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Appendix:

Instruments for evaluation of the quality of practice guidelines

Shaneyfelt T, Mayo-Smith M, Rothwagl J. Are Guidelines Following Guidelines? The Methodological Quality of Clinical Practice Guidelines in the Peer-Reviewed Medical Literature.  JAMA 1999; 281: 1900-05. 

Scale used for this instrument: Yes
No

Development and format
1. Purpose of the guideline is specified 

2. Rationale and importance of the guideline are explained

3. The participants in the guideline development process and their areas of expertise are specified

4. Targeted health problem or technology is clearly defined 

5. Targeted patient population is specified 

6. Intended audience or users of the guideline are specified

7. The principal preventive, diagnostic, or therapeutic options available to clinicians and patients are specified 

8. The health outcomes are specified

9. The method by which the guideline underwent external review is specified
10. An expiration date or date of scheduled review is specified

Evidence evaluation

11. Method of identifying scientific evidence is specified

12. Time period from which evidence is reviewed is specified

13. The evidence used is identified by citation and referenced

14. Method of data extraction is specified

15. Method for grading or classifying the scientific evidence or expert opinion are used and described

16. Formal methods of combining evidence or expert opinion are used and described

17. Benefits and harms of specific health practices are specified

18. Benefits and harms are quantified

19. The effect on health care costs from specific health practices is specified

20. Costs are quantified

Formulation of recommendations
21. The role of value judgements used by the guideline developers in making recommendations is discussed

22. The role of patient preferences is discussed

23. Recommendations are specific and apply to the stated goals of the guideline

24. Recommendations are graded according to the strength of evidence

25. Flexibility in the recommendations is specified

Grilli R, Magrini N, Penna A, Mura G, and Liberati A. Practice guidelines developed by specialty societies: the need for a critical appraisal.  The Lancet 2000; 355: 103-06.

Scale used for this instrument:   Yes
No
1. Full description of professionals

2. Search undertaken

3. Grading of recommendation

Cluzeau F, Littlejohns P, Grimshaw J, Feder G. Appraisal Instrument for Clinical Guidelines. London: St. George's Hospital Medical School; 1997.*

Available from: St. George’s Hospital Medical School web site (http://www.sghms.ac.uk/depts/phs/hceu/clinguid.htm). Accessed 11 June 2001.

Scale used for this instrument:  Yes
No
Not sure
N/A

Dimension 1: Rigour of Development

1. Is the agency responsible for the development of the guidelines clearly identified?

2. Was external funding or other support received for developing the guidelines?
3. If external funding or support was received, is there evidence that the potential biases of the funding body (ies) were taken into account?

Guideline development group

4. Is there a description of the individuals (e.g. professionals, interest groups-including patients) who were involved in the guidelines development group?

5. If so, did the group contain representatives of all key disciplines?

Identification and interpretation of evidence

6. Is there a description of the source of information used to select the evidence on which the recommendations are based?

7. If so, are the sources of information adequate?

8. Is there a description of the method(s) used to interpret and assess the strength of the evidence?

9. If so, is(are) the method(s) for rating the evidence satisfactory?

10. Is there a description of the methods used to formulate the recommendations?

11. If so, are the methods satisfactory?

12 Is there an indication of how the views of interested parties not on the panel were taken into 

account?

13. Is there an explicit link between the major recommendations and the level of supporting evidence?

Peer review

14. Were the guidelines independently reviewed prior to their publication/release?

15. If so, is explicit information given about methods and how comments were addressed?

16. Were the guidelines piloted?

17. If the guidelines were piloted, is explicit information given about the methods used and the results adopted?

Updating

18. Is there a mention of a date for reviewing or updating the guidelines?

19. Is the body responsible for the reviewing and updating clearly identified?

Overall assessment of development process

20. Overall, have the potential biases of guideline development been adequately dealt with? 

Dimension 2: Context and Content
Objectives

21. Are the reasons for the developing the guidelines clearly stated?

22. Are the objectives of the guideline clearly defined?

Context

23. Is there a satisfactory description of the patients to which the guidelines are meant to apply?

24. Is there a description of the circumstances (clinical or non clinical) in which exceptions might be made using the guidelines?

