
Yes, but see above re timing.

3. receipt of this email.

Clearly received.

One final thing, but in my view important: I am making these requests for one reason only: because
in my judgement they are necessary to create a fully defensible review. If we go ahead on these
lines, I will stand fully behind the review and the authors. But, I do not wish the authors to sign off
for publication something they don’t agree with. If that is the case, it might be better for the authors
to publish elsewhere.

I’m available to talk a bit later on today if that would be useful.

With best wishes

David

Dr David Tovey FRCGP Editor in Chief, The Cochrane Library,
Cochrane Editorial and Methods Department Cochrane Central Executive

ORCID ID: 0000-0002-8889-9246

From: "Fretheim, Atle" <Atle.Fretheim@fhi.no>
Date: Monday, 27 May 2019 at 21:30
To: David <DTovey@cochrane.org>
Cc: Karla Soares-Weiser <ksoares-weiser@cochrane.org>, Toby Lasserson
<TLasserson@cochrane.org>, Claire Glenton <Claire.Glenton@fhi.no>, "Larun, Lillebeth"
<Lillebeth.Larun@fhi.no>, "Brurberg, Kjetil Gundro" <KjetilGundro.Brurberg@fhi.no>
Subject: SV: CFS/ME

David,

From your last e-mail my understanding now is that there are three reasons why you hesitate to
publish the revised review (and consequently will withdraw the currently published version):

1. Our grading of the one fatigue outcome, which we have graded “moderate” certainty
evidence, but in your mind should be graded as “low”
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2. You object to our assessment of what constitutes a minimal important difference on the 

fatigue-scale 

3. You question the way drop outs have been handled in our analyses 

  
Is this correctly understood? 
  
I need to understand what we need to respond to, before trying to respond. 
  
Can you also, as I asked in the previous mail, confirm the following: 
  

1. that you will not bring up more new issues that we need to address in order to have the 

revised version published.  

2. that you give us to the end of the week to submit our response to the above mentioned 

three issues, to you per e-mail.  

3. receipt of this email. 

  
Atle 
  
  

Fra: David Tovey [mailto:DTovey@cochrane.org]  
Sendt: mandag 27. mai 2019 16.35 
Til: Fretheim, Atle <Atle.Fretheim@fhi.no> 
Kopi: Karla Soares-Weiser <ksoares-weiser@cochrane.org>; Toby Lasserson 
<TLasserson@cochrane.org>; Glenton, Claire <Claire.Glenton@fhi.no>; Larun, Lillebeth 
<Lillebeth.Larun@fhi.no>; Brurberg, Kjetil Gundro <KjetilGundro.Brurberg@fhi.no> 
Emne: Re: CFS/ME 
  
Dear Atle, 
  
Firstly confirmation that I have received your email.  
  
I fully understand your frustration, and hope that you can also understand mine. All I want, and I 
have been consistent in this, is a review that stands up to scrutiny. When a collection of experienced 
and dispassionate colleagues are all making, in effect, the same criticisms, it is hard to ignore this. 
You are right that I said that I didn’t want to fall out over one increment on a GRADE rating, but the 
rating in question jars with me every time I see it. I can see three possible reasons for a downgrade: 
lack of blinding/subjective outcomes, imprecision, and inconsistency, so the conclusion that this is 
moderate certainty evidence seems indefensible to me, and as we know, I am not alone in this. As 
you know, there are others that would add selective outcome reporting to this list. It seems 
absolutely clear to me that this is low certainty evidence: I’m sorry if this means I am contradicting 
myself.  
  
That said, I am grateful that the authors have generously agreed to look again the effect size and the 
issue of dropouts, and I thank them for this. I must say that for me it would be reasonable simply to 
report the estimated absolute effect and CI’s around the Chalder scale without further comment, as 
long as the GRADE rating was downgraded for imprecision, since clearly the CI’s of absolute effect 
cross the authors’ estimated MCID. Given that a substantial amount of what I know about GRADE is 

mailto:DTovey@cochrane.org
mailto:Atle.Fretheim@fhi.no
mailto:ksoares-weiser@cochrane.org
mailto:TLasserson@cochrane.org
mailto:Claire.Glenton@fhi.no
mailto:Lillebeth.Larun@fhi.no
mailto:KjetilGundro.Brurberg@fhi.no


courtesy of the work done by colleagues at the Norwegian Institute of Health, I would be surprised if
it was not possible to reach an agreement on this.

