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172305 A great study that will be beneficial to others considering conversion. 
Great poster information. 

172305 Could be more concise. 
Looks good. 

172305 Very timely 
This is good information for attendees. 

155085 This is a problem that all institutions/pharmacy departments are facing today. The 
development of the algorithm described allows a systematic process to be used in 
evaluating the drugs in question. The results obtained for the 7 non-formulary drug 
therapies demonstrate that the algorithm is effective. It would be good if the obstacles in 
developing such an algorithm and its usage in the institution are described. This would be 
useful information for other institutions. 
 
This is the type of process that many institutions are considering or in the process of 
implementing. Excellent work by this medical center. 

155085 Interesting 
 

155085 Interesting subject. 
Would be interesting to present on this subject. 

156535 Please provide detailed results regarding the "goals" of the research listed in the purpose. 
Grammar needs to be corrected throughout the abstract. 
 
Informative for the audience. Would like to see more detailed results. 

156535 I liked that there was a gap analysis prior to implementation to identify areas of 
improvement. Details were nicely included. It would be useful to include in the abstract if 
this position was a full FTE or part-time pharmacist. 
 
This is a nicely written report. This will provide useful information for other institutions who 
want to implement a similar program. 

156913 How did you make the decision which CSTD? What were the considerations? 
CSTD was defined in methods. Define this in the purpose then use CSTD throughout the 
abstract. 
 
Might consider adding more information in the purpose section. 
Overall adequate project, not innovative but important information. 

156913 It will be interesting to know the frequency of closed system transfer device usage in 
practice. 
Good abstract. 

156965 No Comments 

160408 Not novel, but well done. 
 

160408 Would like to see more if the impact of the project. 
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160408 Good project in general.  
Typos exist in this abstract. (Grammar/typo).  
The n is too small for any conclusive results. I think it would be valuable to collect more 
data prior to any conclusion. 

Nothing special, besides the small n. 
Please read the feedback for submitter. 
Thank you 

164828 Very interesting concept. I'm not clear from your abstract on how one more closely 
matches his/her soft skills to what the employer wants. 
 
There is not much detail to this abstract. It's an interesting concept but there are no 
concrete results provided in terms of employment status as a result of having better 
matched soft skills. 

164828 Would have liked to have seen more info on the soft skills. 
 

164828 Put Pharmacy Technician in your title. Be consistent with Technician vs Tech 
Acceptable with some editing 

166624 The study period was not specified in the Methods. What about IRB approval? There are no 
data to talk about Improved quality of care as suggested in the conclusions. I realize that 
this is a Descriptive Report, but, numbers would be helpful. 
 
Acceptable abstract as this is a valuable Ambulatory Care Service. 

166624 May want to be more clear about how follow-up was conducted. Based on abstract, it 
seems that it was possible that the patient wasn't contacted and only chart reviews were 
performed. Also, how many patients went through this process? 
 
Helpful to know the number of referrals as it would make a big difference if changes to the 
process were based on 10 patients or 100 patients. 

166624 This is an interesting area of practice and worthwhile for study. The objectives were clearly 
outlined in the purpose. I believe the results were explanatory and conclusions seem in-line 
with the findings. The structure and language are appropriate for the audience and venue. 
 
Strong work fit for presentation. 

167199 Excellent review of DoseEdge for chemotherapy. Should be a poster that is beneficial to 
many health systems. 
 
Excellent abstract for poster that will be very useful and informative. 

167199 What is missing is the number of admixtures that were made in the pre and post 
implementation phases of this evaluation. 
 
Important safety improvement 

167199 Useful project.  
The authors may need a Continuous Quality Improvement with this approach as it is a 
Chemo-preparation and patient safety is #1. 
 
Acceptable project. Quality Assurance needs to be done very rigorously as this is a Chemo-
related project--there is no room for errors. 
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170256 Please clarify/restate the purpose of your research: what are your objectives? or primary 
outcomes? 
Does your research address acute pain vs. chronic pain? Please clarify. 
Methods section includes conclusions, please remove and rephrase (naturally....) 
Results section must correlate with your outcome measures - both are not clear. 
Results are too general - how do the findings impact your practice? 
 
Data is not conclusive 

170256 Narcotic overdose is a hot topic and programs to streamline prescribing and improve safety 
are well sought. 
 

170256 Since results were not discussed, I assume this is a work in progress and not yet available. 
These will be very important for presentation. Results will also establish how successful 
these new forms are! 
 
Timely topic. Well organized and well written - but lack results!! 
I believe this will be a popular poster for many ASHP members. 

171461 While the concept of TOC is both timely and valid, results are simply too preliminary. 
Nothing significant can be inferred from the existing response rate. The type of information 
that is being collected does not seem to align with the study objective. The authors report 
the examination of physician referral practices and suggest that data will reflect some level 
of impact on referral preference. In terms of methodology, the survey seems to address 
"likelihood" versus an actual practice change so there is a limitation in how to interpret 
such data. There is also a question surrounding the validation of the survey instrument. 
 

171461 This research was not complete and therefore was not reviewed 
 

171461 The methods section states that descriptive statistics were performed, assume that these 
will be performed, as it seems that the authors are still obtaining data at the time of 
abstract submission. Would expect to see expanded information regarding the survey 
questions and feedback from physicians. I do not see an IRB approval noted in the 
abstract. Consider adding more information in the background regarding what is currently 
known about the impact of transitions of care and why this program would be useful. 
 
No IRB approval noted. Very brief abstract, as it seems that data collection is not complete. 
Background information is sparse relative to the impact of transitions of care; this 
information can be found in the clinical literature and would hope that the authors would 
provide more background. 

171625 Timely 
 

171625 Great topic 
Very timely and the idea can be used by several area of practice 

171655 Results section - The first sentence is confusing and needs a predicate - such as "TSHP has 
fulfilled the following:" Under 3 - "report" should be "reporting." Also indicate what efficacy 
is evaluated. 
 
