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Abstract

Background: Establishing day-case surgery as the preferred hospital admission route for all eligible patients requires
adequate preoperative assessment of patients in order to quickly distinguish those who will require minimum
assessment and are suitable for day-case admission from those who will require more extensive management and will
need to be admitted as inpatients.

Methods: As part of a study to elucidate clinical and information management processes within the patient surgical
pathway in NHS Scotland, we conducted a total of 10 in-depth semi-structured interviews during 4 visits to the
Dumfries & Galloway Royal Infirmary surgical pre-assessment clinic. We modelled clinical processes using
process-mapping techniques and analysed interview data using qualitative methods. We used Normalisation Process
Theory as a conceptual framework to interpret the factors which were identified as facilitating or hindering
information elucidation tasks and communication within the multi-disciplinary team.

Results: The pre-assessment clinic of Dumfries & Galloway Royal Infirmary was opened in 2008 in response to clinical
and workflow issues which had been identified with former patient management practices in the surgical pathway.
The preoperative clinic now operates under well established processes and protocols. The use of a computerised
system for managing preoperative documentation substantially transformed clinical practices and facilitates
communication and information-sharing among the multi-disciplinary team.

Conclusion: Successful deployment and normalisation of innovative clinical and information management
processes was possible because both local and national strategic priorities were synergistic and the system was
developed collaboratively by the POA staff and the health-board IT team, resulting in a highly contextualised
operationalisation of clinical and information management processes. Further concerted efforts from a range of
stakeholders are required to fully integrate preoperative assessment within the health-board surgical care pathway.
A substantial – yet unfulfilled – potential benefit in embedding information technology in routine use within the
preoperative clinic would be to improve the reporting of surgical outcomes.
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Background
The ‘High Impact Changes for Service Improvement
and Delivery’ report recommended establishing day-case
surgery as the preferred hospital admission route for all
eligible patients in order to make more efficient use of
hospital resources [1]. A recent report by the National

*Correspondence: mbouamrane@abdn.ac.uk
1Institute of Applied Health Sciences, University of Aberdeen, Scotland, UK
Full list of author information is available at the end of the article

Confidential Enquiry into Patient Outcome and Death
(NCEPOD) in the U.K. found that 16% of the hospitals
reviewed had no pre-admission anaesthetic assessment
clinic, 17% had no surgical assessment clinic and that
nearly 20% of elective high-risk patients were not seen in
a preoperative clinic prior to surgery [2]. Patients under-
going surgery are increasingly older, often have complex
chronicmorbidities and require careful preoperative plan-
ning. The NCEPOD report emphasised the importance
of high-quality preoperative assessment (POA) to ensure
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the early identification and effective clinical management
of ‘higher-risk’ patients, in order to reduce surgical mor-
tality rates. To establish day-case surgery as the preferred
hospital admission route for all eligible patients there-
fore requires the prior assessment of all patients in
order to quickly distinguish those who are suitable for
day-case admission from those who will require more
extensive management and will need to be admitted as
inpatients. The NHS Modernisation Agency Preopera-
tive Assessment Project (2001-2002) estimated that up
to two-thirds of day-case cancellations and half of inpa-
tient cancellations were directly due to patient-related
factors and that more effective POA processes could sig-
nificantly reduce cancellation rates [3,4]. Effective patient
evaluation will depend upon the efficient collection of
all appropriate medical information, good data manage-
ment and communication between the members of the
multi-disciplinary team (MDT) and the adequate use of
actionable knowledge to decide on an appropriate course
of action for optimum patient management [5,6].
There is an overall lack of robust evidence in the litera-

ture about how preoperative services should be organised
in practice [7]. A recent literature review of post-operative
recovery following day-case surgery has highlighted a lack
of evidence on which to base innovative nursing care and
education and emphasised the importance of promot-
ing a co-ordinated approach to the nurse-patient com-
munication and information provision throughout the
patient surgical pathway [8]. Several recent studies have
emphasised the benefits of preoperative assessment clin-
ics, including: identifying undiagnosed medical problems,
improving the management of operating room resources,
reducing surgical cancellations and delays and improving
patient satisfaction [9,11]. While much has been reported
on clinical processes in preoperative assessment – on the
other-hand – the literature on organisational aspects of
preoperative clinics in the NHS remains scarce and more
research is necessary to understand how these services
operate in order to identify areas of best practice [12,13].
As part of a study on information management pro-

cesses in the patient surgical pathway, we visited preop-
erative clinics in all 14 territorial health-boards of NHS
Scotland, as well as conducting semi-structured inter-
views with primary care practitioners between February
2011 and January 2013 [6,14-16]. Day surgery pathways
and surgical pre-assessment clinics (PAC) have only been
developed relatively recently in NHS Scotland: most were
developed in the last 10 to 15 years; several of them only
in the last 5 years – as is the case of the preoperative clinic
described in this study. At the time of our initial visits, all
but two of the NHS health boards (Greater Glasgow and
Clyde, GGC and Dumfries and Galloway) provided pre-
operative services relying on paper-based clinical records
and processes. We have highlighted in other studies how

the use of electronic vs. paper patient records has specific
implications for information access and sharing across the
patient care pathway [14-16].
New technologies often fail to ‘normalise’ because the

disruption caused to professional relationships and ways
of working can lead to the rejection of new systems
[17-19]. In that respect, the PAC development in Dum-
fries and Galloway Royal Infirmary (DGRI) presents
several unique aspects in comparison to other sites in
Scotland. The clinic was developed as part of the Planned
Care Improvement Programme (PCIP) and the deploy-
ment of an electronic preoperative information system
was an intrinsic and central element of the design of
the new clinic [20]. Key aspects of the PAC develop-
ment include: the design of a patient-centred clinical
pathway adapted to the health-board local context and
priorities and a purposely developed electronic preoper-
ative information management system, which facilitates
communication and information-sharing among the var-
ious members of the multi-disciplinary team (MDT).
The software specifications were designed iteratively by
the preoperative staff in collaboration with the local
NHS health-board Information Technology (IT) team and
the new electronic information system was ‘organically’
deployed as part of the new PAC.

Methods
Data collection
Ethical approval for this study was obtained in February
2011 from the University of Glasgow College of Medicine
ethics committee. The results presented in this study
relate specifically to 4 visits to DGRI: an initial visit took
place in April 2011 with 3 follow-up visits in April 2012,
November 2012 and January 2013.We conducted 10 face-
to-face interviews with 5 participants: 3 interviews (base-
line & follow-up) with a preoperative nurse (Nurse 1), 4
interviews (baseline & follow-up) with an anaesthetist, 1
joint interview with 2 auxiliary nurses (baseline, nurse 2
& 3) and 2 interviews with an IT support staff (baseline &
follow-up, IT 1). Seven interviews were recorded with the
explicit consent of each individual respondent and tran-
scribed verbatim, with a mean duration of approximately
50 minutes per interview. A further three interviews were
conducted using field notes: one with IT 1 in April 2011
and a further two with Nurse 1 and Anaesthetist 1 in
November 2012.
The interviews aimed to collect respondents’ views

around the following core themes: interviewee’s back-
ground and training, overview of the preoperative service,
key steps within the patient preoperative pathway, patient
medical history collection, screening and risk assessment,
the use of protocols and guidelines, roles and responsi-
bilities within the multi-disciplinary team, parallel pro-
cesses (i.e. referrals to other services) and information
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management and usage processes. The interviews were
semi-structured and open-ended in order to allow the
interviewer or interviewee to elaborate on unanticipated
and potentially valuable information with additional ques-
tions, and probe for further explanation [21]. In addition,
we collected all relevant POA documentation which was
provided to us by the PAC staff, such as printed copies of
the patient integrated care pathway, all documented risk
assessment protocols and guidelines as well as relevant
documentation for preoperative screening and referrals to
other specialist services.

Data analysis
We analysed data collected using process-mapping tech-
niques and qualitative data analysis [22]. A process map
is a visual representation model of a set of clinical ser-
vices [23-25]. The aim of process mapping is to provide
the agents involved in the services, or those analysing
or planning an intervention within these services, with
detailed models depicting existing care pathways and clin-
ical processes in order to provide an overall picture of
how the services are currently provided and how they are
performing.
With the increased recognition that complex interven-

tions or innovative technologies can be difficult to imple-
ment in practice or often fail to become embedded into
routine work practices, there has recently been a grow-
ing interest in using theories to provide the foundation for
analysing and understanding the socio-technical factors
which can explain why complex interventions can succeed
or fail in a given context [26-28]. We used Normalisa-
tion Process Theory (NPT) as a conceptual framework to
interpret the factors which were identified as facilitating
or hindering information elucidation tasks and communi-
cation within the preoperative multi-disciplinary team.
NPT is concerned with the social organisation of the

work (implementation) of making practices routine ele-
ments of everyday life (embedding) and of sustaining
embedded practices in their social contexts (integration)
and was developed particularly in response to the evi-
dence, which suggested that embedding and integrating
innovative health interventions can be difficult to achieve
in practice [29-31]. NPT was chosen as the overarch-
ing theoretical framework for the interpretation of the
results of this study (and related work) as it considers a
complex intervention – such as the introduction of new
services or a technology implementation – as a dynamic
social process, shaped by the collective action of stake-
holders through their ‘agency’, i.e. the ability for health
professionals to shape events on the ground through one’s
own actions. In addition, NPT considers the organisa-
tional context in which the stakeholders’ agency operates
as being a key factor affecting the ultimate normalisa-
tion – or not – of new services and systems. In the

context of the relatively recent (mostly within the last 5
to 10 years) development of PACs across NHS Scotland,
national strategic priorities have proved to be crucial in
the development and implementation of integrated pre-
operative services. NPT thus provides a useful theoretical
lens through which one can understand how new systems
and services (such as electronic health records and inte-
grated care pathways) can be successfully deployed, what
are the factors that contribute to the normalisation of new
ways of working or – on the other hand – what were
the factors which may have contributed to the failure or
rejection of new systems and services.

