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ABSTRACT

Objectives: to evaluate, with users, the responsiveness of the embracement with risk classification in an
emergency care unit and to analyze the association between socio-demographic and care variables with the
evaluation of responsiveness.

Method: quantitative, correlational study approach, developed in an emergency care unit in Santa Catarina
(Brazil) with 459 users. A validated questionnaire was applied, with 25 questions, evaluated by Likert scale and
organized in the domains: dignity, communication, agility, social support and facilities. The data were organized
and processed with the Epi Info software and OpenEpi, using descriptive statistics and chi-square test.
Results: the domains that stood out with good responsiveness were dignity (97.8%), communication (93.9%)
and facilities (91.1%). Agility obtained the lowest percentage (56.6%). The overall mean of good responsiveness
of the user embracement with Risk Classification was 82.1%. There was a significant statistical difference in
the characteristics of users’ profile (gender, age, marital status and schooling) and the number of times the
user was attended in the service with good responsiveness.

Conclusion: the user embracement with risk classification presented good responsiveness; however, there is
a need for improvements, especially related to the agility of care. The evaluation of responsiveness by users
is associated with socio-demographic and care variables.

DESCRIPTORS: Health services research. Emergency medical services. Nursing. Emergency nursing.
User embracement. Triage. Quality of health care. Patient satisfaction
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RESPONSIVIDADE DO ACOLHIMENTO COM CLASIFICAGAO DE RISCO:
AVALIAGAO DOS USUARIOS EM UNIDADE DE PRONTO ATENDIMENTO

RESUMO

Objetivos: avaliar, com os usuarios, a responsividade do acolhimento com classificagdo de risco em uma
unidade de pronto atendimento e analisar a associagao entre as variaveis sociodemograficas e de atendimento
com a avaliagao da responsividade.

Método: estudo de abordagem quantitativa, correlacional, desenvolvido em uma unidade de pronto
atendimento de Santa Catarina (Brasil) com 459 usuarios. Aplicado questionario validado, com 25 questdes
avaliadas por escala Likert e organizadas nos dominios: dignidade, comunicagéo, agilidade, suporte social e
instalagoes. Os dados foram organizados e processados com o software Epi Info e o OpenEpi, sendo aplicada
estatistica descritiva e teste qui-quadrado.

Resultados: os dominios que se destacaram com boa responsividade foram dignidade (97,8%), comunicagao
(93,9%) e instalagbes (91,1%). A agilidade obteve o menor percentual (56,6%). A média geral de boa
responsividade do acolhimento com Classificagéo de Risco foi 82,1%. Houve diferenca estatistica significativa
das caracteristicas de perfil dos usuarios (sexo, idade, estado civil e escolaridade) e do numero de vezes que
o usuario foi atendido no servigo com a boa responsividade.

Conclusao: o acolhimento com classificacdo de risco apresentou boa responsividade, entretanto, ha
necessidade de melhorias, especialmente relacionadas a agilidade do atendimento. A avaliagdo da
responsividade pelos usuarios esta associada as variaveis sociodemograficas e de atendimento.

DESCRITORES: Pesquisa sobre servicos de saude. Servicos médicos de emergéncia. Enfermagem.
Enfermagem em emergéncia. Acolhimento. Triagem. Qualidade da assisténcia a saude. Satisfagao do
paciente.

CAPACIDAD DE RESPUSTA DEL ACOGIMIENTO CON CLASIFICACION DE
RIESGO: EVALUACION DE LOS USUARIOS EN UNIDAD DE ATENCION DE
URGENCIAS

RESUMEN

Objetivos: evaluar, con los usuarios, la capacidad de respuesta del acogimiento con clasificacién de riesgo
en una unidad de atencién de urgencias y analizar la asociacién entre las variables sociodemograficas y de
atencion, a través de una evaluacion de la capacidad de la respuesta.

Método: estudio de abordaje cuantitativo, correlacional, desarrollado en una unidad de atencién de urgencias
de Santa Catarina (Brasil) con 459 pacientes. Se llevé cabo por medio de un cuestionario validado con 25
preguntas, evaluadas por la escala Likert y organizadas en los siguientes dominios: dignidad, comunicacion,
agilidad, soporte social e instalaciones. Se organizaron y procesaron los datos con el Software Epi Info y
OpenEpi, siendo aplicadas la estadistica descriptiva y el test chi-cuadrado.

Resultados: los dominios que se destacaron con buena capacidad de respuesta fueron: dignidad (97,8%),
comunicacion (93,9%) e instalaciones (91,1%). La agilidad obtuvo un porcentaje menor (56,6%). La media
general de buena capacidad de respuesta del acogimiento con Clasificacién de Riesgo fue de 82,1%. Hubo
diferencias estadisticas significativas en las caracteristicas de perfil de los pacientes (sexo, edad, estado civil
y estudios) y de la cantidad de veces en que el paciente se atendié con una buena capacidad de respuesta.
Conclusién: el acogimiento con clasificaciéon de riesgo presenté una buena capacidad de respuesta; sin
embargo, hace falta mejorar, en especial en lo relacionado a la agilidad de la atenciéon. La evaluacion de la
capacidad de la respuesta por los usuarios se asocia a las variables sociodemograficas y de atencién.

DESCRIPTORES: Investigacion en servicios de salud. Servicios médicos de urgencia. Enfermeria.
Enfermeria de urgencia. Acogimiento. Triaje. Calidad de la atencion de salud. Satisfaccion del paciente.
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INTRODUCTION

The evaluation of services by users has become popular in Europe and the United States from
1980, in general through surveys.' Regarding to the evaluation studies of health services, these have
gained greater focus in Latin America in recent years, and further research is needed to evaluate the
services to know the work process and their functioning, understanding their needs under the gaze of
the different subjects involved,? including users. In this sense, the responsiveness of health services
is one of the evaluation approaches that should be investigated.

Responsiveness, defined by the World Health Organization (WHO) as non-medical aspects
of care, is one of the intrinsic objectives of health systems since the beginning of the XXI century,**
when efforts have been implemented to measure it and to verify the factors that affect it.* According
to the WHO, responsiveness refers to how well the population’s legitimate expectations are being
met, understanding these as elements that are not directly linked to the individual's health status,
but which affect their relationship with services and professionals, such as respect for care and the
greater agility of this, with the shortest waiting time.!

