
1 

Revised – 09-21-2018 

 

 

 

Translational and Outcomes Research 
in Health and Health Care 

PHS 709 
 

Fall 2018 

Mondays, 4 p.m. – 6:30 p.m. (3 credits) 

Room 210-05 University Bay Office Building (800 University Bay Dr., Madison WI) 

University of Wisconsin-Madison 

 

Course Organizer: Maureen Smith, MD, PhD 

Office address:  Rm. 210-05 UBOB (800 University Bay Dr., Madison, WI) 

Office phone: 608-262-4802 

Email:  maureensmith@wisc.edu 

Office hours: Generally available following class, or by appointment 

Prerequisites: No formal prerequisites  

Instructors: 

Facilitator: 

Maureen Smith, MD, PhD and Andrew Quanbeck, PhD 

Tola Ewers, MS, PhD lmewers@wisc.edu (402-613-7589 cell/text) 

Course Learning Outcomes 

At the end of the semester, students will be able to: 

1) Understand and communicate the conceptualization of translational and outcomes 
research in health and health care. 

2) Illustrate basic concepts and methods in translational and outcomes research as 
applied to current issues in health and health care through creating a proposed study. 

3) Demonstrate an understanding of the diverse perspectives on health and health care 
that can be used to inform translational and outcomes research in different 
organizations, including those within community settings. 

Course Administration and Readings 

The instructors will be responsible for all administrative issues and grading. A course Canvas 
website is set up on the Learn@UW system. This is the electronic course home. The main 
purpose of this website is its function as a repository of downloadable copies of the course 
readings and for assignment resources. The readings will be organized by weekly reading 
assignments. Staying current with assigned readings and participation in class discussions 
is expected and will be reflected in the individual student component of the mid-semester 
and final faculty evaluations. Readings listed as “optional” are not required, but do provide 
supplemental information that may be helpful. Where appropriate, copies of presentation 
slides will also be uploaded to Canvas, although not all presentations will have slides, so good 

http://www.pophealth.wisc.edu/faculty/msmith.html
mailto:%20maureensmith@wisc.edu
mailto:lmewers@wisc.edu
https://canvas.wisc.edu/courses/120493
https://canvas.wisc.edu/courses/120493
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note taking will be important. Students may audio record lectures for their own personal use 
(i.e., not for distribution) with permission of the lecturer. In the event a student expects to 
be absent, prior arrangements may allow for a digital recording of the class conversation to 
be made and then posted in Canvas.  

This is a 3-credit course. The credit standard for this course is met by an expectation of a 
total of 135 hours of student engagement with the course learning activities (at least 45 hours 
per credit), which include regularly scheduled instructor:student meeting times [Mondays, 
4:00 p.m. to 6:30 p.m.], reading, worksheet completion, and other student work as described 
in the syllabus. 

Course Environment and Academic Integrity/Misconduct 

Collaborative Environment and Academic Misconduct: This course is designed to facilitate 
collaborative relationships, and as such, based on responses to the student survey questions 
submitted at the start of the semester, class members are placed into teams for the two 
team projects that are carried out over the course of the semester.  

Based on the survey answers, efforts are made to pair students who: (1) share a common 
interest, (2) bring different training/professional/academic backgrounds to the group, (3) 
possess complementary skill sets/knowledge, and (4) represent various levels of academic 
development. While these are the ideal team composition guidelines, the variety of students 
who enroll in this class may preclude the process from meeting all of them.  

Effective communication is an invaluable asset for collaborative relationships, and this class 
will facilitate the development of students’ communication skills. As noted below in the 
Course Requirements and Evaluation Section, students will be receiving a peer evaluation as a 
part of their grade; thus, it is recommended that team members decide the criteria they will 
be using to assess the efforts of team members at the start of the semester. Establishing 
mutual expectations among members is one strategy for a successful, collaborative 
relationship. While it is anticipated that there will be a range of academic development levels 
among students, each member is expected to actively engage in the team projects and 
weekly class discussions about the project, to the best of their ability, and to not rely on the 
merit of the participation of other team member(s). 