Results
Rationale for the development of a pre-operative
assessment clinic
The PAC at DGRI started operating in July 2008, in
order to cover pre-assessment for general surgery and
other surgical specialties. Before then, pre-assessmentwas
already routinely performed for patients scheduled for
day-surgery, orthopaedic patients and in the children’s
ward. However, for general surgery, patients would tra-
ditionally present as inpatients the night before surgery
without prior anaesthetic assessment. This could lead to
surgery having to be cancelled at short notice if medical
issues were identified following admission. In some cases,
the surgical procedure would proceed as planned, albeit
with a patient whose fitness was not necessarily optimum
for surgery. The anaesthetist interviewed suggested that
this situation was clearly deemed unsatisfactory by var-
ious stakeholders within the hospital. A dedicated PAC
could avoid many cases of late surgical cancellation. Non-
optimal presentation for surgery could also be remedied if
clinical problems with the patients were identified during
pre-assessment a few weeks prior to the planned surgical
procedure.

• Anaesthetist 1: “[...] it was really born out of
frustration with the previous system whereby, the
traditional approach would be that a patient would
turn up the night before surgery... no-one having seen
him before, or any anaesthetic input, and then often you
would discover problems that – if you’d seen them some
weeks before – could have been remedied. So it was
leading to frustrations both professionally and for the
patient being cancelled at short notice... and I was well
aware that these systems were up and running in many
of the other parts of the country and other parts of the
world”.

In addition, all NHS health-boards in Scotland are now
under statutory obligations to ensure that patients are
treated within 18 weeks of an initial referral [32]. A
surgical procedure cancelled at the last minute would
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naturally mean thatmeeting the target would be difficult –
if not impossible – for those patients affected. Fur-
thermore, the ratio of day-case surgery and outpatient
procedures vs. inpatient procedures was also set as a key
strategic health policy priority under the NHS Health,
Efficiency, Access and Treatment (HEAT) programme.
The HEAT target tasked all health-boards to achieve a
minimum of 80% of British Association of Day Surgery
(BADS) surgical procedures performed as either day-case
or outpatient procedures by March 2011 [33,34].
With the support of the hospital management, the pro-

cess of creating a dedicated PAC was initiated and a
multi-disciplinary working group was established in 2007.
The working group included a member of the hospital
management, the patients’ manager, anaesthetists, sur-
geons, an occupational therapist, a physiotherapist, dis-
trict nurses and one General Practitioner (GP). A key
motivation behind the PAC development was therefore
to optimise patients’ preparation for surgery and improve
the management of hospital resources. It was anticipated
that the PAC would cover pre-assessment of all adult
patients scheduled for elective surgery. Furthermore, an
additional aim of the PAC was to reduce the ratio of
patients admitted as inpatients and ensure that patients
who were triaged at the PAC as being of ‘low-risk’ of peri-
operative complications could be admitted for day-case
surgery or 23-hours stay, thus reducing the demand on
beds and associated hospital resources.

PAC service model
Following referral from his GP, a patient will be seen by a
specialist consultant (surgeon) at the outpatient clinic. If
surgery is deemed necessary by the consultant, the patient
will then be referred to the PAC and put on a waiting
list (see Figure 1). The PAC initially operated a “one-stop
clinic” servicemodel: a patient would immediately present
at the PAC following on from his appointment with the
surgical consultant at the outpatient clinic. However, this
model introduced workflow problems as the clinic would
initially be very quiet early on in the morning. Later in
the day, there would be sudden influxes of patients and
the nurses could not manage to see them all immediately,
leading to significant patient queues before assessment.
Long waiting times impact negatively on patients’ experi-
ences and satisfaction in the perioperative pathway [35].
In order, to avoid patients having to wait for an appoint-
ment, the initial service model was then replaced with a
booking system. Three slots a day are reserved for urgent
referrals such as cancer patients, or patients needing
surgery within a week. Those can be referred immediately
from the outpatient clinic and a nurse will interview them
at the earliest opportunity. For other non-urgent elective
patients, the PAC aims to ensure that patients are seen
within a few weeks of the consultant having made the

decision to operate on the patient, in keeping with the 18
weeks Referral-To-Treatment (RTT) target.

Training, roles and responsibilities in the PAC
Competency training in surgical preoperative assessment
The PAC is managed by a senior preoperative nurse who
had extensive experience of day-surgery before taking on
the responsibility of leading the development of the new
PAC. The PAC was designed over 12 months and incor-
porated the nursing staff responsible for pre-assessment
within the day-surgery unit. All the nurses who joined the
new clinic also received in-house training in POA. Two
competency framework documents were designed by the
nurse in consultation with the anaesthetists: one for reg-
istered nurse and one for auxiliary nurse staff. The nurses
also liaised closely with the anaesthetists for POA training.

• Nurse 1: “[...] I had done pre-assessment for many
years. One of the nurses that came on board when we
opened the unit, came from day-surgery, so she was very
experienced. What I did in the 6 months before we
opened the unit, was that other nurses that we
employed got them... we took over day-surgery
pre-assessment and got the nurses, the other nurses
trained in the pre-assessment process for day-surgery
and then we liaised closely with the anaesthetists for
training issues [...] Anaesthetists gave them some
training on airway assessment”

Anaesthetist 1 commented that there was not – at the
time of the interviews – any structure in place for for-
mal continuing professional development and education
for the nursing staff. However, much of the knowledge
update and transfer among nurses and between nurses
and anaesthetists took place informally during 3 regular
weekly anaesthetist-led clinics at the PAC, which we will
later describe in more details.

Roles and responsibilitieswithin the POA
multi-disciplinary team
The study of health professionals’ beliefs and behaviours
is essential to understand how care pathway re-design can
provide effective interventions [36,37]. As the PAC inte-
grated clinical staff from other services, it is essential that
eachmember of theMDT has a clear understanding of his
role and responsibilities within the team, as well as know-
ing when to seek further clinical advice when necessary
[38]. In addition to the senior nurse, the PAC is staffed
by 4 registered nurses, 3 auxiliary nurses and 2 recep-
tionists who perform administrative duties. A consultant
anaesthetist acts as the clinical lead for the service.

Role of the auxiliary nurse. The POA patient interviews
begins with the auxiliary nurses asking patients to confirm
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Figure 1 Overview of the Integrated Care Pathway for elective surgery (Dumfries & Galloway Royal Infirmary - Feb . 2013).

their demographic details and hospital number and taking
the patients for base-line observations. All information,
observations collected and tests performed are thoroughly
documented and entered into a dedicated electronic
preoperative integrated care pathway (ICP) which was
developed by the NHS Dumfries & Galloway IT staff in
cooperation with the PAC staff. This initial encounter lasts
approximately 5 minutes and the patient is then handed
over to a nurse for a formal pre-assessment interview.
Once the interview is completed, the nurse may request
further tests at which point the patient is handed back
over into the care of the auxiliary nurse. The auxiliary
nurses do not have access to the laboratory test results and
these are assessed by the relevant nurse in the computer
laboratory system as they become available.

Role of the POA nurse. The nurse sees the patient for a
comprehensive structured pre-assessment interview and
may choose to carry out any appropriate diagnostic tests.
Routine screening tests are usually carried out in the
clinic. The nurses also decide whether they need to dis-
cuss specific patient cases with an anaesthetist or even re-
book an appointment for potentially ‘higher-risk’ patients
to come back for a full anaesthetic assessment.
Once the nurses receive the screening test results the

patient may be deemed suitable for surgery if there are no
further concerns (Figure 1). The nurses then inform either
the waiting-list team or the relevant surgical secretary
that the patient is ready to proceed to surgery. If any

of the tests return abnormal results, the nurses would
discuss the case with one of the consultants during one of
the dedicated anaesthetic clinics. Occasionally, the nurses
will also contact the patient’s GP and may ask for a
medical intervention, such as administering a treatment
for specific conditions (e.g. an infection or undiagnosed
hypertension).