The purpose is not clearly stated. For example, it should include why TSHP took over the 
multi-year project from the TFDA and what they are evaluating or comparing. There are 
some grammar mistakes that may make it difficult for the reader to understand the report. 
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171655 Topic is timely; would include in the Results section, a more elaborate description of the 
findings (any percentages, statistics done?) to enrich the poster presentation. 
Please rephrase the conclusion by removing the numbers (1, 2, 3). 
Please make the necessary corrections of typographical errors across the text 
 
Topic is timely. Authors are encouraged to include more elaborate results in their poster 
presentation and make the necessary edits. 

171655 clearly define objective 
 

171703 The purpose should be a single line or less to make an impact on the attendees. It is 
verbose. 
 
This is a very confusing abstract. Not sure why the 2005 FDA guidelines were not utilized 
for product labeling since 2006. The authors need to be clear about the numbers and the 
data . It was not well written, though the intent may have been to help the clinicians. 
 
This is not apparently written by a practicing pharmacist. It appears that it is from a 
pharmaceutical manufacturer. If there is any change in the product labeling, we will 
automatically be able to get the latest Prescribing Information, though the product may 
have been made before 2005. 

171703 would be nice to know how randomization was completed 
 

171703 Interesting to note. Given this information, what literature searches were done to come up 
with a protocol or policy to address this? Which medications were you all dealing with? Did 
this also account for drug-drug interaction related increased in QTc interval? I'm not sure 
some of this is helpful information without some sort of solution. 
 

171756 Very practical safety project and viewers will be able to easily extrapolate this to their site. 
 
Practical safety enhancement. This could also be a Quality and Safety Pearl. 

171756 Comment on the Subcutaneous use 
acceptable 

171756 The use of anaphylaxis kits is not novel; many other health systems have been using them 
for years. It would be helpful to have included information on why the near-miss that 
prompted this work and how the kits addressed that issue. I think that is the more salient 
and practice-relevant issue. Without knowing what contributed to the event, it is difficult to 
put the results and conclusions into context. 
 
This is not a particularly strong abstract, although there is likely to be some degree of 
interest in it. Use of anaphylaxis kits if far from innovative or novel. While I don't feel 
strongly one way or the other regarding acceptance and would support rejection if ASHP 
feels it appropriate to do so, the abstract is a bit weak and would certainly have been a lot 
stronger, in my opinion, if the cause of the near miss was discussed and how the kits 
addressed this process problem. 
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171763 Very timely submission, certainly an issue multiple systems will face. Results center around 
findings from your survey, although purpose and methods speak to a broader goal of 
system-wide AMS. Would recommend rewording, particularly of methods section to better 
reflect this "before and after" approach. Results are very difficult to interpret by listing on 
absolute changes. For example you note a 13% improvement in facilities with CDC core 
elements in place, but what is the change? From 0 to 13%? From 50 to 63%? These 
numbers would add context for the potential reader. 
 
Overall very timely and important submission, however results need to be better 
delineated. Methods section needs to better reflect use of survey. 

171763 Implement incentives to the pharmacists to sustain and success of these antimicrobial 
stewardship programs. 
 
More facilities will focus on implementation or streamlining Antimicrobial Stewardship 
Programs (ASP) , as ASP are becoming more common place because of the initiative of the 
Center for Disease Control and Prevention (CDC) Core Elements for Hospital ASP 
document, including the thirteen elements of their published checklist. ASHP continues to 
launch forward with their call for posters in this area (ID) and this call should be sustained. 

171790 The authors need to have provided some data to show that the flu shots given to these 
warfarin patients did NOT increaseINR to support this service. Instead, the Results talk 
about making more moneyt for the Anticoag Clinic. It is not ethical to talk about money 
when the purpose of this project is to prevent bleeding, if the patients got flu. There were 
no reorts on how many of these 540 patients did or didnot get flu and its impactg on the 
INR. The authors are digressing with a Business Model here, though it is an acceptable 
project, but no data to support it as a Patient Safety service. 
 
Acceptable, as a business model project. The authors did not provide any data to support 
the benefit of giving flu shots to warfarin patients, i.e. no data on prevention of bleeding if 
any of the remaining (1620 minus 540) patients gotflu or bleeding. It is very very 
descriptive. 

171790 Overall, this is a strong project and a good abstract. The language and structure are 
appropriate for the intended audience. The objectives are clear and the methods seem 
complete.  
For future writing opportunities, I would suggest that the first line in the purpose section 
may be superfluous; the board certified status of the person who amended the protocol 
(and even mention of who amended the protocol) are unnecessary and distract from the 
intent. I would also suggest that the conclusion section could use more 'meat'; it seems 
this would be a good opportunity to mention external applicability. 
 
This is a strong project and abstract fit for presentation at this venue. 

171790 I love this! Very good submission on how helpful and accessible the pharmacist can be. I 
really have nothing else to add other than it would be interesting to see if the same could 
be said for other vaccinations as well (pneumococcal, herpes zoster, etc..) 

171843 Would be helpful to have why you thought your results didn't achieve statistical significance 
as well as some more information on what the day long DSME program entailed. 
 
Reporting NS finding as "lower" instead of saying that they didn't achieve statistical 
significance. 
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171843 This abstract is well-written with a clear objective, however it appears some conclusions 
were drawn from the data that are unsupported by the statistical analysis.  
 
It is stated that the intervention group achieved a lower A1c level compared to the control 
group, when the listed p-value does not meet significance. There is, therefore, no 
difference between the intervention and control groups.  
 
It is also stated that the intervention group achieved a "slightly lowered" systolic and 
diastolic blood pressure. It appears that this was just an observation not backed by any 
data or statistical analysis.  
 
