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• Item #7 describes under-taking quality assessments of guidelines.  May be opportunities 
to link to other groups are currently doing in this space. Will be discussed in more detail 
in agenda item 4 
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4. GUIDANCE ACTIVITIES 
 

a. List and appraise COVID-related clinical practice guidelines, complementing and building 
on existing initiatives (ECRI, NIPH, others) (see attachment 4) 

 
• Newman walked the group through the background document he had prepared 

comparing different approaches to guideline assessment between ECRI, NIPH/FHI and 
a group led by Yannaez in the Middle East 

• Explained that these are most promising resources we found, though not perfect; part of 
Newman’s work is to assess the extent that quality is considered within that context  

• Per suggested including assessment of navigation/usefulness as additional criteria  
• Different quality assessments prioritize different quality criteria (e.g. stakeholder 

involvement, rigour in guideline development, etc). Given variations in need and context, 
likely need flexibility across this space, while supporting transparency of criteria and how 
they are weighted, allowing end-users to select guidance, knowing how it has been 
developed and how to adapt to their context 

 
• Group discussed whether repository should include complete range of guidelines (rather 

than just high-quality ones) to be align with end-user needs. Group agreed to re-visit this 
question at a later meeting  

 
b. COVID-19 guideline appraisal shared by Tamara (see attachment 5) 

i. Checking PROSPERO for other groups doing or planning this – could be part of 
potential collaboration efforts 

• This was not discussed- to be carried forward to next meeting  

 
5. WORKING GROUP ACHIEVEMENTS STATEMENT 

a. Recommending evidence-based approaches in ways that are more coordinated and efficient 
and that balance quality and timeliness: possibly guideline registration, inventory and 
quality rating 

 
6. ANY OTHER BUSINESS 
 

 