• Nurse 1: “It’s a nurse-led service with anaesthetic
lead. We have got a consultant anaesthetist in the
department 3 times a week running clinics, so that the
nurses initially see the patients, carry out an assessment
and if we feel that a patient needs to come back to see a
consultant anaesthetist we can bring them back”.
Interviewer: “[...] What’s the protocol for deciding
whether... patients should see the anaesthetist?"
Nurse 1: “...it depends, a few issues really: nurses’
discretion... Patient arrives at pre-assessment and, you
know, they’ve got several co-morbidities and the nurse
thinks they might be an anaesthetic risk associated with
surgery, they would bring the patient back. Sometimes
the consultant surgeons, em... in advance ask us to get
patients seen specifically by a consultant anaesthetist.
And patients for major vascular surgery, we usually
always book those in [...] I think being an anaesthetic
department and having clinicians who are, em... you
know a lead clinician being an anaesthetist and having
an anaesthetist in the department makes a huge
difference. I have spoken to other pre-assessment nurses
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(i.e. in other hospitals) who have to go hunting for an
anaesthetist if there are issues”.

Role of the Anaesthetist. The POA service includes 3
dedicated anaesthetic clinics a week, lasting half-a-day.
The clinics take place in the afternoon so that some of
the more ‘complex’ patients assessed in the morning can
be asked to return later on that day if it is feasible for
them to do so. If a patient can not attend an appoint-
ment in the afternoon, then the administrative staff will
book a follow-up appointment, usually within one to two
weeks. Each anaesthetic clinic is attended by one consul-
tant anaesthetist on a rota and the clinical lead attends the
clinic one afternoon a week. Up to five anaesthetists are
usually involved in the rota. These clinics will involve the
anaesthetists either reviewing the case-notes of the more
complex patients or conducting a formal assessment of the
patient, including a physical examination, usually to iden-
tify potential heart or respiratory issues for anaesthesia or
surgery.

• Anaesthetist 1:“[...] there are 3 sessions (a week) in
which anaesthetic consultants attend [...] And they’re
for patients who either have a direct referral from the
surgeon saying ‘that I specifically want this patient to be
seen by a consultant anaesthetist’ or the... by the nurse
they’re... patients who’ve been filtered by the nurse who
appreciate there’s a problem, so they send them to us”.

The DGRI preoperative care integrated pathway
We modelled the patient preoperative pathway in a pro-
cess map illustrated in Figure 2.

The patient preoperative interview
The time allocated for a patient preoperative interview
is normally 1 hour. However, it can be as little as 30
minutes for fit, straight-forward patients. The nurse will
proceed systematically through the ICP (Figure 3), review-
ing in turn: the patient’s demographic details, hospital
management administrative data, baseline patient infor-
mation, physical examination, including: oral assessment
and airway assessment, assessment of personal circum-
stances and social support, activities of daily living, past
medical history, including a review of the main body sys-
tems: cardiovascular system, respiratory system, other sys-
tems, gynaecology, risk assessment for methicillin-resistant
staphylococcus aureus (MRSA) and Creutzfeldt-Jakob dis-
ease, other conditions, ASA (American Society of Anesthe-
siologists) grade, alerts, allergies & comments.

• Common morbidities:
Nurse 1 suggested that a significant proportion of the
population of the Dumfries and Galloway health

board are elderly pensioners, from a wide range of
socio-economic backgrounds. As a consequence,
many patients coming to the clinic were elderly
patients with one or more chronic conditions or
morbidities (e.g. hypertension, cardiovascular
diseases, respiratory diseases and cancer).

• Current medication:
Patients are asked to bring a list of their current
medication with them at their appointment. The
nurses then type in the list of medication into the
ICP. As it is not uncommon for patients to be on
multiple medications, this can be a tedious and
time-consuming task, as well as being a potential
source of transcription errors. During our initial visit,
Nurse 1 suggested that a substantial process
improvement could be gained if the nurses had direct
access to the list of medication from the patient
electronic Emergency Care Summary (ECS). The ECS
is an electronic patient record summary for
unscheduled care. It pulls essential information
(medication, allergies and main past medical history)
from primary care records and is updated on a daily
basis [39]. However, the nurses were not permitted to
access the ECS at the time of our initial visit due to
the information governance of the ECS, as this record
was designed to be accessed only in events of
emergency care. However, during subsequent visits,
we were informed that the nurses were later provided
with the permission to access the patients’ ECS
following a special request from the anaesthetic
department to the health-board medical director. A
permission to access the ECS during routine POA
was then formally extended to all the medical and
nursing staff in the PAC.

• Preoperative investigations:
The nurses use a range of locally-developed
guidelines for deciding on the appropriateness of
screening tests, which are in part local
implementation of the National Institute for Clinical
Excellence (NICE) preoperative guidelines [40].
“Local implementation" means that the guidelines
have been implemented after a collegial review by the
hospital anaesthetic department and hence, the local
protocols may vary slightly from an exact
implementation of the original NICE guidelines.
Ideally, an MRSA screening test is performed during
the initial outpatient appointment so that the result is
available when the patient subsequently attends the
PAC. If the result is positive, then the nurse can
provide an eradication treatment immediately.
However, the nurses reported that this was not
consistently the case and that on occasions,
outpatient staff did not perform an MRSA screening
test. Patients then had to be screened at the PAC
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Figure 2 Integrated Care Pathway for Preoperative Assessment (Dumfries & Galloway Royal Infirmary - Feb . 2013).

which could introduce further delays. If patients are
subsequently tested positive for MRSA, then the
patients would need to receive an eradication
treatment, either through another visit to the
PAC or administered by their primary care
doctor.

Onward referrals from the PAC
Patients can be referred by the nurses or the anaesthetist
consultant for further investigations or interventions:

• Cardiology: The consultant anaesthetist would take
the decision for a patient’s referral to cardiology if
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Figure 3 Electronic Preoperative Integrated Care Pathway (Dumfries & Galloway Royal Infirmary - Feb. 2013).

necessary. The cardiology service was perceived by
the PAC staff as being extremely busy and a further
referral to cardiology could lead to additional delays
before surgery.

• Diabetes clinic: The nurses at the PAC have liaised
with the hospital diabetes clinic to develop a pathway
to refer diabetic patients for fitness optimisation prior
to surgery. The diabetes clinic has contingency
bookings for emergency referrals so that a patient can
be seen relatively rapidly (e.g. within 6 weeks) for
preoperative glycemic control. In the past, diabetic
patients were generally admitted as inpatients and
put on an insulin sliding scale. At present, the nurses
suggested that the preferred option was to admit
diabetic patients fasted on the day of surgery.

• Smoking cessation: The nurses routinely encounter
smokers with respiratory problems and there is a
direct referral pathway from the POA clinic to the
smoking cessation service.

Communication within and outwith the PAC
• Communication within the POA

multi-disciplinary team:
The nurses felt that the anaesthetic department
strongly supported the nursing staff, and valued both
their experiences and recommendations for
individual patient case-management. The nurses also
felt that they were able to speak directly and openly
with the consultants, as well as raise any clinical
concerns if and when appropriate. The auxiliary
nurses similarly reported enjoying excellent
communication with other members of staff in the
service.

• Nurse 1:“...because we have an anaesthetist here 3
days a week, we just case-conference with the
anaesthetist. [...] If the ECG was abnormal, we
could compare with previous ECGs, look at their
cardiovascular history, and it would be a discussion
with the consultant anaesthetist... who work really
closely with the nurses. [...] they basically go
around every nurse and see if there’s anything that,
if there’s any issues with... patients that we need to
discuss with them... and have a one-to-one with
each nurse to try and come up with a plan of how
we would, you know... overcome issues or indeed if
the anaesthetist said ‘no that’s fine I am happy with
that’, the nurses would then act on any instructions
from the anaesthetist. [...] they take on board what
the nurses are saying. They realise the nurses are
experienced in assessing patients and listen to the
nursing staff. Yeah. But equally the nurses don’t feel
intimidated about going to speak to an anaesthetist”.

• Communication with patients:
Caring and patient centeredness are essential
elements of the patient-nurse relationship in the
perioperative pathway [41]. The patient integrated
care pathway was designed from the very outset to be
patient-centred (Figure 4). Two important categories
of information collected by the nurses during the
patient interview include: (i) information on patients’
personal circumstances and a comprehensive section
dedicated to (ii) assessing activities of daily living.
The routine provision of verbal and/or written
information to patients during the POA interview is
also explicitly integrated in the patient pathway and
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Figure 4 Patient’s circumstances & activities of daily living ((Dumfries & Galloway Royal Infirmary - Feb . 2013)).

documented in the ICP. All patients are also provided
with a pre-assessment information leaflet prior to –
or during – their interview.
The standard patient interview duration slot was set
to an hour long by the nursing staff to ensure that
adequate time was available to collect relevant clinical
data but also to provide sufficient time to explain the
procedure and respond to questions raised by
patients in order to alleviate potential anxieties about
the surgery. Nurse 1 considered patient psychological
preparation for surgery as an integral part of
pre-assessment. This opinion was echoed by the
auxiliary nurses who felt that many of the patients
could initially be anxious about their operations.
However, the POA appointment provided some
reassurance and patients valued the opportunity to
ask questions and raise concerns during the visit.

