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1.0 Introduction 
 
This document has been prepared to summarise the organisation of planned joint and separate 
activities to support economics methods in the Campbell and Cochrane Collaborations and to 
make the case for a joint organisation of a Campbell and Cochrane Economics Methods Group. 
 
There has been a registered Cochrane Economics Methods Group since September 1998, 
which has a small presence within the Cochrane Collaboration and has interdisciplinary 
membership of over 100 world-wide, linking reviewers and economics specialists.   There are 
currently no core funds for this group, but common interest, ease of internet communication, 
and support from members’ host institutions have allowed the Cochrane EMG to maintain an 
identity and contribute to the aims of the Collaboration. 
 
Plans to establish an economics methods group within the Campbell Collaboration (C2) were 
agreed by the founders of C2 from the early stages, and there was clear demand from founders 
and those attending the first colloquium at Philadelphia in February 2001.   A list of members of 
C2 with economics interests was established.   
 
Both Collaborations have encouraged development of joint methods groups.  Many of the 
conceptual methodological issues are common to any form of evaluation of professional 
practice or policy change.   Much can be learned by combining the insights of methodologists 
working in different areas of application.  This is as true of economics as it is for statistical 
methods for meta-analysis.    
 
Economists working with the Cochrane Collaboration have been aware of the somewhat narrow 
focus of economic evaluation in health care, which can limit the value of the reviews for policy 
making across sectors and are eager to collaborate more with economics specialists in the 
evaluation of interventions in spheres.   
 
On the other hand, some economists are developing thinking on how economics can be 
considered within systematic reviews, and how reviews can be designed to assist economic 
decision making.   Progress has been slow, but is summarised in a book published as a result 
of a workshop on ‘Evidence based health economics’, organised by the co-convenors of the 
Cochrane EMG1.     
 
Economics issues span the interests of other methods groups, and include every stage of the 
review process, including: formulation of questions in reviews, interpretation of evidence 
reported, summarising and predicting implications of summarised research findings for 
economies. 
 
A continuing demand for ‘economics’ input and training for reviewers is apparent in both 
collaborations, but there is a lack of validated and appropriate advisory and training material 

                                                   
1 Donaldson C, Mugford M, Vale L (editors).Evidence-based health economics: the role of economics in 
systematic review.  BMJ Publishing Group. London 2002 
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available.   To arrive at such a point needs a clear organisation and adequate funding for a 
network and support organisation for economics methods for both the Collaborations, and for a 
programme of methodological research and development to answer the needs and aims of 
Cochrane and C2. 
 
In November 2002, a workshop was hosted at the Nuffield Trust in London UK, organised by 
economists from Cochrane and Campbell Collaborations,  to which all who had previously 
expressed interest in an economics methods group in C2 were invited.   A note of the 
proceedings of that meeting is attached as Appendix 1. 
 
The purpose of the workshop was to prepare this document for registration of the joint Campbell 
and Cochrane Economics Methods Group 
 
 

2.0 Background 
 

2.1 The Collaborations 
 
The Cochrane Collaboration was established in 1993. It.. “is an international organization that 
aims to help people make well informed decisions about health care by preparing, maintaining 
and ensuring the accessibility of systematic reviews of the effects of health care interventions”2 
 
The goals of the Cochrane Collaboration are: 
 
“Goal 1:  To ensure high quality, Cochrane systematic reviews are available across a broad 
range of healthcare topics 
 
Goal 2: To promote access to Cochrane reviews and the other products of the Cochrane 
Collaboration 
 
Goal 3: To ensure an efficient, transparent organisational structure and management system for 
the Cochrane Collaboration 
 
Goal 4: To achieve sustainability of the Cochrane Collaboration” 
 
The Campbell Collaboration (C2) was founded in February 2000. “The Campbell Collaboration 
is an emerging international effort that aims to help people make well-informed decisions by 
preparing, maintaining, and promoting access to systematic reviews of studies on the effects of 
social and educational policies and practices”3 
 
There are several key principles on which the work of both collaborations is based. These 
include the following: 

                                                   
2 Cochrane Collaboration Draft Strategic Plan October 2002 
3 www.campbellcollaboration.org  
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1. Collaboration, by internally and externally fostering good communications, open decision-

making and teamwork. 
 
2. Building on  the enthusiasm of individuals, by involving and supporting people of different 

skills and backgrounds. 
 
3. Avoiding the unnecessary duplication, by good management and co-ordination to ensure 

economy of effort. 
 
4. Minimizing bias, through a variety of approaches such as abiding by high standards of 

scientific evidence, ensuring broad participation, and avoiding conflicts of interest. 
 
5. Keeping up to date by a commitment to ensure that Campbell Reviews are maintained 

through identification and incorporation of new evidence. 
 

6. Striving for relevance, by promoting the assessment of policies and practices using 
outcomes that matter to people.  

 
7. Promoting access, by wide dissemination of the outputs of the Collaboration, taking 

advantage of strategic alliances, and by promoting appropriate prices, content and media to 
meet the needs of users worldwide. 

