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The carer-related knowledge exchange network (CAREN): enhancing the 

relationship between research and evidence and policy and practice 

 

Mary Larkin and Alisoun Milne 

 

Introduction  

 

The worldwide increase in the number of family carers (carers) supporting a relative 

who is older, disabled or seriously ill is well-documented (OECD 2011; Pickard 2015). 

Recent reviews of the extensive body of national and international evidence around 

the role and contribution of carers have shown that, as strong as its separate elements 

may be, this body of work is highly fragmented and located in numerous spheres and 

places. It also takes many forms; there is a wide range of research articles, projects, 

reports, data sets, conference proceedings and digital resources produced by different 

bodies and sectors, such as carers third sector organisations, universities, research 

institutes/centres and government departments. In addition, there is a plethora of 

policy, practice and guidance documents, web-based advice/information sources, 

consultations and discussion forums (e.g. blogs) hosted by a range of organisations 

(e.g. charities, government departments and independent networks) (Anonymous 

2014; Greenwood and Smith 2016; Anonymous 2017).  

 

Existing carer–related research and evidence can be credited for helping to raise 

carers’ profile in public discourse; foregrounding caring as an important issue within 
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social policy; driving forward carer research; and informing improvements in practice 

(Stalker 2003; Anonymous 2015a). However, that research and evidence is widely 

distributed, and is not coherently synthesised in one place has significant implications 

for many stakeholder groups and knowledge and evidence syntheses.  

 

A freely accessible knowledge exchange digital resource, known as the Carer–related 

research and evidence exchange network (CAREN) (www.open.ac.uk/caren/),has 

been recently developed. It is for all stakeholders who require any form of carer-related 

knowledge. Underpinning this network is a National Institute for Health Research 

School for Social Care Research (NIHR-SSCR) funded scoping review on carer-

related evidence and knowledge (Anonymous 2017, Anonymous 2018).   It took a 

broad approach to evidence and knowledge in order to and bring together a wide and 

disparate range of relevant sources.  Not only did the review include traditional 

research evidence, but also  what is often termed grey literature, namely resources 

beyond academic and peer-reviewed or scholarly articles.    Examples are articles and 

reports in the professional trade press (e.g. Community Care); resources in multiple 

formats including digital, and audio visual (e.g. training materials, guides); and 

patient/user and carer generated knowledge and evidence (e.g. videos, bulletins). All 

materials were saved and coherently organised using EndNote data management 

software. The review was then written up into a report which uniquely, synthesised and 

mapped carer-related knowledge and evidence and offers an overview of its range and 

type alongside a coherent commentary of its content, dimensions and nature 

(Anonymous 2017).   
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This paper starts by making the case for an accessible carer–related research and 

evidence resource for stakeholders in carer- related domains across policy, practice 

and research. It then describes how CAREN was set up, its value to its users and 

issues pertaining to its future development. Whilst international literature is included in 

this discussion, for reasons of consistency - and because it was developed in England 

- examples of policy and practice are drawn from the UK. 

 

 

The need for carer- related research and evidence  

With reference to carers themselves, access to well-organised and useable 

information is key to meeting their needs and facilitating choice and is associated with 

improved quality of life (Harland, and Bath. 2008; Rand and Malley, 2014). Carers and 

service users having access to information and making informed choices is a core 

policy aim in many Western countries (Needham, 2011; Anonymous, 2016). 

Furthermore, in the UK, the Care Act 2014 legally entitles carers to information and 

advice (HM Government 2014; Anonymous, 2016). It is therefore imperative that 

current challenges around utilising carer-related information are addressed to support 

the achievement of these policy aims.  

 

Care, and meeting care needs, have become critical matters for governments, 

employers, policy makers, practitioners and researchers.  The global drive towards 

evidence-based policy and practice has increased the requirement (often within a short 

timeframe) for coherently organised synthesis of evidence across a number of different 
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policy arenas (including health and care, employment and workforce development, and 

welfare benefits) (Nutley et al. 2007; Sheets et al. 2014; Campbell et al. 2015; Fisher 

2016). For example, this is increasingly apparent in the development of the series of 

cross-government carers strategies in the UK. These aim to increase carers’ rights and 

improve their lives through recognising, valuing and supporting them. The Carers team 

in the UK’s Department of Health and Social Care was recently expeditiously required 

to bring together a distillation of contemporaneous evidence to underpin the 

forthcoming Carers Strategy for England and inform the future direction of carers’ 

policy (Carers UK 2016).  

