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Alternative monitoring processes – [stakeholder group name] 
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Background: we have analysed a set of on-site monitoring findings from multi-centre 
phase III trials of cancer treatments, to see which of the findings could have been 
identified through central monitoring instead, or prevented altogether by alternative 
processes. 
 
What we are asking of you: we would next like your help in assessing the feasibility of 
the alternative processes we have devised. 
 
On the next pages you will see a list of the alternative processes that are relevant to your 
role. For each one, we would like your general impression of how feasible this is, in 
current practice. If possible, please also explain your reasoning using the questions that 
follow each item. 
 
For your role there are [x] processes to review, and we anticipate it will take you 
about [x] minutes to look through them all. There are also a few questions about your 
role and monitoring experience. 
 
Please also note: 

 We are not asking about whether these processes would be successful in 
improving trial conduct, only about their feasibility. 

 We acknowledge some of the suggested processes are probably not feasible at 
present; it would still be useful to have your input on these and to explore why. 

 The findings that inspired these processes are all from phase III cancer trials with 
time-to-event outcome measures (hence the importance of, for example, finding 
out when disease progression takes place). 

 
What we will do with your answers: all your responses will be anonymous. Responses 
will be used to inform development of a peer-reviewed publication about our analysis of 
on-site monitoring findings. We will not refer to or quote any individual responses from 
this survey. 
 
If you know us and would rather discuss in person, please feel free to get in touch. 
 
- Will Cragg - MRC CTU at UCL (w.cragg@ucl.ac.uk) 
- Sally Stenning - MRC CTU at UCL (s.stenning@ucl.ac.uk) 
- Caroline Hurley - University College Cork (carolinehurley@ucc.ie) 
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Page 2 – Introductory questions 

1. How many years have you worked in clinical trials? [Free text] 

2. What is your job role? [Free text] 

3. What is your experience in clinical trial monitoring? Please tick all that apply. 

o Conducted on-site monitoring 

o Conducted central monitoring 

o Work or worked at a site undergoing on-site or central monitoring 

o None 

o Other (please specify) [Free text] 

 

 

Process questions (same format repeated for each process) 

- [Process suggestion, followed by feasibility rating – select one only] 

o Feasible and easy to achieve in current practice 

o Feasible but expensive or challenging 

o Not sure 

o Possible but cost or practical issues make it unworkable 

o Not possible at present 

 

- If possible, please briefly explain your reasoning: [Free text] 

 

- Which of the following issues could be serious barriers to this process? (Tick all that 
apply) 

o Cost 

o Time for Trials Unit staff 

o Time for Site Staff 

o Logistical issues 

o Legal or regulatory issues 

o Other 

 

- Any other comment? (Optional) [Free text] 
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Additional questions (for some surveys only)1 

Finally, we also identified some findings from on-site monitoring which we could not 
envisage finding through central monitoring, or preventing through an alternative process.  

Please review the situations listed below and think about the following: 

 Could Sponsors identify these through central monitoring, rather than on-site 
monitoring? 

 Could Sponsors make any of these less likely to occur through altering the trial 
processes? 

If the answer to either of these questions is Yes, please give details in the box beneath 
each scenario. 

 

 

- [Description for each finding] 

o Suggestions (if any): [Free text] 

 

 

 

  

                                                      
1 These questions were added to gather additional ideas for monitoring findings that the authors of this work 
had considered to be either not preventable or not centrally detectable. However, they did not yield any useful 
additional information and we therefore have not reported the results in the main publication. The questions 
are nonetheless included here for transparency. 
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Final page 

 

- Do you have any further comments? [Free text] 

 

Thank you for taking our survey. 

 

 