 
8. Ensuring quality, by being open and responsive to criticism, applying advances in 

methodology and developing systems for quality improvement. 
 
9. Continuity, by ensuring that responsibility for reviews, editorial processes and key functions 

is maintained and renewed.  
 
 

2.2 Review Groups and Methods Groups 
 
There are 50 different Cochrane Review Groups, each working on reviews associated with 
different health problems. In addition to the review groups, there are entities known as fields 
and networks who represent dimensions of health care which may group evidence about 
specific health interventions and policies in different ways, such as health care setting, client 
group, professional groups and types of interventions. There are ten established Methods 
Groups supporting the Review Groups, which aim to support reviewers and review groups in 
achieving high quality reviews, through organising and disseminating the work of specialists in 
different disciplines on methods to be used for systematic reviews.  
 
There are currently five C2 co-ordinating groups: 
 
·  Crime and Justice; 
·  Education; 
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·  Social Welfare; 
·  Methods; and 
·  Communication and Dissemination. 
 
Within the methods co-ordinating group, methods sub-groups are being established.  
 
Joint Cochrane-Campbell methods groups are being actively encouraged by both 
Collaborations. “They facilitate a combined effort to produce guidelines for the preparation and 
maintenance of systematic reviews. They also provide for a combined effort on the preparation 
of the software needed to prepare, maintain, and disseminate reviews. In addition, there will be 
many areas of methodological interest in research synthesis that are not confined within the 
boundaries of one Collaboration or the other.” 4 
 
 

2.3 The Economic Methods Group 
 
The Cochrane Economic Methods Group (CEMG) exists to develop and advise on methods for 
conducting and using reviews within the Cochrane Collaboration to take account of the 
economic questions which accompany most decisions about practice and policy. The need for 
an economics methods group for Cochrane was first discussed in 1993. Two workshops were 
organised for invited health economists who had some interest in the Cochrane Collaboration, 
and included members of the Cochrane Collaboration interested in developing guidance for 
reviewers on how to handle economic issues in reviews.  These were held at the UK Cochrane 
Centre in Oxford 1993 and 1994, and a report was published as an appendix to the Cochrane 
Collaboration Handbook.  Although not formally registered as a Cochrane entity, this informal 
group of economists met as the Cochrane Health Economics Group, and held popular 
workshops at Cochrane Colloquia in Canada in 1994, and in Amsterdam in 1997.   In 
September 1998, the Cochrane Collaboration Steering Committee formally registered the 
Cochrane Health Economics Group. 
 
The aims of the CEMG are as shown in Box 1 
 

Box 1: Aims of the Cochrane Economics Methods Group 
 

Develop and disseminate methods: 
·  for conducting reviews of trials, and other studies, with economic elements 
·  for building economic evaluations from reviews of effectiveness  

 
Be a discussion and methods development group for economists involved with Cochrane 
Reviews 
·  to encourage transparency of methods 
·  to encourage liaison with other methods groups on topics of common interest  
 
Provide links for Cochrane Review Groups with health economists and other sources 

                                                   
4 [add reference] 
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·  through the International Health Economics Association and other economic networks 
·  through economic evaluation databases and reviews. 
 
Run workshops and discussions on economic issues and methods relevant to the aims of 
the Cochrane Collaboration. 

 
 
 
The CCEMG is currently convened jointly by Miranda Mugford (at the University of East Anglia, 
England, UK) , Cam Donaldson (at the University of Newcastle, England, UK, and formerly 
University of Calgary, Alberta, Canada ) and Luke Vale (at the University of Aberdeen, 
Scotland, UK), with co-ordinating support based at the University of East Anglia (Val Knights).  
 
It is a further aim of the group to maintain an international focus and membership, with 
emphasis on achieving active membership in less rich countries, and on developing guidance 
for reviewers which can take account of widely varying contexts for economic decisions.    
 

3.0 Aims & Scope Of The C&CEMG 
 
In the face of scarce resources, decision makers need to consider not only the effects on key 
outcomes (such as health gain, educational achievement, improved social functioning, reduction 
in crime etc)  but also the value or utility of these effects and the amount of resources required, 
to determine how to act on the evidence from Cochrane or Campbell Reviews.  To this end, it is 
proposed that the CEMG  be subsumed within a joint Cochrane  and Campbell Collaboration 
Economics Methods Group (C&CEMG) which will provide the basis to  
 
·  continue support to reviewers in the Cochrane Collaboration 
and  
·  develop support for reviewers in the Campbell Collaboration 
 

3.1 C&CEMG Aims 
 
The  C&CEMG aims to 
 
·  Promote and support the consideration of economic issues within the research synthesis 

community and within systematic reviews and across the wider research community 
 
·  Develop economic methods to be used by reviewers and those involved with research 

synthesis which are 
 

�  Relevant to the reviews and to consumers of reviews 
�  Appropriate in terms of their application 
�  Unbiased and objective in their application 
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·  Undertake empirical research in the development and application of economic methods for 
studies which develop the evidence base 

 
·  Link reviewers and economists who can help with reviews or provide specialist advice 
 
·  Review the validity and quality of application of economic methods 
 
·  Disseminate valid methods and good practice  
 
·  Relate to other methods groups to ensure complementarily and avoidance of duplication. 
 