Please refer to this campus website if you have questions about student misconduct.  

Non-discrimination Policy: The UW–Madison is committed to creating a dynamic, diverse and 
welcoming learning environment for all students and has a non-discrimination policy that 
reflects this philosophy. Disrespectful behaviors or comments addressed towards any group or 
individual, regardless of race/ethnicity, sexuality, gender, religion, ability, or any other 
difference is deemed unacceptable in this class. 

Special Needs or Disabilities: We wish to fully include persons with special needs or 
disabilities in this course. Please let Dr. Smith know if you need any special accommodations 
in the curriculum, instruction, or assessments of this course to enable you to fully participate. 

Civility Policy: Members of the University of Wisconsin-Madison community are expected to 
deal with each other with respect and consideration. The civility policy for this course 
promotes mutual respect, civility and orderly conduct among the faculty, teaching assistants, 
and students. We do not intend this policy to deprive any person of his or her right to 
freedom of expression. Rather, we seek to maintain a safe, harassment-free work-place for 
the students, faculty, and teaching assistants. Positive communication is encouraged and 
volatile, hostile, or aggressive actions and language will not be tolerated. If the civility policy 
for this course is violated, then the individual is subject to removal from the class and 
possibly the course altogether. In addition, the proper authorities at the UW Departmental, 
School, and University levels will be notified of such behavior accordingly and further action 
may be taken if necessary. 

https://conduct.students.wisc.edu/misconduct/academic-integrity/
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Course Requirements and Student Evaluation 

Prerequisites: Students must obtain instructor’s permission to enroll in the class. 

Student Evaluation: The grading of this course is based on two elements: 

Mid-Semester Team Presentation (300 possible points) 

 Teams will be determined by the faculty instructor at the beginning of the course based 
on survey responses. Teams are requested to exchange phone numbers and e-mail 
addresses and to schedule meeting times.   

 For your team project, you must select a published randomized clinical trial that attempts 
to determine whether an intervention has a direct effect on physical or mental health. 
Note that these interventions are not limited to drugs, devices, or procedures but can also 
include activities such as exercise, weight loss, or meditation. Interventions are excluded 
that focus on improving health by identifying opportunities for motivating 
behavior/system change or strategies to encourage behavior/system change.   

 At the course midpoint, each team will give a short presentation on the challenges in 
applying their clinical trial results to improve healthcare delivery and health outcomes.  
Specifically, it involves identifying the gaps in knowing how to apply the results and 
describing additional effectiveness and implementation research needed. Each team will 
have approximately 20 minutes (depending on the number of groups): 15 minutes for the 
presentation and 5 minutes for questions. 

 The final reporting of the grade is a simple total of three components (faculty evaluation 
of the presentation, peer evaluation, and faculty evaluation of the individual student).  
Only the total grade is reported. Since the peer evaluation is anonymous, we cannot 
reveal any of the grades for the three components. Students strongly support this policy. 

 Faculty evaluation of the presentation: The instructors will evaluate the total 
presentation for the purpose of assigning a team grade. The presentation will be 
graded on a basis of 0-100 points (with 100 being highest). The team grade for the 
presentation is awarded to each student on the team. An example of the 
evaluation form is found in the Canvas Presentation Materials folder. 

 Peer evaluation: Each student is required to evaluate every other member of 
his/her team. This peer evaluation is worth 100 points. Each student must 
apportion a fixed number of points to her/his peers. It is the students' 
responsibility to determine what criterion to use in this apportioning of points. 
Some of the criteria students may use could be time spent, useful discussion, work 
on research, work on presentation development, and general organizational skills. 
The peer evaluation form is posted in the Canvas Presentation Materials folder. 
The form must be completed and returned at the time of your presentation. 

 Faculty evaluation of individual student: Each student must present a component 
of the overall presentation. The instructors will evaluate the student on a basis of 
0-100. This component of the evaluation will be based on the presentation as well 
as the student’s previous participation during the course. 

