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Guideline Writing Subcommittee

• The mission of the guideline writing 
subcommittee is to develop evidence-based 
clinical practice guidelines for cardiovascular 
perfusion.
– Methodology used by the American College of 

Cardiology/American Heart Association (ACC/AHA) 
– Written and subsequently updated to remain concurrent 

with the medical literature.
– Adoption of these guidelines in practice would be 

tracked through the clinical registry subcommittee.



Guideline Writing Subcommittee

• Guidelines
– Involvement of representatives from each of the 

participating perfusion organizations in the guideline 
writing subcommittee should reduce any 
un/anticipated hurdles for the endorsement of any un/anticipated hurdles for the endorsement of any 
given guideline.

– Submitted to the participating perfusion organizations 
for their review and endorsement





What are the steps?

• Evaluate the peer-reviewed medical 
literature in a rigorous and consistent 
fashion

• Focus expertise on specific topics• Focus expertise on specific topics

• Develop an informed opinion regarding 
effectiveness and assign levels of 
evidence

• Formulate a “finding” and a written 
summary for publication



Interactive Session



Perfusion Guidelines

• Present and discuss guidelines 
that relate to perfusion

• Hopefully have some fun• Hopefully have some fun
• More importantly progress our cause
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Guidelines for Guidelines for 
Drinking Water



Technology

• Throughout session 
– Audience Response System
– Start now!
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Have you visited the ICEBP 
Confluence Website?
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1. Yes
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1. Yes
2. No



•http://groups.amsect.org
/amsect/login.action/amsect/login.action







Have you been involved at any 
level with the work on 

guidelines?
���

1. Yes
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�
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2. No



Skills needed to be involved

• Interest
• Access to literature
• Time• Time
• Interpret the literature
• Interpret the statistics



What do you think is/would be 
most limiting for you?
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literature
3. Time
4. Literature
5. Statistics



Solutions

• Interest: you’re here!
• Access to literature
• Interpret the literature• Interpret the literature
• Interpret the statistics
• Time





Find your Group



Membership



There are a number of excel files



• These files consist of 
– Abstracts to review (stage1)
– Rejected abstracts (stage 2)
– Papers to review (stage 3)
– Papers included (stage 4)



Working through each file

• We will now work through what needs to 
happen to successfully review the papers 
for your assigned sections



Tagging a file you are working on.

• Unfortunately we can not work in real time on 
excel files, so you need to download the file you 
are working on.  

• Probably the best way to do this is to take a 
copy and leave a message that you have the 
file.  

• From experience we do not seem to have many 
people working on the same file at the same 
time.  So leave a note you are working on the 
file.  

• When finished simply replace the online file with 
the file you have updated.



Tagging a file you are working on.

So leave a message here in the comments
Section.  This is done by clicking EDIT



• Abstracts to review (stage1)
• ie abstracts from Medline



• Rejected abstracts (stage 2)
• ie papers that have been rejected.  

Those papers found not to be relevant 
to be included in the review of the 
section



• Papers to review (stage 3)
• ie papers that have been selected to 

be included in the review of the section



– Papers included and reviewed 
(stage 4)

• ie papers that have been reviewed for 
the section, including review 
comments



Stage 1 file

• This file contains the abstracts (column E), 
when available, for all the papers to be 
reviewed.   



Stage 4:  Reviews

Column Z:   Level of Evidence. Column Z:   Level of Evidence. There should be a drop down menu 
with choices, if not use the following choices only:

Level A - Data derived from multiple randomized trials or meta-analyses

Level B - Data derived from a single randomized trial, or non-randomized 
studies

Level C - Consensus opinion of experts, case studies, or standard of care

NA



Once the papers are reviewed
• The section leader needs to facilitate a 

draft supporting text and 
recommendation to be written, go to 
Guideline Subcommittee page



Draft recommendations, go to 
“page operations” click



You can now edit the draft 
document.  Please remember to 

save your work.

Type in the big box



Solutions

• Interest
• Access to literature
• Interpret the literature• Interpret the literature
• Interpret the statistics
• Time



What else do we need?

• Leadership
• Support
• Resources
• Respect
• Output



Where is the ICEBP Guideline 
Initiative going?

• Two paths
– ICEBP Subcommittee– ICEBP Subcommittee

• Inflammatory Response Guidelines
• Evaluation of guidelines

– Collaborative Guidelines Writing
• STS
• SCA
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Collaborative Guidelines Writing

• ICEBP exec had discussed
• Feb 2008 AACP expressed interest

• STS• STS
• SCA

• Conference calls/emails
• June 2008 

– STS agreement in principle

• Conference call with SCA, STS, Perfusion



Plan for this morning
• Dr Clive Landis

– Explore the Systemic Inflammatory Response

• Donny Likosky, Clive Landis, Rob Baker
– Look at some of the output

• Mr Mike Poullis• Mr Mike Poullis
– Help us explore what we should say instead of “standard  CPB 

was employed”

• Donny Likosky and Bob Groom 
– A little local sparring

• Jane Ottens, Donny Likosky and Rob Baker
– Look at the worth of some Guidelines




