
From Oregon ACP State Chapter 

meetings, 14.7% of student and 
resident presentations 
developed further to reach larger 
scholarly audiences. Of these, a 

statistically significant higher 
proportion of student- lead 
projects were likely to result in 
further publication and 

dissemination compared to 
resident-lead projects. Much of 

this disproportion is being driven by 
similar absolute numbers of ACP 
National Presentations but dissimilar 
proportions given more total 
submissions by residents. 
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Introduction: Research presentations and clinical 
vignettes often make their first appearance at scientific 
meetings. Previous studies have attempted to evaluate 
the transmission from abstract level presentation at 
national meetings to widely disseminated scholarly 
works. However, there is limited literature on the topic of 
the translational effect of research presented at local or 
regional internal medicine meetings.
The American College of physicians supports both 
chapter level and national level abstract competitions for 
medical student and resident learners. The goal of this 
project was to better understand the rate at which 
projects presented at the Annual Oregon ACP Chapter go 
onto wider scholarly formats. 
Methods: We conducted a retrospective cohort study of 
abstracts submitted to the Oregon ACP annual meetings 
from 2014 through 2017. The primary outcome was 
publication in a peer-reviewed journal. Secondary 
outcomes included other scholarly output including 
national/regional meeting presentation & non-peer-
reviewed publications. 
For the primary outcome, we evaluated for subsequent 
peer-reviewed publication by entering the primary 
author’s last name and abstract title into PUBMED, 
Google Scholar, and Google Search. For each database, 
the first 40 search results were screened for relation to 
the original submitted abstract. Projects met the primary 
outcome if we identified a matching full-length 
publication in a peer-reviewed journal. For secondary 
outcomes, the same search strategy was implemented. 
Projects were screened for submission to national ACP 
meetings, other medical specialty meetings, and web-
based non-peer-reviewed publications. We also 
evaluated the relations between learner level (Resident 
vs Student) to subsequent dissemination using a Fisher 
Exact Test. We completed our search as of Nov 1st, 2018. 

Results: From the 2014-2018 ACP Oregon Chapter 
Meetings, there were a total of 423 accepted abstract 
submissions.  Of the 423 projects analyzed, 16 (3.8%) 
met the primary outcome criteria of publication in a 
peer-reviewed journal. 46 (10.9%) projects met criteria 
for the secondary outcome of dissemination outside of 
the ACP-Oregon chapter meeting – 5 projects met 
criteria for both primary and secondary outcomes.  In all, 
62 (14.7%) of projects continued on to formats reaching 
a broader audience.  There was a statistical difference 
between the number of resident projects (37 of 244; 
10.7%) compared to student projects (25 of 79; 31.6%) 
that went onto wider dissemination (p<0.0001)

PROJECT 
CATEGORY TOTAL

RESIDENT 
PRESENTER

STUDENT 
PRESENTER

Clinical Vignette 348 291 57
Oral Vignette 24 24 0
QI patient Safety 23 19 4
Clinical Research 18 9 9
Basic Research 9 0 9
High Value CCC 1 1 0

TOTAL 423 344 79

PROJECT 
CATEGORY

PRIMARY 
OUTCOMES

RESIDENT 
PRESENTERS

STUDENT 
PRESENTERS

Clinical Vignette 5 3 2
Oral Vignette 0 0 0
QI patient Safety 0 0 0
Clinical Research 9 5 4
Basic Research 2 0 2
High Value CCC 0 0 0

TOTAL 16 8 8

*Projects met the primary outcome if we identified a matching full-length publication in 
a peer-reviewed journal
**Projects met the secondary outcome if we identified a similar published abstract; 
projects were screened for submission to national ACP meetings, other medical specialty 
meetings, and web-based non-peer-reviewed publications. 39 projects were presented 
at ACP National meetings – 18 of which being presented by medical students. 
***A composite outcome is a simple summation of total projects meeting either primary 
or secondary outcome

PROJECT 
CATEGORY

PRIMARY 
OUTCOMES*

SECONDARY 
OUTCOME**

COMPOSITE 
OUTCOME***

Clinical Vignette 5 28 33
Oral Vignette 0 5 5
QI patient Safety 0 8 8
Clinical Research 9 2 11
Basic Research 2 2 4
High Value CCC 0 1 1

TOTAL 16 46 62

PROJECT CATEGORY

Resident 
Composite 
Outcome

Student 
Composite 
Outcome p-value

Clinical Vignette 20 13
Oral Vignette 5 0
QI patient Safety 5 3
Clinical Research 6 5
Basic Research 0 4
High Value CCC 1 0

TOTAL 37 25

Proportion of projects, by 
learner-level meeting 
composite outcome 10.8% 31.6% <0.0001
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