• Nurse 1:“... they (nurses) need to then have a
chat... to the patient about anything, you know,
about the surgery. Any questions that the patient
may have. Particularly social issues, I think. People
sometimes think... don’t realise the implications...
they may be off work after surgery or... how they are
going to feel post-op? Sometimes they haven’t had
much of a chance em... sometimes they haven’t had
the chance to do that with the surgeon [...] from a
patient’s perspective you know... They want to... sit
down and have a chat with the nurse whereabouts
it’s relaxed and where they don’t feel intimidated
and, you know, the psychological preparation for
surgery is a huge part of the nurse’s job in here. And
it doesn’t matter if someone’s coming in for a very
minor op or major, you know, vascular surgery.
Sometimes their anxieties are just the same”.
• Aux. Nurse 2:“... They’re (the patients) given a
lot of information before they arrive [...] And we

get a lot of feedback from them, don’t they?
...saying ‘I am glad I came here’, because they’re not
as nervous about their operation when they know
all the details that are concerned. [...] all the time
they’re here, it should be explaining what’s being
done to them. Allaying any fears that they have and
doing the tests as quickly and efficiently as we
possibly can. [...] You’ve got to make it as smooth
and easy for the patients as you possibly can”.

A review of the literature also emphasised the
importance of nurse-patient communication to
effectively manage patients’ potential anxieties
around surgery and post-operative recovery [42].
Several studies have suggested positive associations
between patient preoperative education and
postoperative outcomes [43-46]. Patients value the
opportunity to be provided with personalised
information which provides some psychological
preparation and helps them cope with the experience
of the surgical procedure [47-50]. Rosen et al.
suggested that patients experiencing discomfort
following day-case surgery considered insufficient
information as one the potential factors affecting
their perceptions of post-operative recovery [51].

• Communication with primary care:
The nurses suggested that communication with GPs
was not always straightforward. It was not unusual for
them to have to follow-up previous correspondence
on treatment requests with phone-calls, even when
they had specifically requested explicit feed-back on
treatment progress so that patients could be cleared
for surgery. Occasionally, the GPs responded directly
to the surgical consultant and if the consultant then
did not relay that information back to the PAC, then
the patient could find themselves in an administrative
‘limbo’. They could not be cleared for surgery by the
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nurses until they had received confirmation of the
patient’s treatment. Surgery could then be
substantially delayed, not because of the patient’s
health status, but for the lack of adequate
communication and information sharing between the
various services involved. The nurse therefore
suggested that being able to communicate with GPs
in a more formal way, using direct electronic
communication would facilitate and speed-up their
processes.

Information management processes in the PAC
• Development of an electronic integrated care

pathway:
Prior to the opening of the PAC, the possibility of
purchasing a commercial information software for
managing the preoperative documentation was
investigated but no suitable product was identified at
the time. A decision was therefore made by the PAC
working group to initiate the development of an
in-house electronic system with the support of the
health-board NHS IT staff. A key motivation behind
the application development was to design a system
which would meet the information needs of the
various members of the MDT and establish paperless
processes within the PAC. Members of the POA
MDT worked closely with the IT team to develop the
system by providing specifications for clinical content
as well as functional and usability requirements. The
POA system specifications are continuously updated
by the PAC staff, which are then communicated to
the IT team and iteratively implemented.
Initially, some of the nurses were slightly
apprehensive of using a computer system during the
patient interview due to a lack of familiarity with
computers as well as concerns about the potential
impact on the patient’s experience and satisfaction
during the appointment. However, within a relatively
short time, the nurses were quite comfortable using
the system and the computer was not deemed
detrimental to the patients’ experiences. Additional
substantial benefits of the system include the
standardisation of processes and the production of
legible clinical documents which facilitated
information access and sharing across the MDT.

• Nurse 1: “[...] we work really closely with IT and
they... we inform what’s needed to go into the
pre-assessment database and they set it all up for
us. So it’s really good. Nurses, you know, who
aren’t used to working with computers... and six
months after we opened, the system was down to
get re... to get upgraded. Every one of the nurses

said: ‘please can we have the computers back!’. So...
They thought it would be quite difficult having a
relationship with the patient whilst typing rather
than talking to the patient. Actually: it is fine! It is
no different. Paper work is legible [...] but yes the
system is really good... very good”.

• Issues around integration of information
management systems:
Several electronic information systems co-exist in
parallel within the hospital but these are not
currently integrated:

- a patient management system is used to book
POA appointment and list patients for surgery
(TOPAS, The Open Patient Administration
System)
- a POA electronic information management
system (in-house web-based software
development)
- an electronic laboratory system is available to
access screening test results
- a surgical theatre management system.

The nurse suggested that it would be very useful to
have all the systems fully integrated. In her opinion,
this would eventually be implemented once a new
electronic patient record system was finally
introduced in the hospital [39]. Although the POA
documentation is essentially paper-less within the
PAC, the clinical documents ultimately need to be
printed out to be sent out to the surgical wards. One
concern was the size of the assessment
documentation once printed. Anaesthetist 1 was of
the opinion that if the POA document could be
summed up in a succinct summary of key findings,
this could considerably improve information-sharing
with the surgical wards as well as streamlining the
patients’ case-notes reviews by anaesthetists.

• Anaesthetist 1: “[...] I think one of the big issues
now is... because of the medico-legal... even if
you’re fit and well, you still have to answer lots and
lots of questions about... even though they’re all
things we know... about risks of pressure-sores, any
nutritional problems... so even though you know...
a 25 year old guy with no problems at all... This is
the kind of paperwork you know... this is for
everybody. This is for everyone that comes needs,
to have it done. A 20 year old man that... you know:
‘how are you going to get home?’... and we’re in
danger of drowning in paper work you know”.

These concerns will be in part addressed by the PAC
migrating to new information management systems (i.e.
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the TrakCare patient administration system and clinical
portal) supplied as part of the roll-out of the Scotland
eHealth programme [39]. These new systems will be able
to provide comprehensive access to the patients’ clinical
documents in a variety of electronic repositories.

Inpatient vs. day case elective BADS procedures in the NHS
Dumfries & Galloway health-board
The Dumfries & Galloway health-board patient popu-
lation was estimated to be approximately 150,828 as of
June 2012 [52]. The British Association of Day Surgery
(BADS) has developed a Directory of Procedures which
now includes over 200 recommended day and short stay
surgical procedures, coded and categorised by surgical
specialty [53].
Table 1 present the number and ratio of inpatient vs.

day case elective BADS procedures in the NHS Dumfries
& Galloway for the 5 financial years 2008/09 to 2012/13.
The figures were obtained from the Operations and Pro-
cedures - Hospital Care data set published in September
2013 by the Information Services Division, ISD Scotland,
the statistical services of NHS Scotland.
The procedure activity trend presented applies to

the whole health-board and not exclusively to DGRI.
However, DGRI is the main acute care hospital for the
region, and the PAC is the main preoperative clinic in the
health-board, with a second smaller service also provided
in Stranrear hospital. Thus, the figures present a useful
proxy measure of day-case procedures activity in the
health-board since the DGRI PAC opened in July 2008.

Interpretation & discussion
Using the 4 NPT constructs, we review and interpret the
findings of this study in turn:

Coherence
Coherence refers to the “sense-making” work undertaken
when a new health intervention is implemented: to deter-
mine whether users see it as differing from existing prac-
tice, have a shared view of its purpose, understand how it

will affect them personally and grasp its potential benefits
[54]. Coherence with regards new service implementation
include policy building or dissemination of information,
undertaken either locally or nationally.
The rationale for preoperative services redesign in

DGRI was well established due to the recurrent problems
associated with the traditional inpatient route without
pre-assessment, such as insufficient patient preparation or
late surgery cancellations. In addition, the PAC develop-
ment was supported by national health-policy initiatives
combined with a range of performance targets (HEAT tar-
gets for RTT and BADS surgery procedures). In 2006,
the Planned Care Improvement Programme (PCIP) aimed
to improve the flow of patients along their healthcare
pathways through sustainable clinical systems improve-
ment [20]. The PCIP set ‘active admission management’
as one of five key strategic priorities. This was a key driver
for the development and streamlining of PACs across
NHS Scotland. NHS Borders, Dumfries & Galloway,
Orkney, Shetland and Tayside developed new PACs while
NHS Greater Glasgow and Clyde, Highland, Lanarkshire,
Lothian, Tayside and Western Isles undertook to stream-
line and standardise pre-assessment procedures and
services [55].
Coherence within the PAC is high but is less so at

the interface with other services within the health-board.
The nurses felt that the service was patient-centred and
considered a thorough assessment and patient informa-
tion and education as central to POA. The anaesthetist
considered POA to be a filtering process: to detect early-
on potential problems in order to effectively manage
the planed admission route for surgery. This is a key
step to assess whether the patient can be admitted for
day-case surgery or 23-hours care. In that respect, the
anaesthetist perceived a lack of overall coherence for
assessment depending on the various hospital admis-
sion routes. Junior doctors were not routinely involved
or indeed present at the PAC during pre-assessment and
clerking of patients but were however involved in specific
patient admission routes (i.e. 23-hours care patients for
non-orthopaedic surgery and inpatients). The anaesthetist

