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Summary. Background and aim of the work. Triage during the Covid-19 pandemic can impose difficult allocation 
decisions when demand for mechanical ventilation or intensive care beds greatly exceeds available resources. 
Triage criteria should be objective, ethical, transparent, applied equitably and publically disclosed. The aim of 
this review is to describe the triage tools and process for critical care resources in a pandemic health emer-
gency. Methods. A narrative review was conducted of the literature on five electronic databases, namely PubMed, 
CINHAL, Web of Science, Cochrane and Embase, searching for studies published from January 2006 to July 
2020. Results. The results describe different triage tools. A gold standard of triage does not exist for the adult or 
paediatric population. Using probability of short-term survival as the sole allocation principle is problematic. In 
general, each triage protocol should be applied with a specific ethical justification, including transparency, duty 
to care, duty to steward resources, duty to plan, and distributive justice. Conclusions. Clinical triage decisions 
based on clinical judgment alone are prone to inconsistent application by triage officers in a pandemic. An ethi-
cal framework can inform decision-making and improve accountability. It remains difficult to connect clinical 
criteria and ethical criteria, because of the models on offer for health services. (www.actabiomedica.it)
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Introduction

Since 31 December 2019 and as of 01 July 2020, 
10,446,353 cases of Covid-19 have been reported, in-
cluding 511,037 deaths (1), and the number of Cov-
id-19 patients and deaths are increasing day by dayin 
the world (2). The pandemic spread of severe acute 
respiratory Syndrome Coronavirus 2 (SARS-CoV-2) 
has placed a massive strain on health-care systems in 
several countries in the world, including in Europe and 
in Italy (3,4). Among hospitalized patients, the per-
centage of patients who required intensive care unit 
(ICU) care has varied from 5% to 32% (5,6), and in 
Italy, 1,287 patients (99%) needed respiratory sup-
port, including 1,150 (88%) who received mechanical 

ventilation (7). Without a clear triage protocol to allo-
cate scarce life-saving treatments in a pandemic, heath-
care practitioners could be vulnerable to legal actions 
after the fact, and patients could be vulnerable to the 
idiosyncratic beliefs, judgments, and morals of indi-
vidual triage officers making life-and-death decisions 
(8). Triage also involves allocating scarce resources to 
“do the greatest good for the greatest number” (9). The 
Ontario Health Plan for an Influenza Pandemic (10) 
suggests four key elements of the protocol: a) specific 
triage processes for different hospital locations, b) def-
initions of supplementary criteria and guidelines for 
their use, c) the creation of a triage team model with 
quality assurance processes and d) worksheets and 
tools to support practice. The application of a triage 
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may seem limiting and a danger to the protection of 
patients and health-care practitioners, with potential 
ethical, clinical and legal implications, as has happened 
in other disasters (11,12,13). The most common classi-
fication of triage protocols is based on the location and 
level of care at which the triage takes place: primary 
(in the community), secondary (in emergency depart-
ments), and tertiary triage (14,15). Tertiary triage oc-
curs within the hospital with the aim of prioritizing 
patients and, if necessary, allocating resources, for de-
finitive care, either in ICU or in palliative care. The 
choice to set limits on access to treatment is not a dis-
cretionary decision, but one in which ethics can offer 
support and reflection for decision-making activities, 
balancing ethical principles and duties of care, contex-
tualized to the health emergency (16). The purpose of 
this document is to describe the tertiary triage tools 
and process in a pandemic health emergency and in 
the case of Covid-19.

Methods

A narrative review of the literature was conducted 
by using five electronic databases, namely PubMed, 
CINHAL, Web of Science, Cochrane and Embase, 
from January 2006 to July2020. The search strategy on 
PubMed was using Mesh-terms and boolean operators: 
(((((((Allocat* OR manage*) AND ((limit* OR low OR 
scarc* OR poor OR meagr* OR few) AND (Resource* 
OR Efficiency)))) OR “Resource Allocation”[Mesh])) 
AND (((((((“Triage”[Mesh] OR (Triag* OR pri-
oritiz*))) AND (“Clinical Protocols”[Mesh] OR 
((Protocol* OR plan*) AND (clinic* OR treat-
ment* OR medic*))))) AND (“Critical Care”[Mesh] 
OR ((Critic* OR intensiv* OR ICU) AND (care* 
OR caring OR assistanc* OR treatment*))))) AND 
(((((Pandemic* OR Epidemic) OR (((health AND 
(public* OR communit*)) AND (emergenc* OR dis-
aster* OR cris*))))) OR ((“Pandemics”[Mesh] OR 
“Epidemics”[Mesh]) OR (“Public Health”[Mesh] 
AND “Emergencies”[Mesh])))))) AND “ethics” 
[Subheading]. The reference lists of relevant studies 
were also scanned. The software package EndNote X8 
(Clarivate Analytics, PA, USA), was used to manage 
bibliographies and references.

Inclusion and exclusion criteria

All articles that dealt with triage methods, as clin-
ical protocols, tools, ethical protocols, and frameworks 
to allocate critical care resources during a pandemic 
were included, published between January 2006 and 
July 2020, in English and Italian. All articles written 
in other languages were excluded. 

Study selection

The article titles and then abstracts were initially 
subjected to a screening process conducted by two in-
dependent researchers, aimed at assessing their poten-
tial correspondence and relevance to the inclusion cri-
teria. In case of discrepancy, the results were discussed 
until an acceptable degree of concordance was reached. 
At the end of the screening of the abstracts, the full 
text of the relevant publications was retrieved and ana-
lyzed. The results of the research process and selection 
of studies were reported according to the Preferred 
Reporting Items for Systematic Reviews and Meta-
Analyses (PRISMA) guidelines.

Results

This review describes the triage protocols, tools, 
criteria, ethical justification, and framework presented 
in the literature.