The above issues makes the conclusion invalid that the DMSE program was effective 
reducing A1c. A more appropriate conclusion would be to observe that the study would 
have to enroll more patients to achieve statistical significance on an observed trend in 
data. 
 
Based on the following issues with the conclusions drawn from the study, I would reject 
this study.  
 

171843 The results are stated as a decline in the intervention group, but the p values did not meet 
statistical significance. Please ensure that the poster reflects that the intervention group 
achieved a numerically lower A1c, but that it was not statistically significant and list 
limitations that may have led to this. 
 
Educational intervention is useful as a part of a program, but does not often yield 
statistically significant results, as is seen with this abstract. The authors should be sure to 
include the numerical, but not statistical significance in their poster and explain their 
limitations. 

171944 The conclusive nature of the data is marginal, as the sample is equal to 7, with a few 
patients lost to follow-up. The "challenges" noted have been established elsewhere, as 
there is a level of provider comfort with warfarin versus newer DOACs. Other outcome 
measures (bleeding, successful interventions) have not been reflected in the results. A 
greater patient number is required. 

171944 Well written. I would like to see more of the information on the collaboration of care and 
what sort of follow up the patients received. I would also like specific information on the 
patient population that were recommended to switch to a DOAC. 
 

171944 There is no IRB approval noted. A small number of patients is described in the results. 
What is the time frame for beginning data collection? Please be more clear in the poster 
about the small numbers and limitations, as well as expanding on your conclusions. 
 
See notes to submitter; no IRB approval noted. 

171980 Interesting project. Provide side-by-side comparison of the two tools and how to access 
them. 
 
Interesting project on a complex topic. 

171980 Some specific information about the types of errors (categories) would be interesting if 
possible. 
 
Acceptable 
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171980 A very interesting project that is likely to have broad interest. Well written, providing 
enough detail that others could replicate the work or apply it to practice. 
 
A very interesting abstract that will be of broad interest to attendees, particularly those 
with interest in medication safety. 

172063 The focus of the research is appropriate for the audience and the topic of adjusting 
glycemic control in the aged population is relevant. Recommended improvements include 
an increase in the sample size, validation of the decision-support tool, and a consideration 
of expanding the statistical methodology (perhaps apply an ANOVA with post hoc analyses 
for various high risk criteria). 
 
The new review system is a great addition! 

172063 The title is somewhat misleading; it implies the tool may reduce the number of patients, 
not the incidence of hypoglycemia.  
 
It was not made clear what sort of clinical decision support tool was used. It was also not 
clear who was using this tool and/or screening these patients.  
 
It is only mentioned that providers are prompted to "document" information about 
hypoglycemic episodes. It is not clear if there is any standardization of how the providers 
should react to patients having such episodes, or if modifications in therapy were simply 
left to their discretion.  
 
It was not evident from the start what the goal of this study was; by the end, it looks as 
though we wanted to find an increase in A1C? 
 
This study may not be complete as the concluding sentence mentions that the full cohort 
has not had their follow-up A1C documented. 
 
Unsure if this abstract is based on complete research. I do not recommend based on above 
issues. 

172063 Interesting study, good preliminary data for a clinical tool. The authors note that there was 
a statistically significant increase in A1c, was this expected or desired? Please consider 
including this in the poster. 
 
Good study and results. One question about the conclusion regarding increased A1c, the 
authors noted this and it seemed from their writing that it was expected/desired; would 
hope that the reasoning behind this would be present in the poster. 

172076 Promotional project from a pharmaceutical manufacturer? 
Acceptable if it is OK for ASHP. 

172076 nice retrospective evaluation of a rare disease 
 

172076 Interesting project. You provided information that is applicable toward patient care and 
treatment options. It would be interesting to highlight a time where IVIG would be 
preferred over RCI and how treatment options are generally selected. 
 

172081 Clever approach to patient safety. Please include pictures on your poster for the WOW 
card, and describe the safety catch and its impact on change specifically for the examples 
you list. Examples will be helpful to the viewer. 
 



8 | P a g e  
 

Submission 
ID 

Reviewer Comments 
 

Good project. Consider this for a platform presentation, as viewers will be able to see 
examples better and ask questions on approaches to improving safety. 

172081 More specific discussion about examples would be interesting. 
Acceptable 

172081 While the abstract is well-written and the project seems to have had some benefit to the 
hospital, the approach is not particularly innovative. Many other hospitals have used similar 
approaches to increase near-miss and adverse event reporting. 
 
In reporting the results, it might be helpful to report how this program has impacted 
overall reporting at the hospital, not just the raw numbers associated specifically with 
reporting by pharmacy staff. 
 
While the project is not overwhelmingly innovative, this is one of those that might have 
some interest to smaller hospitals. Many larger institutions already use some electronic 
means of reporting and promote such reporting to the pharmacy staff (as well as to others 
within the system). 

172087 The objectives and methods were sparse. 
172087 Good topic 

acceptable 
172087 I liked the idea, but it is not well elaborated with quantitative results. 

I felt confused with this abstract. It is an innovative project, yet, the methods are poorly 
described, and the results are mixed with the methods, while the quantitative result is 
totally missing.  
 
The authors need to write a result section, and move the current results to the methods 
section. 

172100 Valuable MUE project information as ASHP poster. 
 
May not be of high interest to most members, but transplant centers may benefit. 

172100 This is written at a fairly high level and it may be a little too difficult for some to follow. 
 
This is a good topic but it tends to be a little difficult to understand in the current format. 

172100 More detail on the advantages and disadvantages of both products/programs on the poster 
will be helpful to the viewer, along with time investment for development. 
 
A product was chosen and viewer could use more information related to customer 
satisfaction. 

172101 Interesting and well done. 
172101 More information from the questions on the survey would be nice. 

 
Would like to see more information about the results of the survey questions. 