 Each student presents their completed evaluation of fellow team members as a “ticket” 
to the presentation.  The evaluation form must be completed and returned prior to the 
presentation.  
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Final Team Presentation (300 possible points)   

 During the final class, the team project is presented and defended.  

 The final team presentation should be a complete analysis of the challenges in applying 
the results of their chosen clinical trial to improve healthcare delivery and health 
outcomes.  Additional details will be provided after the first presentation.  The types of 
information that will likely be included in the final presentation are:  

 Description of an effectiveness, implementation, and/or policy research project 
that fills a significant gap identified in the mid-semester presentation.  

 Description of which participants should be involved in the research and how 
(patients, organizations, consumers, clinicians).  

 Identification and justification of appropriate methods to conduct the research.   

 Identification of possible human subjects or HIPAA concerns.  

 Description of issues in presenting results.   

 Identification of possible barriers to implementation of the results of the proposed 
research. 

 The final reporting of the grade is a simple total of three components (faculty evaluation 
of the presentation, peer evaluation, and faculty evaluation of the individual student).  
Again, only total grade is reported. Since the peer evaluation is anonymous, we cannot 
reveal any of the grades for the three components. Students strongly support this policy. 

 Faculty evaluation of the presentation: The instructors will evaluate the total 
presentation for the purpose of assigning a team grade.  The presentation will be 
graded on a basis of 0-100 points (with 100 being highest). The group grade for the 
presentation is awarded to each student on the team. An example of the 
evaluation form is found in the Canvas Presentation Materials folder. 

 Peer evaluation: Each student is required to evaluate every other member of 
his/her team. This peer evaluation is worth 100 points. Each student must 
apportion a fixed number of points to her/his peers. It is the students' 
responsibility to determine what criterion to use in this apportioning of points. 
Some of the criteria students may use could be time spent, useful discussion, work 
on research, work on presentation development, and general organizational skills. 
The peer evaluation form is posted in the Canvas Presentation Materials folder. 
The form must be completed and returned at the time of your presentation. 

 Faculty evaluation of individual student: Each student must present a component 
of the overall presentation. The instructors will evaluate the student on a basis of 
0-100. This component of the evaluation will be based on the presentation as well 
as the student’s previous participation during the course. 

 Each student presents their completed evaluation of fellow team members as a ticket to 
the presentation.  The evaluation form must be completed and returned at the time of 
your presentation. 
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Course Timeline Overview 

Sun., Sept 9 Upload the Student Survey (available on Canvas) by 5 p.m. Please include your 
last name at the start of the file name. 

Mon., Sept 10 First class meeting. Teams for presentations announced. Students should 
exchange contact information and schedule meeting times 

Wed., Sept 12 Each team uploads a PDF of their article for Worksheet 1 as well as answers to 
Worksheet 1 Questions 1 to 5 to Canvas by 9 p.m. 

Fri., Sept 14 Instructor approval of article or request for different article given; resubmit 
answers to Questions 1 to 5 for new article, if needed. 

Wed., Oct 17 Worksheet 1 to be uploaded to Canvas by 9 p.m. 

Fri., Oct 19  Instructors provide feedback on Worksheet 1.   

Mon., Oct 22 Worksheet 1 presentations during class 
 Please use the PowerPoint template provided on Canvas as the starting point 

for your presentation. You may change the titles of the slides, change the 
slide layout, add graphics, etc. to meet your team’s needs, but the basic 
points addressed in the template must be included in your presentation. 
Upload PowerPoint to Canvas by 3:30 p.m. 

Wed., Nov 28 Questions 1-4 of Worksheet 2 to be uploaded to Canvas by 9 p.m. 

Mon., Dec. 3 Instructors provide feedback on Worksheet 2, Questions 1-4 during class 

Wed., Dec 5 Worksheet 2 to be uploaded to Canvas by 9 p.m. 

Fri., Dec 7 Instructors provide feedback on Worksheet 2. 