1. Triage protocols

The triage process is an effective decision-making 
strategy for health-care providers (17). The decision to 
initiate adult and pediatric triage should be developed 
by an identified regional authority (18). Without a tri-
age plan, patients will receive critical care resources 
at random or on a first-come, first-served basis (19), 
which cannot be applicable in a public health emer-
gency, because the response to a pandemic requires 
provisions on an organizational model employing dis-
aster triage (20). Tertiary triage occurs within the hos-
pital with the objective of prioritizing patients, and if 
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required allocating resources, for definitive care (14), 
intensive care, or palliative care. Tertiary triage deci-
sions are generally more complex than earlier triage 
decisions, and so they are conducted by a senior clini-
cian, such as an anesthetist-intensivist, based on his/
her clinical experience among other things (21), and 
assisted by hospital physicians in deciding whether re-
ferral to the Intensive Care Unit (ICU) is appropriate 
(22). Reverse triage is used to discharge pediatric or 
adult patients at low risk of adverse events from either 
the ICU or hospital wards in turn to create ICU capac-
ity (23). In a pandemic, it is unlikely that supplemen-
tal resources would be available, so triage of resources 
would be required to offer the “greatest good to the 
greatest number” (24). In resource-scarce situations, it 
is important to keep two key concepts in mind: “un-
der-triage” and “over-triage” as population outcomes. 
Under-triage results in delayed treatment, impacting 
the chance of survival for the individual as well as the 
overall survival rate within the population. Over-triage 
can cause potentially inappropriate consumption of 
limited resources, so the overall population outcome 
is worse (24,14). A fair process is required to establish 
the legitimacy of all decisions (26). Generally, the tri-
age protocol has 4 main components: 1) inclusion and 
2) exclusion criteria: a model set of criteria would de-
fine objectively those patients with a high risk for mor-
tality even with ventilator support and would not rely 
on subjective judgments of quality of life; 3) minimum 
qualifications for survival: these represent a boundary 
on the amount of resources that will be expended on 
anyone patient; 4) prioritization tool(s) used to assist 
the triage officer in allocating critical care resources 
(27). The clinical protocol can include an ethically ac-
ceptable framework for allocating ventilators in a pan-
demic (28): a) Pre-triage requirements, such as systems 
for sharing information about equipment availability, 
staffing shortages. b) Patient categories (who require 
critical care, and not only patients with the pandemic 
disease). c) Triage decision-makers (e.g. triage officers, 
triage committees). It is most important to separate 
clinicians providing care from those making triage de-
cisions. These decisions should be reviewed regularly 
by a centralized state-level monitoring committee to 
ensure that there are no inappropriate inequities (29). 
The creation and use of triage committees, informed by 

experience in the current pandemic (30) and prior writ-
ten recommendations, can help mitigate the enormous 
emotional, spiritual, and existential burden to which 
caregivers may be exposed (31). In all cases, physicians 
and nurses involved in triage decisions can and should 
defend egalitarianism in the allocation of health-care 
resources in a public health crisis and advocate and 
act against unfair exclusion were it to occur (32). d) 
Clinical evaluation: a variety of tools for triaging exist, 
each with a specific clinical-criteria justification, and 
they select or exclude patients on the basis of illness 
severity, associated medical comorbidities, or predicted 
mortality (33). Patients with underlying illnesses with 
high mortality rates are managed outside the ICU 
and provided with palliative care as needed (17,34). e) 
Palliative care. Offering and implementing palliative 
care or end-of-life care to alleviate suffering even in 
patients suffering from Covid-19/SARS-CoV-2, in a 
pandemic or public health emergency is good clinical 
practice (35) as well as an ethical duty, especially in the 
final stage of life (36), involving a holistic and humane 
approach (37). Palliative care is based on the ethical 
principles of beneficence and non-abandonment (38). 
Protocols for terminal extubation should offer guid-
ance to clinicians where transparency guarantees the 
adherence to ethical standards (39). The organizations 
should pay attention to reducing the possible negative 
effects of transitions to palliative care, such as disconti-
nuity of care (40). f ) Review of triage decisions. A daily 
retrospective review of all triage decisions is an alter-
native to a real-time appeals process (39). The triage 
algorithm should also be reviewed regularly as knowl-
edge about the disease evolves.

2. Triage tools

Triage should only be initiated when critical care 
resources are or will be overwhelmed and all efforts 
to extend available resources or obtain additional re-
sources have been instituted (27). A gold standard of 
triage tool does not exist, because there is a lack of 
high-quality studies within the field of disaster medi-
cine (41,42,43). The introduction of multiple evi-
dence-based clinical practice protocols was associated 
with a decline in severity-adjusted hospital mortality 
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and improvement in clinical outcomes of critically ill 
patients (44). The goals of the triage tools are to a) 
manage patient surge in a variety of healthcare settings 
during an influenza pandemic; b) sort patients to the 
appropriate place for appropriate care; and c) provide 
the greatest good for the most people by treating the 
maximum possible number of influenza patients in the 
most appropriate settings (45). Patients who present 
for tertiary triage are going to fit into one of three cate-
gories: a) sick enough to benefit from critical care b) too 
well to benefit from critical care; (c) too sick to benefit 
from critical care. It is essential to apply the triage pro-
cess to all patients presenting with critical illness, not 
just those infected with SARS-CoV-2 (19). The litera-
ture describes several tools applicable to tertiary triage 
in the event of a pandemic, for adults and pediatric pa-
tients. Prior to the emergence of the H1N1 pandemic 
(2009), Health Protection Agency guidance recom-
mended the use of the CURB65 pneumonia score 
in adults (46). Another study suggests that CURB65 
appeared an unreliable triage tool (47). One study as-
sessed the validity of Sequential (previously Sepsis-
related) Organ Failure Assessment (SOFA) scores-
based triage in H1N1 critically ill patients during an 
influenza pandemic (48). The minimum requirement 
for survival requires a reassessment of SOFA scores at 
48 and 120 hours to judge the response to treatment. 
The scoring is simple, easily reproducible, and based 
on physiological parameters. SOFA broadly describes 
the severity of end-stage organ dysfunction, regard-
less of etiology, from each of six organ systems and the 
Glasgow Coma Score (GCS) (49). Some authors have 
previously suggested the use of SOFA scores for triage 
during pandemic periods, owing to their relative ease 
of calculation (17). Moreover, Acute Physiology and 
Chronic Health Evaluation II (APACHE II) scores 
may help to identify patients at high risk of death (50), 
and its score demonstrated better discriminative abil-
ity than SOFA and CURB65 scores, as an effective 
clinical tool to predict hospital mortality in patients 
with Covid-19 compared with the other two tools 
(51). In a study conducted in ICU, on coronavirus pa-
tients, APACHE II and Simplified Acute Physiology 
Score II (SAPS II) (52) scales had better discrimina-
tion, calibration, and power to predict deaths in ICU 
than SOFA (53). The quick SOFA (qSOFA) was not 