 

3.2 Scope of C&CEMG 
 
The C&CEMG aims to be representative across: 
 
·  the developed and the developing world 
·  sectors including health, crime, education and social welfare,  and 
·  specialisms of economics relevant to evaluation and policy analysis. 
 
The group will represent skills and develop and test methods and advice on the following areas 
which may affect the development of protocols for reviews, the conduct of the reviews and the 
subsequent use of the results of reviews: 
 
·  the use of economic evaluation to inform policy development 
 
·  different approaches to economic evaluation and their application, including 

�  descriptive cost studies 
�  unit cost analysis 
�  cost effectiveness 
�  cost benefit 
�  cost utility. 

 
·  Measurement and presentation of costs and benefits: 

�  units of measurement 
�  the assignment of monetary values 
�  relative prices and changes in prices 
�  time horizons for evaluations 
�  the time value of benefits and costs 
�  risk and uncertainty 
�  externalities 
�  inter-sectoral issues 
�  distributional impacts 

 
·  Measurement of impact 
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�  econometric techniques for measuring impact  
�  development of outcome measures suitable for economics 

 
·  Implementation 

�  Affordability 
�  Value for money 
�  Priorities and competing programmes 
�  Implications for ‘roll-out’ / mainstreaming 
�  Incentives 

 
 

3.3 C&CEMG Functions 
 
The C2 Methods Co-ordinating Group has developed ‘Guiding Principles for The Methods 
Groups of The Campbell Collaboration’5. These describe five general functions of the Methods 
Groups: 
 

1. Providing advice to the Steering Group and to reviewers on methodology and methods 
policy. 

2. Providing training and support. 
3. Conducting empirical research. 
4. Helping to monitor the quality of systematic reviews prepared within the Collaboration. 
5. Serving as a forum for discussion. 

 
C&CEMG activities to support the C2 functions will (as far as funding allows) include: 
 
·  providing input for Collaboration handbooks; 
 
·  training and discussion workshops on methods topics within the C&CEMG and at 

Collaboration events and other associated evaluation networks;  
 
·  maintenance of register of experts available to advise reviewers and researchers and/or 

provide resources to actively participate in reviews; 
 
·  development and maintenance of links with other networks including 
 

�  specialist and applied networks relevant to economics methods 
�  economic evaluation databases and reviews. 
�  public sector and policy decision discussion groups 

 
·  research and systematic reviews of evidence relating to economic methods 
 
·  reviews of the quality of systematic reviews which have an economics component 
 

                                                   
5 C2 Methods Bylaws 9/12/02 
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·  newsletters to methods and review groups  
 
·  development of website-based knowledge management and dissemination system, this will 

include toolkits, bibliographies and a register of knowledge holders; and 
 
·  presentations and reports to Steering Group members and Co-ordinating Groups. 
 
The Group will establish a monitoring system based on the checklist provided by the Campbell 
Methods Co-ordinating Group6 and the questionnaires from the  Cochrane Collaboration 
Monitoring and Registration subgroup, and will produce an annual report of activities. 
 

4.0 Convenors & Group Structure 
  
In line with the C2 Methods Bylaws, it is proposed that the C&CEMG will build on the 
enthusiasm and commitment of those currently involved in the Cochrane Economic Methods 
Group, and those who have expressed an interest in joining the Group to represent the fields of  
crime, education and social welfare. 
 
We are therefore proposing the following structure: 
 
Post Core Role Time 

Commitment 

Chair of 
Convenors 

Call and chair meeting 
Represent the C&CEMG on policy issues 
Ensure common issues of methods are addressed 
Ensure difficulties are considered 

 2-3 days per 
month 

Convenors Lead ‘functions’ as set out in 3.3 above 
 

2 days per month 
each 

Co-ordinator 
(admin) 

First contact for communication 
Maintenance of website links and database (and wider 
knowledge management system as this develops) 
Support chair of convenors 

4 days per month  

Group Members Providing specific/specialist advice 
Participating in workshops and discussion forums 
Making their own research available 
Peer reviewing work 

variable days per 
month each 

 
At the Nuffield Trust meeting in London November 2002, the following names were put forward  
for the first core office holders for the joint group. The group would aim to meet by telephone 
conference at least 6 monthly and would hold open meetings for business at the annual 
Colloquia of the Campbell and Cochrane Collaborations.  
 
 

                                                   
6 C2 Methods Bylaws, 2002. 
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Chair Miranda Mugford 
Health Luke Vale 
Crime Jacque Mallender to approach York 

and/or Sheffield  
Social Welfare Martin Knapp 
Education Eric Eisenstein (or his nominee from 

the USA) 
 Diana Elbourne 
Developing countries Tessa Tan-Torres and/or Don 

Shepherd were suggested  
and will be approached by Miranda 
Mugford via Jane Sisk 
 

 
Subgroups would be formed to meet specific objectives within or across the collaborations.  
These groups would report to the Convenors.  
 
