UK and Ireland Cochrane Contributors Meeting 

Loughborough – March 2012


Presentations from NIHR, UKCC and Cochrane Editorial Unit were very similar and were along the following lines:

· More useful reviews for practitioners and policy makers – this may mean less reviews overall

· More usage of reviews 

· More stakeholder engagement in reviews – review questions etc 

· More priority setting for new reviews and updates 

· More value for money from reviews for commissioners of reviews 

I took soundings from delegates in workshops and networking sessions and the following themes emerged (in no particular order):

· Need to set priorities for outcomes, and core outcomes 

· Need to set priorities for review questions, but confusion over what needs to be considered and why?

· Separate process needed for review updates?

· Need for priority setting in relation to capacity and skills of CRG and review teams

· Can work can be outsourced as a way of dealing with challenges in prioritisation?

· Using methods for prioritisation that are pragmatic and 'doable' by CRGs 

· Skills and techniques for engaging with stakeholders in setting priorities (especially with the international focus)

· Role of economic information in priority setting

· How people’s views are integrated with technical information in priority setting 
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