inferior to SOFA or CURB65 scores in predicting the 
ICU-admission, ARDS and 28-day mortality of pa-
tients presenting in the ED with community-acquired 
pneumonia (54). Another tool used in a pandemic 
was the Pandemic Modified Early Warning Score 
(PMEWS). This score uses physiological variables, 
age, social factors, chronic disease, and performance 
status (55), but it is not a particularly good predictor of 
death in community-acquired pneumonia. In Italy, the 
Brescia Respiratory COVID Severity Scale (BRCSS) 
(3) was created and used to describe the clinical im-
provement or worsening of the disease and to try to 
create replicable treatments among patients in ICU 
and admitted to the wards. It offered value in triage 
and assignment of resources, aspects of care that are 
foreign to most physicians. Data collection was limited 
to ICU stays only and can not supply information on 
non-ICU patients or recovery courses outside the ICU. 
Although the BRCSS has not been validated for clini-
cal progression of Covid-19, the use of the BRCSS 
scale may augment communication between non-in-
tensivist physicians and nurses. Periodic reassessment 
of clinical improvement, deterioration, or any other 
changes that affect prognosis of patients is a necessary 
part of any triage algorithm, where Covid-19 illness 
seems to last longer than influenza, suggesting reas-
sessments at 48 and 120 hours (day 2 and 5) and re-
categorization (27). In epidemics, it suggests not using 
scoring systems alone to determine levels of care or 
removal from higher levels of care, because they are not 
accurate in predicting individual mortality (GRADE-
Grade 2C) (41). In pediatric settings there are differ-
ent tools to determine prognostic scores: a) Pediatric 
Logistic Organ Dysfunction (PELOD) (56); b) Pedi-
atric Risk of Mortality III–Acute Physiology Score 
(PRISM II) (57), with additional diagnostic catego-
ries in PRISM III; c) Pediatric Early Warning System 
(58); d) SOFA for pediatrics; and e) Pediatric Index of 
Mortality 2 (59). Although several pediatric prognos-
tic scores are used for research purposes, the lack of a 
validated global pediatric scoring system requires reli-
ance on disease-specific criteria (34), and their perfor-
mance characteristics limit their utility in directing re-
source allocation (60). The ability to operationalize the 
goals depends on establishing clear goals, and hence it 
is necessary to develop effective triage protocols (20). 
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Clinical decisions based on clinical judgment alone are 
prone to an inconsistent application by triage officers 
(61), and there are concerns about the inadequate per-
formance of existing scoring systems, based on math-
ematical modeling and the retrospective application of 
scoring systems to actual patients (62,63).

3.Triage criteria and ethical justification

Specific clinical criteria for the pandemic influ-
enza triage tools for ICU admission, discharge, and ex-
clusion have been developed (45,64,65), which should 
be explicitly described (66). Triage criteria should be 
objective, ethical, transparent, applied equitably, and 
be publically disclosed (18,27). They must take ac-
count of the ethical goals of the allocation framework, 
and they cannot use categorical exclusion criteria (67). 
The supplementary criterion of prognosis considers 
factors that suggest better, or worse outcomes based on 
clinical judgment and experience (25,39,68). There-
fore, flexible systems and processes must be in place 
to modify existing protocols and guide oversight and 
research (20). Using the probability of short-term sur-
vival as the sole allocation principle is problematic. In 
public health emergencies a variety of ethical justifica-
tions for triaging exists (15):

• Save the greatest number of people: When ra-
tioning scarce medical resources, it is ethically appro-
priate to save the most lives (69). It is probably the one 
principle that serves as a basis for much of any “crisis 
standards of care” plan. 

• Maximizing net benefit: Maximization of ben-
efits can be understood as saving the most individual 
lives or as saving the most life-years by giving priority 
to patients likely to survive the longest after treatment 
(70,71). Removing a patient from a ventilator or an 
ICU bed to provide it to others in need is also justifi-
able, and patients should be made aware of this pos-
sibility at admission (72).

• Protect the most vulnerable: This criterion di-
rects us to give priority in allocation decisions to the 
most vulnerable category or categories of people. Such 
allocation strategies may be based on a patient’s pre-
existing clinical conditions (e.g., chronic diseases, un-
able to self-report, pregnancy) and social criteria (e.g., 

criminal status). If this criterion is chosen, we should 
give priority for life-saving interventions to members 
of vulnerable groups.

• Equal access: If this criterion is chosen, no per-
son should be given priority over another, giving eve-
ryone equal access to the benefit of a resource, or at 
least an equal chance of accessing the benefits. The tri-
age process treats patients equally based on objective, 
physiological and clinical criteria. In order to ensure 
procedural justice, any triage operation should be reg-
ularly and repeatedly evaluated to guarantee that the 
process has been followed fairly (68).

• Life cycle principle: This means that younger in-
dividuals should have a right to the same number of 
years to live as an older person has already had (child-
hood, young adulthood, middle age, and old age). 
Thus, younger individuals receive priority because they 
have had the least opportunity to live through life’s 
stages. Empirical data suggest that, when individuals 
are asked to consider situations of absolute scarcity of 
life-sustaining resources, most believe younger patients 
should be prioritized over older (73). However, some 
assessment prognostic tools assign ages as an integrant 
part of a system that determines the total score, so age 
is considered as an indirect indicator.

• First come, first served: This criterion directs us 
to give priority in allocation decisions to whoever ac-
cesses the resource first, independent of the severity 
of medical need or the needs of others. This principle 
violates the duty to steward resources, the duty to plan, 
and the distributive justice standards (74). It should 
not be applied in a pandemic public health emergency.

• Instrumental value: This criterion directs us to 
allocate resources in such a way as to ensure that the 
individuals who are most important for society are giv-
en priority for access. In a morally pluralistic society, it 
has not been possible to agree upon a set of criteria to 
assert that one individual is intrinsically more worthy 
of saving than another. Thus it is impossible to agree 
on this “value”.