It was agreed that membership of this group would be reviewed in 2004.  Broader 
representation outside the UK is being sought, to maintain international input to the group. 
 
The role of administrative co-ordinator of the Cochrane Economics Methods Group is held by 
Val Knights at the University of East Anglia.  This role would continue to support the Chair of 
Convenors of the new C&CEMG.  Additional support will be sought to meet all of the registration 
and monitoring needs and other functions of the methods group.   
 
 

5.0 Research Agenda 
 
The following provides an outline of our proposed research agenda for the first 5 years: 
 
1. Finding out the needs of reviewers and review groups for economics input 
 
Aim: To define the key areas of need for the Cochrane and Campbell Methods Handbooks.  
 
Review of quality of economics within published reviews and sample survey of review groups 
and reviewers.  A proposal for these projects has been submitted for funding but not yet funded.  
The work so far has been planned for Cochrane groups but plans may be extended to Campbell 
groups.  Leads: Miranda Mugford, Luke Vale, Cam Donaldson, and other convenors. 
 
2. Establishing methods and criteria for reviewing economics studies 
 
Review of reviews of quality of economics studies of health care interventions. Leads: Tom 
Jefferson, Vittorio Demicheli, Luke Vale 
 
Delphi study of checklists of quality of economic evaluations (CHEC project).  Ongoing work 
coordinated from Maastricht.  Lead: Sylvia Evers 
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Standards for reviewing economic evidence for musculoskeletal group reviews (OMERACT 
project).  Lead Peter Tugwell, Doug Coyle, Vivian Welch-Robinson  
 
Links to the programme of research at York on the NHS Economic Evaluation Database 
(currently published as part of the Cochrane Library).  Leads: Julie Glanville, John Nixon, 
Miranda Mugford, Mike Drummond. 
 
Reviews of quality of economic evaluations, and guidance for economic studies, across 
‘Campbell’ sectors, and comparisons with guidance for health care studies [no names yet] 
 
3. Defining appropriate economics methods for different policy questions 
 
No specific research has yet been done in the Cochrane EMG, although much has been done 
by individual members, but workshops have begun to identify a range of issues around  
 
·  the use of reviews of effectiveness in economic decision models  
·  the type of economic evaluation to be done   
·  understanding measurements and pooling measures of both benefit and of cost 
·  generalisability and applicability of economic data (of particular concern to developing 

country users of evidence) 
·  synthesis of evidence from non-randomised comparisons, and from econometric analysis 
 
Most of these issues overlap with interests of other methods groups and links are already being 
established, so far most strongly with Cochrane Statistics and Quality of Life groups. 
 
Establish and review central list of key methodological research in the field - beginning with 
member’s relevant publications.  To be added to the Central Database of  Methodological 
Studies.  [This is not yet underway and needs an identified lead] 
 
4. Answering questions posed by the Steering Committees of both Collaborations 
 
What is the cost of a Cochrane Review? Study funded by Cochrane Steering Committee to 
report by mid 2003.  Lead: Miranda Mugford, Luke Vale, Jason Wasiak, Andrew Smith. 
 
Regular monitoring and reporting of members and group activities.  Survey of members 
conducted annually.  Lead: Admin coordinator,  with additional support 
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6.0 Meetings / Workshops 
 

6.1 Cochrane Economic Methods Group 
 
1993 Apr UK Cochrane Centre, Oxford - workshop  
1994 Oct 2nd Cochrane Colloquium, Hamilton, Ontario, Canada - workshop 
1997 Oct 5th Cochrane Colloquium, Amsterdam, Netherlands 
1998 Oct 6th Cochrane Colloquium, Baltimore, USA - workshop 
1999 Jan Symposium on Systematic Reviews, Oxford.  Keynote address and poster 

display 
1999 Apr UK Collaborators meeting. Workshop 
1999 June  2nd World Conference of the International Health Economics Association 

(IHEA) - workshop on “From effectiveness to efficiency: health economics 
in the Cochrane Collaboration” 

1999 July Health Economists Study Group, Aberdeen. Discussion of Guidelines for 
Reviewers 

1999 Oct 7th Cochrane Colloquium, Rome, workshops and methods group meeting.  
2000 Oct 8th Cochrane Colloquium, Cape Town, Satellite workshop, workshops and 

methods group meeting 
2001 Jan/Feb Alberta workshop titled “From effectiveness to efficiency; the role of 

economics 
in systematic review.” 