Table 1 Elective BADS procedures, in-patient, outpatient and day-case activity for 2008/09 to 2012/13 in NHS Dumfries &
GallowayHealth-Board

Indicator 2008/09 2009/10 2010/11 2011/12 2012/13

Total elective BADS procedures 8,251 8,213 8,959 8,218 7,967

BADS procedures as inpatients 1,677 1,600 1,472 1,454 1,245

BADS procedures as day cases 5,936 6,236 5,586 5,257 5,023

BADS procedures as outpatients 638 377 1,901 1,507 1,699

Percentage BADS procedures 79.7% 80.5% 83.6% 82.3% 84.4%

[source Information Service Division, ISD, Operations and Procedures - Hospital Care, Sept. 2013. Available at: http://www.isdscotland.org/Health-Topics/Hospital-
Care/Operations-and-Procedures/. File: Annual_trends_in_BADS_procedures_hbt_Sep13.xls (last checked in March 2014)].

http://www.isdscotland.org/Health-Topics/Hospital-Care/Operations-and-Procedures/
http://www.isdscotland.org/Health-Topics/Hospital-Care/Operations-and-Procedures/
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considered that the various assessment pathways, depend-
ing on the type of patient admission, were confusing for
the POA staff. His opinion was that junior doctors did not
need to be involved at all during patients’ assessment and
that the involvement of nurses, supported by the weekly
anaesthetic clinics, was entirely sufficient for the effective
assessment of all patients.
In addition, the anaesthetist considered that the scope

to increase the number of day-surgery admissions as
DGRI remained substantial. He also suggested that some
patients who were deemed suitable for day-surgery or 23-
hours care at the PAC were still admitted through the
inpatient route by surgeons. This, in his view, was not jus-
tified by clinical reasons but possibly motivated by logistic
reasons, such as hospital bed-management policies. This
concern was also raised at several other PACs visited
during this study. The most likely explanation is that an
admission as a day-surgery patient does not guarantee a
bed assignment following surgery, which could then intro-
duce further delays in recovery theatres. Interestingly, this
potential drawback in day-case patient care management
has also recently been identified in a separate study of a
surgery admission unit [56].

Cognitive participation
Cognitive participation focuses upon the work under-
taken to engage with potential users and get them to “buy
into” a new intervention [54]. Clinical pathways redesign,
focused on patient assessment, improved communication
within the MDT, improved planning and management,
and patient participation have shown the potential to be
effective interventions in reducing the number of surgi-
cal cancellations [57,58]. However, it is also essential that
clinical staff understand the rationale for changes, and are
actively engaged in service redesign, as previous studies
have suggested that frequent reorganisation of services
can lead to ‘change fatigue’, staff disaffection and poor
morale [59,60].
The PAC development was steered by a multi-

disciplinary team, spanning a range of hospital
departments. The clinic design itself was nurse-led, with
considerable support from the anaesthetic department
and hospital management. The PAC integrated highly
experienced nursing staff from the hospital day-surgery
unit. From the outset, the hospital IT staff worked closely
with the PAC staff to develop an in-house electronic ICP
which met local needs and priorities. The opening of the
PAC using a computerised system substantially trans-
formed clinical practices in pre-assessment and following
a teething period of approximately a year, the nursing
staff were entirely satisfied with the running and work
practices at the clinic. Involvement of frontline clinical
staff in process-redesign across specialties and the use of
computer application to improve management of patient

and care planning has been shown to promote successful
surgical pathways redesign interventions [37,58].

Collective action
The emphasis of collective action involves the work per-
formed by individuals, groups of professionals or organi-
sations in operationalising a new intervention in practice
and socio-technical issues, such as how new systems affect
the everyday work of individuals, organizational struc-
tures and goals [54]. Clinical care pathways are often local
implementations of standardised regional and national
guidelines in response to contextualised priorities. A suc-
cessful clinical pathway implementation requires that all
the individuals involved in the setting up of the new ser-
vice have an opportunity to define their own roles in terms
of responsibilities and relationship to others, fostering
both a sense of participation and accountability [37].
The nursing staff were already highly experienced in

the care and management of day-case surgical patients
and received additional contextualised POA competency
training before joining the new PAC. Roles and respon-
sibilities are clearly defined and communication across
the members of the MDT appeared excellent, with nurses
feeling confident and able to communicate any concerns
to consultants during the weekly anaesthetist-led clinics.
This aspect of the PAC is essential as a previous review
has suggested that effective communication and informa-
tion sharing across the perioperative pathway is essential
for the delivery of safe outcomes for surgical patients [5].
At the organisation-wide level, the anaesthetist sug-

gested that a more standardised approach to data collec-
tion during the pre-assessment of patients across NHS
hospitals would bring much needed guidance and clar-
ity to the service and facilitate the work of the PAC. In
addition, a lot of the information collated at the PAC is
already available in primary care. Therefore, he further
suggested that there was some scope for improvement if,
for example, some of the pre-assessment tasks were car-
ried out in primary care. While some of the anaesthetist’s
concerns regarding information access could be in prin-
ciple addressed through improved integrated information
systems – the example of the PAC staff being granted
permission to access the ECS during the routine assess-
ment of patients being such an example – the matter of
clearer national guidance for POA can only be effectively
addressed through the development of national guidelines
or policy programmes.

Reflexivemonitoring
Reflexive monitoring deals with the evaluation and mon-
itoring of health interventions and how these are used to
influence utilisation in future [54].
There was no formal continuing professional develop-

ment and education system in place at the PAC and much
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of the knowledge transfer between staff took place in the
course of their duties. The weekly anaesthetist-led clinics
were perceived as an important forum for this. Although
the clinical staff would have liked to set some time aside
for regular continuing professional development sessions,
work-load pressures and the need to meet a range of
targets (particularly RTT) made this unlikely at a time
when the NHS is coming under considerable resource
constraints.
There was no formal assessment of the effectiveness

of the service in terms of impacts on cancellation rates
or perioperative complications. The PAC staff will only
receive informal feed-back from the surgical wards when
there is an unexpected late operating theatre (OT) can-
cellation. However, it is not currently possible for the
PAC staff to identify the reasons for late cancellations as
this information is not adequately coded in the OT infor-
mation management system. This prevents them from
distinguishing patients whose surgery is cancelled due to
an unpredictable medical event (e.g. infection not present
at the time of POA), due to hospital resources manage-
ment, or a genuine health-related issue which ought to
have been detected during the patient assessment and was
somehow missed.

• Anaesthetist 1: “[...] what I want to see now is... how
many patients are being cancelled on the day of
surgery? ...and so... what I get every week is a list of
patients, but unfortunately because of the software in
the theatre management... is very blunt. All it says is:
‘patient not fit’. ...and up to now we haven’t been able to
improve the system, so in other words: I get a list of
reasons, but they may not be fit because on the day of
surgery they may have a bad cold which is fair enough.
But what I want to know is: ‘are they cancelled because
they’ve had inadequate pre-operative assessment?"

The clinical staff hoped to see an improved perioper-
ative monitoring system being set up at the hospital in
the near future. They considered that this could con-
tribute to the improvement of POA by providing formal
feed-back on the PAC performance, such as monthly can-
cellation rates with a clear explanation associated with
each cancellation. They also suggested that the imminent
introduction of a new patient administration system and
improved coding in the surgical wards would allow for
such an auditing system to be developed in due course.

Conclusion
Interpreting our results through the lens of NPT is useful
in understanding the combination of factors which led
to the successful development of an integrated PAC in
the Dumfries & Galloway Royal Infirmary. An impor-
tant motivation for the development of the PAC was to

provide a more coherent pathway for patient assessment
for surgery across the hospital and health-board, to reduce
late surgical cancellations, increase the ratio of day-case
and outpatient surgery and improve the overall preopera-
tive assessment of patients. Service redesign was not only
considered a clinical priority by members of the anaes-
thetic department but also as an operational priority by
members of the hospital management, which is evidenced
by the resources and preparation which were allocated for
the design and development of the PAC. The PCIP pro-
vided both the strategic impetus and some resources to
improve the patient journey into secondary care. In addi-
tion, the British Association of Day Surgery procedures
and the Referral-To-Treatment HEAT targets meant that
all NHS boards were bound to operationalise improve-
ments to the patient surgical pathway as part of their
Local Delivery Plans in order to meet these targets. It
was thus the synergies of both local priorities – as exem-
plified by the agency of stakeholders on the ground –
with national strategic priorities which have enabled the
successful deployment and normalisation of innovative
clinical and information management processes in the
DGRI PAC. The development of a new electronic infor-
mation management system was integral to the design of
the new PAC. The system was developed collaboratively
by the POA staff and the health-board IT team, result-
ing in a highly contextualised operationalisation of clinical
and information management processes in the PAC. The
POA staff have reported process-related benefits as the
result of having an integrated PAC and electronic informa-
tion system and ISD BADS procedures figures also show
an increase in the ratio of day-case procedures performed
in the health-board since the opening of the PAC.
The main limitation of our study is that we were not

able to collect data on pre-assessment or surgical delays,
cancellations or outcomes. Hence, the impact of the PAC
on clinical outcomes is unclear. Therefore, a substantial –
yet unfulfilled – potential benefit in embedding the use
of information technology in routine use within preoper-
ative clinics would be to improve the overall reporting of
surgical outcomes.