• Lottery: This criterion means that if equal access 
cannot be given, the solution is a lottery; it is used for 
patients with similar prognoses, so equality should be 
invoked and operationalized through random alloca-
tion, rather than a first-come, first-served allocation 
process (71).
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4. Ethical framework

An epidemic of such magnitude as the Covid-19 
that is sweeping the world nowadays establishes firstly 
important ethical issues (75). Discussions of ethics in 
disaster events generally, but not exclusively, revolve 
around two classic ethical theories: utilitarianism and 
egalitarianism. For utilitarianism, the survival of the 
greatest number is fundamental. Some of the criticisms 
of the utilitarian approach include the fact that the im-
partial application of this principle could lead to the 
rights of the individual being severely trampled as the 
interests of the majority override those of the minority. 
The response to the need to save as many lives as pos-
sible is closely dependent on the economic resources of 
each country, the potentiality of the hospitals (number 
of adults and pediatric, ICU beds available, number of 
trained health workers), as well as the availability of a 
programmatic plan as a response to a pandemic emer-
gency. Egalitarianism involves the concept of equality 
among persons as well as equal distribution of resourc-
es (17). During an influenza pandemic, Governments 
and public health authorities, health-care workers, 
members of the public and patients, are more likely to 
accept difficult decisions if the decision-making pro-
cesses are characterized by:

• Transparency. This means providing open access 
to information and decision-making (76). The need 
for transparency stems in part from the Government’s 
ethical imperative to treat citizens with respect, in par-
ticularly vulnerable people, and it is essential to create 
and maintain trust and responsibility in public health 
(72,77,78). The components of the decision-making 
model must be made available to family members in a 
written document, on or immediately after admission 
(79). Each state should make public the decision-mak-
ing process, translate it into different languages, share 
it also with the representatives of the most disadvan-
taged citizens (41), and seek public comment (80). Pa-
tients and families should receive clear and transparent 
communication (81,21) about the ethical and proce-
dural triage process (63), ICU admission or ventilator 
treatment (41), and palliative care (82). The principle 
of respect for people and their autonomy requires in-
formed consent to be obtained and their informed re-
fusal to be respected (83,17).

• Duty to care. In a pandemic health emergency 
(84), by virtue of severe resource scarcity, an ethically 
sound rationing system must sustain the fundamental 
obligation of health practitioners to care for patients 
(85,39). In particular, physicians and nurses must not 
abandon patients and they should not fear abandon-
ment, in a just system of allocation, as emphasized by 
physicians’ and nurses’ Ethical Codes (86,87). The duty 
to provide care, however, is not limited to patients in-
fected by the pandemic, but includes emergency teams, 
families, community, colleagues, and non-infected pa-
tients (88). Duty of care is possible if hospitals protect 
their staff and families of staff (84).

• Reciprocity. Reciprocity requires that society 
supports those who face disproportionate burdens in 
protecting the public good and takes steps to minimize 
their impact as far as possible (26,84). Issues of reci-
procity mean that society may have obligations to cli-
nicians during disasters. These obligations may include 
priority access to scarce resources, liability protection, 
a duty to plan, and more (85).

• Duty to steward resources. During a period of 
true scarcity, all health-care providers need to save the 
greatest possible number of lives (39). For this pur-
pose, each member of the team should be educated 
about the disease, its prevention, treatment (18), and 
on ethical issues in case of pandemics.

• Duty to plan. Unlike in traumatic disasters, vic-
tims of epidemics do not die instantly, and deaths usu-
ally occur following hospitalization and critical care 
interventions, so may require a large surge in the need 
for critical care capacity (22). Good pandemic plan-
ning requires reflection on values because scientific 
information alone cannot drive decision-making (26). 
Surge capacity planning identifies the need for each 
Government to have a plan for crisis standards of care 
based on objective triage systems, with a reproducible 
and transparent process born of the need to ration crit-
ical care resources. 

• Distributive Justice. Distributive justice refers to 
the fair and appropriate distribution of benefits, risks, 
and costs within a society. All patients must have equal 
access to care. The decrease of disparities in access to 
care and resources is generally thought to be difficult. 
Egalitarianism is one example of a distributive justice 
principle (39).
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Conclusions

This review argues for specific priorities on the 
basis of maximizing health benefits, where triage can 
saving most lives and equity, but also acknowledges 
that basic ethics and principles allow consideration of 
certain other priorities (89). This descriptive review 
highlighted three aspects: 1) a gold standard of triage 
does not exist for the adult or pediatric population; 
2) triage tools alone, without ethical support, do not 
guarantee protective standards for all those involved 
in a pandemic; 3) applying a multi-principle alloca-
tion strategy can be a good guide for decision-mak-
ing during a pandemic, but it is not simple, and the 
boundary between ethics and clinic is not always clear. 
It suggests setting up clinical Ethics Committees in 
hospitals, where not foreseen a support of doctors and 
nurses, where the intervention of an Ethics Commit-
tee ensures that the decision is not left to the sole judg-
ment of health practitioners. Unresolved ethical and 
practical dilemmas about critical care resources could 
threaten the success of the response to a public health 
emergency. These dilemmas should be discussed in 
advance within the academic curricula of physicians, 
nurses, psychologists, ethicists, and legal practitioners, 
and in particular by healthcare workers trained with 
advanced skills in public health emergencies, to pre-
vent stress and legal impact on practitioners, patients, 
and family members involved. Future reflection should 
also be directed to research on triage tools among the 
population of adults and children so that the multi-
principle allocation strategy is integrated as much as 
possible, and the support of palliative care is strength-
ened.

References

1.  European Centre for Disease Prevention and Control. Situ-
ation update worldwide, as of 22 April 2020. Available from: 
https://www.ecdc.europa.eu/en/geographical-distribution-
2019-ncov-cases. Accessed 02 July, 2020.

2.  Poggiali E, Vercelli A, Mazzoni S, Bastoni D, Iannicelli T, 
Demichele E, Ioannilli E, Magnacavallo A. COVID-19 
pandemic, Piacenza calling. The survival strategy of an 
Italian Emergency Department. Acta Biomed. 2020 Jun 
4;91(3). doi: 10.23750/abm.v91i3.9908.

3.  Piva S, Filippini M, Turla F, Cattaneo S, Margola A, De 
Fulviis S, et al. Clinical presentation and initial management 
of critically ill patients with severe acute respiratory syn-
drome coronavirus 2 (SARS-CoV-2) infection in Brescia, 
Italy. J Crit Care, 2020 Apr 14; 58:29–33. doi: 10.1016/j.
jcrc.2020.04.004. 

4.  Comelli I, Scioscioli F, Cervellin G. Impact of the COV-
ID-19 epidemic on census, organization and activity of a 
large urban Emergency Department. Acta Biomed, 2020 
May 11;91(2):45–49. doi: 10.23750/abm.v91i2.9565.

5.  Huang C, Wang Y, Li X, et al. Clinical features of patients 
infected with 2019 novel coronavirus in Wuhan, China. 
Lancet, 2020;395(10223):497–506. doi:10.1016/S0140-
6736(20)30183-5.

6.  Guan WJ, Ni ZY, Hu Y, Liang WH, Ou CQ, He JX, et 
al. China Medical Treatment Expert Group for Covid-19. 
Clinical Characteristics of Coronavirus Disease 2019 in 
China. N Engl J Med, 2020 Apr 30;382(18):1708–1720. 
doi: 10.1056/NEJMoa2002032. Epub 2020 Feb 28. PMID: 
32109013; PMCID: PMC7092819.