2001 July Session at 3rd World Conference of the International Health Economics 
Association (IHEA). 

2001 Oct 9th Cochrane Colloquium, Lyon, satellite workshops and methods group 
meeting. 

2002 Apr UK Cochrane Collaborators meeting 
2002 July 10th Contribution to debate at the International Symposium on Systematic 

Reviews in Oxford, UK 
2002 August Cochrane Colloquium, Stavanger, Norway, methods group meeting. 
2003 October Cochrane Colloquium, Barcelona, satellite and other workshops and 

methods group meeting 
 
Members of the proposed C&CEMG have also attended, or plan to attend, the following 
Campbell meetings  
 
2000  
2001 Feb First Campbell Colloquium, Philadelphia USA 
2002 Sep Campbell Methods Group, Baltimore USA 
2003 Feb Second Campbell Colloquium, Stockholm, Sweden 

 
 

6.2 C&CEMG 
 
When the Campbell Collaboration was formed, Cochrane methods groups were invited to 
consider whether to seek registration as joint methods groups with the new Collaboration.  
Members of the Cochrane Economics methods group attended the first Campbell Collaboration 
in Philadelphia USA in February 2001.  Since then a number of members of the two 
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collaborations have expressed interest in supporting extending the role of economics methods 
group to  the Campbell Collaboration’s fields of interest.   
 
At a meeting  at the Nuffield Trust in London in November 2002, the details of the joint methods 
group’s aims and organisation were discussed and are presented in this document. 
 
Members of the group include both economists and other professionals and researchers 
involved in the Cochrane and Campbell Collaborations.  They have published work on methods 
for cost assessment in economic studies and the role of systematic reviewing in economic 
evaluation, and have also been involved in continuing development of guidelines for peer review 
of economic evaluation studies.   A list is attached as Appendix 2 of those who expressed 
interest in the meeting (not all of whom were able to attend, but who have had some 
opportunities to comment on documents) 
 
 

7.0 Key publications and other activities  
 
 
 

8.0 Financial Support 
 
Initially, host academic, government and private organisations will be funding the resources 
available to the C&CEMG, mainly in terms of the time ‘donated’ by individuals. Our thanks are 
extended to all relevant host organisations. Administration support will be limited to 
approximately 4 days per month  secretarial support from UEA, Norwich.  
 
Existing resources, which have been made available for the CEMG, will also be available for the 
C&CEMG. These include: 
 
·  0.5 days per week for secretarial support 
·  0.5 days per week for Chair of convenors 
·  Office of Health Economics funds for newsletters (2000-2003) 
·  Royalties from sales of book: ‘Evidence based health economics’ 
  
Given the limitations of resources, activities initially will be confined to: 
 
·  Organising meetings of convenors 
·  Organising business meetings and workshops at Colloquia 
·  Email list co-ordination 
·  Seeking funds for specific activities 
 
During the first year of the C&CEMG, additional financial support will be sought to support 
 
·  Finding out the needs of reviewers and review groups for economics methods input 
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·  Reviews of quality of economic evaluations, and guidance for economic studies, across 
‘Campbell’ sectors, and comparisons with guidance for health care studies  

 
A brochure will be prepared to support the fund raising activities.  This will set out the aims of 
the group, the benefits to policy makers and other consumers of research, and the associated 
funding requirements required for 2004-5, 2005-6 and 2006-7 to support planned activities.  
 
Approaches are being made to each of the following types organisations to assess the extent to 
which they would consider providing funding support to the C&CEMG: 
 
In the longer term, it will be useful to work with other methods groups to consider funding 
options to support all of the activities being undertaken across Campbell and Cochrane.  
 



C&CEMG: Registration Document 

Draft 3  Page  17    of 25     

Appendix 1 
 
 

Improving the economics in evidence based decisions: an economics 
methods group for the Campbell and Cochrane Collaborations 

 
A workshop 

at 
The Nuffield Trust, 59 New Cavendish Street, London  

on 25 th November 2002 
 

Meeting Notes 
 
Aim:  to prepare for registration of the group with the Campbell Collaboration 
 
Welcome & Introductions 
 
Max Lehmann, deputy secretary for the Nuffield Trust, welcomed the group 
 
There were several apologies both before the meeting and as a result of road and rail travel 
problems on the day.  In particular, Jon Deeks (Convenor of Methods groups for Cochrane 
Collaboration, Harris Cooper (Convenor of Methods for Campbell Collaboration); Jenny Popay 
and Esther Coren (planned joint qualitative methods group) all apologised for absence.   
 
Miranda Mugford introduced the meeting and outlined the purpose of the day. 
 
Session 1: Supply: how do economists provide advice for the evidence base in different fields of 
policy and practice (lead participants in parentheses) 
 
Presentations were given on the following topics (slides are attached) 
 
Health economics and the Cochrane Economics Methods Group (Luke Vale) 
Economics and evidence based criminal justice  (Jacque Mallender) 
Economics and evidence based education (Eric Eisenstein) 
Economics and evidence based social welfare (David McDaid) 
Economics advice in evaluating international projects (Martin Knapp) 
Economics and evidence based policy  (Frank Windmeijer) 
 
Session 2: Demand: what economics input is needed? 
 
