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Abstract

Background: The use of out-of-hours healthcare services for non-urgent health problems is believed to be related
to the organisation of daytime primary care but insight into underlying mechanisms is limited. Our objective was to
examine the association between daytime general practice characteristics and the use of out-of-hours care GP
cooperatives.

Methods: A cross-sectional observational study in 100 general practices in the Netherlands, connected to five GP
cooperatives. In each GP cooperative, we took a purposeful sample of the 10 general practices with the highest use
of out-of-hours care and the 10 practices with the lowest use.

Practice and population characteristics were obtained by questionnaires, interviews, data extraction from patient
registration systems and telephone accessibility measurements. To examine which aspects of practice organisation
were associated with patients’ use of out-of-hours care, we performed logistic regression analyses (low versus high
out-of-hours care use), correcting for population characteristics.

Results: The mean out-of-hours care use in the high use group of general practices was 1.8 times higher than in the
low use group. Day time primary care practices with more young children and foreigners in their patient populations
and with a shorter distance to the GP cooperative had higher out-of-hours primary care use. In addition, longer
telephone waiting times and lower personal availability for palliative patients in daily practice were associated with
higher use of out-of-hours care. Moreover, out-of-hours care use was higher when practices performed more diagnostic
tests and therapeutic procedures and had more assistant employment hours per 1000 patients.

Several other aspects of practice management showed some non-significant trends: high utilising general practices
tended to have longer waiting times for non-urgent appointments, lower availability of a telephone consulting hour,
lower availability for consultations after 5 p.m., and less frequent holiday openings.

Conclusions: Besides patient population characteristics, organisational characteristics of general practices are
associated with lower use of out-of-hours care. Improving accessibility and availability of day time primary day care
might be a potential effective way to improve the efficient use of out-of-hours care services.
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Background

Out-of-hours healthcare services are confronted with
large numbers of low-urgency encounters with patients
who could have waited until the opening hours of the
day time general practice. Low-urgency contacts are
contacts that could be postponed until the next day
without increased risks. These low-urgency contacts
contribute to the overcrowding crisis of hospital emer-
gency departments (ED) [1-3] and to the high utilisation
rates of other out-of-hours emergency medical services,
such as general practitioner (GP) cooperatives in the
Netherlands [4,5] (Table 1). Unnecessary use of out-of-
hours care services contributes to inefficient use of care
resources as contacts during out-of-hours are more ex-
pensive than during office hours [6,7]. Improved accessi-
bility and availability of primary care during day time
may reduce patients’ use of out-of-hours care by direct-
ing patient flows to general practices which are open
during day time.

There is substantial variation in the use of out-of-
hours GP cooperatives across patient populations of dif-
ferent general practices, as information from local GP
cooperative registration systems suggests. The differen-
tial use of out-of-hours care may reflect differences in
healthcare needs and patient behaviours. For instance,
having many chronically ill patients in the practice im-
plies higher use of healthcare. Likewise, it is known that
parents of young children [8], foreigners [9,10], patients
with low socioeconomic status [11-13] and patients
living close to the service [12,14] relatively often contact
acute care services, such as the ED and GP cooperative.
However, the differential use of out-of-hours care could
also be caused by variation in accessibility and availabil-
ity of general practices [15]. Difficulties getting through
to an assistant on the phone could result in patients
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contacting the national alarm number (112) or waiting
until an out-of-hours care service is open. Poor availabil-
ity for appointments could be a reason for patients to
use other health care services than their own general
practice. There are studies on the relation between ac-
cess to primary care and acute care use, but most are
based on patient self-reports [9,16-23]. The aim of this
study was to examine which aspects of the organisation
of day time primary care are related to the use of out-of-
hours GP cooperatives. This knowledge is relevant for
many countries who try to strengthen primary day time
care.