172101 Good project. Likert Scale should not be reported in average. It should be dichotomized 
and response is always in percentage. 
The n is small. 

172116 Useful information. It is oftentimes difficult for an institution to calculate these types of 
costs. 
This is useful information as sites examine postoperative pain regimens with a goal of 
reducing opioid use. 

172116 Would like to have seen more recommendations. 
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172116 Interesting project. It would be helpful to identify further application of the results within 
the conclusion. What were the total costs including (administration, waste, staffing)? 
 

Some information was missing. Recommendations provided to submitter. 
172124 Further discussion of how this information can 

benefit this patient population would be 
helpful. 

Useful information for this patient 
population receiving RCI. 

172124 Interesting topic. 
172124 Overall, good study. Your conclusion was well done and provides a possible direction for 

further research. 
 
Study appears applicable toward future patient care. 

172140 Would recommend stating/calculating p values or CI to reflect or not the significance of the 
findings. 
 
Also, did the authors think of a pre-post analysis to compare previous findings before 
implementing the Med Rec process with the current findings? 
Nicely written/ relevant to current pharmacy practice. 
 
Nicely written, including stats would strengthen the manuscript. 

172140 Well written, easy to read and comprehend. Provides data/results with details. Should 
generate some discussion during the poster session. 
 
Informative poster and worth accepting. 

172140 Overall, this is a timely topic that is relevant. The conclusion may be a bit over-stated 
("improves transitions of care"), especially since no comparative group was used. 

172174 Great analysis of Guardrails alerts! 
Good informative poster. 

172174 With the high override rate in this evaluation, it would be important to identify why the 
overrides occur and not which drugs were involved. This could be a very important 
contribution to the profession with more data. 
 
Authors state this is a preliminary evaluation. Unless they plan to do more analysis and 
present that at the meeting this should be rejected and considered after that information is 
available. 

172174 Useful project to avoid Nuisance Alerts, but Continuous Quality Improvement studies ought 
to be done to prevent any patient harm. 
 
Acceptable poster. 

172196 Does not seem novel 
172196 Good idea 

The idea is good but I think it will only be useful for some attendees 

172196 Screen shots of poster will be helpful for viewer 
172231 Very good project idea, particularly in utilization of students. Purpose and title are too 

broad as written - should focus on development of antibiogram for urine only. Methods 
were OK, but should include more detail on coordination with lab. Results were somewhat 
confusing on single vs multiple organism (was this quality control/validation?). 
 
This submission is probably average at best. Idea is very good and makes excellent use of 
student resources, but abstract as written is short on execution. 
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172231 Antibiotic Stewardship is of utmost importance to facilitate appropriate antibiotic therapy. 
 
This will be an excellent poster for presentation, as the medical community journey 
through implementation of antibiotic stewardship programs. 

172231 Very good project. It would be interesting to have feedback from the physicians and 
pharmacists regarding their use and application toward patient care with the antibiogram. 
 
Interesting abstract. 

172233 The topic is appropriate and would be of interest to the audience. The research, in a 
preliminary way, addresses two issues; improving continuity of care and discrepancies in 
the med-rec process. Clinical issues have been identified but the impact on outcome 
measures has yet to be determined so this is a consideration for future research. 
 

172233 This abstract does a good job highlighting the types of interventions made by the 
pharmacist during the follow up phone call and is highly relevant to practice today. 
 
The conclusion is appropriate in that identifies that this study may be used to change 
practices within the hospital system. 
 
Relevant to current practice. No statistical analysis included as this study quantified 
interventions and there was no comparator. 

172233 I do not see an approval by an IRB listed in the abstract for presentation of human data. 
Would also be interesting to note if these patients had a hospital readmission within a few 
months of discharge - patients who had this intervention vs patients who didn't. 
 
Descriptive statistics only used. I don't see an IRB approval listed in the abstract. 

172242 Focusing on the issue of medication reconciliation is valid but this concept is already well-
established. The research is in a very early stage and results are lacking. The authors 
assert that the med-rec process is labor intensive and creates an "extra" demand on 
pharmacist time, replacing additional opportunities for engagement in patient-care, clinical 
activities. The authors have not provided actual data to support this claim (perhaps 
consider a survey). Data may also be reflected as outcome measures in patient care 
activity. Essentially, the primary "result" of the study involved allowing technicians and 
externs to expand their range of experience. While potentially beneficial from a scope of 
practice standpoint, the primary conclusion/result is not highly impactful. The authors may 
consider a pre-/post- research design. 
 

172242 This seems like an innovative project, however, there is no detail on the training of the 
technicians and no evaluation of their work. I do not feel that it can be concluded that 
technicians and externs were used "effectively and strategically" if there is no evaluation of 
their work. It would be helpful to have some assessment of accuracy as well as information 
on the impact this project had on patient care. This abstract is not helpful to determine if 
this project would be viable elsewhere.  
 
The methods section is poorly written with inappropriate capitalizations and run-on 
sentences.  
 
This seems like an innovative project, however, there is no detail on the training of the 
technicians and no evaluation of their work. I do not feel that it can be concluded that 
technicians and externs were used "effectively and strategically" if there is no evaluation of 
their work. It would be helpful to have some assessment of accuracy as well as information 
on the impact this project had on patient care. This abstract is not helpful to determine if 
this project would be viable elsewhere.  
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172242 Was there an IRB approval for this study? Please note in the poster. May consider adding 
more information regarding the number of med recs that the techs processes and what 
discrepancies were identified to improve the usefulness of this information to the attendee. 
 
No notation of IRB approval. Could expand on information provided, including the time it 
took the techs to perform med rec and pharmacists to review, as well as numbers of med 
recs performed and discrepancies noted. 

172249 This is a good project. More depth of results should be shared on the poster in addition to 
the primary outcome. Statistical methods should be included. 
 