 

Practitioners often need to make use of carer-related information and evidence quickly 

and effectively to help with assessments of need and service-related decisions in 

different contexts. This stakeholder group includes social and health care workers, 

social workers, carers’ support workers, personal assistants, carers organisations, and 

service commissioners (Department of Health 2012; Hewison and Rowan 2016; 

Anonymous 2015b). 

 

The research community also needs to be able to readily access and make use of 

reliable information. The current fragmentation of research and evidence means that 

much of its additive benefit is lost, thereby limiting its capacity to inform future research 

(e.g. in terms of avoiding duplication) and reducing opportunities for researchers to 

maximise its value and impact (Barnes 2006; Anonymous 2015a).  
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Additionally, issues relating to research funding are relevant. There is increasing 

emphasis on ensuring that research directly relates to the efficacious design and 

development of services and interventions. That messages about effectiveness are 

communicated clearly to decision-makers, service commissioners, practitioners, 

carers, and third sector agencies is a key priority.  More cost-effective ways of 

allocating research funding is a prerequisite to the realisation of these goals, 

particularly  in an era of cuts in both research funding and health and care service 

provision (Sá  et al. 2013; Burnett et al. 2016; Department for Business, Innovation 

and Skills 2016; Humphries et al. 2016; O’Dowd 2016; Sanders-McDonough et al. 

2016; Muscio et al. 2016). 

 

The importance of enhancing access to, and making use of, coherently organised 

information, research and evidence is increasingly recognised in the health and social 

care sector. Furthermore, it is now well-established that knowledge exchange between 

research, practice and policy stakeholders is central to the development of good quality 

care, and evidence-based practice (Department of Health, 2012; Matosevic et al.2013; 

Rutter and Fisher, 2013; Campbell et al. 2015). Knowledge exchange between 

researchers and external stakeholders is also seen as critical to demonstrating impact 

(Department for Business, Energy and Industrial Strategy 2016; UKCIP and Cooper, 

2016). 

 

There are several examples of shifts to the more effective deployment of carer 

research and evidence in informing policy, services and interventions (Yeandle et al. 

http://www.sciencedirect.com.libezproxy.open.ac.uk/science/article/pii/S0048733316300634
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2017).  An example is the international Carers Research collaborative network 

(using JISCmail). This now has a worldwide membership of 160+ and enables 

researchers, carers, service users, third sector organisations, practitioners and policy 

makers to share information on the evidence base for carer services, research and 

policy. To date it has been used to disseminate information about events and 

publications and as a repository for resources e.g. reports and academic papers.  

However, this is not a comprehensive or systematically compiled up-to-date resource 

nor is it sophisticated in terms of interactivity, search functions or platforms for 

discussion. Further, it cannot facilitate the prompt sharing of information about 

innovative policies, practice and interventions through, for example the use of apps or 

social media. Rather it is the product of (mainly) one informed individual’s regular 

trawling of relevant sources and networks.  

 

The newly launched International Journal of Care and Caring is another example. In 

addition to publishing high quality academic peer-reviewed papers it includes two other 

sections; the innovative Debates and Issues section attracts shorter articles and 

commentaries from contributors outside academia, such as policy makers, carers, third 

sector organisations, practitioners and service providers1. The Reviews section covers 

conferences, policy and practice publications as well as edited books, research 

monographs and digital resources. The journal reaches a wide audience including: 

academics researching or teaching on care and caring; care commissioners; carers 

organisations; carers and care recipients; care workers and their employers; funding 

                                                            
1 This section is free to registered users  
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bodies; health and social care practitioners and decision makers; human resources 

professionals; policy-makers; service users; social workers; trade unions and training 

organisations. 

 

Other developments in the UK include the Royal College of General 

Practitioners(RCGP) Carers Hub. This is an online information platform for use by 

primary healthcare staff which aims to improve carer support in primary care. It has 

information about identifying and supporting carers, bringing together RCGP resources 

as well as signposting to external resources. 

 

Although such developments represent progress, they separately and independently 

focus on different sources of information, research and evidence, have different aims 

and perspectives and (mainly) target particular stakeholder groups.  At present, there 

is no coherent, co-ordinated, systematic or universal approach to the location, 

networking, utility and accessibility of carer-related knowledge. Nor is there is a 

platform for the effective orchestration of the sharing and exchange of carer-related 

research and evidence between different stakeholder groups.  

 

 

Towards CAREN 

Recognition of this deficit was the main driver for the establishment of CAREN. The 

project was steered by a team comprising of a carer researcher, website designers, IT 

support, software developers, technical architects and knowledge exchange experts. 

Regular consultations were undertaken with representatives from CAREN’s key 
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stakeholder groups (including carers). This team has now been superseded by an 

international management group made up of carers, service users, carers 

organisations, researchers, practitioners and policy makers.   