Methods

Design and setting

We performed a cross-sectional observational study in a
sample of 100 general practices, which were connected
to five out-of-hours GP cooperatives, spread across the
Netherlands. In each of the five GP cooperatives, we
took a purposeful sample of the 10 general practices
with patient populations with the highest out-of-hours
care use and the 10 practices with the lowest use. One
cooperative erroneously selected 11 high utilising prac-
tices and nine low utilising practices, resulting in a total
of 51 practices in the high use group and 49 in the low
use group. The selection of practices for the high and
low use groups was thus performed at the level of the
GP cooperative; the utilisation of a practice was rela-
tively high or low compared to the other general prac-
tices that were connected to a specific GP cooperative
(this explains the overlapping scores of the groups).
Out-of-hours care use was defined as the number of
contacts with the GP cooperative per 1000 patients, irre-
spective of the urgency of the contacts, and including
telephone consultations, consultations at the cooperative

Table 1 Features of general practitioner (GP) cooperatives in the Netherlands [4]

Theme Feature

General

Out-of-hours primary care is provided by large-scale general practitioner (GP) cooperatives

Participation of 50-250 GPs per cooperative with a mean of 4 hours on call per week

Circa 125 GP cooperatives in the Netherlands

Population of 100,000 to 500,000 patients

Out-of-hours defined as daily from 5 p.m. to 8 am. and the entire weekend

Location

GP cooperative usually situated in or near a hospital

Distance of patients to GP cooperative maximally 30 km

Accessibility

Access via a single regional telephone number, meaning the first contact mostly is with a triage nurse

(only 5-10% walk in without a call in advance)

Telephone triage by nurses supervised by GPs: contacts are divided into telephone advice,

centre consult, or GP home visit

Facilities

Drivers in identifiable GP cars that are fully equipped

(e.g. oxygen, intra venous drip equipment, automated external defibrillator, medication)

Information and communication technology (ICT) support including electronic patient files, online
connection to the GP car, and sometimes connection with the electronic medical record in the GP daily practice
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and home visits. The GP cooperative is open daily from
5 p.m. to 8 a.m. and the entire weekend (see Table 1).

Measures

All 100 general practices were visited by researchers,
who used a combination of data collection instruments:
a structured questionnaire for one practice assistant or
GP, interviews with the GP(s), data extractions from the
electronic information system and a telephone waiting
time measurement.

Data extracted from the electronic system were prac-
tice size, number of contacts in one year, number of
diagnostic tests and therapeutic interventions in one
year and age distribution of patient population. We did
not obtain data on patient level, only aggregated data on
practice level. Telephone accessibility was measured by
calling each practice 10 times, following a schedule
which included all days of the week and all hours of the
day, spread over a period of three weeks. The waiting
time to personal contact with the assistant was calcu-
lated (maximum: 10 minutes). Data on two patient
population characteristics -distance to the GP coopera-
tive and proportion of foreign patients- were derived
from Statistics Netherlands, based on the four-digit pos-
tal code of the general practice. All other data were
gathered by means of a questionnaire for the assistant
and interview with the GP(s).

The inclusion of themes in the measurement instru-
ments was based on literature and expert consultation
rounds. The instruments were pilot tested in 10 general
practices. The study was double blinded: during the data
collection period, neither the researchers nor the assis-
tants/GPs were given information about the utilisation
rate. GPs in the Netherlands do not have to record or
account for their patients’ use of out of hours care.

Data were collected between August 2011 and November
2012. The out-of-hours care utilisation number was based
on one calendar year (2010 in two GP cooperatives, 2011 in
three cooperatives). The patient and practice characteristics
related to the same period, except for the telephone accessi-
bility measurement, which was performed eight to eleven
months afterwards.

Statistical analysis

General practices were the unit of analysis, because the
utilisation scores were registered at that level. In case of
general practices with more than one GP (N =25), we
included all GPs and averaged the scores on the GP
characteristics within that practice (i.e. age, years of em-
ployment, work satisfaction, experienced workload). Fre-
quencies or group means with ranges are presented for
the group of general practices with low use at the GP co-
operative and the group with high use. Numbers of
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contacts, medical procedures and employment days were
transformed into numbers per 1000 patients.