Good project. ASHP has extended the length of the abstracts, which seems to have 
encouraged more descriptive text writing, but results should be the focus as well. This 
project should provide more depth of results, especially since grant-funded, so authors 
were encouraged to do that. 

172249 What methods did you use to assess patient s and health team satisfaction Were the 
control patients matched. 
 
Acceptable if they comment on how the control patients and the interventional patients 
compared regarding diagnosis risk etc. Need to put IRB approval in the document. 

172249 The overall concept of a TOC pharmacist is not new or innovative as many hospitals have 
grabbed hold of this idea - although the state project grant approach to fund the position is 
interesting. In the Purpose, it would have been helpful to have specific objectives for the 
project stated - for example, to assess the impact of an Integrated Care Pharmacist on..."  
 
There is no mention in the methods section of what data were to be collected and from 
where the data was to be obtained, nor is there any information about statistical analysis. 
 
Readmission rates are reported as percentages, but the "N" is not stated, which is really 
important for understanding impact. Statistical analysis of these data is also important to 
understand whether or not there was significant impact. While the difference in 
readmission rates appears large, depending on what the sample size is, it may or not really 
be significant. There is also mention of patient satisfaction; this was not mentioned in the 
Methods so it is unclear how these data were obtained. 
 
I suspect that some objectives as well as identification of data to be collected were 
described in the grant proposal. Some of those items should be presented in the abstract. 
 
Because of the issues with the Methods and Results sections, it is difficult to know that the 
conclusions drawn are appropriate. 
 
The project is not innovative (lots of hospitals have implemented transitions of care 
pharmacists or transitions oc care programs) and there are significant concerns about the 
Methods and Results sections, as noted in the "Feedback for Submitter" section. Lack of 
clearly identified data to be collected, statistical analyses, and description of how patient 
satisfaction are major concerns. Data are presented as percentages without any indication 
of sample size, and there is no statistical analysis to determine if results are significant. 
Thus, it is impossible to ascertain if the conclusions are appropriate. 

172254 Excellent business plan information on technician training, which is advantageous for other 
health systems to review. 
 
Great poster for pharmacy technician training review. 
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172254 Kudos for starting the process to develop an ASHP accredited technician training program. 
It would be good to see if the actual benefits of such a program mimic what you expect. 
 
I would like to have technicians actually graduate from this training program so the authors 
can present their findings. 

172254 This is a very nice project. It is well conceived and the abstract is well written. I would 
encourage the authors to consider assessing the training costs in their model - for 
example, how much time is allotted for didactic and experiential training and is this time 
built into staff's work schedules/responsibilities? is anyone else's workload increased 
because some tasks/responsibilities are shifted from trainers (who may become less 
productive in terms of daily output) and does this alter staffing models at all? The authors 
also mention consideration of patient safety benefits and advancing the practice model. 
Should any costs, cost savings/avoidances associated with these be considered in the 
model? These costs/benefits would be of interest to attendees. 
 
This is a good project; it is well conceived and the abstract is well written. It would be of 
interest to meeting attendees. The only deficiencies/concerns are noted in "feedback for 
submitter". These are not significant with respect to acceptance of the abstract. 

172260 Transitions of care and benefits of Pharmacist intervention in SNF submission is 
informative. 
 
Nothing new - but may be of interest to SNF Pharmacists. 

172260 Nicely done description. Interesting project. Looking forward to seeing more information 
 
Warrants inclusion in the meeting 

172260 Very poorly-written abstract. 
Comparing 1 yrs. Pre-implementation data (Nov. 2014 - Oc-2015) 23.3% versus the 3 
months Pilot (Nov. 2015-Feb 2016) 21.2% is comparing apples to oranges--very poorly 
conducted study.  
I will accept this poster for presentation as this is a very useful Project to prevent 30-Days 
Hospital Readmissions to reduce healthcare cost--This Residency Project is very raw. 
 
Acceptable as this is a useful Resident project. 

172268 This is a strong body of work and worth presentation in this forum. The background and 
methodology are clear. The results and conclusions are consistent. 
 
I have no strong criticisms to offer in terms of writing structure or content. 

172268 Very interesting to note. Hard to treat if you have contraindications to therapy. Would love 
to see if there is a follow-up based on if patient's could start therapy s/p alcohol cessation 
counseling, etc. 
 

172268 Some grammar and typos. Abbreviations need to be spelled out at least once. I had to read 
the abstract twice to understand the abstract. I think it would be valuable if you detail 
further. The conclusion does not put in perspective the value of what you have found. 
Perhaps if you could link it to financial terms, as to how much it could be saved if those 
who are not eligible for treatment do not receive therapy. 
 
Nothing to be added - same as the feedback with the submitter (Please check it) 
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172307 The assumption in this analysis is there no difference in the outcome of the patient during 
the post-surgical time frame and after discharge from the hospital. It assume no 
differences in reactions at the site, bleeding or oozing, or complications following the 
surgery. These significant limitations or the absence of talking about these assumptions 
and limitations dramatically decreases the value of this report. 
 
The above comments could be considered a critical error and prevent the publication of this 
paper. 

172307 This is a pharmaceutical manufacturer’s company product promotional project, but it is a 
useful project for OR pharmacists sitting in P&Ts and making formulary decisions. 
 
Acceptable–Pharmaceutical company-biased project promoting one’s product. I will leave it 
to ASHP to decide if it is acceptable or not. 

172307 Consider including more that OR time for a pharmacoeconomic analysis 
 
Not all costs considered, just OR time 

172308 Great example of a successful process to ensure a very expensive medication is used only 
when needed. It would be interesting to report how many times the guideline was not 
followed by the physician even after the interventions described in the abstract. 
 
This type of process is being used by many institutions today to ensure that high cost 
drugs are used only in those patients that need them. This is a nicely designed program 
that supports the guideline with a dashboard, alert in the I, etc. 

