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Abstract

Background:

The purpose of this prospective study was to assess patient referrals to a regional hospital with respect to com-
munication, quality of referral letters, transfer times, investigations, diagnostic accuracy, initial management as
well as associated and missed injuries.

Method:

All in all 88 patient referrals were assessed prospectively over four months by a single investigator utilising a
questionnaire.

Results:

The average age was 41 years. Eighteen of the injuries (20%) were compound fractures. The average transfer time
of closed injuries was 10 hours and 8 minutes and for compound injuries it was 4 hours and 20 minutes. Twenty
patients (23%) were not discussed prior to transfer. Referring doctor details were deficient regarding the name 10
(11%), contact details 58 (66%) and designation 82 (93%). No receiving physician was listed in 23 (26%) refer-
rals. Deficiencies were noted in describing the mechanism of injury (58%), time of injury (47%), type of splint-
ing (60%) and type of analgesia (12%). Referrals of compound fractures showed a description of wound care in
11 (61%) referrals, antibiotic therapy in 9 (50%) and tetanus prophylaxis in 3 (16%). A total of 53 (60%) refer-
rals presented without haematological investigations and 84 (95%) presented with radiological investigations, of
which 54 (64%) were inadequate. Diagnostic errors emerged in 16% of referrals with a missed injury rate of 10%.
Conclusion:

Supervision, training and regular assessment of junior doctors is essential to improve the quality of patient care
by the referring hospitals.

Introduction

King Edward VIII Hospital (KEH) offers secondary and
tertiary level orthopaedic care.' Interns, community serv- :
ice medical officers, medical officers, registrars and con-
sultants form the spectrum of referring professionals. !

Early and timeous referrals have been
shown to reduce health care costs
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Initial communication is telephonic with a discussion of
the patient’s clinical presentation followed by a decision
by the receiving physician whether to allow a transfer or
not.

De Prado Prieto er al demonstrated an increase in the
practice of defensive medicine.” Defensive treatment
resulted in early referrals without adequate assessment at
the institution of appropriate primary care. The value of
communication was highlighted by Piterman and
Korsitas, who showed a general sense of dissatisfaction
on the part of practitioners and patients when communi-
cation was not clear.’

Early and timeous referrals have been shown to reduce
health care costs.* Accompanying investigations obviate
the cost of repetition and provide baselines for monitor-
ing. Inadequate investigations, especially in the radio-
logical domain, pose both an economic and a health risk
with increased cost and radiation exposure incurred
through the repetition of X-rays.’ Diagnostic errors in the
casualty setting have been shown to vary from 6% to
17.2%.%* The literature is fragmented with respect to the
assessment of orthopaedic referrals. No studies have
focused on the essentials of orthopaedic referrals. The
aim of this study was to evaluate the quality of referrals
by district and regional hospitals of orthopaedic trauma
patients with fractures requiring admission to our teach-
ing hospital.

Materials and method

A descriptive, quantitative methodological approach was
selected and a questionnaire was developed and utilised
for the purposes of the study. Objectives included an
assessment of the referrals with specific reference to com-
munication, quality of the referral letter, transfer times,
appropriateness of investigations, diagnostic accuracy,
adequacy of initial management and missed injuries.
Further objectives were to determine the implication of
the findings on the development of treatment and transfer
protocols as well as the implications for orthopaedic
undergraduate training.

A saturation sampling procedure was utilised with the
recruitment of consecutive patient referrals. Eighty-eight
patient referrals with an age range of 5-92 years and an
average age of 42 years were assessed over a 4-month
period. Gender distribution was M:F 1:0.92.

Results

An analysis of transfer times demonstrates that it required
approximately the same amount of time for a patient with
a compound fracture to reach the receiving hospital irre-
spective of the distance travelled. Times ranged from 3
hours within a 50 kilometre radius to 4 hours 50 minutes
from a radius in excess of 200 kilometres.

Eighty-seven patients presented with referral letters but
23% were not discussed prior to transfer. Sixty-six per
cent of referring doctors did not provide contact details

and the majority (93%) did not indicate their designation.
Twenty-six per cent did not indicate the name of a receiv-
ing doctor (Figure 1).

Forty-two per cent of referral letters did not indicate the
mechanism of injury and 40% did not state whether
splinting was effected. Fifty-three per cent did not provide
the time of injury and in 88% analgesic therapy was not
mentioned (Figure 2). Eighteen patients had compound
fractures and information was found to be lacking in this
important subset with only 50% of the referrals indicating
antibiotic administration, 39% not describing wound care
and 84% not indicating the administration of tetanus tox-
oid (Figure 3).