Mon., Dec 10 Final presentations during class 
 Please use the PowerPoint template provided on Canvas as the starting point 

for your presentation. You may change the titles of the slides, change the 
slide layout, add graphics, etc. to meet your team’s needs, but the basic 
points addressed in the template must be included in your presentation. 
Upload PowerPoint to Canvas by 3:30 p.m. 

Sample Group Project Topics 

Below are examples of clinical trials.  The references below are given only as a starting point for 
your research.  You may use any references of your choosing to identify an appropriate clinical trial.   

 Benazepril plus amlodipine or hydrochlorothiazide for hypertension in high-risk patients. 
Jamerson K, Weber MA, Bakris GL, Dahlöf B, Pitt B, Shi V, et al., for the ACCOMPLISH Trial 
Investigators. [Find It] 

 A randomized trial comparing lung volume-reduction surgery with medical therapy for severe 
emphysema. National Emphysema Treatment Trial Research Group. [Find It] 

 

 Effect of exercise on coronary endothelial function in patients with coronary artery disease. 
Hambrecht R, Wolf A, Gielen S, Linke A, Hofer J, Erbs S, Schoene N, Schuler G. [Find It] 

 
 Effects of a randomized controlled trial of transcendental meditation on components of the 

metabolic syndrome in subjects with coronary heart disease. Paul-Labrador M, Polk D, Dwyer JH, 
Velasquez I, Nidich S, Rainforth M, et al.  [Find It]  

 Switching to another SSRI or to venlafaxine with or without cognitive behavioral therapy for 
adolescents with SSRI-resistant depression: the TORDIA randomized controlled trial. Brent D, Emslie 
G, Clarke G, Wagner KD, Asarnow JR, Keller M, et al. [Find It]  

http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19052124?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/12759479?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/10675425?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/sites/entrez?Db=pubmed&Cmd=Search&Term=%22Paul-Labrador%20M%22%5BAuthor%5D&itool=EntrezSystem2.PEntrez.Pubmed.Pubmed_ResultsPanel.Pubmed_DiscoveryPanel.Pubmed_RVAbstractPlus
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/sites/entrez?Db=pubmed&Cmd=Search&Term=%22Polk%20D%22%5BAuthor%5D&itool=EntrezSystem2.PEntrez.Pubmed.Pubmed_ResultsPanel.Pubmed_DiscoveryPanel.Pubmed_RVAbstractPlus
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/sites/entrez?Db=pubmed&Cmd=Search&Term=%22Dwyer%20JH%22%5BAuthor%5D&itool=EntrezSystem2.PEntrez.Pubmed.Pubmed_ResultsPanel.Pubmed_DiscoveryPanel.Pubmed_RVAbstractPlus
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/sites/entrez?Db=pubmed&Cmd=Search&Term=%22Velasquez%20I%22%5BAuthor%5D&itool=EntrezSystem2.PEntrez.Pubmed.Pubmed_ResultsPanel.Pubmed_DiscoveryPanel.Pubmed_RVAbstractPlus
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/sites/entrez?Db=pubmed&Cmd=Search&Term=%22Nidich%20S%22%5BAuthor%5D&itool=EntrezSystem2.PEntrez.Pubmed.Pubmed_ResultsPanel.Pubmed_DiscoveryPanel.Pubmed_RVAbstractPlus
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/sites/entrez?Db=pubmed&Cmd=Search&Term=%22Rainforth%20M%22%5BAuthor%5D&itool=EntrezSystem2.PEntrez.Pubmed.Pubmed_ResultsPanel.Pubmed_DiscoveryPanel.Pubmed_RVAbstractPlus
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16772250
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/sites/entrez?Db=pubmed&Cmd=Search&Term=%22Brent%20D%22%5BAuthor%5D&itool=EntrezSystem2.PEntrez.Pubmed.Pubmed_ResultsPanel.Pubmed_DiscoveryPanel.Pubmed_RVAbstractPlus
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/sites/entrez?Db=pubmed&Cmd=Search&Term=%22Emslie%20G%22%5BAuthor%5D&itool=EntrezSystem2.PEntrez.Pubmed.Pubmed_ResultsPanel.Pubmed_DiscoveryPanel.Pubmed_RVAbstractPlus
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/sites/entrez?Db=pubmed&Cmd=Search&Term=%22Emslie%20G%22%5BAuthor%5D&itool=EntrezSystem2.PEntrez.Pubmed.Pubmed_ResultsPanel.Pubmed_DiscoveryPanel.Pubmed_RVAbstractPlus
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/sites/entrez?Db=pubmed&Cmd=Search&Term=%22Clarke%20G%22%5BAuthor%5D&itool=EntrezSystem2.PEntrez.Pubmed.Pubmed_ResultsPanel.Pubmed_DiscoveryPanel.Pubmed_RVAbstractPlus
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/sites/entrez?Db=pubmed&Cmd=Search&Term=%22Wagner%20KD%22%5BAuthor%5D&itool=EntrezSystem2.PEntrez.Pubmed.Pubmed_ResultsPanel.Pubmed_DiscoveryPanel.Pubmed_RVAbstractPlus
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/sites/entrez?Db=pubmed&Cmd=Search&Term=%22Asarnow%20JR%22%5BAuthor%5D&itool=EntrezSystem2.PEntrez.Pubmed.Pubmed_ResultsPanel.Pubmed_DiscoveryPanel.Pubmed_RVAbstractPlus
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/sites/entrez?Db=pubmed&Cmd=Search&Term=%22Keller%20M%22%5BAuthor%5D&itool=EntrezSystem2.PEntrez.Pubmed.Pubmed_ResultsPanel.Pubmed_DiscoveryPanel.Pubmed_RVAbstractPlus
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18314433
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Introduction 