Presentations were given on the following topics (slides are attached): 
 
The Cochrane and Campbell methods groups (Miranda Mugford, on behalf of Jon Deeks) 
Reviewers needs for economics (Jane Sisk) 
    Funders/Government needs/viewpoint (Phil Davies) 
 
 
Discussion (chair Cam Donaldson) 
 
Policy 
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There is a need to increase the profile of economics in relation to evidence-based policy making 
across Government internationally. There is a demand for an economics perspective on policy, 
yet economics studies are not being disseminated as widely as they might be and economists 
are still keeping too low a profile.  
 
It was also noted that the profile of Cochrane and Campbell more generally was still relatively 
low in terms of evidence-based policy making, and especially among economists and outside 
the health field.  
 
It was noted that, in health, where Cochrane is well-established, the focus of the research 
synthesis is still much more on providing an evidence base for medical / technology 
interventions, and individual professional decisions, rather than policy interventions (such as 
patient choice).  This reflects the calls of both Archie Cochrane and Donald T Campbell for 
professions to take the lead in basing practice on best evidence, and also reflects the content of 
the body of existing research. 
 
For Campbell, the topics of study are much more closely linked to national (and international) 
social policy. This might be much more challenging to politicians in the context of developing 
evidence-based policy. 
 
There is a difficulty generally of building evidence into policy making within a culture driven by 
targets. Notwithstanding this, in the UK economists have played a role in encouraging evidence 
to be developed via the use of piloting etc. 
 
Scope of  Campbell Collaboration methods advice 
 
At the Campbell methods group meeting in Baltimore, concerns had been expressed about 
Campbell being too RCT focussed.   It was felt that this might limit its ability to influence policy 
given that there were many constraints on the use (or relevance) of RCT studies within social 
research.   This debate closely echoes early and ongoing debate in the Cochrane Collaboration.  
 
The role of qualitative research is also considered to be important, the Campbell methods group 
so far sees the role of such research in relation to implementation issues.  It was recognised 
that this had been the focus of Cochrane too, however, this had changed in recent years.  The 
Campbell Implementation and ?? Methods Group may link up with the proposed Cochrane 
Qualitative Methods Group and will be a parallel methods group with the Economics Methods 
Group.   
 
There is a need to research the issue of the influence of cultural differences across the 
international community on the effectiveness and other outcomes of interventions. The point 
was raised about whether or when it is valid to pool effectiveness studies across cultures, and 
also about the problems for synthesis of economic variables. 
 
Economics methodology research 
 
The current levels of understanding and use of economics in evaluative studies is generally 
poor.  This has been widely demonstrated in the health field, there is less information about 
surveys of quality of economic evaluations in other fields – this would be worth chasing up: has 
it been done, and if not, it would useful data for the joint methods group, so should be on 
research agenda.   Documentation is poor and there is little transparency in terms of methods 
used. The use of research synthesis and meta-analysis in relation to economic studies is not 
well developed.  Many economists are sceptical about the ability to draw together economics 
findings from different studies.  Apart from the quality, study types are too diverse,  and specific 
to very settings and perspectives, and they do not always draw on primary sources.   
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Economists have still not developed a working relationship with many Cochrane reviewers and 
review groups, and have an even less well developed presence within Campbell. Their role is 
also apparently not well understood by the Cochrane and Campbell Steering Groups, although 
both groups have expressed their enthusiasm for an Economics Methods Group. This may be 
due in part to language, and to the different priorities of the groups and of economists.  It may 
also be due to economists neither challenging their own objectives, roles and methods, nor 
supporting them with an evidence base.   
 
One misunderstanding is that many do not see that economists have an important role to play in 
informing the analysis and attribution of outcomes other than resource costs.    
 
 
Extra Session 
 
A presentation was given by Diana Elbourne presenting the work of the EPPI Centre (slides 
attached) 
 
Session 3: Moving towards a joint methods group - n ext steps 
 
Discussion led by Jacque Mallender and Miranda Mugford 
 
Those present were asked to comment on the draft registration document for the Cochrane and 
Cambell Economics Methods Group 
 
Points for discussion: 
 

1) Aims and scope 
2) Functions of the group 
3) Leadership and structures 
4) Funding needs – Funding sources and strategy 
5) Next steps 

 
 
1) Aims of the Joint Group 
 
It was confirmed that there was support for a joint group. It is important, however, to ensure that 
non-health areas are given a sufficiently high profile whilst at the same time ensuring that the 
Cochrane economics network and work programme, which is currently not core funded, 
continues. 
 
There is an expectation that a joint group will be more effective, will provide a stronger network, 
and an improved quality of research, advice and training.  This ‘added value’ needs to be 
reflected in the aims. 
 
The group should be influencing research priorities as well as just reviewing research.  
 
The group should include a network of excellence, in economics and research methods,  
facilitating the contribution of experts in different areas of methodology, and conducting original 
research on best methods in the area of deriving economic evidence from , and or including 
economic analysis in, systematic reviews. 
 
Econometric modelling methods would be included within the scope of the group.  
 