7.  Grasselli G, Zangrillo A, Zanella A, Antonelli M, Cabrini 
L, Castelli A, et al. Covid-19 Lombardy ICU Network. 
Baseline Characteristics and Outcomes of 1591 Patients 
Infected With SARS-CoV-2 Admitted to ICUs of the 
Lombardy Region, Italy. JAMA, 2020 Apr 6. doi: 10.1001/
jama.2020.5394.

8.  Frolic A, Kata A and Kraus P. Development of a Critical 
Care Triage Protocol for Pandemic Influenza: Integrating 
Ethics, Evidence and Effectiveness. Healthcare Quarterly, 
2009;12(4):54–62.doi:10.12927/hcq.2009.21054.

9.  Gomersall CD, Joynt GM. What is the benefit in triage? 
Crit Care Med, 2011; 39(4): 911–2. 8.

10. Ontario Health Plan for an Influenza Pandemic 2013. 
Available from: http://www.health.gov.on.ca/en/pro/pro-
grams/emb/pan_flu/pan_flu_plan.aspx. Accessed 15 June, 
2020.

11. UNC Center for Bioethics. State, National, and Interna-
tional Organization Guidelines. Available from: https://
bioethics.unc.edu/state-national-and-international-organi-
zation-guidelines/. Accessed 03.06.2020.

12. International Society For Priorities In Health. Specific 
Guidelines And Protocols For Covid-19. Available From: 
https://prioritiesinhealth.org/guidelines. Accessed June 03, 
2020.

13. UNESCO International Bioethics Committee (IBC) and 
the UNESCO World Commission on the Ethics of Scientif-
ic Knowledge and Technology (COMEST). Statement On 
Covid-19: Ethical Considerations From A Global Perspec-
tive. Available from: http://www.bioethics.net/wp-content/
uploads/2020/03/UNESCO-2020-03-26-Statement-of-
the-UNESCO-International-Bioethics-Committee-IBC-
and-the-UNESCO-World-Commission-on-the-Ethics-
of-Scientific-Knowledge-and-Technology-COMEST2.
pdf?x41592, Accessed June 03, 2020.

14. Christian MD. Triage. Crit Care Clin, 2019 Oct;35(4):575–
589. doi: 10.1016/j.ccc.2019.06.009.



L. Iacorossi, A. J. Fauci, et al.8

15. World Health Organization. Ethics in epidemics, emergen-
cies and disasters: research, surveillance and patient care: 
training manual. Available from: https://www.who.int/eth-
ics/publications/epidemics-emergencies-research/en/. Ac-
cessed May 05, 2020.

16. De Panfilis L, Tanzi S, Costantini M. Il processo decision-
ale per le cure intensive in situazioni di emergenza: l’etica 
medica e le cure palliative ai tempi del Covid-19 . BioLaw 
Journal, in press.

17. Christian MD, Hawryluck L, Wax RS, et al. Development 
of a triage protocol for critical care during an influenza pan-
demic. CMAJ, 2006;175(11):13771381.

18. Sprung CL, Zimmerman JL, Christian MD, Joynt GM, 
Hick JL, Taylor B, Richards GA, Sandrock C, Cohen R, 
Adini B. Recommendations for intensive care unit and hos-
pital preparations for an influenza epidemic or mass disaster: 
summary report of the European Society of Intensive Care 
Medicine’s Task Force for intensive care unit triage during 
an influenza epidemic or mass disaster. Intensive Care Med, 
2010;36:428–443 DOI 10.1007/s00134-010-1759-y.

19. Maves RC, Downar J, Dichter JR, Hick JL, Devereaux A, 
Geiling JA, et al. Triage of scarce critical care resources in 
COVID-19: an implementation guide for regional alloca-
tion An expert panel report of the Task Force for Mass Crit-
ical Care and the American College of Chest Physicians. 
Chest, 2020. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.chest.2020.03.063.

20. Christian MD, Sprung CL, King MA, Dichter JR, Kissoon 
N, Devereaux AV, Gomersall CD. (2014). Triage: care of 
the critically ill and injured during pandemics and disasters: 
CHEST consensus statement. Chest, 146(4), e61S-e74S.

21. Einav S, Hick JL, Hanfling D, et al. Surge capacity logistics: 
care of the critically ill and injured during pandemics and 
disasters: CHEST consensus statement. Chest, 2014;146(4 
Suppl):e17S–43S. 37.

22. Adeniji KA and Cusack R. The Simple Triage Scoring Sys-
tem (STSS) successfully predicts mortality and critical care 
resource utilization in H1N1 pandemic flu: a retrospective 
analysis. Critical Care 2011,15:R39. doi:10.1186/cc10001.

23. Pollaris G, Sabbe M. Reverse triage: more than just an-
other method. Eur J EmergMed, . 2016;23(4):240–247. 
doi:10.1097/MEJ.0000000000000339.

24. Hick JL, O’Laughlin DT. Concept of operations for triage 
of mechanical ventilation in an epidemic. Acad Emerg Med, 
2006;13(2):223–229. doi:10.1197/j.aem.2005.07.037

25. Armstrong JH, Hammond J, Hirshberg A, et al. Is overtri-
age associated with increased mortality? The evidence says 
“yes”. Disaster Med Public Health Prep, 2008;2(1):4–5.

26. Thompson AK, Faith K, Gibson JL, Upshur RE. Pandemic 
influenza preparedness: an ethical framework to guide de-
cision-making. BMC Med Ethics, 2006;7:E12. Published 
2006 Dec 4. doi:10.1186/1472-6939-7-12

27. Christian MD, Joynt GM, Hick JL, Colvin J, Danis M, 
Sprung CL. Chapter 7. Critical care triage. Recommenda-
tions and standard operating procedures for intensive care 
unit and hospital preparations for an influenza epidemic 
or mass disaster. Intensive Care Med. 2010 Apr; 36 Suppl 
1:S55–64. doi: 10.1007/s00134-010-1765-0.

28. State of New Jersey. Department of Health. Allocation of 
Critical Care Resources During a Public Health Emergency. 
(Adapted from the University of Pittsburgh Model Policy). 
April 11, 2020 Available from: https://nj.gov/health/legal/
covid19/FinalAllocationPolicy4.11.20v2%20.pdf. Accessed 
June 08, 2020.

