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Abstract

Background: Building research capacity of European Society of Clinical Pharmacy (ESCP)
members aligns to the organisation’s aim of advancing research.

Objective: To determine members’ aspirations and needs in research training and practice,
and to explore ways in which ESCP could provide support.

Setting: ESCP’s international membership.

Method: Cross-sectional survey of members in 2018, followed by focus groups with samples
of respondents attending an ESCP symposium. Survey items were: research activities;
interests, experience and confidence; and Likert statements on research conduct. Principal
component analysis (PCA) clustering of Likert statements from a previous study was used,
with scores for each component calculated. Focus groups discussed barriers to research and
how ESCP could provide support. Data analysis involved collating and comparing all themes.
Main outcome measures Research interest, experience and confidence; attitudinal items;
barriers to research; ESCP support.

Results: The response rate was 16.7% (83/499), with 89.2% (n = 74) involved in research
and 79.5% (n = 66) publishing research in the preceding 2 years. While overwhelmingly
positive, responses were more positive for research interest than experience or confidence.
PCA component scores (support/opportunities, motivation/outcomes, and
roles/characteristics) were positive. Thirteen members participated in focus groups,
identifying barriers of: insufficient collaboration; lack of knowledge, skills, training;
unsupportive environment; insufficient time; and limited resources. ESCP could support
through mentorship, collaboration, education and funding.

Conclusion Study participants were highly active, interested, experienced, confident and
positive regarding research. There is an opportunity for ESCP to harness these activities and
provide support in the form of mentoring, education and training, and facilitating
collaboration.
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