 

The main foundation for CAREN was the aforementioned scoping review (Anonymous 

2017, Anonymous 2018).  CAREN’s design, infrastructure and operation were 

informed by the design and functionality of existing models of knowledge exchange 

(Baxter et al.2008; Harland and Bath 2008; Murdock 2013).   

 

Knowledge exchange is a process which forges connections between individuals, 

groups, networks and communities across sectors and disciplines to exchange ideas, 

evidence and expertise. It is associated with innovation, enterprise and 

entrepreneurship, and is often instrumental in the co-production and generation of 

knowledge (Nutley et al. 2007; Boaz et al. 2009; Ward et al. 2012). The concept of 

knowledge exchange has been adapted for use in many different contexts reflecting 

their particular characteristics, aims and needs.  For instance, web-based information 

technology platforms have been developed in public health to meet the need for 

evidence-informed decision making in areas such as smoking cessation and 

encouraging healthy alcohol consumption. These platforms facilitate collaboration and 

exchange between different organisations and professions with the aim of aiding 

decision-making, supporting patients and other users, and planning effectively (Quinn 

et al. 2014).  
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The role played by the internet, digital platforms and information technology has 

significantly extended the reach and potential of knowledge exchange, most notably in 

relation to the development of networks. Although critics have focused on the way 

knowledge exchange networks often assume a hierarchical model and lack strategies 

to manage their members’ evolving needs, many have acquired international currency 

(Monti, and Soda 2014; Anderson and McLachlan 2016; Warren et al. 2016).  These 

include networks that help to facilitate research leadership in health policy 

development (Graham et al. 2005; Best and Holmes 2010; Hall et al.2010; Murdock et 

al. 2013; Rutter and Fisher 2013; Redman et al. 2015). An example is the WHO 

EVIPNet (http://www.who.int/evidence/en/) which promotes the systematic use of 

research evidence in policy-making to strengthen health systems and ensure 

programmes, services and drugs are delivered to those who most need them. One of 

these programmes focused on tackling the double burden of communicable and non-

communicable diseases in Africa.  

 

These examples suggest that knowledge exchange models have potential for adoption 

within the carers field. Key features of knowledge exchange models that would work in 

the carers field included: the capacity to accommodate the needs of a wide range of 

stakeholders (e.g. policy makers, practitioners, carers); breadth of discipline (e.g. 

social work, health, social policy); and multi-disciplinarity of, and variations within, 

carer-related research and evidence (e.g. health based, carer-led, small scale 

evaluations). Models of knowledge exchange that are selective, chargeable and 

principally for the benefit of members of specifically defined groups (Dovey et al. 2016; 
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UKCIP and Cooper 2016) were not deemed appropriate. It is essential that a 

knowledge exchange network suitable for the world of care and caring is inclusive and 

free at the point of use; most carers and many carers’ support services and charities 

do not have the funds for resources of this type.  

 

The systematically gathered and organised data in the Endnote database produced as 

part of the scoping review was transferred onto a designated area on the Open 

University’s website 2 . CAREN was subsequently developed to provide a 

comprehensive, regularly updated interactive web-based platform. It is free, has single 

point access and optimised for the search needs of all stakeholders, national and 

international. The interactive elements are based on features used in existing networks 

to facilitate knowledge exchange such as webinars, online forums, Facebook and 

twitter 

Examples of CAREN’s key roles include: 

 supporting decision-making by carers and social care and health care 

practitioners  

 the provision of information and evidence for service commissioners to support 

cost-effectiveness in decision-making   

 the facilitation of informed exchanges between carers, social care workers, 

social workers and social work students in relation to innovative practice and 

effective assessments 

                                                            
2 The lead author is employed by the Open University  
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 enabling discussions between commissioners and policy makers about co-

designed services and commissioning decisions  

 dissemination and facilitation of dialogues between carers, researchers, PhD 

students, research funders, policymakers and practitioners in relationship to 

evidence, policy and practice thereby facilitating evidence-based improvements 

in the quality and cost-effectiveness of care services and practice with carers 

 acting as a source of information about policy consultations and policy 

development for carers, government departments and third sector organisations    

 providing an information platform about research funding opportunities at no (or 

very little) cost for researchers and research funders  

 acting as an international noticeboard for promoting conferences and events of 

interest to CAREN’s stakeholders e.g. the 8th International Carers Conference   

 the interactive facilities around carer research will help researchers reduce 

duplication of effort, develop multi-stakeholder research teams (which may 

include carers), acquire knowledge quickly about research activities, recruit for 

studies, post information about progress, explore new and innovative methods, 

discuss study findings, and make the most effective use of funding 

 providing opportunities for the University-based researchers to maximise the 

impact of their research; the UK’s Research Excellence Framework places 

considerable emphasis on impact. 