The dependent variable in our analyses was dichotomous:
low versus high use of out-of-hours care. Independent vari-
ables were patient population characteristics and general
practice characteristics. Differences in population character-
istics between the low and high use groups were examined
with T-tests. We examined differences in practice charac-
teristics using logistic regression analyses, correcting for
three patient characteristics: 1) geographical distance from
the general practice to the GP cooperative, 2) percentage of
patients aged O to 4 years, and 3) percentage of foreigners.
Odds ratios with 95% confidence intervals are reported.
Differences were considered statistically significant at p <
0.05. Data were analysed using IBM SPSS 20.

Ethics

The research ethics committee of the Radboud univer-
sity medical center stated that the study does not fall
within the remit of the Medical Research Involving Hu-
man Subjects Act (WMO). Therefore, informed consent
was not needed according to Dutch law.

Results

Sample characteristics

The mean number of patients per general practice was
2485 (range 464 to 4556). The out-of-hours care use per
practice in the low use group varied from 94 to 333 con-
tacts per 1000 patients per year. It varied from 277 to
539 in the high use group. The mean out-of-hours care
use in the high use group was 1.8 times higher than in
the low use group (369 versus 204; p<0.001). Other
characteristics of the patient populations and general
practices are shown in the first two data columns of
Table 2 and Table 3.

Patient characteristics and out-of-hours care use

General practices in the high use group had a higher
mean percentage of foreigners (27.7%) and children in
the age category O to 4 years (5.6%) compared to prac-
tices in the low use group (9.8% and 4.8%, respectively).
Furthermore, high use practices were located at a
shorter mean distance from the GP cooperative (3.4 km)
than low use practices (13.4 km) (Table 2).

Telephone accessibility and out-of-hours care use

The mean and median telephone waiting times were
higher in the group of high use practices (mean: 1.97 mi-
nutes; median: 0.88 minutes) than in the group of low
use practices (mean: 1.04 minutes; median: 0.41 minutes).
The number of telephone lines and number of personal
telephone contact hours were not related to the use of
out-of-hours care (Table 3).
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Table 2 Patient population characteristics of the general
practices and association with out-of-hours care use

Variable Low use High use
group group
Mean (range) Mean (range)
Percentage of foreigners® 98 (16-264) 277 (38-82.2)**
Percentage of patients aged 0 to 4 years 4.8 (2.5-9.7) 56 (3.0-99)*
Distance from general practice to out-of- 134 (3.0-30.8) 34 (09-11.0**

hours GP cooperative (kilometers)

#People with at least one parent born outside the Netherlands.
*p < 0.01, **p < 0.001.

Availability for consultations and out-of-hours care use
GPs in the high use group were less often personally
available for palliative patients (49%) compared to GPs
in the low use group (83.7%). In addition, several non-
significant trends were found for the high use group in-
dicating worse availability as compared to the low use
group: longer waiting times for non-urgent consultations
(1.02 versus 0.78 days), lower availability for consulta-
tions after 5 p.m. (15.7% versus 28.6%), lower availability
of a telephone consulting hour (45.1% versus 63.3%),
and less frequent holiday openings (31.3% versus 54.5%)
(Table 3).

GP characteristics and out-of-hours care use

GPs in the high use group did not differ from GPs in the
low use group in age, sex, years of employment, work
satisfaction, and talking to patients about unnecessary
use of the GP cooperative. However, GPs in the high use
group performed more therapeutic tests and diagnostic
procedures per 1000 patients (119.6) than GPs in the
low use group (74.4). Moreover, GPs in the high use
group reported experiencing a higher workload (74.5%
versus 53.1%), although this was not a significant differ-
ence (Table 3).