Abbreviations
ASA: American society of anesthesiologists (grade); BADS: British association of
day surgery; DGRI: Dumfries & Galloway royal infirmary; ECS: Emergency care
summary; GP: General practitioner; HEAT: Health, Efficiency, Access and
Treatment (targets); ICP: Integrated Care Pathway; ICT/IT: Information &
Communication technology; ISD Scotland: Information services division, the
statistical services of NHS Scotland; MDT: Multi-disciplinary team; MRSA:
Methicillin-resistant staphylococcus aureus; NCEPOD: National Confidential
Enquiry into Patient Outcome and Death; NICE: National institute for clinical
excellence; NHS Scotland: National health service for Scotland; NPT:
Normalisation process theory; OT: Operating theatre; PAC: Pre-operative
assessment clinic; POA: Pre-operative assessment; RTT: Referral-to-treatment
(18 weeks target), TOPAS: The open patient administration system.

Competing interests
The authors declare that there are no conflicts of interest.



Bouamrane and Mair BMCMedical Informatics and DecisionMaking 2014, 14:22 Page 14 of 15
http://www.biomedcentral.com/1472-6947/14/22

Authors’ contributions
M-MB and FSM conceptualized the project. M-MB conducted all visits on the
site and conducted the semi-structured interviews, data collection and
analysis, performed the literature and internet searches and drafted the
original submission of this manuscript. FSM critically reviewed and revised
subsequent versions of the manuscript. Both authors read and approved the
final manuscript.

Acknowledgements
This research was funded through a Postdoctoral Training Fellowship (M-M.B:
PDF/09/09, Feb. 2010 - Jan. 2013) from the Chief Scientist Office of the Scottish
Government Health and Social Care Directorates.

Author details
1Institute of Applied Health Sciences, University of Aberdeen, Scotland, UK.
2College of Medical, Veterinary and Life Sciences, Institute of Health &
Well-Being, University of Glasgow, Scotland, UK.

Received: 14 August 2013 Accepted: 7 March 2014
Published: 25 March 2014

References
1. NHS Modernisation Agency: 10 High Impact Changes for Service

Improvement and Delivery: a Guide for NHS Leaders. Department of Health
Publications, 2004. http://www.nursingleadership.org.uk/publications/
HIC.pdf. (last checked in March 2014).

2. Findlay G Goodwin, A, Protopapa K, Smith N, Mason M: Knowing the
risk: A review of the peri-operative care of surgical patients, A
report by the National Confidential Enquiry into patient outcome
and death 2011. http://www.ncepod.org.uk/2011report2/downloads/
POC_fullreport.pdf. (last checked in March 2014).

3. NHS Modernisation Agency: National good practice guidance on
pre-operative assessment for day surgery. Operating Theatre &
Pre-operative Assessment Programme Report 2002. RG0023.webarchive.
nationalarchives.gov.uk/*/http://institute.nhs.uk. (last checked in
March 2014).

4. NHS Modernisation Agency: National good practice guidance on
pre-operative assessment for in patient surgery. Operating Theatre &
Pre-operative Assessment Programme Report 2003. RG0024.webarchive.
nationalarchives.gov.uk/*/http://institute.nhs.uk. (last checked in
March 2014).

5. Braaf S, Manias E, Riley R: The role of documents and documentation
in communication failure across the perioperative pathway.
A literature review. Int J Nurs Stud 2011, 48(8):1024–1038.

6. Bouamrane MM, Mair F:Managing complexity in pre-operative
informationmanagement systems. In Proceedings of Managing
Interoperability and Complexity in Health Systems, MIXHS’11, 20th ACM
Conference on Information and Knowledge Management, CIKM 2011
Glasgow, United Kingdom, 2011. New York, NY, USA: ACM; 2011:3–10.

7. Solca M: Evidence-based preoperative evaluation. Best Practice &
Research Clinical Anaesthesiology 2006, 20(2):231–236.

8. Mitchell M: Literature review: Home recovery following day surgery.
Ambulatory Surg J 2013, 19(1):13–27.

9. Ferschl M, Tung A, Sweitzer BJ, Huo D, Glick D: Preoperative clinic visits
reduce operating room cancellations and delays. Anesthesiology
2005, 103(4):855–859.

10. Correll D, Bader A, Hull M, Hsu C, Tsen L, Hepner D: Value of
preoperative clinic visits in identifying issues with potential impact
on operating room efficiency. Anesthesiol 2006, 105(6):1254–1259.

11. Harnett M, Correll D, Hurwitz S, Bader A, Hepner D: Improving efficiency
and patient satisfaction in a tertiary teaching hospital preoperative
clinic. Anesthesiol 2010, 112(1):66–72.

12. Pearson A, Richardson M, Cairns M: ’Best practice’ in day surgery units:
a review of the evidence. J Ambulatory Surg 2004, 11:49–54.

13. Sweitzer BJ: Preoperative screening, evaluation, and optimization of
the patient’s medical status before outpatient surgery. Curr Opinion
Anaesthesiol 2008, 21(6):711–718.

14. Bouamrane MM, Mair F: A study of Information Management in the
Patient Surgical Pathway in NHS Scotland. In Studies in Health
Technology and Informatics. MEDINFO 2013. Proceedings of the 14thWorld
Congress on Medical and Health Informatics, Medinfo 2013, Volume 192.
Copenhagen, Denmark: IOS Press; 2013:557–561.

15. Bouamrane MM, Mair F: A study of general practitioners’ perspectives
on electronic medical records systems in NHSScotland. BMCMedical
Informatics and Decision Making 2013, 13(58). http://www.biomedcentral.
com/1472-6947/13/58/citation.

16. Bouamrane MM, Mair F: A qualitative evaluation of general
practitioners’ views on protocol-driven eReferral in Scotland. BMC
Medical Informatics and DecisionMaking 2014. in press.

17. May C, Gask L, Atkinson T, Ellis N, Mair F, Esmail A: Resisting and
promoting new technologies in clinical practice: the case of
telepsychiatry. Social Science &Medicine 2001, 52(12):
1889–1901.

18. Finch T, Mair F, May C: Teledermatology in the United Kingdom:
lessons in service innovation. British J Dermatol 2007, 156:521–527.

19. Mair F, Hiscock J, Beaton S: Understanding factors that inhibit or
promote the utilisation of telecare in chronic lung disease. Chronic
Illness 2008, 4(2):110–117.

20. Scottish Executive, Edinburgh: The Planned Care Improvement
Programme. 2006, available at http://www.scotland.gov.uk/Resource/
Doc/197953/0052905.pdf (last checked in March 2014).

21. Kaplan B, Maxwell J:Qualitative research methods for evaluating
computer information systems. In Evaluating the Organizational Impact
of Healthcare Information Systems. Health Informatics. Edited by Anderson
J, Aydin C. New York: Springer; 2005:30–55.

22. Pope C, Ziebland S, Mays N: Analysing Qualitative Data. In Qualitative
Research in Health Care. Edited by Pope C, Mays N.: Blackwell Publishing
Ltd; 2007:63-81.

23. Audit Scotland: Themap to success: Using process mapping to
improve performance. 2000. http://www.audit-scotland.gov.uk/docs/
local/2000/nr_010201_process_mapping.pdf. (last checked in
March 2014).

24. NHS Modernisation Agency: Process mapping, analysis and redesign,
Improvement Leaders’ Guide, 42p. 2005. webarchive.nationalarchives.
gov.uk/*/http://institute.nhs.uk. (last checked in March 2014).

25. Bouamrane MM, McGee-Lennon M, Brewster S, Mair F: Using
process-mapping to design integrated health information
management systems. In Computer-Based Medical Systems (CBMS) 2011,
24th International Symposium on. Washington, DC, USA: IEEE Computer
Society; 2011:1–6.

26. Damschroder L, Aron D, Keith R, Kirsh S, Alexander J, Lowery J: Fostering
implementation of health services research findings into practice:
a consolidated framework for advancing implementation science.
Implementation Sci 2009, 4(1):50.

27. May C: Towards a general theory of implementation. Implementation
Science 2013, 8(1):18.

28. Cresswell K, Sheikh A: Organizational issues in the implementation
and adoption of health information technology innovations: An
interpretative review. Int J Med Inf 2013, 82(5):e73–e86.

