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AES Clinical Guidance Topic Submission Questions

In an effort to continue the evolution and development of epilepsy-focused content, AES is seeking input from its members about important clinical guidance topics that are needed in the field. Topics submitted should be important to the epilepsy community, have a clearly defined scope, and improve health outcomes. AES will review all topic proposal recommendations but cannot guarantee that all topics will result in the indicated desired output, this will depend on the number of ongoing projects and volunteer availability. This is a great opportunity for the AES member community to help shape the content of AES. We look forward to receiving your input!
The AES Council on Clinical Activities (CCA) and its committees review topic proposals annually based on needs and resources. Prioritized topics will be referred for further development, and the nominator will be notified. All proposals undergo review and approval through the CCA or relevant Council, AES Budget & Audit Committee, and Board, typically following the annual budget cycle. This survey consists of 18 questions. Please note that only completed nomination forms will be reviewed.

Nominator Information
* 1. What is your full name?
* 2. What is your email address?
* 3. Please list your Institution/Organization/Affiliation(s):
* 4. What option best describes your background and/or interest in epilepsy?
· Physician
· Nurse
· Advanced Practice Provider
· Pharmacist
· Other Allied Health Professional
· Basic Science Researcher
· Clinical Researcher
· Industry
· Patient
· Caregiver
· Patient Advocate
· Other (please specify)
* 5. Are you an AES member?
· Yes
· No
6. If you are not an AES member, please provide the name of an AES member who supports
this proposal.
Topic Proposal Information
* 7. What is the title/topic of the proposed AES clinical guidance document or product?
* 8. What clinical or PICO questions will the clinical guidance document or product address?
The PICO framework helps define key components of a research question:
P (Patient/Population): The group of patients or population of interest
I (Intervention): The treatment, procedure, or exposure being considered
C (Comparison): An alternative intervention or control group (if applicable)
O (Outcome): The desired result or effect being measured
* 9. What type of clinical guidance document is most appropriate to address the proposed
topic?
· Clinical Practice Guideline [systematic review to provide formal evidence-based practice recommendations to optimize patient care]
· Topic review [to address focused, specific questions or topics relevant to AES members; approach should be systematic, rigorous, logical, and reproducible]
· Expert consensus statement [statement about a topic with little/no published literature created via a structured consensus process among experienced group of practitioners ]
· Position statement [outlines AES stance on a particular medical, ethical, or policy issue; may cite evidence, include expert consensus; may address clinical, advocacy, and/or other topics related to AES values and mission]
· Member poll summary [to address questions relevant to clinical practice for which there is little/no published literature]
· Clinical Corner video [~5-7 min video interview with 1-2 experts on a focused topic, issue, or clinical document or product]
· Performance Improvement Project (PIP)/Performance Improvement CME Activity (PI-CME) [quality improvement activity for CME credit, based on a clinical practice guideline, quality measure, or other expert-agreed clinical standard]
· Other:
* 10. Is this proposal for a new clinical guidance document or product, or an update of an existing document or product?
· New
· Update 
· If you selected "Update," please provide a citation, doi, PubMed ID, or URL (if website) of the existing clinical guidance suggested for updating.
Background, Rationale, Key Supporting Literature
NOTE: Information provided in the following 4 questions will aid the AES Committee and Council reviewers in prioritizing topic nominations and selecting the appropriate document type. Nominators are encouraged to include as much pertinent supporting information as possible to inform the review.
* 11. Is there published literature that supports the need for a new clinical guidance document/product or justifies the review/update of an existing one? Please include 3 to 6 relevant studies, along with PubMed links or DOIs for each citation.
· Yes, there is existing evidence/literature on this topic. Please include citations below.
· No, there is no guidance/literature on this topic.
12. How strong is the existing evidence base supporting this product?
· Strong
· Moderate
· Limited
· Very limited or anecdotal
13. What degree of clinical practice variability exists related to this topic? Please describe how this product would help to standardize care. If this question does not apply, please indicate that below.
· Uniform
· Some variances in practice
· Significant variance in practice
* 14. What impact do you think this clinical guidance product will have on management and/or research in the field of epilepsy? Please elaborate on the burden of disease/condition, the target population, and who the primary stakeholders are that would benefit from this guidance.
Topic Experts and Collaboration
NOTE:
- AES clinical guidance Work Groups composition and size are determined after consideration of many factors, including suggested experts, AES committee involvement, topic scope, various diversity factors, methodological support needs, and stakeholder considerations.
- Final Work Group composition will be determined by the Council on Clinical Activities (CCA) and may include AES members suggested by the proposer, members of the CCA committees or other relevant AES committees, and/or external topic experts as required by the topic and need.
* 15. Would you like to be involved as a lead or work group member if your proposal is prioritized for development?
· Yes, please consider me as a potential candidate to lead this project.
· Yes, please consider me as a potential work group member for this project.
· No, I am suggesting the topic but prefer not to be directly involved with the work group.
16. If you have recommendations for content experts to be considered for inclusion in the
work group, please provide their name, contact email, institution, and relevant expertise.

17. Are there any interested parties (e.g., other societies, advocacy groups) you would recommend for representation of the work group or for potential endorsement of the final product? Are you aware of their interest in participating in a potential work group? Reminder: Please do not solicit agreement from interested parties at this time.
· Yes, please elaborate
· No
18. Are you aware of or have you identified any resources that can contribute to this project, such as grant funding, statistical support, or other forms of assistance?
· Yes, please elaborate
· No
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