172308 Good topic to try and manage price increases. 
172308 Any other objective data would add value to the poster. 

Acceptable 
154678 Authors should also include detail of errors by medication and medication class. 

Comparison to data already available in the literature about ICU versus general ward ME 
and ADE data should be used for benchmarking results. 

154678 To state that your prevalence rate is moderate compared to studies, please include that 
data. 
Conclusion needs someday to support comments perhaps acceptable if modified. 

154678 This abstract reports results of an audit of medication errors in a hospital in Qatar. The 
work is not particularly innovative and the results are not surprising – they are similar to 
the myriad of medication error studies in the literature. It seems that only errors reported 
by pharmacists were considered, so I would wonder if there were actually more reported 
errors, as non-pharmacists may report errors also. There are a couple of typos (e.g., 
“word” in the title is probably intended to be “ward”; these may be the result of a 
translation program. The conclusion regarding the importance of pharmacists and clinical 
pharmacist in decreasing prescribing errors – while known to be generally true from other 
studies – is not supported by the data presented here. 
 
This project is not innovative and adds nothing to the discussion of medication errors and 
patient safety. Although the methods are adequately described, the authors could have 
been more rigorous in their attempt to measure, assess and classify medication errors 
(e.g., no comparison of rates between the two areas?) , and could have addressed the 
strategies to reduce them. The results reported were predictable. However, some of the 
conclusions are not supported by the results. 

155235 Would be helpful to know how many of the control group was seen by a pharmacist 
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155235 Statistical significance was not met with the DMP group, would hope that the authors might 
discuss why this was the case in addition to 6 months not being enough time and discuss 
limitations. 
 

155235 Need more specific information on your statistical methods used then may be acceptable. 

155763 Useful project to prevent the spread of HIV. 
 
Acceptable poster-- 
to enhance awareness of the useful of Pre-Exposure Prophylaxis and the perception of the 
patients involved. 

155763 Purpose is clearly stated, although confusion exists on SPR and UCSD scoring. Are these 
validated tools or self-developed? Should be stated. Methods section is unclear because of 
order. The final sentence indicates you are comparing SPR to UCSD score, but would lend 
clarity to reader if it were mentioned earlier. Methods section also uses abbreviations (SPR, 
STI) that are not defined. Results section should be written out, rather than current bullet 
point method. First sentence of results should indicate how many individuals took survey, 
but this is nearly half way down in the review. Results of this are valid in an observational 
manner, but overall abstract is poorly delineated. 
 
This is below the quality that should be accepted. Methods are unclear, results are poorly 
reported. 

163077 The design of the study is valid and the range of clinical endpoints assessed is appropriate. 
Actual statistical analysis is lacking. While not necessarily innovative, the topic would be of 
interest to attendees. 

163077 Good description of project, objectives, and methods. The results reported were a bit 
confusion to follow; it would be easier to describe each result individually (i.e. LDL and 
SBP). I would like to see some statistical analysis of the differences between groups. 
 
This abstract does a good job describing the study and results. I would like to see a 
statistical analysis of the results, but I imagine the study may not have been sufficiently 
powered. 

163077 Useful study, well presented in the abstract. 
 

164384 The review of manual stocking of EDBs would be more interesting if you had actually 
compared radiofrequency technology versus manual differences to reduce error rates. 
 

164384 No results; apparently an ongoing evaluation 
not clear who was responsible for filling the carts at this hospital 
no information on current quality assurance program related to this activity - if any  
too many gaps 
could be an interesting paper but the absence of data also makes it difficult to decide how 
much the final report might contribute to the literature 
 
No preliminary data; could be interesting depending on what the authors find. 

164384 Research is in progress--No data was presented. Accept this poster for presentation as it is 
a useful one. 
Acceptable poster. 
Needs data. 
Research in Progress. 
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164450 Interested to review in 1 year the results of steps used to sustain program and if continued 
decreased usage of DAC. 
 
International abstract reviews are welcome to show that ASP affects us nationally, and 
implementation of tools that can be duplicated across the board to decrease inappropriate 
antibiotic usage is imperative. 

164450 Based on the information within the methodology, this was an intervention completed by 
one pharmacist to one physician. It does not address number of patients impacted or 
number of hospital admissions impacted by the intervention, only a percent decrease. 
 
Methodology is not clear; the entire study is based on the interaction between one 
pharmacist and one physician and does not address application to a larger patient 
population. There is data missing from the results. 

164450 Data and statistical methods described in detail. Important ASP initiative. 
 
ASP programs are at the forefront of pharmacy practice. This poster could be a platform 
presentation as well. 

165786 Well written, easy to follow and comprehend. Presented results support objective and 
conclusion. Should generate discussion during the poster session. 
 
Informative abstract and would be of value to poster session. 

165786 few corrections: In Results, no need for "a" before 164 
Conclusion: "greater than 90% vs. "greater that  
90%" 
 

166919 Good review of alert fatigue as a poster. 
 
Nothing new but will be interesting to Pharmacists that have continuing issues with dosing 
alerts. 

166919 interesting approach 
166919 This is a great topic to cover- we all ignore alerts when there are too many and they are 

not relevant. 
 
This has been a much discussed topic and this presenter has done a good job with the 
development. 

168258 I'm not sure how you made the transition from pharmacists rounding in the Med-Tele unit 
to improve HCAHPS scores to a decentralized pharmacy model. I think an impact can be 
made with several different practice models. 
 
Although not showing statistical significance, this study does demonstrate the positive 
impact that pharmacists make on medication-related HCAHPS scores. 

168258 Would like to have seen longer time for the project. 
168258 Interesting topic that is relevant. Please address why results were not statistically 

significant. Please address how counseling was provided for the patients within your 
methodology. There are some typos within the abstract. 
 
Relevant project; there are some typos within the abstract. 