Thus, the concept of responsiveness comprises two main aspects: respect for people — ethical
dimension that permeates the interaction of people with the health system; and the orientation for the
client — related to user satisfaction with components not directly related to health care. The first aspect
includes the elements of dignity, confidentiality, autonomy and communication, while the second one
constitutes the agility in the care, social support, facilities and choice of care provider.®

In the international context, several studies are published on the responsiveness of health
services in different contexts and scenarios.>*® but in low- and middle-income countries, many of
these, in development, little attention has been granted to the theme, and it is necessary to evaluate
their health systems in terms of responsiveness.®

In Brazil, studies'’-'° on responsiveness are rare. And in national and international publications,
no research was identified aimed at evaluating the responsiveness of emergency and urgency health
services, since the proposal launched by the WHO in 2000, fact which justifies the realization of this
study in the scenario of attention to emergency care in the country, more specifically in the Emergency
Care Unit (ECU), as this is a still recent scenario of care for the person in acute health condition, and
which constitutes the Emergency Care Network (ECN).

Considering the responsiveness a way of measuring the quality of care, as well as the
humanization of health care," it is considered coherent to use the responsiveness approach as a
paradigm of evaluation of the Embracement with Risk Classification (EWRC) by ECU users. Proposed
in 2003 by the National Humanization Policy (NHP), EWRC is an attention strategy to the population
implanted in the entrance doors of the Brazilian Health system, which aims to humanize health care
through qualified listening.?

Thus, the National Emergency Care Policy (NECP) foresees that users receive emergency
and emergency services through the EWRC, which includes the classification of risk and adequate
and necessary intervention to the different diseases, being one of the requirements of the attention
services of ECN." It is noteworthy that the EWRC differs from the screening, because it is characterized
by an inclusive action that does not exhaust at the stage of the user’s reception, but must occur in all
places and moments of care in the health service, ceasing to be an isolated act to be, in this broader
perspective, a device to drive internal, external and multidisciplinary networks, committed to the
responses to the needs of users of emergency services.'

Given the above, and considering the need for quantitative user assessment surveys on EWRC,
as well as the knowledge gap on the assessment of emergency services from a user perspective,®
in particular in the ECU, this study had as objectives to evaluate, with users, the responsiveness of
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the embracement with risk classification in an emergency care unit and to analyze the association
between socio-demographic and care variables with the evaluation of responsiveness.

In addition to expanding the production of knowledge about the theme, there is the expectation
that this research may contribute to the improvement of the health care of the population in the ECU,
as well as stimulate the development of new researches on the subject.

METHOD

Study of a quantitative, correlational approach, developed in an ECU in Santa Catarina (Brazil).
It was adopted as criteria for the unit choice the minimum working time of two years, due to the
consolidated experience of implementation of the EWRC, and the ECU’s qualification, by Ministerial
Ordinance.

The sample of users was calculated considering the number of visits performed in the ECU,
in the period of one year (February 1, 2014 to January 31, 2015), which corresponded to 80,016
services. It was adopted the confidence interval (Cl) of 95%, estimation accuracy of 50 + 5% and
sample loss of 20%. To calculate the sample size, the SEstatNet® 1999-2013 was used. Thus, the
sample consisted of 459 users attended by the EWRC.

For the selection of the participants, a non-probabilistic sampling, of the type for convenience,
was chosen. The inclusion criteria were users aged = 18 years, admitted to the ECU and who received
care: by the reception team, by the nurse, in the risk classification, by the physician in the consultation,
and also by the nursing technical team, in the drug administration. Users who presented difficulty in
communicating and/or incoherence in the information when answering about the socio-demographic
characterization were excluded.

The data were obtained from June 30, 2015 to August 10, 2016, by the researcher, three
undergraduate students (scholarship holders of Scientific Initiation Institutional Scholarship Program
- PIBIC) and a doctorate student in the nursing area, trained by researcher and accompanied by
her during the first collections performed. Data were collected through a questionnaire that deals
with EWRC responsiveness, elaborated from existing models'®-'” and validated in three stages (first
evaluation by judges and second and third semantic evaluation with users of the ECU)."®

The questionnaire used consisted of two parts: user identification, and data on the assessment
of EWRC responsiveness. The user identification variables were date of birth, age, sex, race/color,
marital status, schooling degree, origin, and “Are you being served by the user embracement with
Risk Classification (EWRC) for the first time?” The evaluation of the EWRC'’s responsiveness was
composed of 25 questions organized in five domains: dignity (five question - 1 to 5); communication
(five questions - 6 to 10); agility (four questions - 11 to 14); social support (two questions - 15 and
16); and facilities (nine questions - 17 to 25).

The domains were defined as: dignity - patient guarantee of being well received and treated
with respect and consideration in the health service; communication - ensuring adequate signage on
the sectors both through staff and information boards; channels for users’ Ombudsman and the facility
to get information about documentation, procedures, exams, among others; agility - ensuring rapid
emergency care and short waiting time for consultations and treatment;® social support - ensuring
user access to their social support network (family and friends) during the care provided by the health
service;' and, facilities - guarantee a clean and comfortable care place for patients.® These domains
are classified in two dimensions: respect for people (dignity and communication) and guidance for
the client (agility, social support and facilities)."®

Based on the evaluation of the responsiveness proposed by the WHO,'” each question was
assessed using a Likert scale, with one of the values being standardized in the form of an ordinal scale:
never (1 point); rarely (2 points); almost always (3 points); and, always (4 points). The domains of
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communication and facilities admitted the measures: very bad (1 point); bad (2 points); good (3 points);
and, very good (4 points). For the domains of dignity, social support and facilities, the measure was
also opportunistic: not applicable (5 points) indicated when the user could not evaluate the question
for lack of observation.

Thus, considering the number of questions in the domains, the minimum and maximum score
possible for each domain ranged from: 5 to 20 points for the domains of dignity and communication; 4
to 16 points for the agility domain; 2 to 8 points for social support; And, 9 to 36 points for the facilities
domain. The overall score of the questionnaire could range from 25 to 100 points being the higher
the value, the greater the EWRC responsiveness.