Week 1 - Mon, Sept 10 – Introduction to Translational Research  

Lenfant (2003). Clinical research to clinical practice – Lost in translation? N Engl J Med. 349:868-874.  
[FindIt] [PubMed] 

Woolf (2008). The meaning of translational research and why it matters. JAMA. 299:211-213. [FindIt] 
[PubMed] 

Kessler & Glasgow (2011). A proposal to speed translation of healthcare research into practice. Am J 
Prev Med. 40(6):637-644. [Find It] [PubMed] 

OPTIONAL - Dougherty & Conway (2008). The “3T’s” road map to transform US health care: The “how” 
of high-quality care. JAMA. 299:2319-2321. [FindIt] [PubMed] 

Week 1 - Mon, Sept 10 – Clinical and Community Outcomes Research – How? 

Green et al. (2001). The ecology of medical care revisited. N Engl J Med. 344:2021-2025. [FindIt] 
[PubMed] 

Fineberg (2012). Shattuck Lecture: A successful and sustainable health system – how to get there from 
here. NEJM. 366:1020-1027. [FindIt] [PubMed] 

Curran et al. (2012). Effectiveness-implementation Hybrid Designs: Combining Elements of Clinical 
Effectiveness and Implementation Research to Enhance Public Health Impact. Medical Care, 50(3), 
217–226.[Find It] [PubMed] 

Proctor et al. (2012). Writing implementation research grant proposals: ten key ingredients. 
Implementation Science. 7:96. [FindIt] [PubMed] 

Developing the Research Question 

Week 2 - Mon, Sept 17 – Setting Priorities 

Lomas et al. (2003). On being a good listener: Setting priorities for applied health services research. 
Milbank Q. 81(3):363-388. [Find It] [PubMed] 

OPTIONAL - Boote (2002).  Consumer involvement in health research: A review and research agenda. 
Health Policy. 61(2):213-236. [Find It] [PubMed] 

OPTIONAL - Gibson et al. (2004). Setting priorities in health care organizations: criteria, processes, and 
parameters of success. BMC Health Serv Res. 4(1):25. [Find It] [PubMed] 

