	Publisher’s Note
	References

