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Abstract 

Introduction: Healthcare systems are struggling to deliver high-quality low back pain (LBP) care.   In 
2012 specialist physiotherapist-led musculoskeletal (MSK) triage services were introduced in Irish 
hospitals to expedite patient care and alleviate pressure on elective orthopaedic/ rheumatology 
consultant clinics.  Specialist physiotherapists have expertise to inform health service improvement 
and reform, but their perspectives of LBP healthcare delivery have received scant attention.   

Objectives:  To explore specialist physiotherapists’ perspectives on LBP care in Ireland, the barriers 
and facilitators to quality LBP care and the development of MSK interface services in primary care 
settings.   

Design: Cross-sectional observational study using an anonymous electronic survey with thematic 
framework analysis of response data from open-ended questions.      

Participants: Thirty-four clinical specialist physiotherapists in Irish MSK triage services.    

Results: Thematic analysis resulted in six overarching themes, grouped into two categories.  One 
category pertained to LBP healthcare in Ireland with the following three themes: 1) Inadequate 
health services for patients with LBP; 2) Need for defined LBP clinical pathways; 3) Need for a 
multisectoral approach to spine health.  Themes in the second category, pertaining to the 
development of community-based MSK interface services, were: 4) Concern regarding isolation from 
secondary care services; 5) Unrealistic expectations of MSK triage; 6) Improved communication and 
collaboration with primary care services. 

Conclusion:    Specialist physiotherapists have concerns regarding LBP health services and persistence 
of a biomedical, secondary care-led approach.  They advocate for investment in primary care multi-
disciplinary teams, enhanced integration across primary and secondary care, development of a 
national clinical pathway and a multisectoral approach.   
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Introduction 

Low back pain (LBP), the primary cause of years lived with disability [1, 2], remains a substantial 

global health problem, placing a considerable burden on individuals, healthcare systems and the 

wider socioeconomic milieu.  Despite largely consistent best practice clinical guidelines, an evidence-

practice gap remains [3], indicating that healthcare systems are struggling to deliver high-quality LBP 

care whilst caring for rising numbers presenting with MSK disorders due to a growing and ageing 

global population [4].  

In Ireland the increased burden of MSK disorders has contributed to long wait times for orthopaedic 

and rheumatology speciality care, further compounded by insufficient consultant resources.  Ireland 

has 2.6 orthopaedic consultants per 100,000 population [5] compared to 8 in the UK [6] and one of 

the lowest ratios of rheumatologists to population in the European Union [7].  For the person with 

LBP, General Practitioners (GPs) are usually the first contact point and gatekeepers to elective Irish 

public healthcare services, with onward referral options including primary care (PC) physiotherapy 

and secondary care (SC) consultant-led orthopaedic and rheumatology services.  In 2011 the Health 

Service Executive (HSE), the organisation responsible for Irish public health service provision, 

developed the National MSK Physiotherapy Triage Initiative to address long outpatient waiting lists 

for orthopaedic/ rheumatology consultant services.  This initiative sees patients on these waiting lists 

being assessed by clinical specialist (CS) physiotherapists, experienced practitioners with advanced 

skills in management of MSK conditions, in hospital-based MSK triage clinics under clinical 

governance of orthopaedic/ rheumatology consultants.  Similar to advanced practice physiotherapist 

triage services in other countries, these triage services manage patient care without onward referral 

for consultant review in > 80% of cases [8, 9].  The high proportion discharged from Irish MSK triage 

clinics suggests that many patients are unnecessarily referred to SC consultant services, contributing 

to unnecessarily long wait times.  This is contrary to LBP best practice guidelines, which consistently 

advocate a demedicalised approach in PC settings for most patients [3, 10].  In line with the HSE’s 
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objective to optimise community-based care [11], the National MSK Initiative has recently increased 

CS physiotherapist MSK triage posts from 30 to 65 to facilitate expansion to community-based 

interface clinics.     