Assessment of investigations revealed that only 40% of
the referrals presented with haematological investigations
and 95% of patients presented with X-rays, of which two-
thirds were inadequate. Treatment of compound fractures
was inadequate in more than 60% of each of the four
categories assessed, i.e. splinting, analgesia, wound care
and antibiotics.

The diagnostic error rate was 16%. Our data demon-
strated a missed injury rate of 10% with one patient
requiring urgent referral for a laparotomy with a
diagnosis of peritonitis secondary to blunt abdominal
trauma (Figure 4).

Discussion

There has been no previous audit of referrals in our
setting which makes it difficult to find appropriate
comparisons for our results. The need for patient transfer
is determined by the referring physician and is based on
the limitations, resources and incapacity of the referring
hospital.’

Transfer should always be preceded by adequate patient
resuscitation and investigation. Responsibilities of the
referring doctor include initiation of the transfer, consul-
tation with the receiving doctor, stabilisation and estab-
lishment of a transfer agreement. The mode of transport is
also a function of the referring doctor.’ The receiving doc-
tor is responsible for providing the referring doctor with
assistance in initial management and ensuring that the
receiving institution is capable of managing the patient.’

Referral Details
1% 23% 11% 66% 93% 26%

100% -
80%
60%
40%
20% -
0%




Page 68 / SA ORTHOPAEDIC JOURNAL Autumn 2009

CLINICAL ARTICLE

Transfer Information
100% 42% 53% 40% 88%
-
80% -
60% -
40%
20% -
0%
= No
& < &° & m Yes
Q,‘\ N ,»%
‘@c}“ R &

Figure 2
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Figure 4

Communication was shown to be markedly deficient
in this study with referral letters misrepresenting the
patient presentation as well as not providing adequate
basic information regarding the treatment administered.
Documentation should include demographic details of
the patient, record of the time of injury and presenta-
tion, condition of the patient, diagnostic studies and
treatment rendered. The referring and receiving doctor’s
details should also appear on the referral letter.

Road transport was justifiably utilised in all patients
reviewed. Transfer times are instrumental in patient
outcomes especially in the subset of patients with com-
pound fractures.'’ Basic principles of acute orthopaedic
intervention were shown to be lacking. Splinting and

analgesia, which are important initial components of
fracture management, were deficient. Patients with
compound fractures should receive early antibiotic ther-
apy coupled with wound care and tetanus toxoid admin-
istration.'”" The data collected indicated that compound
fractures were inadequately managed by the peripheral
hospitals.

Appropriate and adequate initial investigations should
accompany the patient in order to expedite decision-
making. Poor initial investigations amount to inade-
quate resource utilisation. The diagnostic error rate
demonstrated in this study (16%) was high when com-
pared with the majority of the literature with Kremli
demonstrating a 6% and Wardrope and Chennels noting
6.2% error rate.®” Factors including polytrauma, poor
clinical assessment, inadequate radiographs, interpreta-
tion and failure to recognise patients’ symptoms and
signs have been implicated by Kremli.® There have been
reports of higher error rates with Morton noting 17.2%
in a sample of 250 patients referred from the accident
and emergency unit to the orthopaedic clinic.®* Removal
of plaster cast in 49% and alteration of the cast in 25%
of patients were done by orthopaedic clinic staff where
incorrect management was instituted based on diagnos-
tic errors.® In contrast Wardrope and Chennels found
that a change in management strategy was only required
in 1.1%.” These studies however were undertaken with-
in a single hospital auditing their respective accident
and emergency departments and did not consider the
referral of patients from district and peripheral hospi-
tals. The incidence of missed injuries is 3—12% which
compares with our results (10%)."

Conclusion
Skilled personnel should be encouraged to service the
district hospitals to ensure the appropriate management
of patients and dispersion of knowledge and skills.
General practitioner fellowships have proved valuable
in ensuring appropriate management of orthopaedic
patients at district level in the United Kingdom.
Telemedicine, e-mail and multimedia messaging serv-
ices (MMS) provide an alternative means of communi-
cation for peripheral hospitals. They allow rapid access
to specialist advice regarding emergent management.
This may be limited by economic constraints in our set-
ting which could be offset by economic gains from
appropriate and timeous management. Despite the small
sample size in this study key problems are highlighted.
Further studies in our developing world setting will
assist in providing population-specific data for policy
generation.

The content of this article is the sole work of the authors.
No benefits of any form have been derived from any
commercial party related directly or indirectly to the
subject of this article.