Data collection with users, through interviews, occurred on all workdays and shifts (morning/
afternoon/night). After medical care, the user already with the prescription of the medication, was
informed about the study and then invited to participate in the same signing the term of Free and
Clarified Consent (TCLE), and answering the questionnaire of characterization of participants and
responsiveness evaluation. The data were collected while the users received the medication(s) or at
the end of this(s), in the medication room, observation or in the corridor near the offices, where they
awaited medical reassessment. All participants received guidance on the study and signed the TCLE.

The organization and processing of data occurred in the Epi Info Software version 3.5.2,
using descriptive statistics (absolute and relative frequencies, mean, median and standard deviation).
Data processing was also based on the analysis proposal presented in the WHO Responsiveness
Assessment study,? also adopted by other researchers.*':2'-2¢ Thus, the answers of the questions
and their respective domains were dichotomized in “weak responsiveness” (poor responsiveness) and
“good responsiveness” (good responsiveness), the latter being defined as the percentage of users
who responded: almost always (3 points) and always (4 points); or, good (3 points) and very good (4
points). It was adopted in the study that the “poor responsiveness” corresponds to the percentage
of users who attributed the answers: never (1 point) and rarely (2 points); or, very bad (1 point) and
bad (2 points). The answer “does not apply” (5 points) was not considered in the calculations, since
the users who opted for it did not express their opinion about responsiveness.

In each domain, the average percentage of the respective questions represents the
responsiveness of the same. To obtain this average were added the percentages of good and poor
responsiveness corresponding to the domain questions, and the result was divided by the number
of questions of this. Thus, the best and the worst performances of good and weak responsiveness
were obtained between the domains.

In order to verify the relationship between good and poor responsiveness to variables of the
socio-demographic profile, gender (male and female), age group (< 60 and = 60 years), schooling (<
12 years of study and higher education level), marital status (with and without partner) and number
of care in the ECU (first attendance and more) was used the Chi-square test (x2), being adopted
p< 0.05 as a significant value. For the analysis, the software Epi Info™ and the OpenEpi electronic
version 3.01 were used.

RESULTS

Were interviewed 459 users, of whom the majority were women (n=272, 59.3%), with less
than 12 years of schooling (n=403, 87.8%) and from the municipality of Biguagu (n=361, 78.6%).
The users were predominantly married or in a stable union, that is, with a partner (n=231; 50.3%),
and aged below 60 years (n=362; 78.9%), with a median age of 41 years (SD=17.5). The majority
reported that it was not the first care in the ECU (n=376; 81.9%).

Regarding the evaluation of EWRC'’s responsiveness, in the Dignity domain the “always” response
(4 points) was attributed by the great majority of users to all their issues, highlighting the “Privacy in
the physical examination by the nurse” with the highest percentage of users (96.1%) (Table 1).
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Table 1 - Users’ assessment of Dignity, Agility and Social Support
domains. Florianopolis, SC, Brazil, 2016. (n=459).

) almost does not
c never rarely always
ks always apply
g Domains
£ n (%) n (%) n (%) n (%) n (%)
[a)
Dignity
Treated with respect by the nurse
%— in EWRC* 2(0.4) 7(1.5) 23 (5.0) 427 (93.0) -
9 Treated with respect by other
[} -
& professionals 2(0.4) 12(2.6) 58 (12.6) 387 (84.3)
[3) .
o You had the opportunity to speak )
8 freely about their problem 4(0.9) 16.(3.5) 29(6.3) 410 (89.3)
Qo
n Privacy in physical examination )
& by nurses 1(0.2) 15(3.3) 441(96.1) 2(0.4)
Privacy on physical examination )
by physician 7(1.5) 29 (6.3) 420(91.5) 3(0.7)
Agility
Adequate waiting time for EWRC
_ with the nurse 68 (14.8) 78(17.0) 111 (24.2) 202 (44.0) -
2 Informed about the waiting time 392 (854) 13 (2.8) 17 (3.7) 37 (8.1) -
© e . .
£ ﬁ‘:rzq“ate waiting time for medical 440 518y 113 (24.6) 97 (21.1) 149 (32.5) ;
9 Adequate waiting time to receive 13 (2.8) 20 (4.4) 83(18.1) 343 (74.7) )
°E’ the medicine ' ' ' '
-g Social Support
3 You had the opportunity of

a companion 24(52) 24(52) 19(4.1) 127 (27.7) 265 (57.7)

You had opportunity of support

by frionds/family 8(1.7) 10(22) 8(1.7)  28(6.1) 405(88.2)

* EWRC: Embracement with risk classification.

Regarding the Agility domain, the answer “never” (1 point) obtained the highest percentage
(85.4%), attributed when asked if the user was “Informed about the waiting time”. In the Social Support
domain, the answer “did not apply” (5 points) was the option of the majority of users (57.7% and
88.2%), indicating that they did not need Social Support (Table 1).

It is worth noting that, although the domains Dignity and Communication constitute the same
dimension (respect for people), the findings of the first are presented in Table 1, and those of the
second, in Table 2, given the fact that have a distinct response pattern. In Table 1 the possibilities of
response are never, rarely, almost always, always and does not apply, while in Table 2: very bad, bad,
good, very good and does not apply. For the same reason, the results referring to the Agility domain
were presented in Table 1 and those referring to Social Support and Facilities, in Table 2.

In the Communication domain, the response “very good” (4 points) predominated, represented
by the highest percentage (60.1%) of users, regarding to “Location and rooms identification”. Regarding
the Facilities domain, the answer “good” (3 points) was highlighted, attributed by 56.4% and 51.2%
of the users, related to “Comfort of the waiting room” and “Comfort of the nursing care room”,
respectively. It is worth noting that the cleanliness and comfort of the room for the collection of exams
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Table 2 - Users’ evaluation in relation to Communication and Facilities
domains. Florianopolis, SC, Brazil, 2016. (n=459).