 

Realising CAREN’s potential  
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Ensuring that CAREN continues to meet the needs of its stakeholders and maximises 

its potential will be an ongoing and iterative process. Regular updating of the content 

based on the database of carer-related research and evidence is fundamental; the 

pace of change in this area necessitates updates at a (minimum) of four monthly 

intervals. Essential too is further work to enhance CAREN’s interactive features to 

extend its capacity for knowledge exchange. For instance, through the use of apps and 

synchronous video consultations. The latter have been used in other knowledge 

exchange networks to achieve real-time or simultaneous communication with people 

in different locations (Whitworth and Friedman 2008; Khuntia et al. 2015; Yan et al. 

2016). The extension of social media applications within the platform may also be of 

value e.g. functionality to organise events (Miralbell 2015). In addition, moving 

available knowledge into active use (referred to as knowledge mobilisation strategies) 

are worthy of exploration, particularly in relation to the use of transmedia (e.g. a 

combination of on-line video, Facebook and blogging) to encourage communication 

between diverse groups and the communication of information in various formats 

(Anderson and McLachlan 2016; Nutley et al. 2016). 

 

Interactive design features from other networks that could also be adapted for use in 

CAREN are  non-competitive digital spaces for interactive exchanges around specific 

topics between different groups of, or individual, users (Lomas  2005; Morton et al. 

2012; Nutley et al. 2016).  For CAREN, these topics are likely to include commissioning 

decisions, research, policymaking, service development and practice issues. 

Interactive exchanges could be promoted and supported by a digital space which, for 

https://risweb.st-andrews.ac.uk/portal/en/persons/sandra-margaret-nutley%28707877d0-fb21-482b-8390-f530b65ae556%29.html
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example, could host exchanges; create subject groups; share ideas, or papers; allows 

the tagging and downloading of documents and storage of materials in ‘libraries. 

 

Given CAREN’s international reach, new ways of engaging with stakeholders beyond 

the UK need to be regularly revisited. Exploration of the capabilities of knowledge 

exchange approaches relating to care and caring utilised in other countries also feature 

in the CAREN development plans (Social Care Institute for Excellence 2012; Lam and 

Dearden 2015; Baker and Irving 2016; Ewert 2016; Sancino, 2016). Organisations 

such as Eurocarers and Carers Worldwide will be able to provide relevant advice. 

 

As discussed above, there are other developments which focus on the effective use of 

carer research and evidence, namely the international Carers Research collaborative 

network and the RCGP Carers Hub.To capitalize on their contributions, such initiatives 

could be incorporated into CAREN via links and information feeds.  

 

There is also an ongoing need to evaluate CAREN’s impact on policy, practice and 

research. Evidence that could provide this information may include: information about 

hit rates, who uses CAREN and for what purpose, how materials accessed via CAREN 

have been deployed, which new links or networks have been established, and how 

commissioners have used CAREN’s resources to develop new services in their area.  

User-centred design literature could be useful in ensuring a focus on user needs and 

requirements (Vredenburg et al. 2002; Ozok et al. 2017). In addition, surveys and 

online interviews with identified users could, for example, capture the impact of 

https://www.scopus.com/authid/detail.uri?authorId=36545260900&amp;eid=2-s2.0-84945181360
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accessing CAREN’s resources on carers’ quality of life or explore how social workers 

have improved their practice with carers using information and evidence gleaned from 

CAREN. The facility to gather such data needs to be embedded into CAREN’S 

functionality. Furthermore, mechanisms for using feedback to shape CAREN’s 

development will be required in order to ensure that it is responsive to new demands 

and ideas.  

 

 

The challenges of realising CAREN’s potential 

Realising the CAREN’s potential is not without challenges. The most important 

challenge is ensuring its sustainability which necessitates addressing a number of 

structural issues.  A primary issue relates to funding; long-term, dedicated investment 

of time and financial resources is critical to CAREN’s success. Extending CAREN’s 

infrastructure, regularly updating its content and systems, ensuring it operates 

effectively and maintains its credibility and currency for its wide variety of stakeholder 

groups in the ways described above is largely dependent on funding.  