29. May C, Mair F, Finch T, MacFarlane A, Dowrick C, Treweek S, Rapley T,
Ballini L, Ong BN, Rogers A, Murray E, Elwyn G, Légaré F, Gunn J, Montori
VM: Development of a theory of implementation and integration:
normalization process theory. Implementation Sci 2009,
4(29):9.

30. May C, Finch T: Implementing, embedding, and integrating practices:
an outline of normalization process theory. Sociology 2009,
43:535–554.

31. Bouamrane MM, Osbourne J, Mair F: Understanding the
implementation and integration of remote tele-health services; an
overview of normalization process theory. In Pervasive Computing
Technologies for Healthcare (PervasiveHealth) 2011, 5th International,
Conference on. DC, USA: IEEE Computer Society, Washington;
2011:300–307.

32. NHS Scotland national waiting time guarantee – 18Weeks Referral to
Treatment (RTT) Standard. http://www.18weeks.scot.nhs.uk/. (last checked
in March 2014).

33. Audit Scotland: Day surgery in Scotland – reviewing progress. 2008.
http://www.audit-scotland.gov.uk/docs/health/2008/nr_080904_day_
surgery.pdf. (last checked in March 2014).

34. NHS Scotland Performance and BusinessManagement: HEAT Targets
due for delivery in 2010/11, Summary of Performance. 2012. http://
www.scotland.gov.uk/Resource/0039/00396886.pdf. (last checked in
March 2014).

35. Gilmartin J, Wright K: Day surgery: patients felt abandoned during the
preoperative wait. J Clin Nurs 2008, 17(18):2418–2425.

http://www.nursingleadership.org.uk/publications/HIC.pdf
http://www.nursingleadership.org.uk/publications/HIC.pdf
http://www.ncepod.org.uk/2011report2/downloads/POC_fullreport.pdf
http://www.ncepod.org.uk/2011report2/downloads/POC_fullreport.pdf
RG0023.webarchive.nationalarchives.gov.uk/*/http://institute.nhs.uk
RG0023.webarchive.nationalarchives.gov.uk/*/http://institute.nhs.uk
RG0024.webarchive.nationalarchives.gov.uk/*/http://institute.nhs.uk
RG0024.webarchive.nationalarchives.gov.uk/*/http://institute.nhs.uk
http://www.biomedcentral.com/1472-6947/13/58/citation
http://www.biomedcentral.com/1472-6947/13/58/citation
http://www.scotland.gov.uk/Resource/Doc/197953/0052905.pdf
http://www.scotland.gov.uk/Resource/Doc/197953/0052905.pdf
http://www.audit-scotland.gov.uk/docs/local/2000/nr_010201_process_mapping.pdf
http://www.audit-scotland.gov.uk/docs/local/2000/nr_010201_process_mapping.pdf
webarchive.nationalarchives.gov.uk/*/http://institute.nhs.uk
webarchive.nationalarchives.gov.uk/*/http://institute.nhs.uk
http://www.18weeks.scot.nhs.uk/
http://www.audit-scotland.gov.uk/docs/health/2008/nr_080904_day_surgery.pdf
http://www.audit-scotland.gov.uk/docs/health/2008/nr_080904_day_surgery.pdf
http://www.scotland.gov.uk/Resource/0039/00396886.pdf
http://www.scotland.gov.uk/Resource/0039/00396886.pdf


Bouamrane and Mair BMCMedical Informatics andDecision Making 2014, 14:22 Page 15 of 15
http://www.biomedcentral.com/1472-6947/14/22

36. May C, Finch T, Mair F, Ballini L, Dowrick C, Eccles M, Gask L, MacFarlane A,
Murray E, Rapley T, Rogers A, Treweek S, Wallace P, Anderson G, Burns J,
Heaven B: Understanding the implementation of complex
interventions in health care: the Normalization Process Model. BMC
Health Services Res 2007, 7(148):7.

37. Evans-Lacko S, Jarrett M, McCrone P, Thornicroft G: Facilitators and
barriers to implementing clinical care pathways. BMC Health Services
Res 2010, 10(1):182.

38. Verma R, Alladi R, Jackson I, Johnston I, Kumar C, Page R, Smith I, Stocker
M, Tickner C, Williams S, Young R: Day case and short stay surgery: 2.
Anaesthesia 2011, 66(5):417–434.

39. Bouamrane MM, Mair F: An overview of electronic health systems
development and integration in Scotland. In Proceedings of Managing
Interoperability and Complexity in Health Systems, MIXHS’11, 20th ACM
Conference on Information and Knowledge Management, CIKM 2011.
Glasgow, United Kingdom: ACM; 2011:59–62.

40. NICE–Preop. Tests: The use of routine preoperative tests for elective
surgery, National Institute for Health and Clinical Excellence
guidelines on preoperative tests. 2003:117.

41. Rudolfsson G, von Post I, Eriksson K: The expression of caring within
the perioperative dialogue: A hermeneutic study. Int J Nurs Studies
2007, 44(6):905–915.

42. Mitchell M: Patients’ perceptions of day surgery: A literature review.
Ambulatory Surg 1999, 7(2):65–73.

43. Devine EC, Cook TD: Clinical and cost-saving effects of
psychoeducational interventions with surgical patients:
A meta-analysis. Res Nurs & Health 1986, 9(2):89–105.

44. Shuldham C: A review of the impact of pre-operative education on
recovery from surgery. Int J Nurs Studies 1999, 36(2):171–177.

45. Johansson K, Salanterä S, Heikkinen K, Kuusisto A, Virtanen H, Leino-Kilpi
H: Surgical patient education: assessing the interventions and
exploring the outcomes from experimental and quasiexperimental
studies from 1990 to 2003. Clin Effectiveness in Nurs 2004, 8(2):81–92.

46. Ronco M, Iona L, Fabbro C, Bulfone G, Palese A: Patient education
outcomes in surgery: a systematic review from 2004 to 2010. Int J
Evidence-Based Healthcare 2012, 10(4):309–323.

47. Schoessler M: Perceptions of pre-operative education in patients
admitted the morning of surgery. Patient Education and Counseling
1989, 14(2):127–136.

48. Malkin KF: Patients’ perceptions of a pre-admission clinic. J Nurs
Management 2000, 8(2):107–113.

49. Suhonen R, Leino-Kilpi H: Adult surgical patients and the information
provided to them by nurses: A literature review. Patient Education and
Counseling 2006, 61(1):5–15.

50. Gilmartin J, Wright K: The nurse’s role in day surgery: a literature
review. Int Nurs Rev 2007, 54(2):183–190.

51. Rosen H, Bergh I, Lundman B, Martensson L: Patients’ experiences and
perceived causes of persisting discomfort following day surgery.
BMC Nurs 2010, 9(1):16.

52. Scottish Public Health Observatory (ScotPHO), Population estimates by NHS
Board. http://www.scotpho.org.uk/population-dynamics/population-
estimates-and-projections/data/nhs-board-population-estimates.

53. Skues M: BADS Directory of Procedures 4th Edition. British Assoc of Day
Surg 2012. http://bookshop.blackwell.co.uk/jsp/id/BADS_Directory_of_
Procedures/9781908427182.

54. Mair FS, May C, O’Donnell C, Finch T, Sullivand F, Murray E: Factors that
promote or inhibit the implementation of e-health systems: an
explanatory systematic review. BullWorld Health Organ 2012,
90:357–364.

55. Health Delivery DirectorateImprovementandSupportTeam, The Scottish
Government, Edinburgh: The Planned Care Improvement Programme
– Improvement Stories. 2008. http://www.scotland.gov.uk/Resource/
Doc/217066/0058177.pdf. (last checked in March 2014).

56. Ortiga B, Capdevila C, Salazar A, Viso M, Bartolome C, Corbella X:
Effectiveness of a Surgery Admission Unit for patients undergoing
major elective surgery in a tertiary university hospital. BMC Health
Services Research 2010, 10(1):23.

57. Knox M, Myers E, Wilson I, Hurley M: The impact of pre-operative
assessment clinics on elective surgical case cancellations. The
Surgeon 2009, 7(2):76–78.

58. Hovlid E, Bukve O, Haug K, Aslaksen A, von Plessen C: A new pathway for
elective surgery to reduce cancellation rates. BMC Health Services Res
2012, 12(1):154.

59. Nordang K, Hall-Lord ML, Farup P: Burnout in health-care professionals
during reorganizations and downsizing. A cohort study in nurses.
BMC Nurs 2010, 9(1):8.

60. Verhaeghe R, Vlerick P, Gemmel P, Maele GV, Backer GD: Impact of
recurrent changes in the work environment on nurses’
psychological well-being and sickness absence. J Adv Nurs 2006,
56(6):646–656.

doi:10.1186/1472-6947-14-22
Cite this article as: Bouamrane andMair: A study of clinical and information
management processes in the surgical pre-assessment clinic. BMC Medical
Informatics and DecisionMaking 2014 14:22.