Practice organisation and out-of-hours care use

Practices in the high use group had on average 5.2 con-
tacts per patient per year, compared to 4.4 contacts in
practices in the low use group (not statistical significant)
(Table 3). The difference in the mean number of con-
tacts per practice between the two groups was 1768 con-
tacts, which is 13.9% of the contacts of practices in the
low utilisation group and 16.1% of the contacts of prac-
tices in the high utilisation group (not in table). There
were more assistant hours scheduled in the high use
group (5.2 half days a week) than in the low use group
(4.8 half days a week). There were no differences be-
tween the groups with regard to presence of GPs, nurse
practitioners, and physicians in training, practice type,
and triage training (Table 3).
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Discussion

Principal findings

Day time primary care practices with more young chil-
dren and foreigners in their patient populations had
higher out-of-hours primary care use at the GP coopera-
tive. In addition, shorter distance from the practice to
the GP cooperative was associated with higher care use,
indicating that easy accessibility of the GP cooperative
stimulates out-of-hours care use. However, we hypothe-
sised that aspects in the accessibility and organisation of
day time primary care would also be associated with
out-of-hours care use. We have found some evidence for
this hypothesis. Patients used the out-of-hours GP co-
operative less frequently when general practices had
shorter telephone waiting times and when the GP was
personally available for palliative patients. Several non-
significant trends supported the idea that poor accessi-
bility and availability during day time were associated
with higher use of out-of-hours care, such as longer
waiting times for non-urgent appointments, lower avail-
ability of a telephone consulting hour, lower availability
for appointments after 5 p.m., and less frequent holiday
openings.

Furthermore, the use of out-of-hours care services was
higher in practices where GPs performed more diagnos-
tic tests and therapeutic procedures. The high use group
also had about 15% more contacts. The larger number
of employment hours of practice assistants and higher
experienced GP workload are congruent with this, as
busy GPs try to reduce the workload with help from as-
sistants. These findings may reflect worse patient health
in the high use group. However, GP behaviour might
play an important additional role: by performing a med-
ical procedure, the GP confirms the necessity of the con-
sultation and indirectly stimulates the patient to seek
medical care in future, maintaining a vicious circle. Con-
trary to our expectations, educating patients was not re-
lated to out-of-hours primary care use, as in both groups
a similar percentage of GPs talked to patients about un-
necessary use of the GP cooperative.

Strengths and weaknesses

Our sampling procedure resulted in two contrasting
samples of general practices (high versus low use of out-
of-hours care). This optimised the opportunities to iden-
tify relevant practice characteristics. Contrary to most
other studies in this subject area, we did not use patient
reports of accessibility, but we performed objective mea-
surements (e.g. telephone accessibility) and used data
from registration systems and from questionnaires/inter-
views with professionals. Due to the intensive data col-
lection, we could only include 100 practices, which was
a limitation for the statistical power of the study. We
used validated measures of key factors and multivariate
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Table 3 Practice characteristics and association with out-of-hours primary care use, adjusted for patient characteristics

Variable

Low use group
N (%)

High use group
N (%)

Odds ratio®
(95% Cl)

Telephone accessibility

Waiting time on telephone (minutes)
Mean (range)
Median (range)***

Telephone contact with assistant® possible
(no answering machine) (hours a week)

Mean (range)

Telephone lines (per 1000 pts)
Mean (range)

Availability for consultations

Waiting time for non urgent consultations (days)
Mean (range)

Consultation after 5 p.m. possible

Has telephone consulting hour

Open during holidays (with replacement)

Personally available for palliative patients
(including out-of-hours)

Clinician-hours (per 1000 pts)
Mean (range)
GP characteristics
Age (years)
Mean (range)
Gender: female
Years of employment as GP
Mean (range)
Work satisfaction (score 1-10; 1 =low;10 = high)
Mean (range)
High experienced workload
Speak to patients with unnecessary out-of-hours contacts
Practice organisation
Practice type: solo practice
Practice size (number of pts)
Mean (range)
Training in telephone triage for assistants®
Number of contacts (per pt)®
Mean (range)

Number of diagnostic tests and therapeutic procedures
(per 1000 pts)®

Mean (range)
Presence of professionals (half days a week, per 1000 pts)
GPs

Mean (range)
Assistants®

Mean (range)

1.04 (0-10)
041 (0-10)

36.1 (9-495)

1.3 (0.3-4.6)

11.1 (20-30.2)

519 (34-63)

6 (12.2)

19.8 (5-34)