CLINICAL ARTICLE

SA ORTHOPAEDIC JOURNAL Autumn 2009 / Page 69

References 8. Morton RJ. Fracture clinic referrals: the need for self audit.
1. www.kzntl.gov.za/annex 7. In]ury. 1988:19(2):77-8. . )
2. De Prado Prieto L, Garcia Olmos L, Rodrigues Salvanes F, 9. American College. of Surgeons Commltt.ee on Trauma:
Otero Puime A. Evaluation of referrals in primary care. Aten Advanced Trauma Life SupPort Stud Ed 1997’327_35‘,
Primaria 2005:28:35(3):146-51. 10. Lee C, Porter KM. Preh({spﬁal {nanagement of lower limb frac-
3. Piterman L, Korsitas S. General practitioner — specialist referral tures. Emerg Med ] 2005’2_2(9)‘6,60'3‘ L .
process. Intern Med J 2005:35(8):491-6. 11. .Gosse.hn RA, Roberts I, Gillespie J. Antibiotics for prevent}ng
4. Nyman JA, Manning WG, Samuels S, Morrey BE. Can special- mfecflon in open fractures. Cochrane Database Syst review
ists reduce costs? The case of referrals to orthopaedic surgeons. 2004;(1)CD003764. .
Clin Orthop 1998;350:257-67. 12. Ashford RV, Frasquet-Garcia A., Patel KK, Campbell P{.) Delhays
5. Beggs I. Repeat radiographs in GP referrals to an orthopaedic n ogen fra?ture management: where do they occur? Injury
clinic. BrJ Gen Pract 1997:47(418):313. 2004:35(11):1107-9. . ,
6. Kremli MK. Missed musculoskeletal injuries in a University 13. Zalavras CG, Patzakis MJ. Open frac‘tures..evaluauon and man-
Hospital in Riyadh: types of missed injuries and responsible fac- agement. J Am Acad Orth Sur 8 2003’11(3)‘,212'9‘
tors. Injury 1996:27(7):503-6. 14. Robe.rtson R,-M.atto.x R, Collins T, Parks-Miller C, Eldt J, Cone
7. Wardrope J, Chennels PM. Should all casualty radiographs be J. M%ssed. injuries in a rural area trauma centre. Am J Surg
reviewed? Br Med J 1985:290:1638-40. 1996;172:564-8.
* SAQ]J
N .
Ally M Dr Eisenstein S Prof Lindeque B G P Prof Shipley J A Prof
Biddulph S Prof Erasmus P J Dr Louw J A Dr SmitJP J Dr
Birkholtz F F Dr Erken E H W Prof Lukhele M Prof Snowdowne R B Prof
Bosman M Prof Erlank E Dr Malan M M Dr Snyckers H M Dr
Burger D Mnr Ferreira AP Dr Marais K Dr Sparks L T Dr
Close V M Dr Flemming J Prof Maraspini G Dr Stiglingh W Dr
Coetzee E Dr Frantzen D J M Dr Maritz N G J Prof Swart J Prof
ColynH J S Dr Franz R G Prof Mennen E Dr Sweet M B E Prof
Conradie A Dr George J A Prof Mennen U Prof Theron F de V Dr
Daneel P J Dr Goga I E Prof McCarthy E Dr (USA) van der Westhuizen J Dr
de Beer G J E Dr Golele R Prof Molteno R G Dr van Niekerk J J Dr
de Beer J F Dr Govender S Prof Motsitsi N S Dr van Papendorp D Prof
de Beer M A Dr Grabe J G Dr Muller E W Dr van Wingerden J Dr
de Jongh AGV Dr Grabe R P Prof Myburgh JG Dr van Wyk L Dr
de Kock W J Dr Grobbelaar C J Dr Naude M C Dr van Zyl AA Dr
de la Harpe A Dr Hastings G J Dr Olivier G J Dr Venter J A Dr
de Lange L J Dr Hoffman T B Prof Peach A Dr Venter P J Dr
de Vos J N Dr Hough S Prof Pelser E Dr Vermaak H Prof
Dove M G Prof Janse v Renshurg Prof Pettifor J M Prof Visser C C Dr
Dreyer G Prof Koekemoer D Dr Potgieter D Dr Viok G J Prof
du Plessis D C Dr Kohnke W Dr Pretorius J A Dr Wade W J Dr
du Plessis D Prof Kruger J Dr Rasool M N Dr Walters J Prof
du Toit G T Dr Lautenbach E E G Dr Rosch T G Dr Webber L Prof
Dunn R N Dr Le Roux T L B Prof Schepers A Dr Weber F A Dr
Schnitzler G M Prof Zondagh | Dr
N .