Utilising clinicians’ experience and knowledge to inform the planning, delivery and implementation 

of health service reform is critical for successful quality improvement initiatives, but meaningful 

clinician engagement is a weakness in health service development in Ireland and more broadly [12-

15].  Health and social care professionals (HSCPs), also known as allied health professionals, are 

underrepresented in health leadership roles, further limiting their ability to instigate or influence 

organisational change and healthcare reform [16].  Specialist MSK physiotherapists are subject 

matter experts in LBP, but there has been little documented on their views of health system LBP care 

and none in the Irish context.  Marking 10 years of MSK triage services (2012- 2022) and to inform 

the development of Irish LBP services, we conducted a national survey of MSK triage CS 

physiotherapists with the following aims: 1) to explore their perceptions of LBP care in Ireland, 

including barriers and facilitators to quality care; 2) to establish how MSK triage services function 

with respect to the delivery of LBP care; 3) to examine opinions on the development of community-

based MSK interface clinics.  The survey included both closed- and open-ended questions.  Here we 

present a thematic qualitative analysis of data from seven open-ended questions (supplementary 

material 1). 

Methods 

Study Design 

This study employed a cross-sectional observational design using a bespoke, anonymous electronic 

survey.  Qualitative analysis is reported in accordance with Standards for Reporting Qualitative 

Research (SRQR) [17]. 

Survey design and distribution 
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Survey development included piloting amongst four CS physiotherapists.  Survey questions were 

constructed on Qualtrics XM (Qualtrics XM, Utah, US) and grouped in five sections, with open 

questions eliciting opinions on (i) LBP care delivery in Ireland (ii) MSK triage service links with PC 

services and (iii) development of community-based MSK LBP triage services.  The survey was 

distributed to all National MSK Initiative CS physiotherapists via the Initiative’s email distribution list, 

along with participant information regarding the research and its purpose.  Informed consent was 

obtained.  The survey remained active for 11 weeks; one reminder email was sent.   

Data management and analysis 

Survey data were exported from Qualtrics XM into Microsoft Excel for descriptive statistical analysis.  

Free text responses were imported from Microsoft Excel to NVivo 12 software (QSR International Pty 

Ltd.) for qualitative data analysis. 

Qualitative data analysis was guided by framework analysis [18].  Analysis was informed by critical 

realist ontology and contextualist epistemology, reflecting the researchers’ understanding that the 

knowledge generated is contextual with an interpretative element, but reflects an underlying truth 

[19].  Following familiarisation with the free text responses, the data of 10 participants were 

independently and inductively coded line-by-line in NVivo by two research team members (CM; CC).  

CM is an MSK triage CS physiotherapist and PhD candidate; CC is an Associate Professor of 

Physiotherapy and an experienced researcher.  Preliminary codes were discussed by CM and CC to 

resolve discrepancies and produce an agreed analytic framework of codes that was subsequently 

applied to the remaining dataset by CM.  This line-by-line indexing of the remaining dataset to the 

analytic framework allowed for the addition of new codes, but none were required.  CM collated all 

indexed data into a framework matrix before collating similar preliminary subthemes into groups to 

develop preliminary themes.  Preliminary themes and subthemes were then refined (CM; CC) in an 

iterative process to develop overarching themes with a higher level of abstraction.  These themes 

were further refined and agreed by whole group discussion.  
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Validity and reflexivity 

Open coding by two independent research team members contributed to validity.  Theme 

refinement was conducted with continual reference to the data to ensure that overarching themes 

remained reflective of participants’ opinions.  The lead author, conscious of potential bias from her 

clinical role, completed a reflective exercise prior to data analysis through answering the open 

questions and revisiting these answers following final theme development to aid critical reflection 

and enhance trustworthiness of the research process.   

Results 

The eligible sample, excluding CS physiotherapists on long-term leave and those that don’t accept 

referrals for LBP, was n=53.  Thirty-four physiotherapists answered the open questions (response rate 

64%).  Most respondents were female (82.4%; n=28) and 56% reported > 20 years’ experience (n=19; 

range 6 to > 20 years).      

Themes 

Data analysis resulted in six overarching themes, which were grouped into two categories: A) LBP 

healthcare in Ireland (themes 1-3) and B) development of community-based MSK interface services 

(themes 4-6).  Tables 1 and 2 contain illustrative quotes for these themes.   

LBP healthcare in Ireland 

1. Inadequate health services for patients with LBP 

Respondents expressed concerns that patients with LBP frequently experience inadequate services, 

characterised by the following subthemes: guideline-discordant care; fragmented services; and an 

under-resourced multi-disciplinary team (MDT).   

Respondents highlighted guideline-discordant care with a biomedical orientation, including over-

reliance on imaging and medication, unnecessary SC referral without adequate first-line treatments, 
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and under-emphasis on exercise rehabilitation, education and self-management.  Inconsistent 

information from healthcare professionals was identified as generating confusion for patients.  

