QUALITY ADVISORY GROUP 

Report to the Steering Group


1. How many meetings, and of what type (e.g. face-to-face, by teleconference), has your Advisory Group had since March 2003?

The co-convenors of QAG meet by teleconference every 3 to 4 weeks to discuss matters related to QAG and the Handbook. A meeting of the full membership of QAG was held at the Stavanger Colloquium, another is scheduled for Barcelona. There have been separate teleconferences and e-discussion with relevant QAG members related to the copyediting project and implementing the Quality Improvement Manager’s Report.


Is this what you expected in your previous report? Yes.

2. Supply an up-to-date list of the members of your Advisory Group.

	Phil Alderson
	Co-Convenor; Centre representative

	Mike Clarke            
	Methods Group representative

	Mark Davies           
	Reviewer [CCSG representative]

	Jon Deeks               
	Methods Group representative (Statistics)

	Cindy Farquhar       
	Co-ordinating Editor representative

	Marica Ferri            
	RGC/TSC representative

	Graziella Filippini     
	Co-ordinating Editor representative

	Julie Glanville          
	Cochrane Library Users' Group representative

	Sally Green             
	Co-Convenor; Centre representative  

	Peter Juni              
	Has interest and expertise in review quality

	Monica Kjeldstrøm
	Information Management System Group representative

	Tina Leonard           
	RGC/TSC representative

	Steve McDonald      
	Trials Search Co-ordinator representative

	Philippa Middleton  
	Handbook Advisory Group representative

	Samuel Ochieng      
	CCSG representative

	Ole Olsen              
	Methods Group representative

	Nancy Owens           
	US Cochrane Center & former QIM

	Andy Oxman                      
	Editor representative

	Rob Scholten            
	Reviewer representative

	Bev Shea                        
	Reviewer representative

	Lois Sims                       
	Update Software representative

	Liz Wager                       
	Has interest and expertise in review quality

	Liz Waters                      
	Field representative

	[Yet to be named]       
	The Cochrane Collaboration's publisher representative

	Vacant
	Criticism Management Advisory Group representative

Editor representative


3. Summarise any significant actions taken by your Advisory Group since your last report, and significant actions planned for the period until the next meeting of the Steering Group in March 2004.

Copyediting project (ongoing)

A suite of related but individual projects investigating and implementing copyediting were reported to the PPG in June. In summary:

· Retrospective copyediting project (Philippa Middleton) continuing with planned progress report to QAG in Barcelona

· Prospective copyediting support project (Nancy Owens and Philippa Middleton) continuing with progress report to QAG in Barcelona

· Prospective copy editing pilot and development and implementation of the Style Guide (Sonja Henderson and Harriet MacLehose) pilot completed and successful. Full report has gone to all entities and is on website. Project planned to maintain the Style Guide (currently preparing application for resources to go to PPG).



Implementation of the QIM report (ongoing)



A proposed project plan was put to the executive teleconference in June and we are awaiting a decision about establishing a web based resource library, housed on The Collaboration’s website, for CRGs in the first instance. This will be based on the Appendix of Nancy’s report and will need some resource to compile. Nancy has provided us with all her data and we are beginning to plan the resource library. Pending approval of the project objectives from CCSG, this is likely to represent much of the next six months of QAG’s agenda, and will be discussed in detail at the QAG meeting in Barcelona.



Quality Corner (ongoing)



Members of QAG continue to contribute one ‘Improving your review’ article to each issue of Cochrane News. We will be planning topics and authors for the next four issues at our Barcelona meeting and have plans for adding a section/ article highlighting different sections of the resource library.



Editorial checklist (completed)



Rob Scholten and Arianne Verhagen have completed their editorial checklist for Cochrane reviews. It has been circulated to CRGs and to members of QAG, and revised in light of comments. From here it will be included as an important part of the Resource Library, and it is hoped that CRGs will use it to facilitate editorial processes.



Other Quality Projects (completed):



Life cycle of Cochrane reviews (Philippa Middleton)



This project found that while the stage between publishing a protocol and the completed review is usually completed in no longer than two years, the number of out-of-date reviews and protocols requires continuing attention.



How allocation concealment is handled in Cochrane Reviews (P. Middleton)



The current coding of the adequacy of allocation concealment in studies included in Cochrane reviews is not likely to be very accurate. This is due to failure to describe methods of allocation concealment (38.6% of the sample of 1844 studies) as well as miscoding (at least an additional 9.2%).

4. Does your Advisory Group have any questions that you would like the Steering Group to answer?  If so, please list them.

 
We are hopeful that by the CCSG meeting we will have had a response to our proposal to Exec, but if not: Should we go ahead and develop a resource library based on the data collected by the Quality Improvement Manager?
5. Does your Advisory Group wish to raise any problems, and recommended solutions, which you would like the Steering Group to discuss?  If so, please list them.

We would like some advice on membership and remit, but understand from the Melbourne CCSG that this is pending. 

6. Do you foresee any problems in keeping within the budget that you submitted for the financial year April 2003 to March 2004?  

No.

Phil Alderson and Sally Green, 

Co-Convenors, Quality Advisory Group

September 2003 