168391 Very good review of formal leadership positions through survey. Results. 
 
Excellent review of leadership roles via survey instrument with breakdown of results. 
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168391 Did any of the respondents report that they had completed a PGY2 administration 
residency? 
 
Useful to see what female leaders considered barriers vs. male leaders. Good information 
to keep in mind when interviewing females for leadership positions. 

168391 Well done, relevant 
169047 There was no evaluation of the appropriate of the medications. So some of the 

assumptions are not based on fact. This was an evaluation of the number of medications 
and not whether those medication meet guidelines or were close to being appropriate for 
the patient. So it was just a collection of MRCI data. 
 
Don't add anything to the literature. The authors should have included an evaluation of the 
appropriateness of the medications and not just the number of orders. 

169047 Have you made any changes in the care of these patients based on the findings of your 
study? If yes, that would be useful information to include. 
 
This is a very difficult patient population to treat and adherence is a common problem. 
Recommendations from this study can be taken into account when taking care of these 
patients. 

169218 Well done and relevant. 

169218 This is an interesting project that is identifying some opportunities for improvement within 
various EMR systems. 

169218 Complex assessment well-done. Be sure to explain detailed terms on the poster for sites as 
some terms are very detailed. 
 
Important eRecord project and information on ePrescribing best practices is much needed. 

169332 Detail of survey questions and educational content will be good to show on the poster, as 
this is a timely and long-standing issue. 
 
Well-done and project pertinent to many hospital sites. Authors encouraged to display 
survey questions and educational program content for other sites to learn from. 

169332 Need to know what statistical methods used to validate the results otherwise I do not 
recommend approval. 

169332 The project addresses and important issue and is of interest to ASHP members. The 
abstract is well-written. The authors should have included some details about the statistical 
analysis in the Methods section, as well as some information about sample size (especially 
in the results - it is hard to interpret the changes without knowing the sample size). It is 
difficult to know it the analysis is appropriate without this information. 
 
A good project. The abstract is well-written. Missing information includes detail about the 
sample size and statistical analyses performed. How many medications were included? 
What test(s) were used? Was any power analysis done? etc. It is difficult to know it the 
analysis is appropriate. 

171282 Well done - good use of current ASHP initiative. Results are good - Please provide 
additional examples to stimulate conversation at the Summer Meeting. 
 
Good example of Resident project using an ASHP initiative! 
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171282 Method: recommend elaborating a bit more on how interventions were made. 
Result: unclear: was the rate 23% for each of those interventions mentioned or composite 
 

171282 Appropriate and meets acceptance level for ASHP meeting poster. 

171626 Missing medications are indeed an ongoing problem, and this submission is a valuable 
review of improvement methods to reduce frequency of missing medications. 
 
Outstanding for medical centers/health systems since missing medications are a continuing 
dilemma. 

171626 Novel and well done 
171626 Timely and important topic 

Good topic presented well 
171652 Adding in numbers for results instead of saying "higher" or "lower" would have been more 

helpful to comprehend the results and conclusions. Results are vague and not quantified. 
 
Innovative study, although some information missing to better appreciate the significance. 

171652 Would have liked to have seen more data in the results section along with some analysis. 

171652 Interesting research/clinical trial project. Authors should describe on the poster if there are 
other such studies and if their findings are similar of if this is the first study of its kind. 
 
Interesting project. Site is identified in the abstract. Note made to authors to include on 
poster if this is first study evaluating htis or if these findings are similar to what is already 
published. 

171670 Did you evaluate the admission characteristics of the students on the main campus vs. 
distance campus for things such as GPA, PCAT, etc. to determine if the two groups started 
out at the same academic level? 
 
Many COPs with distance campuses are having academic issues and satisfaction issues with 
their students on the distance campuses. This type of study helps identify issues that must 
be addressed. 

171670 This is a great abstract (notwithstanding the one typo in the Methods section - the 
sentence with "primary outcome", "were" should be "was" as the subject is singular). It will 
be of interest to those involved in academia. 
 
Excellent abstract (one of the best in the group that I'm reviewing). 

171704 Interesting study and I learned a lot from this. 
 
This is an interesting and educational study. This is an innovative way to prepare and 
evaluate a new oral formulation. 

171704 While this study was well designed, the results may lack relevance to a US population, 
since this drug is not commercially available here. 

171704 Appropriate for ASHP poster presentation and done well to meet expectations/standards. 
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171758 These patients did receive chlorpheniramine or not? 
Looking in the package insert, I do not see 40% infusion related reaction listed. 
 
I wonder why the incidence is so high at this institution? I have not seen an infusion 
reaction with trastuzumab in my career. 

171758 In the United States, precautions against infusion-related reactions is a common practice. 
But since this study was done abroad, it is acceptable for poster. The authors did not 
mention the dose of agents used. 
 
Poor language construct. 

171780 Good description and details. Supportive information. Useful for practice 
 
Recommend acceptance 

171780 Very useful project. 
Acceptable. 

171780 NSS found, so this needs stated 
 
Seems as if was done by Janssen who makes both products in LAT group 

171873 Nice baseline information, but no intervention documented 
chart review 

171873 The research is appropriately designed. The topic is one that seems to be under-reported 
so there is value to presenting this research. 
 

171873 Well written study. Good description of results. 
 
This study seems to have all of the necessary details included. Statistical analysis is 
appropriate as they state they are only using descriptive statistics. There are no 
inappropriate conclusions drawn from these descriptive stats. 

171874 Thank you for this submission. Please be sure to relate this data to the health-system 
pharmacist in your final review. 
 
Not the most interesting study nor relevant to ASHP attendees but written appropriately 
and seems to have appropriate methods/analysis. 

171874 The project would be of some interest to conference attendees. Unfortunately, however, 
brand names are used in the abstract, which can be considered to be promotional and so 
the abstract is not eligible for consideration. 
 
Brand names are used in the abstract so it is not eligible for consideration. 