 

Staff costs will constitute a significant portion of CAREN’s funding footprint. There is a 

need for staff with different skills including a network manager for ongoing oversight 

and to maintain CAREN’s sustainability, coherence, effectiveness and value for money 

(Murdock et al. 2013). Other costs are likely to relate to bespoke IT software, rights 

clearances, broadband usage, supporting the consultation phase, fees for ‘experts’ 

and payments for panel members and other development activities. Securing such 
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funding may be complicated as the network is essentially an interdisciplinary project, 

spanning communities, institutions, sectors and countries. Funding bodies who see 

inter-disciplinarity and multi-sectorality as important will need to be identified. Given 

CAREN’s magnitude and relative complexity, funding from a number of sources may 

need to be secured. The contribution from these sources may also change in 

proportion, significance and type over time as the network evolves.  

 

A second structural requirement is long-term organisational commitment. The Open 

University is very willing to host CAREN and support its development and expansion.  

Most Universities already run and oversee interactive digital platforms. In comparison 

with third sector carers organisations and government departments, they also offer 

independence and (relative) permanence. A University host is therefore likely to be the 

best option, especially in relation to guaranteeing CARENs’ sustainability. 

 

Although existing knowledge exchange models can inform CAREN’s development, 

there are challenges relating to its knowledge exchange functionality. Updating the 

broad and varied knowledge terrain, that characterises the carers’ field, will demand 

commitment, creativity and technicality. Meeting and capturing the different needs, 

levels of knowledge, educational, professional and organisational backgrounds, 

requirements and priorities of CAREN’s variety of users is another challenge. 

Addressing these will need to include the adoption of techniques that facilitate global 

and inclusive information exchange and that do not privilege those with more power or 

resources (Baxter et al. 2008; UKCIP and Cooper 2016).   
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CAREN also poses challenges for those staff with overall responsibility. For example, 

the network needs individuals who can cope with the well-documented problems of 

managing relationships between disciplines and sectors in a multi-stakeholder 

environment, together with the inevitable conflicting organisational and individual 

priorities around the knowledge exchange process (Murdock et al. 2013). As CAREN 

will be a longstanding network, staff changes are likely. A great deal of tacit knowledge 

about the network will be held by staff. To ensure coherence and continuity, such 

people-embodied knowledge needs to be captured thereby creating organisational 

memory and supporting the sustainability of CAREN as both a concept and a network 

(Lyall et al. 2013). The value of using a task management tool (e.g. Asana) to track 

ongoing developments could be explored in relation to this particular challenge. 

 

 

Conclusion  

The establishment of CAREN addresses a significant systemic deficit in the carers field 

and represents a step change in the way carer-related evidence and knowledge is 

captured, addressed, shared and disseminated. When fully developed, it will provide 

a range of stakeholders with access to a regularly updated database of carer-related, 

materials, research and evidence and offer interactive opportunities to exchange, 

discuss and disseminate information, facilitate links, generate new knowledge and 

share innovative practice.  This unique network has the potential to improve the lives 
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of the ever-increasing number of carers, by significantly enhancing the relationship 

between carer research and evidence and policy and practice. 

 

Although securing CAREN’s potential in the future is relatively complex and costly, it 

is achievable; a number of key foundation stones are already in place and expertise in 

the required cognate disciplines and contributory fields exists. Given the importance of 

carers internationally it is a network whose time has come and whose capacity to 

address issues of worldwide significance can only be realised through the vehicle of 

knowledge exchange.   

 

References  

 

Anderson, CR, McLachlan, SM, 2016, Transformative research as knowledge 

mobilization: Transmedia, bridges, and layers, Action Research 14, 1, 95-317 

 

Baker, K, Irving, A, 2016, Co-producing Approaches to the Management of  

Dementia through Social Prescribing, Social Policy and Administration 50, 3, 79-97 

 

Barnes, M, 2006, Caring and social Justice, Basingstoke: Palgrave Macmillan 

 

Baxter, K, Glendinning, C, Clarke, S, 2008, Making informed choices in social care: 

the importance of accessible information, Health and Social Care in the Community 

16, 2, 197–207  

 

https://www.scopus.com/sourceid/5700162125?origin=recordpage
https://www.scopus.com/source/sourceInfo.uri?sourceId=14573&origin=recordpage


 

18 
 

Best, A, Holmes, B, 2010, Systems thinking, knowledge and action: Towards better 

models and methods, Evidence and Policy 6, 2, 145-159   

 

Boaz, A, Fitzpatrick, S, Shaw, B, 2009, Assessing the impact of research on policy: a 

literature review, Science and Public Policy 36, 4, 255-270 

 

Burnett, C, Ford-Gilboe, M, Berman, H, Wathen, N, Ward-Griffin, C, 2016, The day-to-

day reality of delivering shelter services to women exposed to intimate partner violence 

in the context of system and policy demands, Journal of Social Service Research 42, 

