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Meeting of the Cochrane Information Retrieval Methods Group (CIRMG)

XVII Cochrane Colloquium, Singapore

7.30-9.00 am Tuesday 13th October 2009

Room 308

Carol Lefebvre (CL) –Co-convenor & Co-Chair

Alison Weightman (AW) - Co-Convenor & Co-Chair

Bernadette Coles (BC) - Co-ordinator (Minutes) 
	Item. 
	Details         
	Action


	1.
	Welcome & introductions.
Alison Weightman welcomed everyone to the meeting and introduced Carol Lefebvre and Bernadette Coles.  There were 20 members present.

	

	2.
	Minutes of the Last Meeting (Freiburg 2008)

There was once correction to the minutes. Item 4. the response to a question from the floor was altered to 
‘CL – pre 2005 trails were identified by The US Cochrane Center and the UK Cochrane Centre and should be included in CENTRAL.

Otherwise they were accepted as an accurate record.


	

	3.
	Matters Arising.

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

	

	4.

4.1

4.2

4.3

4.3.1

4.3.1


	Project Updates.
Quality of search design/PRESS/PRISMA [Margaret Sampson –MS]
MS presented a Powerpoint presentation covering the progress of this project.
It is not known whether Cochrane will officially endorse PRISMA as it did not endorse QUORUM.

CL- there is a new requirement around the number of references in a review but it was not broken down in the same way as PRESS .  CL to revisit handbook section and clarify if no. of references has been confused with no. of studies and also look at the possibility of recommending a flow diagram. 

MS commented that there was a wide variation in reporting standards in practice.

[from floor] Recording the flow of searches may be an additional burden for TSCs.  How would this work when registers – this may have an impact in terms of change of practice.

MS would be happy to share her spreadsheet if requested.

[floor] This would be helpful.

CL – Has a basic guide on how to keep a search record been written?

MS – considering doing this as a brief published report.

Tamara Rader, Josephine Kavanagh and Claire Stansfield volunteered to meet up and help produce a paper.

[Floor] Was it necessary to keep a record of which database each reference was originally found in.

Consensus was no but it was noted that when results were downloaded into citation software the database name can be recorded as a separate field.  This was done as a matter of course in the Public Health Group.

There was a feeling that a clear list of what was needed when documenting searches in terms of original database numbers, de-duplication and whether this should be pre or post screening.  This was not totally clear in the Handbook and CL would revisit.

The Canadian Agency for Drugs and Technologies in Health (CADTH) is planning to publish their checklist as a short report – they also were hoping to launch a forum but this has been put on hold while a suitable technical mechanism is identified.
[comment from floor] The TSC meeting had shown enthusiasm for this development.  

A suggestion was made that PRESS should be rolled out to a pilot group of TSCs but CL commented that there had been issues with finding volunteers. MS queried whether the form was ready but any interested volunteers could contact her directly.

MS asked for opinions about which platform would be preferable. Suggestions included Facebook and RSS feeds.

 [from floor] – maybe wise to speak to the Cochrane web team
Low- and middle-income country databases [Josephine Kavanagh - JK]
JK summarised her oral session the official abstract can be read here

http://www.imbi.uni-freiburg.de/OJS/cca/index.php/cca/article/view/8107 
[NB all past abstracts are hosted by Uni Freiburg – this is a Singapore abstract!!!!]

[floor] As many searchers can only search in English could these sources be searched and translated results added to CENTRAL?

[JK] this has some major resource implications as translation is very expensive.

[AW] I will discuss idea with Tomas Allen (WHO)

Reports submitted by email [BC]

Su Golder - search filters to identify reporting of adverse effects.

[SG] provided the following 2 references for distribution to the Group. 
Golder, S. Loke, YK. (2008) Is there evidence for biased reporting of published adverse effects data in pharmaceutical industry-funded studies?  Brit Jnl Clin Pharmacology. 66 (6) 767-773 

Golder S. Loke, YK (2009)  Search strategies to identify information on adverse effects: a systematic review. Journal of the Medical Library Association. 97(2): 84-92. 

Justus Krabshuis - access to gastroenterology evidence in remote areas.

We are slowly but surely making progress and currently building a very modest information resource (all work is done pro-bono) based on Pubmed Medline.  We have just launched our first 5 topics.
The Virtual Aula is based on ‘simple embedded searches’ where the search is stored as a URL.  You can see the prototype at http://www.labovirtual.com.ar/vrg.htm

We feel that evidence for topics such as ours comes from the top 50 or specialist and general journal accessible on Pubmed – including of course Cochrane abstracts –most of our ‘Ask a Librarian’ clients do not have access to Embase or Hinari.

This is where we are at the moment – remember the system is not designed for expert searchers it is aimed at clinicians who do not search.

	CL
CL

AW

	5.
	New release of the Cochrane Handbook of Systematic Reviews of Interventions 5.0.2. - September 2009 [CL]

The new release was loaded on 29.09.09 in both pdf and browsable versions.  The Handbook will give access to corrections so please check carefully when you are using it.

The Group’s was alerted to the elements on policy on searching in Chapter 6 of the handbook.

[floor]  Is this the same Handbook that is available to buy in print?

CL – This is a web version of the Handbook which is not available in print.

	

	6.
	Inclusion of search strategies in Cochrane Protocols – discussion. [Led by CL]

The inclusion of search strategies in published Cochrane Review protocols has been discussed a lot but current Cochrane policy is that it is optional – there are 2 main issues.

1. Knowing which studies are published beforehand may change the review so searching should be done after the protocol is accepted.

2. In may cases the main strategy has actually been designed at the protocol stage so publishing it can allow for critique and, if necessary re-design.

A discussion at the TSC meeting concluded that policy should change to say that the main strategy should be included at the protocol stage and feedback asked for.

[floor] It should be marked as a draft strategy.

[CL] There is already a mechanism for indicating changes to protocols and that would be acceptable.

[floor] We have never documented changes to the strategy – should we be doing this?

[floor] there is already guidance for documenting any methodological change so this should cover the issue – there is no need to label a strategy provisional or draft.

	

	7
	Long-term viability of handsearching – discussion
IRMG was asked by the Monitoring & Registration Group (MRG) for views on usefulness and cost-benefits of systematic handsearching.  This was discussed via the Groups’s email discussion list as well as in the meeting.

Around 50% of Cochrane Centres currently do not handsearch but 72% of review group TSC reported handsearching activities.

The main feeling of the discussion was this was a valuble activity but very time intensive and a number of groups reported that that had either stopped or limited the activity to specified titles or conference proceedings.  

Any change in policy must be evidence based and a suggestion that this should be looked at in a methodology review was well received – members were reminded that there were a number of studies on this subject detailed in the Methodology Reviews section of the The Cochrane Library.

	

	8
	Funding and ideas for additional sources [AW]

[floor] the discretionary fund was allowing bids of up to £5000 this year (£15K overall)

CL – please provide any new  information to the list.
	

	9
	The IRMG Work Plan – discussion
Any suggestions for projects in addition to the ones discussed today please email BC

	

	10

	Any other business?

No.

CL – Thanks for attending and look out for discussions via the list.

	

	
	Date and place of next meeting:  

XVIII Cochrane Colloquium, Keystone, Colorado, USA, October 2010

	