172078 The level of innovation is marginal. Recommendations for improvement would include 
increasing the sample size and expanding the analysis to account for other reported 
factors. When was the post-knowledge test administered? There is a potential issue with 
differentiating between assimilation of information and simple recall. 
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172078 It would be helpful to list all "factors collected" instead of only listing some.  
 
It is stated that there is a statistically significant increase in patient knowledge scores, 
however, the tests used to determine this are not mentioned in the methods and the 
results (including the p-value) are not mentioned in the results section. Also, it is stated 
that "readmission rates" and "likelihood to recommend" scores improved but there is no 
mention of if this is a numerical improvement or statistical. What "likelihood to 
recommend" means is also not clear. 
 
There are some issues with verb tenses and changing between past and present. There are 
some other grammatical issues, including missing commas and beginning sentences with 
numbers that are not spelled out.  
 
See above for issues with statistical analysis. 

172078 There is no notation of IRB approval provided in the abstract. The authors note that there 
was statistical significance in the increased knowledge score, but don't provide any data to 
support this in the abstract. Would ensure that the poster presented in complete with this 
information and perhaps more refined conclusions than possibilities. 

172090 Well done, however not novel. 
172090 You might want to add a discussion about the statistical significance of the results 

 
Even though reference is made to a specific product , it does not read as a promotion of 
that product. 

172090 Excellent assessment of two different approaches. Sites can use this information for safety 
improvement. 
 
Well-done assessment. Abstract template /directions should guide authors to not include 
site name in submitted abstracts so they remain blinded. 

172092 Is a pharmacist involved in the patient information program? It is not clear 
 
This appears to be a successful program to help schizophrenia patients on LAT maintain 
adherence with therapy. 

172092 Good study overall. Interesting results with room for further research in the future. 

172093 great description on new and important services pharmacists can provide 
accept 

172093 The study was appropriately designed and implemented. The patient sample is adequate 
for a pilot phase. The topic is certainly of interest to the audience. 
 

172093 Well-written abstract. Types of MRP's identified were clearly stated and impact of the 
service appears to be substantial. Enjoyed the evaluation of patient satisfaction using 
validated survey. 
 
Well-written abstract with objectives clearly stated and results that are well defined. 

172180 Narcotic use and safety is a hot topic of interest. Interesting poster to show the use of 
effective medication protocols can utilize less cumulative pain medication and pose less risk 
adverse consequences and quicker relief of NIC. 
 
I do not know how innovative this topic of Inpatient protocols is because my practice area 
in ambulatory care. 
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172180 Nicely done. Well designed and presented. Successful endpoints support your objective. 
 
Timely topic. This project was well designed and carried out. While the "n" is small, the 
results are indicative of a successful objective. 

172192 Nice abstract 
Very relevant to the ASHP meeting attendee 

172192 It will be interesting to identify if there is a statistically significant difference with an 
adequate sample size. 
 
Study did not meet their sample size which resulted in a study not adequately powered. 

172192 This is an interesting topic, and a bold study design to take on as part of a residency. I 
think the goals of the study and its design were well explained. The inclusion of statistical 
analysis was a boon. There are few grammatical error which do not heavily detract from 
content. Strong work . 
 
This is a large project and quite large to attempt within the scope of a residency. It does 
represent strong work and has good 'bones' representing good understanding of research 
practices. 

172220 Algorithmic causality evaluations of hypoglycemia was not explained (would have been 
helpful to detail what other causes were reviewed). Was renal function addressed? 
 
Should the conclusion have included recommendations for BG monitoring for a non-diabetic 
hospitalized patient receiving tramadol based upon the probable incidence of tramadol- 
associated hypoglycemia in this population? 

172220 Interesting topic. Well written and presented clearly. This required a great effort and 
results are important to many clinicians. 

 Well done. Many attendees will find this poster interesting. 

172237 This is written at a level appropriate for the audience and venue. The background and 
methodology are clear. 
 
This is appropriate for the audience and venue. 

172237 Interesting findings, but not super surprising. What would be interesting is to see what the 
clinical outcomes of these decisions were. Did this reduce c. diff rates, shorten length of 
stay, etc? 

172246 Interesting medication reconciliation study using indicators. 
Another med rec study. 

172246 Percentages in the first section don't add up to 100%; why two difference dispensing 
numbers? 
interested in learning more at the session about this project 
 
Interesting and worth consideration. 
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172246 The authors need to provide the indicators they tested and the rationale for classifying 
them into the useful groups, i.e. 36 of 41 indicators-whatever they are?. The project is a 
very useful one, but the authors did not provide any data to support acceptance to present 
as a Evaluative Study-in a national meeting. 
It was not well written as well. 
 
Not a good poster--no data 

172255 Well done. Comparisons to available data performed as well. 
Well-written and pertinent comparisons made. 

172255 Needs some editing 
acceptable if edited leave out information specific to Pyxis 

172255 This abstract describes an assessment of medication errors in a Saudi hospital. While the 
project appears to be done well, the work is not especially innovative; the literature is 
replete with similar kinds of assessments. The only angle that is different is the hospital 
setting. 
 
The study provides an international perspective on an issue that pharmacists are well-
familiar with; doesn't really add anything new and so would be of limited interest to 
conference attendees. 

172306 This is extremely interesting, and it is very applicable also to my practice site. Very good 
information to know and bring to attention of others. Would be interested in seeing any 
protocols developed from this. Nice work. 

172306 The results should be more descriptive.  
It would be important to link it to risk factors for patients who are more likely to receive 
any of those drugs inappropriately. Was there any dose/dose adjustment problem? 
 
It does not carry any innovation. It is a medication use evaluation type abstract, with a 
small n. 
they don't detail the inappropriate indications of each type of antibiotics. Was there any 
risk factors associated with the inappropriate prescribing.?  

 

 

 

 