Physiotherapists considered the MDT for LBP care to be under-resourced, particularly PC services, 

which were perceived as overwhelmed and of low priority for the HSE.  Limited or no access to 

weight management, psychological, occupational therapy and pain management services were 

reported, as well as long wait times for MSK triage, Magnetic Resonance Imaging (MRI), 

physiotherapy, consultant appointments, injections and pain management services.  Long wait times 

were identified as negatively impacting patients’ physical and emotional wellbeing, as well as 

respondents’ perception of the effectiveness of their role, citing lack of value in moving patients from 

one waiting list to another.       

Respondents identified current LBP service provision as fragmented, inefficient and lacking structure, 

and described poor communication and integration between PC and SC at clinician and 

organisational levels, leading to a knowledge gap for clinicians regarding available services.   

2. Need for defined LBP clinical pathways   

Defined clinical pathways across PC, SC and specialist services were seen as a means of service 

improvement.  Suggestions for inclusion in LBP clinical pathways included: defined referral 

guidelines; returning inappropriate referrals to referrers; care stratification based on risk of 

chronicity; direct referral from GPs and PC physiotherapists to MSK triage; emphasis on PC services 

to reduce unnecessary SC referral; national implementation of pathways for consistency and 

compliance.  Clinical pathways should also address the perceived disadvantage (delayed care with 

more limited management option) to patients accessing triage at clinical sites without spine surgical 

services, when compared to those accessing triage with co-located surgical services.  Despite 

advocating for clinical pathways, respondents expressed reservations about the health service’s 

capacity for change, citing organisational resistance, lack of incentive, poor cooperation between PC 
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and SC, potential conflict of interest between private and public healthcare, and lack of clinical 

leadership.      

3. Need for a multisectoral approach to spine health 

Respondents communicated the need for a multisectoral approach to spine health to optimise 

outcomes.  Community exercise promotion through collaboration with public gyms and community 

groups was emphasised, as well as the need to address social welfare and legal system influences, 

which were seen as contributing to LBP-associated disability. 

Development of community-based MSK interface services  

4. Concern regarding isolation from SC services 

Respondents expressed concern that moving MSK triage to community-based services would result 

in isolation from SC services with adverse consequences for clinical and operational efficiency 

through impaired team working, reduced consultant support, delayed decision making and reduced 

opportunities for on-the-job learning, particularly for new appointees.  Respondents valued 

colocation with consultant teams for facilitating communication, team working and learning, with 

team members having different but complementary skills.  Lack of same-day consultant opinion and 

radiology services in PC was seen as potentially leading to excessive review appointments in SC.  

Consultant support of community-based triage was regarded as essential for successful 

implementation, but some respondents felt this was lacking.  Appropriate IT infrastructure and 

shared electronic records between PC and SC were considered necessary to manage logistical issues 

regarding access to medical charts and record keeping.  Respondents emphasised the need for triage 

physiotherapists to avoid working solely in PC settings. 

5. Unrealistic expectations of MSK triage services    

Respondents conveyed being overburdened by unrealistic expectations of the clinical and 

operational service that can be provided by community-based MSK triage clinics.  They perceive an 

expectation to have specialist knowledge across the plethora of MSK conditions, to efficiently 
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manage patient care despite long wait times and lack of ancillary services, and to deliver operational 

change.  Respondents felt unsupported in meeting these expectations, citing little formal, funded 

staff education and development, with training predominantly self-directed, self-funded and 

undertaken in their own time.  Lone triage physiotherapists working in community settings cannot, in 

their opinion, facilitate substantial service change.   

6. Improved communication and collaboration with PC services 

Respondents regarded enhanced collaboration with GPs and other PC providers as important to 

improve LBP healthcare and see the establishment of community-based triage services as an 

opportunity for improved communication, integration, and mutual understanding of available 

services across PC and SC.      

Discussion 

Through collection and synthesis of CS physiotherapists’ perspectives on LBP healthcare in Ireland, 

this study enables better understanding of key issues and identifies improvement opportunities at 

micro (clinician), meso (health service/organisation) and macro (health and social care systems) 

health system levels.  Key themes portray patients with LBP frequently receiving inadequate 

healthcare services characterised by treatment inconsistent with best practice, fragmented services 

and insufficiently staffed physiotherapy and wider multidisciplinary services.  The analysis 

demonstrates that at micro level clinicians need to ensure consistent, evidence-informed care; at 

meso level improved care integration and communication is required across PC and SC supported by 

integrated IT systems; at the macro level national clinical pathways, funding of comprehensive PC 

MDTs, and a multisectoral approach should be facilitated.   