Submit your next manuscript to BioMed Central
and take full advantage of: 

• Convenient online submission

• Thorough peer review

• No space constraints or color figure charges

• Immediate publication on acceptance

• Inclusion in PubMed, CAS, Scopus and Google Scholar

• Research which is freely available for redistribution

Submit your manuscript at 
www.biomedcentral.com/submit

http://www.scotpho.org.uk/population-dynamics/population-estimates-and-projections/data/nhs-board-population-estimates
http://www.scotpho.org.uk/population-dynamics/population-estimates-and-projections/data/nhs-board-population-estimates
http://bookshop.blackwell.co.uk/jsp/id/BADS_Directory_of_Procedures/9781908427182
http://bookshop.blackwell.co.uk/jsp/id/BADS_Directory_of_Procedures/9781908427182
http://www.scotland.gov.uk/Resource/Doc/217066/0058177.pdf
http://www.scotland.gov.uk/Resource/Doc/217066/0058177.pdf

	Abstract
	Background
	Methods
	Results
	Conclusion
	Keywords

	Background
	Methods
	Data collection
	Data analysis

	Results
	Rationale for the development of a pre-operative assessment clinic
	PAC service model
	Training, roles and responsibilities in the PAC
	Competency training in surgical preoperative assessment
	Roles and responsibilities within the POA multi-disciplinary team
	Role of the auxiliary nurse.
	Role of the POA nurse.
	Role of the Anaesthetist.


	The DGRI preoperative care integrated pathway
	The patient preoperative interview
	Onward referrals from the PAC
	Communication within and outwith the PAC
	Information management processes in the PAC
	Inpatient vs. day case elective BADS procedures in the NHS Dumfries & Galloway health-board

	Interpretation & discussion
	Coherence
	Cognitive participation
	Collective action
	Reflexive monitoring
	Conclusion

	Abbreviations
	Competing interests
	Authors' contributions
	Acknowledgements
	Author details
	References


<<
  /ASCII85EncodePages false
  /AllowTransparency false
  /AutoPositionEPSFiles true
  /AutoRotatePages /PageByPage
  /Binding /Left
  /CalGrayProfile (Dot Gain 20%)
  /CalRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CalCMYKProfile (U.S. Web Coated \050SWOP\051 v2)
  /sRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CannotEmbedFontPolicy /Error
  /CompatibilityLevel 1.4
  /CompressObjects /Tags
  /CompressPages true
  /ConvertImagesToIndexed true
  /PassThroughJPEGImages true
  /CreateJobTicket false
  /DefaultRenderingIntent /Default
  /DetectBlends true
  /DetectCurves 0.1000
  /ColorConversionStrategy /LeaveColorUnchanged
  /DoThumbnails true
  /EmbedAllFonts true
  /EmbedOpenType false
  /ParseICCProfilesInComments true
  /EmbedJobOptions true
  /DSCReportingLevel 0
  /EmitDSCWarnings false
  /EndPage -1
  /ImageMemory 1048576
  /LockDistillerParams true
  /MaxSubsetPct 100
  /Optimize true
  /OPM 1
  /ParseDSCComments true
  /ParseDSCCommentsForDocInfo true
  /PreserveCopyPage true
  /PreserveDICMYKValues true
  /PreserveEPSInfo true
  /PreserveFlatness true
  /PreserveHalftoneInfo false
  /PreserveOPIComments false
  /PreserveOverprintSettings true
  /StartPage 1
  /SubsetFonts true
  /TransferFunctionInfo /Apply
  /UCRandBGInfo /Preserve
  /UsePrologue false
  /ColorSettingsFile ()
  /AlwaysEmbed [ true
  ]
  /NeverEmbed [ true
  ]
  /AntiAliasColorImages false
  /CropColorImages true
  /ColorImageMinResolution 300
  /ColorImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleColorImages true
  /ColorImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /ColorImageResolution 300
  /ColorImageDepth -1
  /ColorImageMinDownsampleDepth 1
  /ColorImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeColorImages true
  /ColorImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterColorImages true
  /ColorImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /ColorACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /ColorImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasGrayImages false
  /CropGrayImages true
  /GrayImageMinResolution 300
  /GrayImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleGrayImages true
  /GrayImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /GrayImageResolution 300
  /GrayImageDepth -1
  /GrayImageMinDownsampleDepth 2
  /GrayImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeGrayImages true
  /GrayImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterGrayImages true
  /GrayImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /GrayACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /GrayImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasMonoImages false
  /CropMonoImages true
  /MonoImageMinResolution 1200
  /MonoImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleMonoImages true
  /MonoImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /MonoImageResolution 1200
  /MonoImageDepth -1
  /MonoImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeMonoImages true
  /MonoImageFilter /CCITTFaxEncode
  /MonoImageDict <<
    /K -1
  >>
  /AllowPSXObjects false
  /CheckCompliance [
    /None
  ]
  /PDFX1aCheck false
  /PDFX3Check false
  /PDFXCompliantPDFOnly false
  /PDFXNoTrimBoxError true
  /PDFXTrimBoxToMediaBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXSetBleedBoxToMediaBox true
  /PDFXBleedBoxToTrimBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXOutputIntentProfile (None)
  /PDFXOutputConditionIdentifier ()
  /PDFXOutputCondition ()
  /PDFXRegistryName ()
  /PDFXTrapped /False

  /CreateJDFFile false
  /Description <<

    /BGR <>
    /CHS <FEFF4f7f75288fd94e9b8bbe5b9a521b5efa7684002000500044004600206587686353ef901a8fc7684c976262535370673a548c002000700072006f006f00660065007200208fdb884c9ad88d2891cf62535370300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c676562535f00521b5efa768400200050004400460020658768633002>
    /CHT <FEFF4f7f752890194e9b8a2d7f6e5efa7acb7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065874ef653ef5728684c9762537088686a5f548c002000700072006f006f00660065007200204e0a73725f979ad854c18cea7684521753706548679c300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c4f86958b555f5df25efa7acb76840020005000440046002065874ef63002>
    /CZE <>
    /DAN <>
    /DEU <>
    /ESP <>
    /ETI <>
    /FRA <>
    /GRE <>

    /HRV <>
    /HUN <>
    /ITA <>
    /JPN <>
    /KOR <FEFFc7740020c124c815c7440020c0acc6a9d558c5ec0020b370c2a4d06cd0d10020d504b9b0d1300020bc0f0020ad50c815ae30c5d0c11c0020ace0d488c9c8b85c0020c778c1c4d560002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020bb38c11cb97c0020c791c131d569b2c8b2e4002e0020c774b807ac8c0020c791c131b41c00200050004400460020bb38c11cb2940020004100630072006f0062006100740020bc0f002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e00300020c774c0c1c5d0c11c0020c5f40020c2180020c788c2b5b2c8b2e4002e>
    /LTH <>
    /LVI <>
    /NLD (Gebruik deze instellingen om Adobe PDF-documenten te maken voor kwaliteitsafdrukken op desktopprinters en proofers. De gemaakte PDF-documenten kunnen worden geopend met Acrobat en Adobe Reader 5.0 en hoger.)
    /NOR <>
    /POL <>
    /PTB <>
    /RUM <>
    /RUS <>
    /SKY <>
    /SLV <>
    /SUO <>
    /SVE <>
    /TUR <>
    /UKR <>
    /ENU (Use these settings to create Adobe PDF documents for quality printing on desktop printers and proofers.  Created PDF documents can be opened with Acrobat and Adobe Reader 5.0 and later.)
  >>
  /Namespace [
    (Adobe)
    (Common)
    (1.0)
  ]
  /OtherNamespaces [
    <<
      /AsReaderSpreads false
      /CropImagesToFrames true
      /ErrorControl /WarnAndContinue
      /FlattenerIgnoreSpreadOverrides false
      /IncludeGuidesGrids false
      /IncludeNonPrinting false
      /IncludeSlug false
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (InDesign)
        (4.0)
      ]
      /OmitPlacedBitmaps false
      /OmitPlacedEPS false
      /OmitPlacedPDF false
      /SimulateOverprint /Legacy
    >>
    <<
      /AddBleedMarks false
      /AddColorBars false
      /AddCropMarks false
      /AddPageInfo false
      /AddRegMarks false
      /ConvertColors /NoConversion
      /DestinationProfileName ()
      /DestinationProfileSelector /NA
      /Downsample16BitImages true
      /FlattenerPreset <<
        /PresetSelector /MediumResolution
      >>
      /FormElements false
      /GenerateStructure true
      /IncludeBookmarks false
      /IncludeHyperlinks false
      /IncludeInteractive false
      /IncludeLayers false
      /IncludeProfiles true
      /MultimediaHandling /UseObjectSettings
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (CreativeSuite)
        (2.0)
      ]
      /PDFXOutputIntentProfileSelector /NA
      /PreserveEditing true
      /UntaggedCMYKHandling /LeaveUntagged
      /UntaggedRGBHandling /LeaveUntagged
      /UseDocumentBleed false
    >>
  ]
>> setdistillerparams
<<
  /HWResolution [2400 2400]
  /PageSize [595.440 793.440]
>> setpagedevice


