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Introduction 

1. High Value Care Pathway for ****
1.1  Primary care

1.2 Secondary Care
1.3 Tertiary Care

2 Procedures explorer for the provision of **
Users can access further procedure information based on the data available in the quality dashboard to see how individual providers are performing against the indicators. This will enable CCG’s to start a conversation with providers who appear to be ‘outliers’ from the indicators of quality that have been selected.
The Procedures Explorer Tool is available via the Royal College of Surgeons website.

INSERT SCREENSHOT- OPTIONAL
The OPCS and ICD-10 codes used to capture data on ** are:

Primary OPCS:
Secondary OPCs:

Primary ICD-10:

3 Quality dashboard for**
The quality dashboard provides an overview of activity commissioned by CCGs from the relevant pathways, and indicators of the quality of care provided by surgical units. 

The quality dashboard is available via the Royal College of Surgeons website.
4 Levers for implementation

4.1
Audit and peer review measures

The following measures and standards are those expected. Evidence should be able to be made available to commissioners if requested.
	
	Measure
	Standard

	Primary care
	
	

	
	
	

	Secondary/
	
	

	
	
	

	Tertiary care
	
	

	
	
	


4.2
Quality Specification/CQUIN

Commissioners may wish to include the following measures in the Quality Schedule with providers. Improvements could be included in a discussion about a local CQUIN.

	Measure
	Description
	Data specification 
(if required)

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	


5. Directory

5.1 
Patient Information

	Name
	Publisher
	Link

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	


5.2
Clinician information 

	Name
	Publisher
	Link

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	


6. Benefits and risks of implementing this guide

	Consideration
	Benefit
	Risk

	e.g. Patient outcome
	
	

	e.g. Patient safety
	
	

	e.g. Patient experience
	
	

	e.g. Equity of access
	
	

	e.g. Resource impact
	
	


7. Further information

7.1 
Research recommendations 

7.2     Other recommendations 

7.3
Evidence base 
7.4 
Guide development group 
A commissioning guide development group was established to review and advise on the content of the commissioning guide. This group met once with additional interaction taking place via email.

	Name
	Job Title/Role
	Affiliation

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	


7.5
Funding statement

The development of this commissioning guidance has been funded by the following sources:

7.6
Conflict of interest statement

Individuals involved in the development and formal peer review of commissioning guides are asked to complete a conflict of interest declaration. It is noted that declaring a conflict of interest does not imply that the individual has been influenced by his or her secondary interest. It is intended to make interests (financial or otherwise) more transparent and to allow others to have knowledge of the interest. 

The following interests were declared by group members: 










6