Relationships need to be further developed with the statistics and other methods groups in both 
Collaborations. 
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Concerns were raised about other policy sectors  where economic evaluation methods are 
being developed and standardised (e.g. transport, environment, urban regeneration etc), and 
where these sit in relation to Campbell. It was agreed that, given how new Campbell is, this 
group shouldn’t be overly concerned about introducing other non-named sectors in our work.  
However, links with economists working in these sectors may be fruitful for methods 
development. 
 
 
2. Functions Of The Group 
 
There was scope for the group to have a ‘knowledge management’ function – this would include 
providing access to a body of methods research references in the field of economic evaluation.  
The Centre for Reviews and Dissemination is amassing such a list, but further work would 
possibly need to be done to review and annotate the database, before it could become part of 
either Cochrane or Campbell methodology databases.  
 
A joint activity would be useful to allow us to gel more as a single group; the idea of a book was 
suggested. This could be based on lessons learned from other areas.   
 
The development of the Campbell Collaboration would have some impact on how the 
economics group develops, as has already been the case in the Cochrane Collaboration.  If 
successful in developing methods research, the economics group might find it has a wider role 
than simply supporting the needs of Campbell and Cochrane reviewers, and could become a 
group of economists with expertise on economics methods in deriving public policy advice. 
 
Rowntree funding for the Economic Evaluation and Social Network has enabled the 
establishment of a database of experts, which could be of use to the Group. 
 
It will be important for the group to have a role in helping primary research improve, even 
though its main purpose is systematic review. 
 
 
3. Structure  
 
The following lead roles were agreed:  
 
Chair Miranda Mugford 
Health Luke Vale 
Crime Jacque Mallender to approach York 

and/or Sheffield  
Social Welfare Martin Knapp 
Education Eric Eisenstein (or his nominee from 

the USA) 
 Diana Elbourne 
Developing countries Tessa Tan-Torres and/or Don 

Shepherd were suggested , 
and will be approached by Miranda 
Mugford via Jane Sisk 
 

 
Broader representation outside the UK would be sought after the first year. 
 
4. Funding 
 
Funding requirements for the next three years were discussed. It was estimated that  £150k pa 
would needed to fund a dedicated research / admin team. 
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The complexity of having a range of potential funders was raised, but is a hurdle that could be 
dealt with if and when funds are offered.  
 
It was agreed that there was a need to develop a ‘product’, evidence of work done and the 
demand for and value of future work,  which we could use to approach funders in a targeted 
way. 
 
The following funders were suggested: 
 
·  European Union Funding Programme Framework 6 (via the proposed economic evaluation 

network) 
·  Department of Health, UK (via Becky Sandhu and or NICE) 
·  Joint Funding across the DH, Home Office, and Department for Education and Skills, UK 
·  Commonwealth Fund (for international collaborative research) 
·  PPP Foundation (for research likely to benefit health care) 
·  ESRC (for specific methodology research projects) 
·  The Leverhulme Trust (for academic fellowships in science and social science) 
·  Ministry of Health and Welfare, Nordic Centre 
 
It was agreed that Becky Sandu would approach the Head of Research and the Chief 
Economist at the DH to assess whether funding could be obtained.  [Since the meeting, it 
transpires from Becky’s enquiries that the DoH considers it spends enough on the Cochrane 
Collaboration without funding methods groups.] 
 
Jacque Mallender reported that an approach had been made to H.M Treasury and the Cabinet 
Office and that they had agreed to consider the proposal and how it might be funded once the 
registration document had been prepared.  
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Appendix 2: Convenor, Field and Group Member Detail s 
 
Miranda Mugford (nominated chair of convenors) 
 
Professor Miranda Mugford 
Coordinator - Health Economics Law and Ethics Group 
School of Medicine Health Policy and Practice 
University of East Anglia 
Norwich NR4 7TJ 
 
tel: +44 (01603) 593583 
fax: +44 (01603) 593604 
m.mugford@uea.ac.uk 
http://www.uea.ac.uk/hpp/hegwelc.htm 
 
 
Luke Vale (health field) 
[add details] 
 
Cam Donaldson (to continue as a co-convenor until Barcelona Cochrane meeting, then wishes 
to stand down) 
[add details] 
 
Jacque Mallender (Crime field) 
to approach York and/or Sheffield  
[add details] 
 
Martin Knapp (social welfare field) 
[add details] 
 
Eric Eisenstein (or his nominee from the USA – health and education) 
[add details] 
 
Diana Elbourne (education field, stats and review methods) 
[add details] 
 
Low and Middle Income Country economic evaluation person (suggestions to approach Tessa 
Tan Torres (WHO) for advice, and to approach Nicoli Natrass in Capetown SA – no replies yet) 
[add details] 
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List of Group Members 
 
Of the current membership of the CEMG, of who around 60 are actively involved members of 
the email list Cochrane-emg@jiscmail.ac.uk, and respond to email membership queries, most 
have been enthusiastic and none have expressed dissent from creating the new joint group.   
 