25. Is there an explicit statement of how the patient's preferences should be taken into account in applying the guidelines?

Clarity

26. Do the guidelines describe the condition to be detected, treated, or prevented in unambiguous terms?

27. Are the different possible options for management of the condition clearly stated in the guidelines?

28. Are the recommendations clearly presented?

Likely costs and benefits

29. Is there an adequate description of the health benefits that are likely to be gained from the recommended management?

30. Is there an adequate description of the potential harms or risks that may occur as a result of the recommended management?

31. Is there an estimate of the costs or expenditures likely to incur form the recommended management?

32. Are the recommendations supported by the estimated benefits, harms and costs of the intervention?

Dimension 3: Application

Guideline dissemination and implementation

33. Does the guideline document suggest possible methods for dissemination and implementation?

Monitoring of guidelines/clinical audit

34. Does the guideline document specify criteria for monitoring compliance?

35. Does the guideline document identify clear standards or targets?

36. Does the guideline document define measurable outcomes that can be monitored?

National Guidelines Only

37. Does the guideline document identify key elements which need to be considered by local guideline groups?

_______

* Note that recently this instrument was updated into AGREE (Appraisal of guidelines for research & evaluation) Instrument (available at: http://www.agreecollaboration.org/)

Petrie J, Barnell E, Grimshaw J. Criteria for Appraisal for National Use- Scottish Intercollegiate Guidelines Network (SIGN). SIGN Publication Number 39, 1995. Edinburgh: Scottish Intercollegiate Guidelines Network (SIGN); 1995. Available from SIGN web site (http://www.sign.ac.uk/guidelines/fulltext/50/index.html) (Version 2001) Accessed 11 June 2001 

Scale Used for this instrument: N/A

Yes
No

Responsibility and support for guideline development

1.  Does the guideline identify the agencies responsible for development and endorsement of the  guideline?

2.  Does the guideline identify the sources of funding and other support for development of the  guideline?

3.   If funding or support was received from a commercial interest (e.g. a drug company), does the report refer to the availability of explicit details about the nature and level of the commitment?

4. Were potential biases or conflicts of interest of the funding or supporting bodies satisfactorily taken into account?

Guideline development group membership

5. Is there a description of the individuals (e.g. professionals, interest groups including patients) who were involved in developing the guideline?

6. Were formal declarations of interest made by all those involved?

7. Did the group contain representatives of key disciplines?

8. Did the group include patients or their representatives?

9. Were potential biases or conflicts or interest of individual members satisfactorily taken into account?

Evidence identification and synthesis

10.  Is there a description of the method(s) used to collect ( I.e. identify and select) the evidence on which recommendations are based?

11. Are the methods for collecting the scientific evidence satisfactory?

12. Are the sources of information used in developing the guideline adequately referenced?

13. Is there a description of the method(s) used to seek views of interested parties not on the guideline development group?

Assessing the strength of scientific evidence

14. Is there a description of the methods used to assess the strength of scientific evidence?

15. Does the guideline make explicit links between recommendations and the strength of the supporting evidence?

16. Overall, are the methods used to rate or weight the scientific evidence satisfactory?

Pre-testing and peer review

17. Was the guideline subjected to independent peer review by experts or outside panels?

18. Was the guideline piloted or pretested?

19. If the guideline was piloted or pretested, does the guideline report give explicit information about the method adopted and the results?

