OPEN ACCESS


UPDATING WORKING Group (UWG)


	See question for ccsg at item 4.




1. Remit and home of the UWG

In order to formalise its activities the working group has drafted a remit (Annexe 1). After discussions with the Co-Convenors of the Quality Advisory Group (QAG) it was decided to let the UWG be a (temporary) sub-group of the QAG. In the future we will report to the CCSG via the QAG.

2. Current members

Davina Ghersi (Breast Cancer Group)

Harriet MacLehose (Infectious Diseases Group)

Phil Wiffen (Pain, Palliative and Supportive Care Group)

Sonja Henderson (Pregnancy and Childbirth Group)

Jessie McGowan (EPOC + Methods Groups)

Mark Davies (Neonatal Group)

Mike Clarke (Centres/IMSG)

Sally Green (Centres/HAG/CCSG)

Successor of Sarah Hetrick (Centres/CRG resources page - ACC)

Rob Scholten (Centres/IMSG/CCSG)

David Moher (Methods Groups)

New contributors will be sought in order to have a broad representation.

3. Current activities 

See Annexe 2. We have submitted an amended version of the proposal for a pilot project to facilitate updating of systematic reviews to the CEO, including a more clear description of the deliverables and outputs. In addition, we included a pilot of the strategy to help with prioritising reviews for updating as developed by CIDG. We hope to start with the project in due course.

4. Questions to the Steering Group

We would like to request a modest budget for three teleconferences (£600), to be added to the QAG budget.

Rob Scholten, Convenor

22 September, 2006

ANNEXE 1 - WORKING GROUP TO LOOK AT UPDATING REVIEWS

Remit

To look at methods and strategies to help reduce the number of Cochrane reviews whose findings are out of date.

Accountability

To the Steering Group via QAG.

Convenor/Co-Convenors

Nominated by the Chair of the Steering Group with the approval of the full Steering Group.

Membership 

Members, to be nominated by the Convenor(s) of the Working Group and formally approved by their constituencies, should include:

· Representatives of CRGs: Co-ordinating Editor(s), Review Group Co-ordinator(s), Trials Search Co-ordinator(s), Author(s), and other(s).

· Representatives of other Cochrane entities (Methods Groups, Centres, Fields/Networks).

· Representatives of the Information Management System Group.

· Representatives of The Cochrane Collaboration’s publishing partner.

· Other individuals selected on the basis of their demonstrated interest and activity in the area.

Structure

The Working Group is a subgroup of the Quality Advisory Group. The Group consists of an Executive Group and Advisors. The Executive should include the Convenor(s) and at least one representative of each of RGCs, Co-ordinating editors and TSCs. Selection of members of the Executive Group is done by the Convenor(s) in consultation with all working group members. 

Tasks

The Executive coordinates the activities of the Working Group and performs the preparatory work. The Advisors are asked to provide input. The various Entity representatives consult and inform their constituencies, if needed.

Meetings and communication

· E-mail discussion list, and possibly additional e-mail discussion lists for particular projects. 

· Entity representatives to consult and inform their constituencies, if needed.

· Information and progress to be posted on the website.

· Teleconferences. 

· Face-to-face meetings when felt necessary.

Reports to Steering Group meetings

Written reports to the Steering Group every six months (via QAG).

ANNEXE 2 –
OVERVIEW OF THE (FORTHCOMING) ACTIVITIES OF 

THE UPDATING WORKING GROUP

(22 September 2006)

1. Collate and disseminate existing strategies to facilitate updating developed by the various CRGs 

	Activity
	Timeline

	Collect existing CRG strategies
	

	Collate / summarise strategies
	

	Disseminate / Publish on CRG resources page of www.cochrane.org
	


2. Collate and disseminate existing methods to assist prioritising reviews for updating; develop and test new methods

	Activity
	Timeline

	Collect existing methods
	

	Collate / summarise methods
	

	Develop new methods?
	

	Disseminate / Publish on CRG resources page of www.cochrane.org
	


3. Collate and disseminate existing recommendations about the level of editorial input needed for each different type of update; develop and test new methods

	Activity
	Timeline

	Collect existing methods
	

	Collate / summarise methods
	

	Develop new methods?
	

	Disseminate / Publish on CRG resources page of www.cochrane.org
	


4. Explore the feasibility of centralising the updating process

	Activity
	Timeline

	Collect existing experiences
	

	Prepare proposal for pilot project for an updating officer to assist with the updating process
	Approved by CCSG 25/04/2006

	Amend proposal for pilot project for an updating officer to assist with the updating process
	15/09/2006

	Call for volunteer hosts of the project
	Start ?/10/2006

	Pilot CIDG method for prioritising updates in other CRGs
	Start ?/10/2006

	Execute project
	Start 01/01/2007 

End 31/12/2007

	Analyse and report the results of the pilot project
	February 2008

	Make recommendations to CCSG
	February 2008


5. Ensure proper presentation of the topicality of Cochrane reviews to end-users

	Activity
	Timeline

	Request PPG to add standard sentence to published abstracts of Cochrane reviews 
	Submitted 15/06/2006

	Request PPG to add clear indication of the up-to-datedness to Cochrane reviews in The Cochrane Library
	Submitted 15/06/2006


6. Ensure clear classifications for the various dates to be recorded with Cochrane reviews

	Activity
	Timeline

	Develop clear definitions of the various dates to be recorded with a review (with RAG and HAG)
	Draft 14/07/2006

	Add new Field “Date review was last assessed to be up to date” to RevMan (with RAG / IMS)
	Draft 14/07/2006


7. Provide clear instructions for review-authors re updating their review

	Activity
	Timeline

	Update chapter 10.5 of Handbook (with HAG): outline
	01/06/2006 

	First draft
	Submitted 30/06/2006

	Final draft
	01/09/2006


8. Promote improvement of  incentives for review-authors for updates

	Activity
	Timeline

	Work with ISI to develop a policy for assigning academic credits to updates of “living” electronic documents
	

	Encourage review-authors, CRGs, Fields, etc. to develop and publish derivative products
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