29. Rosenbaum L. Facing Covid-19 in Italy - Ethics, Logistics, 
and Therapeutics on the Epidemic’s Front Line. N Engl J 
Med, 2020 Mar 18. doi: 10.1056/NEJMp2005492.

30. Società Italiana di Anestesia Analgesia Rianimazione e Ter-
apia Intensiva (SIAARTI). Raccomandazioni di etica clini-
ca per l’ammissione a trattamenti e per la loro sospensione, 
in condizioni eccezionali di squilibrio tra necessità e risorse 
disponibili. Available from: http://www.siaarti.it/SiteAs-
sets/News/COVID19%20-%20documenti%20SIAARTI/
SIAARTI%20-%20Covid19%20-%20Raccomandazio-
ni%20di%20etica%20clinica.pdf. Accessed May 12, 2020.

31. Truog RD, Mitchell C, Daley GQ. The Toughest Tri-
age - Allocating Ventilators in a Pandemic. N Engl J 
Med, 2020;10.1056/NEJMp2005689. doi:10.1056/NE-
JMp2005689.

32. Rosoff PM, DeCamp M. Preparing for an influenza pan-
demic: are some people more equal than others? J Health 
Care Poor Underserved, 2011 Aug;22(3 Suppl):19–35. doi: 
10.1353/hpu.2011.0098.

33. Cheung W, Myburgh J, McGuinness S, Chalmers D, Parke 
R, Blyth F, et al. Influenza Pandemic ICU Triage 3 study 
investigators; Australian and New Zealand Intensive Care 
Society Clinical Trials Group. A cross-sectional survey of 
Australian and New Zealand public opinion on methods to 
triage intensive care patients in an influenza pandemic. Crit 
Care Resusc, 2017 Sep;19(3):254–265.

34. Antommaria AH, Sweney J, Poss WB. Critical apprais-
al of: Triaging pediatric critical care resources during a 
pandemic: ethical and medical considerations. Pediatr-
Crit Care Med, 2010 May;11(3):396–400. doi: 10.1097/
PCC.0b013e3181dac698.

35. The National Institute for Health and Care Excellence 
(NICE). Care of dying adults in the last days of life. Na-
tional Clinical Guidelines Centre NICE guideline [NG31]. 
Available from: https://www.nice.org.uk/guidance/ng31. 
Accessed May 13, 2020.

36. SICP-SIAARTI–FCP. Position paper. Le Cure Pallia-
tive nel trattamento dei malati COVID-19/SARS-CoV-2. 
Available from: https://www.fedcp.org/news/fcp-siaarti-e-
sicp-le-cure-palliative-nel-trattamento-dei-malati-covid-
19-sars-cov-2. Accessed May 13 2020.

37. Institute of Medicine 2012. Crisis Standards of Care: A 
Systems Framework for Catastrophic Disaster Response: 
Volume 1: Introduction and CSC Framework. Wash-
ington, DC: The National Academies Press. https://doi.
org/10.17226/13351.

38. World Health Organization. Integrating palliative care and 
symptom relief into the response to humanitarian emergen-
cies and crises: a WHO guide. Geneva: World Health Or-
ganization; 2018. Licence: CC BY-NC-SA 3.0 IGO.



Triage protocol during the COVID-19 health emergency 9

39. Powell T, Christ KC, Birkhead GS. Allocation of ventilators 
in a public health disaster. Disaster Med Public Health Prep, 
2008;2(1):20–26. doi:10.1097/DMP.0b013e3181620794.

40. D’Angelo D, Chiara M, Vellone E, et al. Transitions be-
tween care settings after enrollment in a palliative care 
service in Italy: a retrospective analysis. Int J Palliat Nurs, 
2013;19(3):110–115. doi:10.12968/ijpn.2013.19.3.110.

41. Ornelas J, Dichter JR, Devereaux AV, Kissoon N, Livinski 
A, Christian MD. Methodology: care of the critically ill and 
injured during pandemics and disasters: CHEST consen-
sus statement. Chest, 2014 Oct;146(4 Suppl):35S-41S. doi: 
10.1378/chest.14-0746.

42. Nates JL, Nunnally M, Kleinpell R, Blosser S, Goldner 
J, Birriel B, Fowler CS, Byrum D, Miles WS, Bailey H, 
Sprung CL. ICU Admission, Discharge, and Triage Guide-
lines: A Framework to Enhance Clinical Operations, De-
velopment of Institutional Policies, and Further Research. 
Crit Care Med, 2016 Aug;44(8):1553–602. doi: 10.1097/
CCM.0000000000001856.

43. Timbie JW, Ringel JS, Fox DS, Pillemer F, Waxman DA, 
Moore M, Hansen CK, Knebel AR, Ricciardi R, Keller-
mann AL. Systematic review of strategies to manage and 
allocate scarce resources during mass casualty events. Ann 
Emerg Med, 2013 Jun;61(6):677–689.e101. doi: 10.1016/j.
annemergmed.2013.02.005.

44. Afessa B, Gajic O, Keegan MT, Seferian EG, Hubmayr 
RD, Peters SG. Impact of introducing multiple evidence-
based clinical practice protocols in a medical intensive care 
unit: a retrospective cohort study. BMC Emerg Med, 2007 
Aug 8;7:10.

45. Centers for Disease Control and Prevention. Pandemic In-
fluenza Triage Tools: User Guide. Available from: https://
www.cdc.gov/cpr/healthcare/pan-flu-app/files/PITA-User-
Guide.pdf. Accessed May 11, 2020.

46. Lim W. Pandemic flu: clinical management of patients with 
an influenza-like illness during an influenza pandemic. Tho-
rax, 2007;62(Suppl.1):1–46.

47. Rowan KM, Harrison DA, Walsh TS, McAuley DF, Per-
kins GD, Taylor BL, Menon DK. The Swine Flu Triage 
(SwiFT) study: development and ongoing refinement of 
a triage tool to provide regular information to guide im-
mediate policy and practice for the use of critical care ser-
vices during the H1N1 swine influenza pandemic. Health 
Technol Assess, 2010 Dec;14(55):335–492. doi: 10.3310/
hta14550-05.

48. Khan Z, Hulme J and Sherwood N. An assessment of the 
validity of SOFA score based triage in H1N1 critically ill 
patients during an influenza pandemic. Anaesthesia, 2009; 
64:1283–1288 doi:10.1111/j.1365-2044.2009.06135.x.

49. Vincent JL, Moreno R, Takala J, et al. The SOFA (Sepsis-
related Organ Failure Assessment) score to describe organ 
dysfunction/failure. On behalf of the Working Group on 
Sepsis-Related Problems of the European Society of Inten-
sive Care Medicine. Intensive Care Med, 1996;22(7):707–
710. doi:10.1007/BF01709751.