7.8 (7-9)

26 (53.1)

9(1838)

32 (65.3)

2459 (464-4103)
8 (16.7)

44 (1.7-10.7)

744 (5.1-304.8)

4.1 (2.1-88)

49 (2.1-144)

1.97 (0-10)
0.88 (0-10)

35.3 (14-45)

14 (04-64)

1.02 (0-5)

8 (15.7)

23 (45.1)

15 (31.3)
25 (49.0)

126 (5.1-24.1)

53.6 (36-65)

9(17.6)

21.6 (3-39)

8.0 (4-10)

38 (74.5)

13 (25.5)

27 (52.9)

2511 (1295-4556)
18 (35.3)

52 (2.3-84)

119.6 (44-9354)

4.2 (1.9-10.5)

55(2.7-11.0

1.26 (1.09-1.46)**

1.06 (0.97-1.15)
1.51 (0.44-5.25)
1.54 (067-3.53)
042 (0.08-2.05)
0.26 (0.05-1.34)
042 (0.08-2.33)
0.22 (0.06-0.76)*

0.98 (0.81-1.17)
1.00 (0.89-1.12)
2.38 (0.19-30.07)
1.00 (0.92-1.09)
241 (0.80-7.23)
2.18 (0.40-11.90)
1.29 (0.21-7.86)

0.95 (0.19-4.85)

1.00 (1.00-1.00)
1.87 (0.39-8.98)

144 (0.85-2.44)

1.02 (1.01-1.04)**

1.34 (0.66-2.75)

1.71 (1.07-2.73)*
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Table 3 Practice characteristics and association with out-of-hours primary care use, adjusted for patient characteristics

(Continued)

Nurse practitioners mental health

Mean (range) 0.2 (0.0-5.2) 0.3 (0.0-4.2) 461 (0.35-61.24)
Nurse practitioners somatics

Mean (range) 1.1 (0.0-5.2) 1.6 (0.0-4.7) 2.07 (0.99-432)
Physicians in training

Mean (range) 0.5 (0.0-3.1) 0.5 (0.0-39) 0.94 (0.38-2.40)

*p < 0.05; **p < 0.01; ***p < 0.001.

#0dds ratios adjusted for: 1) geographical distance from the general practice to the GP cooperative, 2) percentage of patients aged 0 to 4 years, and 3)

percentage of foreigners.

PAssistants in Dutch general practices have administrative tasks, provide patient information, perform (telephone) triage and perform simple medical procedures
(such as suturing, bandaging, giving injections, providing first aid and monitoring diabetic patients).

“Sum of telephone contacts, practice consultations, and home visits.

9Sum of six medical procedures, i.e. spirometry, electrocardiography, Doppler test, taping, intrauterine spiral, surgery.

modeling, but we could not correct for all possibly rele-
vant confounders. Because we had no data about health
status, it remains unclear if the high utilisation practices
have higher out-of-hours care use and, for example,
higher numbers of tests and procedures because the
health needs of the population make this justifiable.
Moreover, a certain degree of significant results may be
expected due to chance.

All data were gathered over the period of one year, ex-
cept for the telephone accessibility measurement, which
was performed up to 11 months later. There were no na-
tional interventions in telephone accessibility in that
period and we believe accessibility will have remained
largely stable over time in the practices.

When generalising the results to other countries, one
has to bear in mind that the study was performed in a
country with strong primary care. General practice is the
first point of access of the healthcare system, nearly
everybody is registered with a general practitioner, and
general practice provides comprehensive medical care.
The accessibility of general practices is high in the
Netherlands, even in relatively low accessible practices.
But still, the small absolute differences in accessibility
between the practices (e.g. the difference in telephone
waiting times was only one minute) had an effect on the
use of out-of-hours acute care. The effect of accessibility
improvement strategies will probably be larger in coun-
tries with weaker primary care systems.