Reports of guideline-discordant LBP care in Ireland are consistent with a persistent evidence-practice 

gap internationally [3], despite evidence that guideline-adherent care is more cost-effective and 

leads to improved outcomes [20, 21].  Barriers to clinical guideline adherence have been 

documented, and although solutions have been proposed, including defunding of ineffective 
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investigations/ treatments and improved communication of the evidence base, context-specific 

implementation research is required to optimise knowledge translation to clinical practice [10, 22, 

23].        

Respondents portrayed a predominantly reactive, biomedical, SC-led model of LBP care that is not 

resourced to support demedicalised care in community settings.  Their reports of insufficient 

physiotherapy resources are consistent with per capita physiotherapy supply in Ireland being 30% 

lower than EU-28 average [24].  It is concerning that patients with more complex needs were 

perceived to be particularly poorly served through inadequate access to skilled multidisciplinary care, 

as these patients, although small in number, account for the majority of LBP-associated disability and 

costs [25].  This under-development of multidisciplinary care is consistent with global under-

recognition of the societal burden of LBP and MSK conditions at health policy level and an associated 

mismatch in allocated resources [26, 27]. 

The theme concerning the need for clinical pathways reflects respondents’ beliefs that such 

pathways implemented nationally may address service fragmentation and improve care co-

ordination, quality, consistency and reduce geographic inequity.  The Global Spine Care Initiative 

advocates for enhanced collaboration and integration in spine care [28] and end-to-end clinical 

pathways are proposed to support integration and best-practice implementation [3].  In a recent 

systematic review, LBP clinical pathways were associated with improved efficiency of care delivery, 

but their capacity to enhance clinical outcomes or cost-effective, guideline-concordant care has not 

been determined [9].  Currently, Ireland has no national LBP clinical pathway, although development 

has commenced.   

Respondents’ expressed concern about the Irish healthcare system’s capacity for change; the 

underlying reasons warrant exploration, as well as whether CS physiotherapists, experts in MSK 

management, feel enabled to influence policy, funding and health system changes to improve MSK 

healthcare [29, 30].  Does the under-representation of HSCPs in health leadership roles [16] constrain 
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their ability to effect meaningful reform and contribute to the persistence of an ineffective model of 

LBP care unsupported by best-practice evidence?  Respondents considered their inability to access 

timely clinical imaging and consultant opinion in PC settings as leading to inefficiency and delayed 

care.  Clinical specialist physiotherapists in Ireland remain reliant on medical teams for clinical 

imaging requests as ionising radiation prescription remains outside their scope of practice, despite 

the advocacy of the professional representative body, perhaps reflective of a lack of HSCP influence 

at health policy level.   

Respondents envisaged that community MSK triage clinics will enhance collaborative working with 

PC physiotherapists, but identify barriers to be addressed to optimise successful implementation, 

including physical and IT infrastructure challenges and alienation from consultant teams.  The Irish 

healthcare system has specific challenges to developing integrated PC teams owing to a complex 

public-private workforce mix.  Just 40% of the population are entitled to free care from GPs, largely 

self-employed independent contractors, commonly in private premises independent of the wider PC 

MDT [31].  This PC model in Ireland poses challenges for the appointment of physiotherapists as first 

contact practitioners (FCPs) to reduce the MSK burden on GP services in the face of growing concern 

regarding GP shortages [31].  In the UK, FCP roles facilitate early access for patients to high-quality 

MSK advice in PC, with reduced onward referral to orthopaedics and low requirement for imaging 