4, 516-532  

 

Campbell, D, Côté, G, Grant, Knapp, M, Mehta, A, Morhan Jones, M, 2016, 

Comparative performance of adult social care research, 1996–2011: A Bibliometric 

Assessment, British Journal of Social Work 46, 5, 1282-1300 

 

Carers UK, 2016, Evidence for the Carers Strategy Written Submission from Carers 

UK, London: Carers UK 

 

Department for Business, Innovation and Skills, 2016, The Allocation of Science and 

Research Funding 2016/17 to 2019/20, London: Department for Business, Innovation 

and Skills 

 

http://eprints.kingston.ac.uk/view/creators/19169.html


 

19 
 

Department for Business, Energy and Industrial Strategy, 2016, Building on Success 

and Learning from Experience: An Independent Review of the Research Excellence 

Framework, London: Department for Business, Energy and Industrial Strategy 

 

Department of Health, 2012, The Power of Information: putting all of us in control of 

the health and care information we need, London: Department of Health 

 

Dovey, J, Moreton, S, Sparke, S, Sharpe, B, 2016, The practice of cultural  

ecology: network connectivity in the creative, Cultural Trends 25, 2, 87-103 

 

Ewert, B.,2016, Patient, co-producer and consumer in one person: Identity facets of 

he user in integrated health care, Journal of Integrated Care 24, 3,161-172 

 

Fisher. M, 2016, The Social Care Institute for Excellence and Evidence-Based Policy 

and Practice, British Journal of Social Work 46, 2, 498–513 

 

Graham, I., Logan, J, Tetoe, J, Robinson, N, 2005, A Review of Knowledge Transfer 

Models, Frameworks and Theories, Boston: Academy Health 

 

Greenwood, N, Smith, R, 2016, The oldest carers: A narrative review and synthesisof 

the experiences of carers aged over 75 years, Maturitas 94, 161–172 

 

https://www.scopus.com/sourceid/5700167676?origin=recordpage
https://www.scopus.com/source/sourceInfo.uri?sourceId=19700201800&origin=recordpage
http://www.tandfonline.com.libezproxy.open.ac.uk/author/


 

20 
 

Hall, L, Irons, A, Mac Intyre, ,J, Sellers, C, Smith, P 2010, Sunderland software city: 

An innovative approach to knowledge exchange in the North East of England, 

Research in Post-Compulsory Education 15, 3, 317-327 

 

Harland, JA, Bath, PA, 2008, Understanding the information behaviours of carers of 

people with dementia: A critical review of models from information science, Aging and 

Mental Health 12, 4, 467-477  

Hewison, A, Rowan, L 2016, Bridging the research-practice gap. British Journal of  

Healthcare Management 22, 4, 208-210 

 

Humphries, RT, Horlby, R, Holder, H, Hall, P Charles, A 2016, Social care for older 

people: Home truths, London: The King’s Fund 

 

Khuntia, J, Tanniru, M, Zervos, J, 2015, Extending care outside of the hospital  

walls: A case of value creation through synchronous video communication for 

knowledge exchange in community health network International Journal of e-Business 

Research, 11, 2, 1-17 

 

Lam, B,  Dearden, A, 2015, Enhancing service development and service delivery 

through co-design Voluntary Sector Review, 6, 1, 61-80 

 

https://www.scopus.com/record/display.uri?eid=2-s2.0-77957992900&origin=resultslist&sort=plf-f&src=s&st1=%22knowledge+exchange%22+models&st2=&sid=1EC292E2D8B070445EC711B20DA662F1.wsnAw8kcdt7IPYLO0V48gA%3a10&sot=b&sdt=b&sl=134&s=KEY%28%22knowledge+exchange%22+models%29+AND+DOCTYPE%28ar%29+AND+SUBJAREA%28MULT+OR+ARTS+OR+BUSI+OR+DECI+OR+ECON+OR+PSYC+OR+SOCI%29+AND+PUBYEAR+%3e+2009&relpos=14&citeCnt=0&searchTerm=
https://www.scopus.com/record/display.uri?eid=2-s2.0-77957992900&origin=resultslist&sort=plf-f&src=s&st1=%22knowledge+exchange%22+models&st2=&sid=1EC292E2D8B070445EC711B20DA662F1.wsnAw8kcdt7IPYLO0V48gA%3a10&sot=b&sdt=b&sl=134&s=KEY%28%22knowledge+exchange%22+models%29+AND+DOCTYPE%28ar%29+AND+SUBJAREA%28MULT+OR+ARTS+OR+BUSI+OR+DECI+OR+ECON+OR+PSYC+OR+SOCI%29+AND+PUBYEAR+%3e+2009&relpos=14&citeCnt=0&searchTerm=
https://www.scopus.com/source/sourceInfo.uri?sourceId=7000153220&origin=resultslist
https://www.scopus.com/authid/detail.uri?authorId=55502741500&amp;eid=2-s2.0-84944683076
https://www.scopus.com/authid/detail.uri?authorId=36545260900&amp;eid=2-s2.0-84945181360
https://www.scopus.com/source/sourceInfo.uri?sourceId=21100420104&origin=recordpage


