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1. First meeting with Phil Davies as Executive Director 
Appointment enormously welcomed by all. 

2. Reports from the Co-ordinating Groups 
(including status of protocols and reviews) 
2.1
Crime & Justice – David Wilson
At the moment there are 6 polished reviews; 14 in progress; 
5 have been through the review process.  

                  2.2 Education – Brian Cobb

15 active titles; 5 completed reviews; 1 protocol that has been approved -review is in the process.

2.3 Social Welfare – Julia Littell

14 published reviews. Some reviews published in both Campbell and 
Cochrane.

2.4 Methods – Jeff Valentine

As of 11/1/07 they have reviewed about 21 reviews. Big issue for Campbell is training; enormous amount of need for technical assistance for reviews to carry out a scientific review.

2.5 User Group – Merete Konnerup

25 approved reviews on the site. Have been working on development and user abstract to use in the field, have presently published 3 Campbell reviews; have prepared 3-5 pages on 5 other Campbell reviews. 

3
Cochrane Colloquium feedback 

3.1 Bob Boruch summarized some themes that are pertinent for Cochrane and Campbell. 

3.2 Cochrane people are worried about depending too much on a single source of funding (Wiley); some people in Campbell have expressed the same concern re AIR.
 

3.3 Important to build register of trials; in us as well as elsewhere we pay for those trials; how often meetings occur and/or arranged. 

3.4 Cochrane not concerned re volume of production of systematic reviews; Campbell continues to be concerned – less now that there are 25.
 

3.5 Cochrane have  plain language summaries. 

3.6 Liz Waters is interested in setting up some sort of relationship with Campbell on the health side. 

3.7 Richard Lilford wants to develop a node or centre with Campbell.

3.8 Cochrane about to review the organisation as a whole to see if the structure is good or needs changing.
 

3.9 Income from Wiley is not the sole funding;  important thing is that income from publishing doesn’t come with strings attached to it. 


3.10 Hopefully Cochrane can start to support their entities that they haven’t been able to do in the past; reviews, that have been well written, reviewed and edited fare better.

3.11 Priority setting –there is to be a  RFP to ask different groups to help decide methods of determining priority. 


3.12 Umbrella reviews – where the same intervention is reviewed in different Cochrane Reviews. 


3.13 Development of an electronic child health journal linked to The Cochrane Library containing umbrella reviews and summaries of other Cochrane Reviews.

3.14 Suggestion made that it is a pity that this is not a conjoint meeting between Campbell and Cochrane; everyone would have been extremely interested in 95% of what was going on.  

3.15 Issue raised of the formal relationship between Campbell and Cochrane. There has never been a very strong cultural tradition for writing all  things down in joint agreement.. 

4.   Information specialists and other supports for Co-ordinating Groups 

4.1 Agreed they  are one of the most important ingredients for systematic reviews.

4.2 The searching stage of the systematic review is the only step where there is not an internal/external quality check.

4.3 A  partnership between authors and information specialist.
 

4.4 Should be co-authors.

4.5 Information specialist not just about searching/also about document retrieval.

4.6 Many journals are not accessible online yet but changes; retrieving them is.
 

4.7 Some groups don’t want to be able to update their contributions on the website, others do.

4.8 Go through all the reviews at various stages and involve an Information Specialist.

5.         Update on production processes: steps in producing C2 reviews  from 30 steps to 6 steps

5.1 Keep language and roles consistent across the groups; be consistent as possible with Cochrane - there are a lot of people going back and forth.
 

5.2 Should have some sort of copyright system in place if C2 is  looking at getting a publishing company. Usually it is an exclusive document; a publisher may say to remove a document off the website because you don’t have permission.
6.  Electronic Adtracker Information Management System 

Being beta-tested. 

7.  C2 publisher contract  

7.1 Two excellent presentations from people from two publishing houses.
 

7.2 Discussions ongoing.

7.3 Need to review the co-publication agreement with Cochrane once a decision is made.
8. C2 website 
Under review. 

9.  Co-registration of C2 and C1 reviews 

Phil Davies and Nick Royle to discuss.
10. Fundraising strategy 

Suggestion to have a mapping of the landscape; who’s prime and who’s a sub; what rules might we cook up for deciding; competing with ourselves is an issue that has been discussed; understanding when it is appropriate to do so.
11. C2 entities and membership – sub-group report 

Ongoing discussions and background papers for SG  to think creatively about the various ways that people can connect to Campbell.

12. Affiliation – update on Canada, China, Belgium, etc. 

Canadian Campbell Centre in Montreal approved.

Ongoing discussions with China and Belgium.

13. C2 2007 & 2008 Colloquia (Phil and Matt to lead)
2007 Colloquium - London - 14-16 May  

2008 Colloquium - Vancouver - ?Date 
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