[72]
_5 very bad bad good very good dc::)splr;’ ot
[72] .
S Domains
g n (%) n (%) n (%) n (%) n (%)
o Communication
_8' Nurse’s communication 3(0.7) 8 (1.7) 231 (50.3) 217 (47.3) -
g  Other professionals’ communication 4 (0.9) 22 (4.8) 206 (44.9) 227 (49.5) -
£  Clearand easy to understand 11(24) 21(46) 168 (36.6) 259 (56.4) i
T information
@ . . T
o Location and identification of the 2 (0.4) 20 (44) 161 (35.1) 276 (60.1) i
& rooms
To get information 17 (3.7) 31(6.8) 146 (31.8) 265 (57.7) -
Facilities
c  Waiting room cleaning 5(1.1) 40 (8.7) 219 (47.7) 143 (31.2) 52 (11.3)
-..% Waiting room comfort 21 (4.6) 71 (15.5) 259 (56.4) 99 (21.6) 9 (2.0)
"s' Rest room cleaning 18 (3.9) 35(7.6) 126 (27.5) 121(26.4) 159 (34.6)
'g Nursing Care room Cleaning 1(0.2) 5(1.1) 164 (35.7) 186 (40.5) 103 (22.4)
5 Nursing Care room Comfort 4(0.9) 12 (2.6) 235(51.2) 168 (36.6) 40 (8.7)
§ Doctor’s Care room Cleaning 3(0.7) 5(1.1) 163 (35.5) 221 (48.1) 67 (14.6)
2 Doctor’s Care room Comfort 5(1.1) 12(2.6) 195(42.5) 213 (46.4) 34 (7.4)
© Exam collection room cleaning 1(0.2) 11 (2.4) 63 (13.7) 78(17.0) 306 (66.7)
Exam collection room comfort 2(0.4) 16 (3.5) 64 (13.9) 76 (16.6) 301 (65.6)

were evaluated by most users (66.7% and 65.6%) as “not applicable” (5 points), in general because
they had not collected exams in the ECU (Table 2).

The “Privacy in the physical examination by the nurse” of the Dignity domain obtained the
highest percentage of responsiveness (99.8%), while the lowest percentage (11.8%) was identified
when asked if the user was “Informed about the waiting time” in the Agility domain (Table 3).

The best and worst performance of EWRC responsiveness was attributed to Dignity (97.8%)
and Agility (56.6%), respectively. All domains presented an average of good responsiveness above
50%, that is, most users assessed that EWRC in the ECU has a good responsiveness (overall
mean=82.1%) (Table 3).

When analyzing the domains of responsiveness, according to socio-demographic and attendance
variables in the ECU, statistically significant differences were identified between the variables: gender
and the Dignity (0.0120), Communication (0.00001), Agility (0.0115) and Facilities (0.0001) domains;
Age group and the Communication (0.0000001), Agility (< 0.0000001) and Installations (< 0.0000001)
domains; marital status and the domains Dignity (0.0301) and Agility (0.018); education level and the
Communication (0.0111) and Facilities (0.0237) domains; and number of times the patient was treated
in the ECU (first time or not) and the Agility in the care (0.0001) and Facilities (0.0223) domains. No
variable presented statistical significance with the Social Support domain (Table 4).
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Table 3 - Responsiveness of User embracement with Risk Classification
according to the domains Dignity, Communication, Agility, Social Support

and Facilities. Florianopolis, SC, Brazil, 2016. (n=459).

g Responsiveness
% Domains Poor Good
£ n (%) n (%)
Dignity 51 (2.2)t 2239 (97.8)t
Treated with respect by the nurse in EWRC * 9(2.0) 450 (98.0)
Treated with respect by other professionals 14 (3.0) 445 (97.0)
% t\:]c;l;rhpigéreemopportumty to speak freely about 20 (4.4) 439 (95.6)
8 Privacy in physical examination by nurses 1(0.2) 456 (99.8)
.§ Privacy on physical examination by physician 7 (1.5) 449 (98.5)
§ Communication 139 (6.1)t 2156 (93.9)t
§ Nurse’s communication 11 (2.4) 448 (97.6)
X  Other professionals’ communication 26 (5.7) 433 (94.3)
Clear and easy to understand information 32 (7.0) 427 (93.0)
Location and identification of the rooms 22 (4.8) 437 (95.2)
To get information 48 (10.5) 411 (89.5)
Agility 797 (43.4)t 1039 (56.6)1
ﬁj;c;uate waiting time for EWRC * with the 146 (31.8) 313 (68.2)
Informed about the waiting time 405 (88.2) 54 (11.8)
Adequate waiting time for medical care 213 (46.4) 246 (53.6)
Adequate waiting time to receive the medicine 33 (7.2) 426 (92.8)
< Social Support 66 (29.0)t 182 (71.0)1
-% You had the opportunity of a companion 48 (24.7) 146 (75.3)
é ;;or::"r;ad opportunity of support by friends/ 18 (33.3) 36 (66.7)
g Facilities 267 (8.9)t 2793 (91.1)t
g Waiting room cleaning 45 (11.1) 362 (88.9)
"g' Waiting room comfort 92 (20.4) 358 (79.6)
©  Rest room cleaning 53 (17.7) 247 (82.3)
Nursing Care room Cleaning 6 (1.7) 350 (98.3)
Nursing Care room Comfort 16 (3.8) 403 (96.2)
Doctor’s Care room Cleaning 8 (2.0) 384 (98.0)
Doctor’s Care room Comfort 17 (4.0) 408 (96.0)
Exam collection room cleaning 12 (7.8) 141 (92.2)
Exam collection room comfort 18 (11.4) 140 (88.6)

Overall responsiveness (average)

1320 (17.9)t

8409 (82.1)t

* EWRC: Embracement with risk classification; T Average percentage relative to the domain.
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DISCUSSION

The results show that users’ evaluation of domains related to respect for people, which includes
being treated with dignity and having good communication with the professionals in the EWRC, was
more positive than for the domains related to customer orientation, which refer to the agility of care,
social support received during care and service facilities. These results indicate ethical qualification
and humanization in the care of users, which is consistent with the proposal of the NHP EWRC."?
The care taken with technical and relational competence by the professionals in meeting the needs
of the user can guarantee quality and effectiveness in the assistance provided.?