I will talk to my successor, Karla, first thing tomorrow (Tuesday). From the beginning, we have
worked as a team on this, and given the timing this is even more important now.

Best wishes

David,

Dr David Tovey FRCGP Editor in Chief, The Cochrane Library,
Editorial and Methods Department, Cochrane Central Executive

From: "Fretheim, Atle" <Atle.Fretheim@fhi.no>
Date: Monday, 27 May 2019 at 11:11
To: David Tovey <DTovey@cochrane.org>
Cc: Karla Soares-Weiser <ksoares-weiser@cochrane.org>, Toby Lasserson
<TLasserson@cochrane.org>, Claire Glenton <Claire.Glenton@fhi.no>, "Larun, Lillebeth"
<Lillebeth.Larun@fhi.no>, "Brurberg, Kjetil Gundro" <KjetilGundro.Brurberg@fhi.no>
Subject: SV: CFS/ME

David Tovey,

Based on the last e-mails from you, my understanding is that two issues are blocking the
publishing of our revised review on exercise therapy for CFS/ME:

1. The interpretation of the effect size for the fatigue outcome (i.e. the issue of what
constitutes a minimal important difference)

2. The handling of drop outs

a. whether drop outs should be included as an indicator of adverse events, and

b. one reviewer having trouble with understanding why the numbers seemingly don’t
add up

Please let me know as soon as possible that I have understood the situation correctly.

The first point (interpretation of effect size) is an issue that falls within the list of issues that
we had agreed to reconsider. We are happy to respond to this.

The second (handling of drop outs) is a new issue that you are now asking us to address.
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Our agreement was that you would not bring in new issues in addition to the ones we had 
agreed upon. You made this promise explicitly to me also in person, on the phone. As you 
know, it has been of grave frustration to us that you have moved the goalposts in every 
round of discussions we have had about needed changes in our manuscript. For this reason 
we asked you to commit to not bringing up additional issues – which you agreed to. It is 
troubling that you are not sticking to your part of the agreement. The editorial process has 
been consistently unpredictable. 
  
Having said that: I have consulted with the authors (Larun and Brurberg), and we are willing 
to be flexible and respond also to the issue of drop outs. 
  
You sent me a version of the abstract that you said you had hastily revised yourself. The 
main change, as far as I can see, is that you downgraded the fatigue-outcome. You have 
acknowledged earlier that it is not within your role as editor to insist on one grade up or one 
grade down as these judgements lie mainly with review authors. I agree with that position. 
  
In conclusion: 
  

1. I ask you to confirm, yet again, that you will not bring up more new issues that we need to 

address in order to have the revised version published.  

  
2. We propose that you give us to the end of the week to submit our response to the above 

mentioned two issues, to you per e-mail. 

  
3. Please confirm receipt of this email. 

  
Atle Fretheim 
  
Atle Fretheim 
Director of Research and Innovation  
Head of Centre, Centre for Informed Health Choices 
Division for Health Services 
Norwegian Institute of Public Health  
PO Box 222, Skøyen, N-0213 Oslo, Norway 
Visiting address: Sandakerveien 24C, inngang D11 
Mob: (+47) 91649828  
Email: atle.fretheim@fhi.no  
www.fhi.no  
  

 
Fra: David Tovey [mailto:DTovey@cochrane.org]  
Sendt: fredag 24. mai 2019 14.56 
Til: Fretheim, Atle <Atle.Fretheim@fhi.no> 
Kopi: Karla Soares-Weiser <ksoares-weiser@cochrane.org>; Toby Lasserson 
<TLasserson@cochrane.org> 
Emne: CFS/ME 
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