
MINUTES

Meeting of the Cochrane Information Retrieval Methods Group (CIRMG)

XVI Cochrane Colloquium, Freiburg
7.30 – 9.00am. Tuesday 7th October 2008 

KG 2 – 2121
Chair – Jesse McGowan(JMG) – Co-convenor  

Minutes - Bernadette Coles (BC) - Co-ordinator
Carol Lefebvre (CL) –Co-convenor

Alison Weightman (AW) - Co-Convenor
	Item. 
	Details         
	Action


	1.
	Welcome

Jesse McGowan welcomed everyone to the meeting and those present (26 members) briefly introduced themselves.

	

	2.
	Minutes of the Last Meeting (Sao Paulo 2007)

The minutes were accepted as an accurate record of the meeting with no corrections.


	

	3.
	Matters Arising.

There were no matters arising from the Sao Paulo meeting which were not already on the agenda.

	

	4.
	Key messages from the updated section 6 of the Cochrane Handbook of Systematic Reviews [Carol Lefebvre]
CL gave a brief description of the new section 6 and outlined the key new or changed areas.  Also informed group that the handbook would shortly be published in paper form for the first time 

 She alerted the group to a new version (version 5.0.1) which would be available in Archie soon and which contained some changes.
Questions from the floor.
Yngve Falck Ytter – ‘Please elaborate on the recommendation that Medline is searched from 2005 onwards ’

CL – pre 2005 trails were identified by The US Cochrane Center and the UK Cochrane Centre and should be included in CENTRAL – this work has not been funded since 2005.  It may be appropriate for searchers to search pre 2005 MEDLINE depending on the area of research as trials were identified from titles and abstract not the full paper.

CL – clarified these searches were carried out by entry date not publication date.

Rachel Couban –‘Is the book to be published version 5.0.0?

CL – Yes – version 5.0.1 will only be available in Archie.  Key changes will be sent out to the list  

	CL

	5.
	Group Workplan – for discussion
No comments on current plan.

Andrew Booth.  Has anyone done any work on process evaluation alongside RCTs?  Very interested in the added value of ‘sibling studies’ if anyone shares interest please get in touch.

Christine Urquhart. (Dept. Information Studies, Aberystwyth) We have a PhD student who wants to get involved with a project all ideas welcome.

	

	6.
	Project updates
6.1. Designing search filters to identify adverse events reports [Su Golder}

Su Golder was unwell and unable to attend.

6.2. Improving the quality of search strategies in Cochrane reviews. [Carol Lefebvre]

The wide range of skill levels amongst people constructing search strategies has been a matter of concern for some time.  Either the quality of the searches themselves or the quality of the reporting of the searches can be poor.  Hopefully the launch of PRESS (see below) and the new handbook will improve policy but should some studies be updated and together with new reviews be monitored to see how far new guidance is being complied with.
Should we specify who designs and runs searched in the future?

6.3. The PRESS checklist. [Jessie McGowan]

Peer Review of Electronic Search Strategy checklist previously know as EHTAS.  
This project led by JMG with Margaret Sampson and funded by Canadian Agency for Drugs and Technologies in Health (CADTH) aims to provide a quality assurance checklist for electronic search strategies.  It will be web based and rely on a network of professionals who agree to peer review colleagues strategies.
A paper has been accepted in the Journal of Epidemiology and it was agreed that the forum address would be sent to the IRMG discussion list.  Feedback on the website would be welcome.

Questions from the floor. (6.2 & 6.3 taken together)
Ruth Foxlee – Once the Editor in Chief is appointed would there be an opportunity to move forward on raising awareness.  Changes must not be made in isolation but in co-operation with the new Co-ordinating Editors Method Group.

CL – ‘Yes, momentum for change must come from the group’.

Andrew Booth (AB) – methodological point; a number of standards are emerging some will be interim where strategies from the previous handbook is used.  There needs to be a ‘wash out’ period between handbooks.

CL – at least a 6 months washout period needed.

AB – If a new search is used in an update it needs to be distinguished from ‘old’ search. 
6.4. Databases of relevance to low and middle income countries. [Alison Weightman]

Request made for linguists to work more closely with this project.
Questions from the floor.
Tom Allen (WHO).  Willing to work with the group on this.

Andrew Booth.  Can databases with partial relevance be separated from databases with only LMIC relevance?

	JMcG

	7
	Testing and updating the Cochrane Library import filters.
Any additions required?
Any help needed?

Any volunteers to test filters welcome.

No response from floor.


	

	8
	Funding and ideas for additional sources.
Ideas for funding sources requested.
Ruth Foxlee – The Steering Group discretionary fund small grants are available max £3000.00

	

	9
	Any other Business.
BC – asked for any ideas for additions/improvements to the website be forwarded to her.

	

	10
	Date and place of next meeting.

XVII Cochrane Colloquium, October 11th-14th 2009, Singapore.
	