The data of the present study evidenced the need for improvements in the service infrastructure,
such as a more welcoming environment (cleanliness and comfort), but, above all, the orientation to the
user about waiting times for medical care, since this aspect had the most negative evaluation in the
research. The increase in the number of professionals can also expedite service, reducing waiting time.

In this regard, ECU professionals who perform EWRC need to inform the user about the risk
classification process and the waiting time according to their clinical condition, which contributes to
the satisfaction of the user and his / her family,?® making them feel less anxious and safer." This
information constitutes the guideline of the Ministry of Health related to EWRC, which determines
that in the emergency services the probable waiting time is informed to the user without immediate
risk and to their relatives.'

As the waiting time does not depend solely on the user’s classification, but also the number
of professionals working in the service, this makes the attendance slow, especially when emergency
situations arise, in which there is a greater concentration of the team? to the detriment of the other
cases.

The EWRC responsiveness in the ECU evidenced similarities and differences with other
researches in different contexts. Unlike international studies,*?'-22 the domains were evaluated with
good responsiveness by the majority of users, however, they indicated the need for improvements,
such as adjustments in the furniture to provide comfort to users and companions.

In this research, dignity and communication occupied the first two positions in the ranking of
performances of responsiveness, a result that little differs from that identified in Iranian studies, in
which the second best performance was assigned to one of these domains.*?2-2% In Nigeria, the result
revealed greater divergence, since dignity and communication represented the third and fourth best
performances.?’

In Brazil, studies developed in the Family Health Strategy (FHS)® and in an outpatient referral
unit of the SUS, ' revealed also that the domains of dignity and communication are among the three
best rated by users. In the Fundacdo Oswaldo Cruz care units, the findings on dignity were negative,
with privacy being the aspect of responsiveness that indicated the greatest failure in services.’

In Iran, it was attributed more negative performance to the domain facilities,* diverging from
the data found in the present study. Furthermore, in Nigeria and South Africa, agility was considered
one of the priority areas of intervention to improve health service responsiveness, due to its poor
performance in the evaluation studies.®2®

At the national level, research on responsiveness in the FHS revealed among the poorly
evaluated domains by the users, the agility in the care and the facilities.? In a similar context, the
evaluation in relation to the facilities was negative, as they were inadequate and little resolutive to the
desires and expectations of the population.® In the Fundagdo Oswaldo Cruz units, the waiting time for
the service (agility domain) and the cleaning (domain facilities) also had negative assessments. The
delay in being served motivated a complaint among the users, who consider waiting for a time longer
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than the tolerable one for the attendance." In a referral outpatient unit of the north and northeast regions
of the country, the rapid attendance obtained the most negative result in the evaluation of the users.°

A Despite the good responsiveness of the agility domain, identified in the present study, the worst
performance attributed to it shows that it should receive special attention in the search for improvement
of responsiveness in the ECU, which may require adjustments in reference and counter-reference
system, because the waiting time can be decreased depending on the flow of users looking for the
service. Another research indicates that the search for immediate attention, not characterized as an
urgent demand, together with the lack of material, the physical structure characteristics of the Units
and human resources, jeopardizes the agility of the attendance at the ECU.?° In this sense, the EWRC
would have an important contribution in guiding the users in relation to the levels of attention of the
health system and, consequently, directing them to the service most appropriate for their condition.?

The findings referring to the social support domain also deserve reflection, since its performance
may be related to the restrictions of the ECU, which formally permits companion only to people with
disabilities, elderly and minors. Another factor that negatively influences the performance of this
domain is the user’s lack of opportunity to receive, during his service, the support of friends and/or
family members, especially in relation to food, since, according to NECP, as it is a service where the
user must stay for a limited time (24 hours), does not provide diet. Regarding the study that involved
the EWRC care corroborates that users should have their basic needs attended and the right to a
companion in situations of prolonged waiting for care.*®

Although the results reflect the reality of an ECU in Santa Catarina, they resemble those of
other studies developed in Brazil® or in other countries,®?228 in which dignity and agility are evaluated
domains among the best and the worst, respectively.

In the evaluation of the responsiveness of a health system, it is important to know the systematic
differences between the different subgroups of the population. It is considered important to know,
for example, whether or not responsiveness is perceived differently among women, the elderly (60
years and over), lower income people, and individuals with lower levels of education (up to 12 years)
in relation to other.*

In this sense, the results of the association between the users ‘ socio-demographic profile and
the evaluation of the responsiveness of the ECU are in line with international studies,®3" but there are
also divergences.*?%32 In Nigeria, an association between sex and the domains of dignity and agility
was identified, with the positive evaluation being more significant among men than among women,
a result also evidenced in Canada regarding agility.3! The level of schooling revealed an association
with the facilities, which were better evaluated by users with higher education than by those with
lower educational levels.®

Contrary to the results of the present investigation, in China, the elderly evaluated more
negatively the facilities of health services when compared to young users.*? In South Africa, among
outpatient users, no association between gender and age was identified for responsiveness,?® as well
as for mental health services in Iran.*

It is noteworthy that the responsiveness studies developed in Brazil'’-® did not evaluate the
association relationship between socio-demographic variables and responsiveness results, which
makes it difficult to compare the findings of the present study in the scope national.

In general, ECU users evaluated EWRC with good responsiveness. It is important to emphasize
that, in the case of a public service, feelings of gratitude may arise due to the public offer of the
service, as well as the courtesy norms, which are social obligations to show respect for authority
(health professionals and the researcher), or by understanding that criticism may be an inconvenient
comment, resulting in a positive pattern of response to the evaluation.??
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Also, interpersonal relationships between the user and the different professionals who provide
care: from the receptionist to the physician,** may interfere in the users’ evaluations about the service.
Thus, it is considered in this study the possibility of gratitude bias, predicted in research®'°% performed
in public services and where there is affinity established by the user with the health professionals.