 

21 
 

Lomas. J, 2005, Using research to inform healthcare managers' and policy makers' 

questions: from summative to interpretive synthesis Healthcare Policy/Politiques de 

Sante, 1, 1, 55-71 

  

Lyall, C,  Bruce, A, Marsden, W, Meagher, L.,2013,The role of funding agencies  in 

creating interdisciplinary knowledge, Science and Public Policy 40, 1, 62-71 

 

Matosevic, T, McDaid, D, Knapp, M, Rutter, D, Fisher, M, 013, Evidence- 

informed Policy Making: Exploring the Concept of Knowledge Transfer in Social Care, 

PSSRU Discussion Paper 2862, London: Personal Social Services Research Unit 

 

Miralbell, O, 2015, Use of social networking sites for knowledge 

exchange, International Journal of Web Based Communities 11, 1, 42-56 

 

Monti, A, Soda, G.,2014, Perceived organizational identification and 

prototypicality as origins of knowledge exchange networks, Research in the 

Sociology of Organizations 40, 357-379 

 

Morton, S, Phipps, D, Nutley. S,2012, Using research to influence family  

services and policies: Issues and challenges, Families, Relationships and Societies  1, 

2, 243-253 

 

https://www.scopus.com/source/sourceInfo.uri?sourceId=20960&origin=recordpage
https://www.scopus.com/source/sourceInfo.uri?sourceId=19700186821&origin=recordpage
https://www.scopus.com/sourceid/4000152126?origin=recordpage
https://www.scopus.com/sourceid/4000152126?origin=recordpage


 

22 
 

Murdock, A, Shariff, R, Wilding, K, 2013. Knowledge exchange between academia and 

the third sector, Evidence and Policy 9, 3, 419-430 

 

Muscio, A, Quaglione, D, Ramaciotti, L, 2016 The effects of university rules on spinoff 

creation: The case of academia in Italy, Research Policy  45, 7, 1386-1396 

 

Nutley, SM, Walter, I, Davies, HTO, 2007, Using Evidence – How Research Can Inform 

Public Services, Bristol: Policy Press 

 

Nutley, SM, Davies, HTO, 2016, Knowledge mobilisation: creating, sharing and using 

knowledge’ in K. Orr, S. Nutley, S. Russell, R. Bain, B. Hacking, C. Moran (eds.) 

Knowledge and Practice in Business and Organisations, London: Routledge, 181-200 

 

O’Dowd, A, 2016, Cuts to social care funding represent urgent threat to the NHS, warn 

experts, British Medical Journal 354: i5021 

 

OECD, 2011, Health at a Glance 2011: OECD Indicators. Available at: 

http://dx.doi.org/10.1787/health_glance-2011-en (Accessed 07/04/17) 

 

Ozok, A, Wu, H, Gurses, AP, 2017, Exploring patients’ use of Intention of Personal 

Health Record Systems: Implications for Design, International Journal of Human-

Computer Interaction 33, 4, 265-279 

 

http://www.sciencedirect.com.libezproxy.open.ac.uk/science/article/pii/S0048733316300634
http://www.sciencedirect.com.libezproxy.open.ac.uk/science/article/pii/S0048733316300634
http://www.sciencedirect.com.libezproxy.open.ac.uk/science/article/pii/S0048733316300634
http://www.sciencedirect.com.libezproxy.open.ac.uk/science/journal/00487333
https://risweb.st-andrews.ac.uk/portal/en/researchoutput/knowledge-mobilisation-creating-sharing-and-using-knowledge%284c58187d-8e26-4333-98d0-3f5a44ceaab4%29.html
https://risweb.st-andrews.ac.uk/portal/en/researchoutput/knowledge-mobilisation-creating-sharing-and-using-knowledge%284c58187d-8e26-4333-98d0-3f5a44ceaab4%29.html


 

23 
 

Pickard, L. 2015, A growing care gap? The supply of unpaid care for older people by 

their adult children in England to 2032, Ageing and Society 35, 1, 96-123 

 

