Mixed Methods: 2020 Symposium Plus
Request for Proposals (RFP)
Dear Researchers,
Tufts Clinical and Translational Science Institute (CTSI) is pleased to invite you to submit a twopage research concept proposal for presentation at the Mixed Methods 2020 Symposium Plus.
What is Symposium Plus?
Tufts CTSI’s Symposium Plus program is designed to launch promising research ideas and
teams through an interactive half-day symposium, and to coach these teams toward a full
funding proposal within one year of the symposium.
Why Participate?
The Symposium Plus program has helped past project teams accelerate funding proposals,
meet new collaborators, and led to funded projects since 2014. Selected research teams:
 Will receive project-specific tailored feedback from a diverse audience of about 40-50
individuals, including technical and methodological experts, symposium participants, and
community or patient representatives through breakout discussions.
 Will receive ongoing mentoring and facilitated connections to relevant Tufts CTSI
services for up to 12 months after the event from Tufts CTSI Navigators and the
Research Collaboration Team.
 Projects may be eligible for a small planning grant up to $5,000 to assist with project
start-ups such as project planning or stakeholder meetings. Note: Funding will be made
available at the discretion of the Tufts CTSI Research Collaboration Team and Senior
Leadership in collaboration with applicants after proposals are selected and presented.
Key Dates and Your Commitment
If selected, you will commit to participating in the following program requirements.
Submit Concept
Proposal

Present at
Symposium

February 2020
March 27, 2020
April 10, 2020
April 10, 2020 through
Date of Event
TBD (based on presenters
schedule)
September 2020 through March
2021
No later than September 2021
No later than December 2021

Develop a Full Grant Proposal

Present at
Tufts CTSI

Submit Your
Grant

Request for Proposal (RFP) announced
Deadline for proposal submission to
hsantos@tuftsmedicalcenter.org
Announcement of selected proposals
Symposium preparation meetings with Tufts CTSI
Navigators (60-90 min)
Presentation at Mixed Methods Symposium
Proposal development stage by leveraging Tufts CTSI
resources and services
Grant proposal draft presented to Tufts CTSI
Research Collaboration Team (RCT)
Proposal submission status updates to Tufts CTSI

The concept proposal submission deadline is March 27, 2020 to Hannah Santos, Senior
Project Manager hsantos@tuftsmedicalcenter.org.
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Proposal Submission Guidelines
Topics
The two-page clinical and translational research concept proposals can be on any health-related
topic; in this call, the focus is on taking a mixed methods approach. Your proposal should
include plans for the use of quantitative and qualitative data to address the research question.
Studies that aim to collect and analyze qualitative and quantitative data are preferred; however,
sequential exploratory designs where qualitative or quantitative data have already been
collected, and the research is intended to add a qualitative or quantitative component, will also
be considered. For an overview of mixed methods designs please consult Pluye and Hong
(2014).
Format:
 Approximately 1000 words, single spaced, no longer than two pages
 One inch margins
 Arial 11 font
 Structured summary (Background, Specific Aims, Approach, Significance, Innovation)
Minimum Requirements
 The submitting investigator at a Tufts CTSI partner/collaborator organization is willing to
lead further project development.
 Project has clear application to human health and meets definition of translational
research found here: http://www.tuftsctsi.org/about-us/what-is-translational-science
Ideal Proposal Attributes
To foster a diversity of study methods and approaches, proposed projects should be responsive
to many of the following study design attributes:
 Is close to having impact on health – i.e., has a near-term application in humans.
 Contains a research question that addresses a challenging and important health
problem.
 Identifies one or more potential funding sources for the proposed project.
 Considers possible scientific approaches and outcome measures (no preliminary data
required).

Questions about the Program?
Please contact Hannah Santos, Senior Project Manager hsantos@tuftsmedicalcenter.org.
We look forward to receiving your proposals and to collaborating with you at this symposium!
Sincerely,
Mixed Methods Symposium Plus Planning Committee
Susan Koch-Weser, ScD, ScM
Robert Sege, MD, PhD
Cheryl London, DVM, PhD
Daniel E. Weiner, MD, MS

Mixed Methods: 2020 Symposium Plus
Request for Proposals (RFP)
Mixed Methods References
Pluye, P., & Hong, Q. N. (2014). Combining the power of stories and the power of numbers:
mixed methods research and mixed studies reviews. Public Health, 35(1), 29.
https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev-publhealth-032013-182440
Ivankova, N. V., Creswell, J. W., & Stick, S. L. (2006). Using mixed-methods sequential
explanatory design: From theory to practice. Field methods, 18(1), 3-20.
https://doi.org/10.1177/1525822X05282260
Tashakkori, A., & Creswell, J. W. (2007). Exploring the nature of research questions in mixed
methods research. Journal of Mixed Methods Research, 1(3), 207-211.
https://journals.sagepub.com/doi/pdf/10.1177/1558689807302814
Part II. Chapter 3: User-Friendly Handbook for Mixed Method Evaluations Edited by Joy
Frechtling, Laure Sharp, Westat, August 1997, NSF, Division of Research, Evaluation and
Communication. This handbook was developed with support from the National Science
Foundation RED 94-52965. https://www.nsf.gov/pubs/1997/nsf97153/start.htm

Qualitative Methods Overviews
Bradley, E. H., Curry, L. A., & Devers, K. J. (2007). Qualitative data analysis for health services
research: developing taxonomy, themes, and theory. Health services research, 42(4), 17581772. https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC1955280/
O’Brien, B. C., Harris, I. B., Beckman, T. J., Reed, D. A., & Cook, D. A. (2014). Standards for
reporting qualitative research: a synthesis of recommendations. Academic Medicine, 89(9),
1245-1251.
https://journals.lww.com/academicmedicine/fulltext/2014/09000/Standards_for_Reporting_Qualit
ative_Research__A.21.aspx
Thomas, D. R. (2006). A general inductive approach for analyzing qualitative evaluation data.
American journal of evaluation, 27(2), 237-246.
https://journals.sagepub.com/doi/abs/10.1177/1098214005283748
Ryan, G. W., & Bernard, H. R. (2003). Techniques to identify themes. Field methods, 15(1), 85109. https://pdfs.semanticscholar.org/a31e/c3652f3f1b6df31423883a1fc7fbf8509ce4.pdf
Stoto M, Nelson C, Klaiman T. “Getting from What to Why: Using Qualitative Research to
Conduct Public Health Systems Research,” AcademyHealth, August 2013.
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC4355722/
Braun, V., & Clarke, V. (2006). Using thematic analysis in psychology. Qualitative research in
psychology, 3(2), 77-101.
https://www.researchgate.net/publication/235356393_Using_Thematic_Analysis_in_Psychology