Another important aspect is the fear of losing the right to care, so the evaluation with users
should consider the choice of the moment and the place of the interview, because they can interfere
with the type of response given.3 In order to avoid this kind of bias in the present research, whenever
possible, users were not interviewed in the presence of ECU health professionals, and it was often
necessary to interrupt the interview when they entered the site.

On the evaluation of responsiveness in public and private health services in Nigeria, a study
comparing the results between the two types of services showed statistically significant differences
between them in the evaluation of each domain of responsiveness, being only the communication
domain best evaluated in the service public than private.® In South Africa, in general, responsiveness
was higher in private services when compared to that identified in public health units.?®

Methodological biases proper to the evaluation of health services should be considered when
the study is based only on the subjectivity of the users. However, the use of instruments for evaluating
responsiveness may reduce part of the subjectivity of the evaluation of the quality of services,* care
considered in this investigation when using an instrument designed for this purpose and validated,
as to the content, by experts in the methodology and theme approached.

As a limitation of this research, it is pointed out that data collection was performed only on
working days, and the sampling was non-probabilistic, which would allow the inclusion of atypical
subjects to the population. However, it is noteworthy that the representative sample allows the
generalization of data for other contexts and assigns relevance to the study.

It is believed that this research contributes to give political visibility to users, actors traditionally
little considered in the discussion of public policies in the country. Moreover, the research expands
the production of knowledge about responsiveness, an important aspect in the evaluation of health
and nursing services, as well as about the EWRC.

CONCLUSION

The users of the ECU evaluated the service with good responsiveness. The domains with the
best performance of responsiveness were dignity, communication and facilities, respectively, while
agility presented the worst performance, followed by the social support domain.

The good responsiveness of the EWRC in the ECU had more expressive results among the
male participants, with 60 years old or more, who have companions (married and in a stable union),
college education level and who are being attended in the unit by the first time.

As suggestions for future studies, it is important to develop similar researches in ECUs from
different contexts of the country, in order to evaluate the implantation of this pre-hospital component, of
the National Emergency Care Policy, under the perspective of responsiveness. Comparative studies on
responsiveness in public and private health services in Brazil may also contribute to the advancement
of knowledge in this theme. Also, it is considered relevant that the investigations carried out in Brazil
seek to identify the association between the subgroups of users and the responsiveness attributed
by them in the evaluation of the health services, since the results can contribute to the planning of
the actions of improvements.

Texto & Contexto Enfermagem 2019, v. 28: e20170480 12/16

7 ISSN 1980-265X DOI http://dx.doi.org/10.1590/1980-265X-TCE-2017-0480 .



REFERENCES

1.

10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

4

Hollanda E, Siqueira SAV, Andrade GRB, Molinaro A, Vaitsman J. User satisfaction and
responsiveness in the healthcare services at Fundagdo Oswaldo Cruz. Cienc Saude Coletiva
[Internet]. 2012 [cited 2017 Jun 14];17(12):3343-52. Available from: https://dx.doi.org/10.1590/
S1413-81232012001200019

Klein DP, Silva DMGV, Canever BP, Gomes DC. Bibliometric analysis about the evaluation of
health services. Rev enferm UFPE on line [Internet]. 2015 [cited 2017 Jun 14];9(Supl. 3):7609-
14. Available from: https://dx.doi.org/10.5205/reuol.7049-61452-1-ED.0903supl201514

Gromulska L, Supranowicz P, Wysocki MJ. Responsiveness to the hospital patient needs in
Poland. Rocz Panstw Zakl Hig [Internet]. 2014 [cited 2017 Jun 14];65(2):155-64. Available from:
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/25272583

Forouzan S, Padyab M, Sebastian MS. Measuring the mental health-care system
responsiveness:results of an outpatient survey in Tehran. Front Public Health [Internet]. 2016
[cited 2017 Jun 13];3:285. Available from: https://dx.doi.org/10.3389/fpubh.2015.00285

Andrade GRB, Vaitsman J, Farias LO. Methodology for developing a health service responsiveness
index (SRI). Cad Saude Publica [Internet]. 2010 [cited 2017 Jun 28];26(3):523-34. Available from:
https://dx.doi.org/10.1590/S0102-311X2010000300010

Mohammed S, Bermejo JL, Dong H. Assessing responsiveness of health care services within a
health insurance scheme in Nigeria:users’ perspectives. BMC Health Serv Res [Internet]. 2013
[cited 2017 Jun 14];13:502. Available from: https://dx.doi.org/10.1186/1472-6963-13-502

Rodrigues AVD, Vituri DW, Haddad MCL, Vannuchi MTO, Oliveira WT. Nursing care responsiveness
from the client's view. Rev Esc Enferm USP [Internet]. 2012 [cited 2017 Jun 14];46(6):1446-52.
Available from: https://dx.doi.org/10.1590/S0080-62342012000600023

Shimizu HE, Dutra EB, Trindade JS, Mesquita MS, Ramos MC. Index of Responsiveness of the
Urban Family Health Strategy in Urban Areas. Acta Paul Enferm [Internet]. 2016 [cited 2017 Jun
14];29(3):332-9. Available from: https://dx.doi.org/10.1590/1982-0194201600046

Mishima S M, Campos AC, Matumoto S, Fortuna CM. Client satisfaction from the perspective
of responsiveness:strategy for analysis of universal systems? Rev Latino-Am Enfermagem
[Internet]. 2016 [cited 2017 Jun 14];24:€2673. Available from: https://dx.doi.org/10.1590/1518-
8345.1089.2674

Melo DS, Martins RD, Jesus RPFS, Samico IC, Santo ACGE. Assessment of the responsiveness
of a public health service from the perspective of older adults. Rev Saude Publica [Internet]. 2017
[cited 2017 Jul 1];51:62. Available from: https://dx.doi.org/10.1590/s1518-8787.2017051006854

Lima TJV, Arcieri RM, Garbin CAS, Moimaz SAS, Saliba O. Humanization in primary health
care from the viewpoint of elderly. Saude Soc [Internet]. 2014 [cited 2017 Jun 14];23(1):265-76.
Available from: https://dx.doi.org/10.1590/S0104-12902014000100021

Ministério da Saude (BR). Secretaria de Atengao a Saude. Politica Nacional de Humanizacao
da Atencao e Gestao do SUS. Acolhimento e classificacdo de risco nos servigos de urgéncia.
Brasilia (DF):Ministério da Saude;2009.