[32].  Respondents’ concerns regarding reduced learning opportunities in community locations could 

be addressed through enhanced formal training and support; their reports that training is largely 

self-directed, self-funded and on their own time echoes the known deficit of standardised training 

for physiotherapists undertaking specialist roles [33, 34].  Unlike nursing colleagues, Irish 

physiotherapists, undertaking what are essentially advanced practice roles, do not have formal 

recognition of this responsibility.  Development of advanced practice roles, with a clear educational 

pathway and independent prescribing of ionising radiation, has the potential to enable efficiencies in 

management of MSK disorders in PC.          
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Respondents’ recognition of the complex multidimensional nature of LBP-associated disability and of 

social and policy factors as determinants of such disability is reflected by the theme ‘need for a 

multisectoral approach to spine health’.  The socioeconomic burden of LBP-associated disability and 

work-absence could be ameliorated by a collaborative multisectoral approach across health, social 

care, occupational and legal sectors [3], but this complex area warrants exploration of the issues, 

solutions and implementation challenges in the Irish context.  Less challenging is respondents’ call 

for enhanced community exercise initiatives, which could form the foundation of a proactive public 

health approach to MSK health, focusing on health promotion and disease prevention, similar to that 

being implemented for other non-communicable diseases [35, 36].         

Strengths and limitations 

Although previous research has sought physiotherapists’ views on various clinical aspects of LBP care 

(e.g. clinical guidelines [37], clinical reasoning [38] and specific treatment approaches [39]), this is 

the first study to document their opinions on broader health system influences on LBP care.  Our 

findings are timely in informing the implementation of community-based MSK interface services and 

the new national LBP clinical pathway, currently in development.  This study benefitted from being a 

national survey with a higher-than-average online survey response rate leading to qualitative data 

from 34 clinicians [40, 41], SRQR compliance, and the use of independent coding for rigour.  

Qualitative analysis of open-ended survey questions is limited by inability to explore meanings with 

participants; findings that would benefit from further examination include CS physiotherapists’ 

impression of health service resistance to change and their role as change agents in achieving 

improved organisational/ health system MSK healthcare.  Nevertheless, the breadth of ideas 

presented attests to the depth of information provided.    

Conclusion 

Health systems globally are struggling to manage the growing socio-economic and patient burden of 

LBP.  In this study CS physiotherapists identify deficiencies in Irish LBP health services, including the 
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persistence of a biomedical model, over-reliant on SC services.  They advocate for investment in 

comprehensive PC MDTs to enable best practice, enhanced integration across PC and SC services, the 

development of a national clinical pathway, and a multisectoral approach to address the complexity 

of LBP-associated disability.  Respondents identify concerns to be addressed to enable successful 

implementation of community-based MSK triage clinics, including infrastructure challenges, 

alienation from hospital consultant teams and access to clinical imaging.  Specialist physiotherapists 

have valuable insights into the design and development of MSK healthcare quality improvement, 

which through meaningful clinical engagement may be used to effect positive change at clinician, 

organisation and systems levels to ensure best treatment and care for patients.    
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Table 1: Quotes illustrating themes related to clinical specialist physiotherapists’ views on LBP 

healthcare in Ireland 

Theme Subtheme Respondent illustrative quotes 
1. Inadequate health services 

for patients with LBP 
Guideline-
discordant LBP 
care 

'Often treated for months on analgesia without referral 

to physio or education on exercise' (R39) 

'Since Covid, no significant issue accessing MRI, often not 

clinically indicated and GPs are prompted to refer to a 

spinal service based on the result, which is often 'normal' 

or in keeping with expected findings for patient age. The 

MRI result generates concern for GP and patient with 

expectation that specialist spinal opinion or intervention 

indicated.' (R12)   

'Little continuity in diagnosis, so patients are told various 

things when they see various clinicians/ doctors - 

particularly those with chronic pain. Confusing for 

patients.' (R6) 

  Under-
resourced 
multidisciplinary 
team 

'Patients typically wait > 1 year for assessment and then 

can be placed on further waiting list for investigations 

and for any intervention which is recommended from 

physiotherapy or interventional pain treatments.....For 

those with radicular symptoms, there is  a very long 

waiting time for routine spinal MRI scans ( current 

routine wait for spine MRI > 4 years)' (R5)  

'Can’t ignore the staffing crisis in Acute and secondary 

care for MSK services- creation of CSP posts is not going 

to fix anything if there are no skilled & experienced 

physiotherapists there to provide the 'conservative 

management'.’ (R14) 

‘Better access to primary care services. Access to MDT 

including psychological management. Access to weight-

management services.’ (R4)  

            

 

  Fragmented LBP 
services 

‘there are no structured referral pathways and as such 
patients can be referred to multiple sites for the same 
discipline with the same problem’ (R24) 
‘poor communication at HSE level between primary care 
secondary care’ (R34)  
‘there remains a real divide between these services - this 
has led to a lack of knowledge on my part of services 
available'(R19) 
‘lack of integration between primary and secondary care 
services’ (R29) 
 

