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	Criterion 3.2 (Requires the guidance producers to state the criteria and reasons for inclusion or exclusion of evidence identified by the evidence review)
1. Although the process requires inclusion and exclusion criteria to be developed at the start of the systematic reviews, there are inconsistencies in the provision of this information in the examined guidelines. Are you aware of any additional information that might prompt reconsideration of this criterion?
2. Do you have any other comments in relation to this criterion?
	

	
	

	Criterion 3.3 (Describes the strengths and limitations of the body of evidence and acknowledges any areas of uncertainty)

3. The process requires the strengths and limitations of evidence to be graded using an evidence appraisal system. However, there are inconsistencies in the provision of the grading information for the evidence used in the examined guidelines. Are you aware of any additional information that might prompt reconsideration of this criterion?

4. Do you have any other comments in relation to this criterion?
	

	Criterion 3.4 (Describes the method used to arrive at recommendations)
5. The documented process does not explain how the results of systematic reviews are turned into recommendations. Are you aware of any additional information that might prompt reconsideration of this criterion?
6. The documented process does not explain how recommendations are developed from the evidence tables, particularly where contrary evidence is present. Are you aware of any additional information that might prompt reconsideration of this criterion?
7. The method(s) used to arrive at recommendations are not stated in the example guidelines or publicly available. Are you aware of any additional information that might prompt reconsideration of this criterion?
8. Do you have any other comments in relation to this criterion?

	

	Criterion 3.6 (Describes the processes of external peer review)

9. There is a clearly described external peer review process in the manual. However, there are inconsistencies in the evidence of implementation of the process as only one of the examined guidelines contains information that peer review was undertaken... Are you aware of any additional information that might prompt reconsideration of this criterion?

10. Do you have any other comments in relation to this criterion?
	

	Criterion 3.7 (Describes the process of updating guidance and maintaining and improving guidance quality)
11. The update procedure for when the original guideline developers are unavailable and any ad-hoc updates have only recently been added to the process manual. No evidence of the implementation of these updated processes were provided during the assessment. Are you aware of any additional information that might prompt reconsideration of this criterion?
12. There is a process for scheduled reviewing and updating of guidelines but it has not been followed consistently as guidelines past their stated review date remain on the website. Are you aware of any additional information that might prompt reconsideration of this criterion?
13. Do you have any other comments in relation to this criterion?
	

	Criterion 6.3 (Record and state any potential conflicts of interest of individuals involved in developing the recommendations)
14. There is currently no requirement in the process for peer reviewers to complete a declaration of interests form. Are you aware of any additional information that might prompt reconsideration of this criterion?
15. No evidence of implementation was provided for the example guidelines to indicate adherence with the documented declaration of interests policy and how any conflicts, if applicable were managed. Are you aware of any additional information that might prompt reconsideration of this criterion?
16. Do you have any other comments in relation to this criterion?
	

	Criterion 6.4 (Take account of any potential for bias in the conclusions or recommendations of the guidance)
17. The inconsistencies of evidence of implementation of the documented processes for inclusion and exclusion of evidence, external peer review and declaration of interests in the example guidelines allows some possibility of bias to remain. Are you aware of any additional information that might prompt reconsideration of this criterion?
18. Do you have any other comments in relation to this criterion?

	

	19. Do you have any other additional information relevant to this application, for the committee to consider?
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