Ministério da Saude (BR). Portaria n. 1.600, de 07 de Julho de 2011. Reformula a Politica
Nacional de Atengao as Urgéncias e institui a Rede de Atencao as Urgéncias no Sistema Unico
de Saude (SUS). Brasilia (DF):Ministério da Saude;2011.

Oliveira JLC, Gatti AP, Barreto MS, Bellucci Junior JA, Goes HLF, Matsuda LM. User embracement
with risk classification:perceptions of the service users of an emergency care unit. Texto Contexto
Enferm [Internet]. 2017 [cited 2017 Jun 18];26(1):e0960014. Avalilable from: https://dx.doi.
org/10.1590/0104-07072017000960014

Texto & Contexto Enfermagem 2019, v. 28: e20170480 13/16

ISSN 1980-265X DOI http://dx.doi.org/10.1590/1980-265X-TCE-2017-0480 .


https://dx.doi.org/10.1590/S1413-81232012001200019
https://dx.doi.org/10.1590/S1413-81232012001200019
https://dx.doi.org/10.5205/reuol.7049-61452-1-ED.0903supl201514
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/25272583
https://dx.doi.org/10.3389/fpubh.2015.00285
https://dx.doi.org/10.1590/S0102-311X2010000300010
https://dx.doi.org/10.1186/1472-6963-13-502
https://dx.doi.org/10.1590/S0080-62342012000600023
https://dx.doi.org/10.1590/1982-0194201600046
https://dx.doi.org/10.1590/1518-8345.1089.2674
https://dx.doi.org/10.1590/1518-8345.1089.2674
https://dx.doi.org/10.1590/s1518-8787.2017051006854
https://dx.doi.org/10.1590/S0104-12902014000100021
https://dx.doi.org/10.1590/0104-07072017000960014
https://dx.doi.org/10.1590/0104-07072017000960014

15.

16.

17.

18.

19.

20.

21.

22.

23.

24.

25.

26.

27.

28.

4

Morais AS, Melleiro MM. The quality of nursing care at an emergency unit:the patient’s perception.
Rev Eletr Enf [Internet]. 2013 [cited 2017 Jun 14];15(1):112-20. Available from: https://dx.doi.
org/10.5216/ree.v15i1.15243

Gongalves LC. Acolhimento com classificagcao de risco em servigos de urgéncia e emergéncia
de uma capital do nordeste [dissertagao]. Teresina (Pl):Universidade Federal do Piaui, Programa
de Po6s-Graduacado em Enfermagem;2012.

Silva A, Valentine N. Measuring responsiveness:results of a key informants survey in 35 countries.
Geneva (SWI):World Health Organization;2000. (GPE Discussion Paper Series: 21) [cited 2017
Jun 14]. Available from: http://www.who.int/healthinfo/paper21.pdf

Hermida PMV. Avaliagdo de uma unidade de pronto atendimento quanto ao acolhimento com
classificagao de risco [tese]. Floriandpolis (SC):Universidade Federal de Santa Catarina, Programa
de Pés-Graduagao em Enfermagem;2016.

World Health Organization. The world health report 2000:health systems:improving performance.
Geneva (SWI):Word Health Organization;2000 [cited 2017 Jun 18]. Available from: http://www.
who.int/whr/2000/en/whr00_en.pdf?ua=1

World Health Organization. The health systems responsiveness analytical guidelines for surveys
in the multi-country survey study. [place unknown]:Word Health Organization;2005 [cited 2017
Jun 18]. Available from: http://www.who.int/responsiveness/papers/MCSS_Analytical_Guidelines.
pdf?ua=1

Mosallam RA, Aly MM, Moharram AM. Responsiveness of the health insurance and private
systems in Alexandria, Egypt. J Egypt Public Health Assoc [Internet]. 2013 [cited 2017 Jun
14];88(1):46-51. Available from: https://dx.doi.org/10.1097/01.epx.0000427042.54093.c4

Karami-Tanha F, Moradi-Lakeh M, Fallah-Abadi H, Nojomi M. Health system responsiveness for
care of patients with heart failure:evidence form a university hospital. Arch Iran Med [Internet]. 2014
[cited 2017 Jun 14];17(11):736-40. Available from: https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/25365611

Mohammadi A, Koorosh K. Responsiveness in the healthcare settings:a survey of inpatients.
Int J Hosp Res [Internet]. 2014 [cited 2017 Jun 14];3(3):123-32. Available from: http://ijhr.iums.
ac.ir/article_7706.html

Sajjadi F, Moradi-Lakeh M, Azizi F. Health system responsiveness for outpatient care in people
with diabetes Mellitus in Tehran. Med J Islam Repub Iran [Internet]. 2015 [cited 2017 Jun
14];29(1):1136-49. Available from: https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC4764286/

Silva P, Paiva L, Faria VB, Ohl RIB, Chavaglia SRR. Triage in an adult emergency service:patient
satisfaction. Rev Esc Enferm USP [Internet]. 2016 [cited 2017 Jul 1];50(3):427-32. Available
from: https://dx.doi.org/10.1590/S0080-623420160000400008

Oliveira KKD, Amorim KKPS, Fernandes APNL, Monteiro Al. Impact of the implementation of
patient engagement with risk classification for professional work of one urgent care unit. Rev
Min Enferm [Internet]. 2013 [cited 2017 Jun 14];17(1):148-56. Available from: https://www.dx.doi.
0rg/10.5935/1415-2762.20130013

Ughasoro MD, Okanya OC, Uzochukwu B, Onwujekwe OE. An exploratory study of patients’
perceptions of responsiveness of tertiary health-care services in Southeast Nigeria:a hospital-
based cross-sectional study. Niger J Clin Pract [Internet]. 2017 [cited 2017 Jun 25];20(3):267-73.
Available from: https://doi.org/10.4103/1119-3077.183255

Peltzer K, Phaswana-Mafuya N. Patient experiences and health system responsiveness among
older adults in South Africa. Glob Health Action [Internet]. 2012 [cited 2017 Jun 14];5:18545.
Available from: https://dx.doi.org/10.3402/gha.v5i0.18545