50. Domínguez-Cherit G, Lapinsky SE, Macias AE, Pinto 
R, Espinosa-Perez L, de la Torre A, Poblano-Morales M, 

Baltazar-Torres JA, Bautista E, Martinez A, Martinez MA, 
Rivero E, Valdez R, Ruiz-Palacios G, Hernández M, Stew-
art TE, Fowler RA. Critically Ill patients with 2009 influen-
za A(H1N1) in Mexico. JAMA, 2009 Nov 4;302(17):1880–
7. doi: 10.1001/jama.2009.1536.

51. Zou X, Li S, Fang M, Hu M, Bian Y, Ling J, Yu S, Jing L, Li 
D, Huang J. Acute Physiology and Chronic Health Evalua-
tion II Score as a Predictor of Hospital Mortality in Patients 
of Coronavirus Disease 2019. Crit Care Med, 2020 May 1. 
doi: 10.1097/CCM.0000000000004411.

52. Le Gall JR, Lemeshow S, Saulnier F. A new Simpli-
fied Acute Physiology Score (SAPS II) based on a Euro-
pean/North American multicenter study. JAMA, 1993; 
270(24):2957–63.

53. Kądziołka I, Świstek R, Borowska K, Tyszecki P, Serednicki 
W. Validation of APACHE II and SAPS II scales at the 
intensive care unit along with assessment of SOFA scale at 
the admission as an isolated risk of death predictor. Anaes-
thesiol Intensive Ther, 2019;51(2):107–111. doi: 10.5114/
ait.2019.86275.

54. Zhang X, Liu B, Liu Y, Ma L, Zeng H. Efficacy of the quick 
sequential organ failure assessment for predicting clinical 
outcomes among community-acquired pneumonia patients 
presenting in the emergency department.BMC Infect Dis, 
2020 Apr 29;20(1):316. doi: 10.1186/s12879-020-05044-0.

55. Department of Health. Pandemic influenza: surge capacity 
and prioritisation in health services. London: Department 
of Health; 2008.

56. Leteurtre S, Duhamel A, Grandbastien B, et al.Paediatric 
logistic organ dysfunction (PELOD) score. Lancet, 2006; 
367:897.

57. Pollack MM, Patel KM, Ruttimann UE: The Pediatric 
Risk of Mortality III–Acute Physiology Score (PRISM 
III-APS): A method of assessing physiologic instability 
for pediatric intensive care unit patients. J Pediatr, 1997; 
131:575–581.

58. DuncanH, Hutchison J, Parshuram CS: The Pediatric Early 
Warning System score: A severity of illness score to predict 
urgent medical need in hospitalized children. J Crit Care, 
2006;21:271–278.

59. Slater A, Shann F, Pearson G, et al: PIM2: A revised version 
of the Paediatric Index of Mortality. Intensive Care Med 
2003; 29: 278–285.

60. Christian MD, Toltzis P, Kanter RK, Burkle FM Jr, Ver-
non DD, Kissoon N, & Task Force for Pediatric Emergency 
Mass Critical Care. Treatment and triage recommendations 
for pediatric emergency mass critical care. Pediatric criti-
cal care medicine : a journal of the Society of Critical Care 
Medicine and the World Federation of Pediatric Intensive 
and Critical Care Societies, 12(6 Suppl), S109–S119. htt-
ps://doi.org/10.1097/PCC.0b013e318234a656.

61. Biddison LD, Berkowitz KA, Courtney B, De Jong CMJ, 
Devereaux AV, Kissoon N, ... & Powell T. (2014). Ethical 
considerations: care of the critically ill and injured during 
pandemics and disasters: CHEST consensus statement. 
Chest, 146(4), e145S-e155S.



L. Iacorossi, A. J. Fauci, et al.10

62. Shahpori R, Stelfox HT, Doig CJ, et al: Sequential organ 
failure assessment in H1N1 pandemic planning. Crit Care 
Med, 2011; 39:827–832 91. 

63. Papadimos TJ, Marcolini EG, Hadian M, Hardart GE, 
Ward N, Levy MM, Stawicki SP, Davidson JE. Eth-
ics of Outbreaks Position Statement. Part 1: Thera-
pies, Treatment Limitations, and Duty to Treat. Crit 
Care Med, 2018 Nov;46(11):1842–1855. doi: 10.1097/
CCM.0000000000003416.

64. Eitel DR, Travers DA, Rosenau AM, Gilboy N, Wuerz RC. 
The emergency severity index triage algorithm version 2 is 
reliable and valid. Acad Emerg Med,. 2003;10(10):1070–
1080. doi:10.1111/j.1553-2712.2003.tb00577.x.

65. Bostick NA, Subbarao I, Burkle Jr FM, Hsu EB, Armstrong 
JH, & James JJ. Disaster triage systems for large-scale cata-
strophic events. Disaster Med Public Health Preparedness, 
2008;2(Suppl 1), S35–S39.

66. Sprung CL, Danis M, Iapichino G, Artigas A, Kesecioglu 
J, Moreno R, Lippert L, Randall Curtis J, Meale P, Cohen 
SL, Levy MM, Truog RD. Triage of intensive care patients: 
identifying agreement and controversy. Intensive Care Med, 
2013. DOI 10.1007/s00134-013-3033-6.

67. University of Pittsburgh. Allocation of Scarce Critical Care 
Resources During a Public Health Emergency. Executive 
Summary. April 15, 2020. Available from: https://ccm.pitt.
edu/sites/default/files/UnivPittsburgh_ModelHospitalRe-
sourcePolicy_2020_04_15.pdf. Accessed June 04, 2020.

68. Devereaux AV, Dichter JR, Christian MD, Dubler NN, 
Sandrock CE, Hick JL, et al. Task Force for Mass Critical 
Care. 2008. “Definitive Care for the Critically Ill during a 
Disaster: A Framework for Allocation of Scarce Resources 
in Mass Critical Care From a Task Force for Mass Critical 
Care Summit Meeting, January 26–27, 2007, Chicago, IL.” 
Chest, 133(5): 51–66S.

69. Iowa Department of Public Health. An Ethical Framework 
for Use in a Pandemic (2007), Available from: http://publi-
cations.iowa.gov/17889/1/panflu_ehtical_guidelines_man-
ual.pdf, Accessed June 3, 2020.