Quinn, E, Huckel-Schneider, C, Campbell, D, Seale, H, Milat, AJ,2014 How  can 

knowledge exchange portals assist in knowledge management for evidence-informed 

decision making in public health? BMC Public Health 14, 1, 443-452 

 

Redman, S, Turner, T, Davies, H, Williamson, A, Haynes, A, Brennan, S, Milat, A,

O'Connor, D, Blyth, F, Jorm, L, Green, S, 2015, The SPIRIT Action Framework: A 

structured approach to selecting and testing strategies to increase the use of research 

in policy, Social Science and Medicine 136-137, 147-155 

 

Rutter, D, Fisher, M, 2013, Knowledge transfer in social care and social work: Where 

is the problem?, PSSRU Discussion Paper 2866, Canterbury: University of Kent 

 

Sá, CM, Kretz, A, Sigurdson, K, 2013, Accountability, performance assessment and 

evaluation: Policy pressures and responses from research councils, Research 

Evaluation 22, 2, 105-117 

 

Sancino, A., 2016, The meta co-production of community outcomes: Towards a  

Citizens’ Capabilities Approach, Voluntas 27, 1, 409-424 

 

Sanders-Mcdonagh, E, Neville, L, Nolas, S-M, 2016, From pillar to post:  

https://www.scopus.com/authid/detail.uri?authorId=35766406000&amp;eid=2-s2.0-84930203285
https://www.scopus.com/authid/detail.uri?authorId=26531498700&amp;eid=2-s2.0-84930203285
https://www.scopus.com/source/sourceInfo.uri?sourceId=18983&origin=recordpage
https://www.scopus.com/source/sourceInfo.uri?sourceId=22894&origin=recordpage
https://www.scopus.com/source/sourceInfo.uri?sourceId=22894&origin=recordpage
https://www.scopus.com/source/sourceInfo.uri?sourceId=15725&origin=recordpage


 

24 
 

Understanding the victimisation of women and children who experience domestic 

violence in an age of austerity, Feminist Review 112, 1, 60-76 

 

Sheets, DJ, Black, K, Kaye, LW, 2014, Who cares for caregivers? Evidence-based 

approaches to family support, Journal of Gerontological Social Work 57:6-7, 525-530 

 

Social Care Institute for Excellence, 2012, Towards co-production: Taking 

participation to the next level, SCIE Report 53, London: SCIE 

 

Stalker, K, (ed.) 2003, Reconceptualising work with carers: new directions for policy 

and practice, London: Jessica Kingsley 

 

Vredenburg, K, Mao, J-Y, Smith, PW, Carey, T, 2002, A Survey of User-Centered 

Design Practice, Design Methods 4,  1, 471-478 

  

Ward,  V,  Smith, S, House, A,  Hamer  S, 2012, Exploring knowledge exchange: A 

useful framework for practice and policy, Social Science and Medicine 74, 3, 297-304 

 

Warren, A., Hoyler, M, Bell, M, 2016, From ‘shadowy cabal’ to new profession: 

Networks of cooperation and competition in UK Higher Education fundraising, 

Environment and Planning 34, 5, 837-854 

 

http://www.sciencedirect.com.libezproxy.open.ac.uk/science/article/pii/S0277953611005922
http://www.sciencedirect.com.libezproxy.open.ac.uk/science/article/pii/S0277953611005922
http://www.sciencedirect.com.libezproxy.open.ac.uk/science/article/pii/S0277953611005922
http://www.sciencedirect.com.libezproxy.open.ac.uk/science/journal/02779536
https://www.scopus.com/authid/detail.uri?authorId=7201588766&amp;eid=2-s2.0-84983070603
https://www.scopus.com/sourceid/14610?origin=recordpage


 

25 
 

Whitworth, B, Friedman, R, 2008, The challenge of modern academic knowledge 

exchange, ACM SIGITE Newsletter 5, 2, 4-11 

 

UKCIP, Cooper, I, 2016, Lessons from coordinating a knowledge exchange 

network. ARCC report. UK Climate Impacts Programme, Oxford: University of Oxford 

 

Yan, Z, Wang, T, Chen, Yi. Zhang, H, 2016, Knowledge sharing in online health 

communities: A social exchange theory perspective, Information and Management 

53, 5, 643-65 

Yeandle, S, Chou, Y-C. Fine, M, Larkin, M, Milne, A 2017, ‘Editorial: Care and caring: 

Interdisciplinary perspectives on a societal issue of global significance, International 

Journal of Care and Caring, 1, 1, 1-20 

 
 