Texto & Contexto Enfermagem 2019, v. 28: e20170480 14/16

ISSN 1980-265X DOI http://dx.doi.org/10.1590/1980-265X-TCE-2017-0480 .


https://dx.doi.org/10.5216/ree.v15i1.15243
https://dx.doi.org/10.5216/ree.v15i1.15243
http://www.who.int/healthinfo/paper21.pdf
http://www.who.int/whr/2000/en/whr00_en.pdf?ua=1
http://www.who.int/whr/2000/en/whr00_en.pdf?ua=1
http://www.who.int/responsiveness/papers/MCSS_Analytical_Guidelines.pdf?ua=1
http://www.who.int/responsiveness/papers/MCSS_Analytical_Guidelines.pdf?ua=1
https://dx.doi.org10.1097/01.epx.0000427042.54093.c4
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/25365611
http://ijhr.iums.ac.ir/article_7706.html
http://ijhr.iums.ac.ir/article_7706.html
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC4764286/
https://dx.doi.org/10.1590/S0080-623420160000400008
https://www.dx.doi.org/10.5935/1415-2762.20130013
https://www.dx.doi.org/10.5935/1415-2762.20130013
https://doi.org/10.4103/1119-3077.183255
https://dx.doi.org/10.3402/gha.v5i0.18545

29.

30.

31.

32.

33.

34.
35.

4

Oliveira SN, Ramos BJ, Piazza M, Prado ML, Reibnitz KS, Souza AC. Emergency care units
(UPA) 24h:the nurses’ perception. Texto Contexto Enferm [Internet]. 2015 [cited 2017 Jun
14];24(1):238-44. Available from: https://dx.doi.org/10.1590/0104-07072015003390011

Gongalves AVF, Bierhals CCK, Paskulin LMG. Embracement with risk classification in the emergency
department from the perspective of older adults. Rev Gaucha Enferm [Internet]. 2015 [cited 2017
Jun 14];36(3):14-20. Available from: https://dx.doi.org/10.1590/1983-1447.2015.03.52422

Tremblay D, Roberge D, Berbiche D. Determinants of patient-reported experience of cancer
services responsiveness. BMC Health Serv Res [Internet]. 2015 [cited 2017 Jun 19];15(1):425.
Available from: https://dx.doi.org/10.1186/s12913-015-1104-9

Chao J, Lu B, Zhang H, Zhu L, Jin H, Liu P. Healthcare system responsiveness in Jiangsu
Province, China. BMC Health Serv Res [Internet]. 2017 [cited 2017 Jun 19];17(1):31. Available
from: https://dx.doi.org/10.1186/s12913-017-1980-2

Atkinson S, Medeiros RL. Explanatory models of influences on the construction and expression
of user satisfaction. Soc Sci Med [Internet]. 2009 [cited 2017 Jun 13];68(11):2089-96. Available
from: https://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.socscimed.2009.03.042

Vieira-da-Silva LM. Avaliacao de politicas e programas de saude. Rio de Janeiro (BR):Fiocruz;2014.

ComesY, Trindade JS, Shimizu HE, Hamann EM, Bargioni F, Ramirez L, et al. Evaluation of user
satisfaction and service responsiveness in municipalities enrolled in the Mais Médicos (More
Doctors) Program. Cienc Saude Coletiva [Internet]. 2016 [cited 2017 Jun 13];21(9):2749-59.
Available from: https://dx.doi.org/10.1590/1413-81232015219.16202016

Texto & Contexto Enfermagem 2019, v. 28: e20170480 15/16

ISSN 1980-265X DOI http://dx.doi.org/10.1590/1980-265X-TCE-2017-0480 .


https://dx.doi.org/10.1590/0104-07072015003390011
https://dx.doi.org/10.1590/1983-1447.2015.03.52422
https://dx.doi.org/10.1186/s12913-015-1104-9
https://dx.doi.org/10.1186/s12913-017-1980-2
https://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.socscimed.2009.03.042
https://dx.doi.org/10.1590/1413-81232015219.16202016

NOTES

ORIGIN OF THE ARTICLE

Article extracted from the thesis - Evaluation of an emergency care unit regarding the user embracement
with risk classification, presented to the Graduate Program in Nursing of Universidade Federal de
Santa Catarina, in 2016.

CONTRIBUTION OF AUTHORITY

Study design: Hermida PMV, Nascimento ERP, Echevarria-Guanilo ME.

Data collect: Hermida PMV, Martins SR, Barbosa SS.

Data analysis and interpretation: Hermida PMV, Nascimento ERP, Echevarria-Guanilo ME.
Discussion of the results: Hermida PMV, Nascimento ERP, Echevarria-Guanilo ME.

Writing and / or critical review of content: Hermida PMV, Nascimento ERP, Echevarria-Guanilo ME,
Vituri DW, Martins SR, Barbosa SS.

Review and final approval of the final version: Hermida PMV, Nascimento ERP.

ACKNOWLEDGMENT
To the Coordination for the Improvement of Coordenacao de Aperfeicoamento de Pessoal de Nivel
Superior — (Brasil) for granting the doctoral scholarship of one of the researchers.

FUNDING INFORMATION
Fundacédo de Amparo a Pesquisa e Inovagdo do Estado de Santa Catarina (FAPESC) - Process N.
2014TR3205.

ETHICS COMMITTEE IN RESEARCH
Approved by the Research Ethics Committee of Universidade Federal de Santa Catarina, under
Opinion No.1,048,858, Certificate of Presentation for Ethical Assessment: N° 43555715.8.0000.0121.

CONFLICT OF INTERESTS
There is no conflict of interest.

HISTORY
Received: August 21, 2017
Approved: November 27, 2017

CORRESPONDENCE AUTHOR

Patricia Madalena Vieira Hermida
patymadale@yahoo.com.br

Texto & Contexto Enfermagem 2019, v. 28: e20170480 16/16

7 ISSN 1980-265X DOI http://dx.doi.org/10.1590/1980-265X-TCE-2017-0480 .