Comparison with existing literature

Other studies also found associations between patient
characteristics and health care use. Like in our study,
young children [8], foreigners [9,10], and patients living
close to the service [12,14] were found to contact acute
care services more often. Our findings regarding charac-
teristics of the general practices related to out-of-hours
care use are partly consistent with studies in the ED set-
ting [9,16-23]. Similar to our results, Lowe et al. found
that ED use was lower in practices with more evening

hours. We were not able to confirm the positive associa-
tions found regarding the presence of nurse practitioners
and regarding the ratio of patients to primary care
clinician-hours [9].

Other studies into this subject were based on self-
reports of patients. In line with our findings, they found
that patients visiting the ED more likely perceived diffi-
culties in getting telephone contact with the primary
care provider [16,18,21,22] and in getting a timely ap-
pointment [16-18,20-23]. In contrast, Harris et al. did
not find a relation between these and other perceived
primary care access variables and ED use [19].

Finally, Giesen et al. examined motives of patients to
contact a GP cooperative. For 21% of the respondents,
poor accessibility of the general practice during office
hours was an important reason for the out-of-hours con-
tact [24].

Implications for practice and research

Future studies should include intervention trials to ex-
plore the effects of changing practice characteristics on
out-of-hours care use and to draw conclusions about
causality. Moreover, the consequences of these interven-
tions for the workload of GPs should be taken into con-
sideration, since high utilisation practices already have a
higher number of contacts per patient. It should also be
examined if it is safe for patients to direct patient flows
to day time general practices. Patients who are discour-
aged from seeking acute care may be placed at risk for
adverse outcomes when they wait until the opening
hours of the general practice. The health status of the
patients might justify seeking contact with the GP co-
operative. Finally, future research could include discus-
sions with patients regarding the constraints they face.
These conversations might provide new ideas that can
be used to support care delivery improvements and
might also contribute significantly to our knowledge
about primary care delivery needs (patients) and patterns
(staff and providers).
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Conclusions

Besides patient population characteristics, organisational
characteristics of general practices are associated with
lower use of out-of-hours care. Improving accessibility
and availability of day time primary day care might be a
potential effective way to improve the efficient use of
out-of-hours care services.
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GP: General practitioner; ED: Emergency department; Cl: Confidence interval;
Pt: Patient.

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

Authors’ contributions

MS participated in the design of the study, supervised the data collection,
performed the data analysis and drafted the manuscript. YP, SB and EK
contributed to the data collection and data analysis and helped to draft the
manuscript. MW contributed to the data analysis and revised the manuscript
critically for important intellectual content. PG designed the study,
contributed to the interpretation of the data and critically read the
manuscript. All authors read and approved the final manuscript.

Acknowledgements
This work was financially supported by the participating GP cooperatives and
the Dutch Association of GP Out-of-hours Services.

Received: 22 December 2014 Accepted: 24 April 2015
Published online: 01 May 2015

References

1. Moskop JC, Sklar DP, Geiderman JM, Schears RM, Bookman KJ. Emergency
department crowding, part 1-concept, causes, and moral consequences.
Ann Emerg Med. 2009;53:605-11.

2. Olshaker JS. Managing emergency department overcrowding. Emerg Med
Clin North Am. 2009;27:593-603.

3. Bellow A, Gillespie G. The Evolution of ED Crowding. J Emerg Nurs.
2014;40:153-60.

4. Giesen P, Smits M, Huibers L, Grol R, Wensing M. Quality of after-hours
primary care: a narrative review. Ann Int Med. 2011;155:108-13.

5. Grol R, Giesen P, Van Uden C. After-hours care in the United Kingdom,
Denmark and the Netherlands: New models. Health Aff (Millwood).
2006;25:1733-7.

6. Mehrotra A, Wang MG, Lave JR, Adams JL, McGlynn EA. Retail clinics,
primary care physicians, and emergency departments: a comparison of
patients’ visits. Health Aff (Millwood). 2008,27:1272-82.

7. OMalley AS, Samuel D, Bond AM, Carrier E. After-hours care and its coordination
with primary care in the US. J Gen Intern Med. 2012,27:1406-15.

