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Number of abstracts submitted: 56 
Number accepted: 41 (oral presentation), 9 (poster presentation), 
Withdrawn: 3 (1 before review and 2 after acceptance),
Rejected: 3
Reviewers per abstract: 2 

Comments:
1. There were 15 extra submissions when compared with 2012. The number of submissions has been increasing every year.
1. VAA author guidelines are still in place since abstracts are published in the journal afterwards.
2. ACVAA and IVECCS official poster session occurred on the evening before oral presentations. It encourages inter-collegiate communication and provides a forum for the presentation (and judging) of abstracts not suitable/ accepted for oral presentations (such as case reports, pilot studies, among others).
3. [bookmark: _GoBack]Oral presentations went well without scheduling issues. Thanks to our moderators. Rooms were somehow divided by topics. Residents and individuals under training are normally given the preference for the oral presentation.
4. All abstracts were reviewed by a minimum of 2 blinded reviewers (abstract editors did not review). No conflicts of interest between reviewers and abstracts were declared. A third reviewer was asked to help when there was not a consensus between the two reviewers (rejection versus acceptance).
5. Formatting guidelines are not usually followed. This has been the main time-consuming problem for the review process. The editors are coming up with a more strict system for abstract submission ("check in" boxes). Abstracts were returned to authors for re-review before it goes to reviewers. The same will occur in 2015.
6. The submission, review and printing of abstracts continue to be facilitated by Omnipress. IVECCS abstracts use the same system.
7. Final abstracts were submitted to VAA editor in July.