2. Need for defined LBP 
clinical pathways   
 

 ‘Having National care pathways for LBP and agreed 

nationally’ (R17) 

'Defined clinical LBP pathways through GP, primary care, 

secondary care and specialist services including 

neurosurgery / orthopaedic spinal surgery' (R20) 

'Improved pathways for the different presentations of 
LBP (NSLBP Vs radicular Vs radiculopathy Vs sinister 
pathology)… improved pathway for LBP for increased 
awareness of thresholds for onward referral to secondary 
care’ (R39) 
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‘No clinical leadership to change pathways/access as it 
will fundamentally impact on consultant private work’ 
(R10) 
‘Resistance to change…GPs too busy and under 
significant time pressures to change how they work’ 
(R13) 

 

3. Need for a multisectoral 
approach to spine health 
 

 'Collaboration with local services on general health 

management - public gyms, local sports partnerships for 

walking programmes, general exercise’ (R20) 

'lack of integrated services such as community gyms 

exercise classes health promotion in the community 

etc.......should be focus on exercise classes and health 

promotion in community with education on self 

management' (R8) 

'Really feel we are jumping to interface clinics as a 
solution when the problem is in fact issues like access to 
standard good quality physio in the community, review of 
social welfare system that forces people into the 
disability category with LBP, a legal system that helps 
perpetuate LBP for years - a faster system of resolving 
cases regarding LBP would change things dramatically’ 
(R34) 
 

Note: Respondent ID numbers are reported in parentheses following quotations. 
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Table 2: Quotes illustrating themes related to clinical specialist physiotherapists’ views on the 

development of community-based MSK interface services in Ireland 

Theme Respondent illustrative quotes  
4. Concern regarding isolation 

from secondary care services 

‘No physiotherapist should work solely in interface. They should also 
always maintain clinics working alongside the consultant.  We need to 
maintain formal communication channels with consultants and the 
medical team. There is a danger that these will be lost due to other 
demands on consultants' time….after a number of years working 
alongside orthopaedic teams, MSKs are a great resource - we are in great 
danger of obliterating this by forcing physios to work on their own in a 
room trudging through a never-ending waiting list. Use your MSKs better, 
look up from the waiting list and see the bigger picture.' (R34)       
'risk of been 'forgotten' by the consultant when off site, lack of support 
and difficulty discussing cases with consultant and accessing second 
opinion' (R27) 
‘Dilution of the excellent team based approach to care within an 
embedded triage service in the consultants’ clinics’ (R31) 
     

5. Unrealistic expectations of 
community MSK Triage clinics    

'We have to cover all specialities - upper limb clinics lower limb clinics and 
within these clinics see our LBP patients. we are expected to be masters of 
everything and provide the support and follow up for these patient 
without returning them to our clinic. This is with the lack an integrated 
pathway of care in community with excessive waiting times for follow up 
and huge resource pressures in the community….. The reality is 
community based MSK interface clinics are physio only and we cannot 
provide everything’ (R32) 
'Current CSP triage physiotherapist to specialist in LBP- rather than having 

to triage all joints in ortho and Rheum. Too difficult to specialise in every 

joint and develop integrated pathways between acute and primary care 

for specific conditions at the same time.' (R14)  

‘We do not enjoy the infrastructure and the team structure at interface 

that the NHS has. We also do not have formal structures re education and 

development of staff. We need to think again before we send sole 

practitioner physiotherapists out to a room in a remote primary care 

centre and expect them to be the panacea of all ills. (R34)    

                                                               

6. Improved communication and 
collaboration with primary 
care services 

'Better communication and learning between the services - for secondary 
care to be aware of different services available, easier referral process. For 
primary care better understanding of spinal pathways, need for 
investigation etc' (R19)   
‘Improved e-referral/open links of communication. Improved 
discharge/update summaries. Improved communication regarding 
primary care wait times, waiting list criteria and understanding of 
treatment pathways’ (R24) 
'during current expansion to interface/outreach clinics as per NCP and 

recent local MSK personnel expansion, we are delivering quarterly 

inservice training to primary care physiotherapists, and have established 

an open line of communication between MSK in secondary care and 

physiotherapy in primary care' (R20)   

'Currently working on building relationships with primary care teams and 

integrating clinics onsite’ (R37) 

 

Note: Respondent ID numbers are reported in parentheses following quotations. 
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