I.
2006 Annual Meeting
A. Thirty-Three abstracts were submitted for this year’s meeting – an all time high.

B. 32 were accepted for presentation (one was not authored by a member)

C. The poster session has been extended this year.  Posters will remain available for viewing all day on Monday, May 1st.

D. Once again – All accepted abstracts will be published in Clinical Journal of Sport Medicine.
II.
Submission Form Modifications
A. The committee is currently reviewing modifying the abstract submission requirements to include a statement regarding informed consent and institutional review.
B. The AAFP and the AAP have been contacted regarding their current policies. AAP does not have one for research presented, but does have a conflict of interest statement requirement.  AAFP uses an unaffiliated investigator agreement for those conducting network related research. This would not seem to apply to our situation.

C. We will proceed with a brief survey of each research presenter at this year’s meeting related to IRB availability and their use of an IRB to determine the extent of non-IRB submissions.
D. Upon review of the survey a statement will be developed for next year’s submission process.
III.
Public Relations

A. Neeru Jayanthi will work with the PR committee again this year to help recognize the research award winners and any research of special significance.
B. Kathleen Carr is developing a method of identifying members who have published recent research – especially projects that were presented at the annual meeting – so that they can be featured on the website.

IV. 
Membership Survey

A. The committee sent a survey to the membership aimed at providing information that will assist the committee in increasing the number of research submissions and making the annual meeting more of a “target” for scientific presentations by sports medicine researchers. 
B. The results are attached. We had a glitch with the storage of the results on the website, and will be reviewing the results again when that is available, Current results were hand tabulated.

C. The committee will meet this week to review and generate a strategy to   respond to the concerns/suggestions for the coming year.      

V. 
Abstract scoring review - The committee will once again review and revise the abstract and presentation scoring formats, which was last done 3 years ago. This format aims to provide a consistent basis for judging submissions and presentations.
Respectfully submitted,

John DiFiori, MD