70. Persad G, Wertheimer A, Emanuel EJ. Principles for al-
location of scarce medical interventions. Lancet, 2009; 
373:423–31

71. Emanuel EJ, Persad G, Upshur R, et al. Fair Allocation 
of Scarce Medical Resources in the Time of Covid-19. N 
Engl J Med, 2020;382(21):2049–2055. doi:10.1056/NE-
JMsb2005114.

72. Hick JL, Hanfling D, Wynia MK, Pavia AT. Duty to plan: 
health care, crisis standards of care, and novel coronavirus 
SARS-CoV-2. NAM Perspectives. Available from: https://
nam.edu/duty-to-plan-health-care-crisis-standards-of-
care-and-novel-coronavirus-sars-cov-2/. Accessed March 
5, 2020

73. Neuberger J, Adams D, MacMaster P, Maidment A, Speed 
M. Assessing priorities for allocation of donor liver grafts: 
survey of public and clinicians. BMJ 1998;317(7152):172–5.

74. Louisiana Department of Health & Hospitals ESF-8 
Health & Medical Section State Hospital Crisis Standard of 

Care Guidelines in Disasters. Version 1.2 September, 2011. 
Available from: https://cdn.ymaws.com/www.lhaonline.
org/resource/resmgr/imported/Louisiana%20CSOC%20
Guidelines%20in%20Disasters.pdf. Accessed 03 June, 2020.

75. Coen D, Paolillo C, Cavazza M, Cervellin G, Bellone A, 
Perlini S, Casagranda I. Changing emergency department 
and hospital organization in response to a changing epi-
demic. Emergency Care Journal 2020;16:8969.

76. Guidelines for Ethical Allocation of Scarce Medical Re-
sources and Services During Public Health Emergencies in 
Michigan - State Of Michigan Department of Community 
Health Office of Public Health Preparedness, Version 2.0, 
2008.

77. Smith M, & Upshur R. Pandemic Disease, Public Health, 
and Ethics. In The Oxford Handbook of Public Health 
Ethics, eds Mastroianni, 2019, AC, Kahn JP, and Kass NE. 
DOI: 10.1093/oxfordhb/9780190245191.013.69.

78. Comitato Nazionale di Bioetica (CNB). (2020). COV-
ID-19: La Decisione Clinica In Condizioni Di Carenza Di 
Risorse E Il Criterio Del “Triage In Emergenza Pandem-
ica”. Available at: http://bioetica.governo.it/media/3997/
p136_2020_covid-19-la-decisione-clinica-in-condizioni-
di-carenza-di-risorse-e-il-criterio-del-triage-in-emergen-
za-pandemica.pdf. Accessed July, 05, 2020

79. SICP, SIAARTI, FCP. (2020). Le Cure Palliative nel trat-
tamento dei malati COVID-19/SARS-CoV-2. Milano. 
Available at: https://www.fedcp.org/news/fcp-siaarti-e-
sicp-le-cure-palliative-nel-trattamento-dei-malati-covid-
19-sars-cov-2. Accessed July, 05, 2020.

80. Koonin LM, Pillai S, Kahn EB, Moulia D, Patel A. Strat-
egies to Inform Allocation of Stockpiled Ventilators to 
Healthcare Facilities During a Pandemic. Health Secur, 
2020;18(2):69–74. doi:10.1089/hs.2020.0028.

81. Kain T and Fowler R. Preparing intensive care for the next 
pandemic influenza. Critical Care, 2019;23:337 https://doi.
org/10.1186/s13054-019-2616-1. 

82. Ventilator Allocation Guidelines - New York State Task 
Force on Life and the Law New York State Department of 
Health, November, 2015. 

83. Rosenbaum SJ. Ethical Considerations for Decision Mak-
ing Regarding Allocation of Mechanical Ventilators dur-
ing a Severe Influenza Pandemic or Other Public Health 
Emergency. Centers for Disease Control and Prevention, 
Office of the Associate Director for Science (SOAS) Eth-
ics Subcommittee. Available from: https://www.cdc.gov/os/
integrity/phethics/ESdocuments.htm#considerations. Ac-
cessed July 01, 2020.

84. Levin D, Cadigan RO, Biddinger PD, Condon S, Koh HK; 
Joint Massachusetts Department of Public Health-Harvard 
Altered Standards of Care Working Group. Altered stand-
ards of care during an influenza pandemic: identifying ethi-
cal, legal, and practical principles to guide decision making. 
Disaster Med Public Health Prep, 2009;3 Suppl 2:S132-
S140. doi:10.1097/DMP.0b013e3181ac3dd2

85. Leider JP, DeBruin D, Reynolds N, Koch A, Seaberg 
J. Ethical Guidance for Disaster Response, Specifically 



Triage protocol during the COVID-19 health emergency 11

Around Crisis Standards of Care: A Systematic Review. 
Am J Public Health, 2017;107(9):e1-e9. doi:10.2105/
AJPH.2017.303882.

86. Wagner JM, Dahnke MD. Nursing ethics and disaster 
triage: applying utilitarian ethical theory. J Emerg Nurs. 
2015;41(4):300–306.

87. Federazione Nazionale Ordini delle Professioni Infer-
mieristiche. Codice Deontologico delle Professioni Infer-
mieristiche 2019 Il testo approvato dal Consiglio Nazion-
ale. Available from: https://www.fnopi.it/archivio_news/
attualita/2629/Il%20testo%20definitivo%20Codice%20
Deontologico%20degli%20Ordini%20delle%20%20Profes-
sioni%20Infermieristiche%202019.pdf. Accessed August 
03, 2020.

88. Pena ME., Irvin CB, Tafcla RB. Ethical Considerations 
for Emergency Care Providers during Pandemic Influen-
za - Ready or Not.... Prehospital and Disaster Medicine, 
2009;24(2):115–119.

89. World Health Organization. (2008). Addressing ethi-
cal issues in pandemic influenza planning: Discussion pa-
pers. Geneva: World Health Organization Available from: 

https://apps.who.int/iris/bitstream/handle/10665/69902/
WHO_IER_ETH_2008.1_eng.pdf;jsessionid=B015FB7
F0B9E95AF3DA6EE1473617372?sequence=1. Accessed 
August 03, 2020.

Received: 03 August 2020
Accepted: 28 October 2020
Correspondence:
Dr. Roberto Latina
National Center for Clinical Excellence, Quality and Safety of 
Care (CNEC), Istituto Superiore di Sanità
Via Giano della Bella, 34, 00162 Rome, Italy
Tel. +390649904385
Email roberto.latina@uniroma1.it