Review

20. Does the guideline give explicit details of how the guideline will be routinely reviewed?

21. Does the guideline report identify which bodies are responsible for the scheduled review of the guideline?

21. Does the guideline report give a specific date for scheduled review or an expiry date for the guideline?

Global assessment of validity of guideline development

23. Is there, in the guideline report, an accurate summary that reflects the methods, content and recommendations?

24. Overall, do the potential biases or conflicts of the guideline's development appear to be adequately dealt with?

Clinical Applicability/Clinical Flexibility

1. Is there a description of the patient population(s) to which the guideline is meant to apply?

2. Is there a description of the professional groups to which the guideline is meant to apply?

3. Is there a description of the circumstances (clinical or non-clinical) in which exceptions might be made in using the guideline?

4. Is there a description of ethical issues likely to arise in using the guideline?

5. Is there an explicit statement of how the patient's preferences should be taken into account in applying the guideline?

6. Do the recommendations collectively cover all clinically relevant circumstances (including diagnostic process, clinical management and referral?)

7. Are the guideline recommendations consistent with each other?

Clarity

8. Are the major topics discussed presented clearly?

9. Does the guideline describe in unambiguous terms the condition to be detected, treated or  prevented?

10.Does the guideline describe in unambiguous terms the options for management of the  condition?

11.Does the guideline identify unacceptable or ineffective current practices?

12. Are the recommendations written in unambiguous terms?

13. Can each major recommendation be found easily?

Description of likely costs and benefits

14. Is there an adequate description of the health benefits expected from the recommended clinical management?

15. Is there an adequate description of the potential harm or risk that may occur as a result of a specific clinical management?

16. Is there an adequate description of the costs or expenditure expected to be involved in a  specific clinical management?

17. Have potential costs and expenditure been estimated satisfactorily?

18. Are issues for consideration by managers in health boards and trusts/practices clearly  identified?

19. Are the recommendations supported by the estimated benefits, possible harm and costs of the intervention (and thus with the strength of the evidence?)

Local protocol development, dissemination and implementation

20. Does the guideline describe recommended method(s) of developing the local protocol?

21. Does the guideline identify which professional groups should be involved in local protocol  

      development?

22. Does the guideline identify key elements which need to be considered in local protocols?

23. Does the guideline identify key areas on which information for patients should be provided?

24. Are examples of patient specific reminders included?

Clinical Audit

25. Does the guideline identify key clinical outcome indicators for the areas of care covered?

26. Are key targets or standards identified?

27. Does the guideline define the core clinical data for reporting the relevant clinical care?

28. Do the core clinical data include key indicators of a) risk and b) severity?

Sanders GD, Nease RF, Owens DK. Design and pilot evaluation of a system to develop computer-based site-specific practice guidelines from decision models. Med Decis Making 2000; 20(2): 145-59.

Clinical Practice Guideline Evaluation

Please describe yourself, by checking all that apply:

1.  Sex:

Female

Male

2.  Training level
Pre-med
MD
MS
PhD
Other

3.  Do you use or have exposure to current clinical practice guidelines?



Yes

No

For the given clinical practice guideline, please use the following scale:

ND = Cannot determine whether or not the criterion has been met from guideline and accompanying materials

0 = Criterion is not met

1 = Criterion is partially or inadequately met

2 = Criterion is clearly fulfilled

Usability

4. Is the intervention clearly defined?

5. Is the desired goal of the intervention clearly stated

6. Does the guideline state explicitly the population to which the statements apply?

7. Does the guideline identify the specifically known or generally expected exceptions to this recommendation?

8. Is the guidance offered about how to modify the guideline for differing clinical circumstances?

Accountability

9. Was the guideline developed in a multidisciplinary process?

10. Is the evidence used in drawing conclusions included?

11. Can you determine the process used to synthesize evidence and develop the guideline?

12. Are the assumptions used in guideline development clearly stated?

13. Is there a procedure for scheduled reviews included in this guideline?

Accuracy

14. Are intermediate events and their relationship to final outcomes clearly stated including intermediate events?

15. Are the methods of measurement for the intervention and the outcomes clearly stated?

16. Is the method used in linking the intervention and guideline clearly stated?

17. Has the guideline been through some form of formal or peer review?

18. Are patient preferences explicitly considered in development of the guideline?
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