The following names represent those who have expressed particular interest developing the 
new role of the joint methods group 
 
Belfield, Clive. Box 181 NCSPE Teachers College 525 W. 120th Street 
New York, NY, 10027-6696 
212 678 3351 
212 678 3474 
cb2001@columbia.edu 
 
Carande-Kulis, Vilma. CDC Atlanta, USA – CEMG member, health economics and reviewing, 
economic evaluation quality criteria 
vbc5@cdc.gov 
 
Dolan, Paul. Sheffield, UK - Economist, health and welfare measurement and valuation, equity, 
criminal justice 
p.dolan@sheffield.ac.uk 
 
Donaldson, Cam. Calgary, Canada - economist, CEMG co-convenor, benefit measurement for 
economic evaluation in health and other areas 
cdonalds@ucalgary.ca  (moving to Newcastle UK from summer 2002) 
 
Evers, Silvia. Maastricht, Netherlands – CEMG member, economic evaluation quality criteria for 
technology assessment and reviews 
s.evers@beoz.unimaas.nl 
 
Fisher, Karen.(and colleagues), Social Policy Research Centre, UNSW, Australia, evaluations of 
social policy interventions 
Karen.Fisher@unsw.edu.au 
 
Gold, Lisa. Latrobe, Australia - economist, evaluation of health and social care interventions, 
systematic reviews for health technology assessments 
l.gold@latrobe.edu.au 
 
Grimshaw, Jeremy. Ottawa, Canada.  Coordinating editor, Cochrane Collaboration Effective 
Care And Practice Organisation Review Group (EPOC) 
jgrimshaw@ohri.ca 
 
Knapp, Martin. LSE, London UK - Economics of social welfare, evaluation of mental health 
interventions 
M.Knapp@lse.ac.uk 
 
McDaid, David, LSE, London UK, economist, and coordinator of the Rowntree Social Welfare 
Economic Evaluation Network 
D.Mcdaid@lse.ac.uk 
 
Mallender, Jacque. London, UK - economic evaluation of social interventions, criminology 
Jacque.Mallender@mhauk.com 
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Mikow-Porto, Victoria. University of North Carolina, Greensboro  
PO Box 5367 Greensboro NC 27435  
336-315-7402 
336-315-7457 
vmikowp@serve.org 
 
Mugford, Miranda.  Economist, Norwich, UK - Co convenor, CEMG.  Evaluation of social 
interventions with health and other social welfare outcomes, methods for combining economic 
evaluation and systematic review 
m.mugford@uea.ac.uk 
 
Royle, Nick. Head of Addictions, Scottish Prison Service (now appointed as Chief Exec, 
Cochrane Collaboration) 
Nicholas.Royle@sps.gov.uk 
 
Saunders, Peter.  
p.saunders@unsw.edu.au 
 
Szczepura, Ala.  Director, Centre for Health Services Studies (CHESS) 
University of Warwick COVENTRY CV4 7AL, UK 
CHSSAS@wbs.warwick.ac.uk 
 
Sisk Jane,  
jane.sisk@mountsinai.org 
 
Snyder, Susan. CDC, Atlanta, USA - health economics and reviewing, community preventative 
services 
ssnyder@cdc.gov 
 
Swaray, Raymond. York, England, UK - economist, Campbell reviews, economics of criminal 
justice, public safety 
rbs100@york.ac.uk 
 
Tugwell, Peter.  Ottawa, Canada - CEMG, Cochrane review editor, musculo-skeletal health 
outcomes and review methods, equity in economic evaluations  
ptugwell@compuserve.com 
 
Vale, Luke. Aberdeen, Scotland, UK Economist and health services researcher. Co-convenor 
CEMG 
ldv@hsru.abdn.ac.uk 
 
The following agreed to attend the Nuffield meeting in November, and their wish to be listed as 
members of the group needs to be confirmed 
 
Esther Coren 
Philip Davies 
John Deeks 
Paul Dolan 
Cam Donaldson 
Matt Egan 
Eric Eisenstein 
Diana Elborne 
Julie Glanville 
Christine Godfrey 
Martin Knapp 
Geraldine MacDonald 
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Jacque Mallender 
David McDaid 
Miranda Mugford 
Jane Noyes 
Jennie Popay 
Nicholas Royle 
Becky Sandhu 
Jane Sisk 
Luke Vale 
Suzanne Wait 
Frank Windmeijer 
John Wyn Owen 
Sarah Byford 
 
Other people have been identified as working in the field, and/or expressed interest in the 
Nuffield meeting, and will be important to contact for confirmation of interest, these include 
 
Stephen H. Bell 
Roger Bowles 
Phoebe Cottingham 
Gareth Harper 
Andrew Healey  
Stuart Logan 
Cynthia McDougall 
Ian Harvey 
Max Bachmann 
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Appendix 3 Letters Of Support 
 
From members of the group, review groups, other methods groups and other relevant entities 
 
 
[I have a long series of emails which I could cut and paste demonstrating support – but would 
prefer to attach formal notes of support if possible 
 
from 
 
Harris Cooper, Bob Boruch for Campbell 
Mike Clarke, Jon Deeks for Cochrane 
 
Members named above 
 
 