8. Verheij R, van den Hoogen H. Vooral kinderen op de huisartsenpost.
[Predominantly children at the GP cooperative]. Huisarts Wet. 2006;49:233.

9. Lowe R, Localio A, Schwarz D, Williams S, Tuton L, Maroney S, et al.
Association between primary care practice characteristics and emergency
department use in a medicaid managed care organization. Med Care.
2005;43:792-800.

10. Padela A, Punekar I. Emergency medical practice: advancing cultural
competence and reducing health care disparities. Acad Emerg Med.
2009;16:69-75.

11, Scaife B, Gill P, Heywood P, Neal R. Socio-economic characteristics of adult
frequent attenders in general practice: secondary analysis of data. Fam Pract.
2000;17:298-304.

12. Zielinski A, Borgquist L, Halling A. Distance to hospital and socioeconomic
status influence secondary health care use. Scand J Prim Health Care.
2013;31:83-8.

13. Hunt K, Weber E, Showstack J, Colby D, Callaham M. Characteristics of
frequent users of emergency departments. Ann Emerg Med. 2006;48:1-8.

14. Lee J, Sung J, Ward W, Fos P, Lee W, Kim J. Utilization of the emergency
room: impact of geographic distance. Geospat Health. 2007;1:243-53.

20.

21.

22.

23.

24.

Page 7 of 7

Kellerman A, Weinick R. Emergency departments, medicaid costs, and
access to primary care - understanding the link. N Eng J Med.
2012,366:2141-3.

Sarver JH, Cydulka RK, Baker DW. Usual source of care and nonurgent
emergency department use. Acad Emerg Med. 2002,9:916-23.

Rust G, Ye J, Baltrus P, Daniels E, Adesunloye B, Fryer GE. Practical barriers to
timely primary care access: impact on adult use of emergency department
services. Arch Intern Med. 2008;168:705-1710.

Schoen C, Osborn R, Doty M, Bishop M, Peugh J, Murukutia N. Toward
higher-performance health systems: adults” health care experiences in seven
countries. Health Aff (Millwood). 2007;26:w717-33.

Harris M, Patel B, Bowen S. Primary care access and its relationship with
emergency department utilization: an observational, cross-sectional,
ecological study. Br J Gen Pract. 2011,6:¢787-93.

Cowling T, Harris M, Watt H, Gibbons D, Majeed A. Access to general
practice and visits to accident and emergency departments in England:
cross-sectional analysis of a national patient survey. Br J Gen Pract.
2014;64:2434-9.

Baker R, Bankart MJ, Rashid A, Banerjee J, Conroy S, Habiba M, et al.
Characteristics of general practices associated with emergency-department
attendance rates: a cross-sectional study. BMJ Qual Saf. 2011;20:953-8.
Zhou Y, Abel G, Warren F, Roland M, Campbell J, Lyratzopoulos G. Do
difficulties in accessing in-hours primary care predict higher use of out-of-
hours GP services? Evidence from an English National Patient Survey.
Emerg Med J. 2015;32:373-8.

Cowling T, Cecil BV, Soljak MA, Lee JT, Millett C, Majeed A, et al. Access to
primary care and visits to emergency departments in England: a cross-
sectional, population-based study. PLoS One. 2013;8, e66699.

Giesen P, Hammink A, Mulders A, Oude Bos A. Te snel naar de
huisartsenpost [Low barriers to contact GP cooperative]. Med Contact.
2009;64:239-43.

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

( BiolVied Central
J




	Abstract
	Background
	Methods
	Results
	Conclusions

	Background
	Methods
	Design and setting
	Measures
	Statistical analysis
	Ethics

	Results
	Sample characteristics
	Patient characteristics and out-of-hours care use
	Telephone accessibility and out-of-hours care use
	Availability for consultations and out-of-hours care use
	GP characteristics and out-of-hours care use
	Practice organisation and out-of-hours care use

	Discussion
	Principal findings
	Strengths and weaknesses
	Comparison with existing literature
	Implications for practice and research

	Conclusions
	Abbreviations
	Competing interests
	Authors’ contributions
	Acknowledgements
	References