OPTIONAL – Preskill & Jones (2009). A practical guide for engaging stakeholders in developing 
evaluation questions. Princeton, NJ: Robert Wood Johnson Foundation. [Find It]  

Week 2 - Mon, Sept 17 – Policy Relevance  

OPTIONAL - Bensing et al. (2004) Doing the right thing and doing it right: toward a framework for 
assessing the policy relevance of health services research.  Int J Technol Assess Health Care. 
19(4):604-612. [Find It] [PubMed] 

OPTIONAL - Brinkerhoff (2004). Accountability and health systems: toward conceptual clarity and policy 
relevance. Health Policy Plan. 19(6):371-379. [Find It] [PubMed] 

OPTIONAL - Kerner (2006).  Knowledge translation versus knowledge integration:  A “funder’s” 
perspective. J Contin Educ Health Prof. 26(1):72-80. [Find It] [PubMed] 

http://sfx.wisconsin.edu/wisc?sid=google&auinit=C&aulast=Lenfant&atitle=Clinical+Research+to+Clinical+Practice--Lost+in+Translation?&id=pmid:12944573
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/12944573?ordinalpos=1&itool=EntrezSystem2.PEntrez.Pubmed.Pubmed_ResultsPanel.Pubmed_DiscoveryPanel.Pubmed_RVAbstractPlus
http://sfx.wisconsin.edu/wisc?ctx_enc=info:ofi/enc:UTF-8&ctx_id=10_1&ctx_tim=2008-6-5T12:42:56CDT&ctx_ver=Z39.88-2004&rfr_id=info:sid/sfxit.com:citation&rft.genre=article&rft_id=info:pmid/18182604&rft_val_fmt=info:ofi/fmt:kev:m
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18182604?ordinalpos=1&itool=EntrezSystem2.PEntrez.Pubmed.Pubmed_ResultsPanel.Pubmed_RVDocSum
https://www-clinicalkey-com.ezproxy.library.wisc.edu/%23!/content/playContent/1-s2.0-S0749379711001620?returnurl=null&referrer=null
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/21565657
http://sfx.wisconsin.edu/wisc?ctx_enc=info:ofi/enc:UTF-8&ctx_id=10_1&ctx_tim=2008-6-5T12:44:47CDT&ctx_ver=Z39.88-2004&rfr_id=info:sid/sfxit.com:citation&rft.genre=article&rft_id=info:pmid/18492974&rft_val_fmt=info:ofi/fmt:kev:m
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18492974?ordinalpos=1&itool=EntrezSystem2.PEntrez.Pubmed.Pubmed_ResultsPanel.Pubmed_RVDocSum
http://sfx.wisconsin.edu/wisc?sid=google&auinit=LA&aulast=Green&atitle=The+Ecology+of+Medical+Care+Revisited&id=pmid:11430334
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/11430334?ordinalpos=1&itool=EntrezSystem2.PEntrez.Pubmed.Pubmed_ResultsPanel.Pubmed_RVDocSum
http://www.nejm.org/doi/full/10.1056/NEJMsa1114777
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/22417255
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC3731143/pdf/nihms480660.pdf
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/22310560
https://implementationscience.biomedcentral.com/track/pdf/10.1186/1748-5908-7-96
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC3541090/
http://sfx.wisconsin.edu/wisc?sid=Entrez:PubMed&id=pmid:12941000
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/12941000
http://sfx.wisconsin.edu/wisc?sid=Entrez:PubMed&id=pmid:12088893
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/12088893
http://sfx.wisconsin.edu/wisc?sid=Entrez:PubMed&id=pmid:15355544
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15355544
http://www.rwjf.org/pr/product.jsp?id=49951
http://sfx.wisconsin.edu/wisc?sid=Entrez:PubMed&id=pmid:15095766
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15095766
http://sfx.wisconsin.edu/wisc?sid=Entrez:PubMed&id=pmid:15459162
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15459162
http://sfx.wisconsin.edu/wisc?sid=Entrez:PubMed&id=pmid:16557513
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16557513
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Effectiveness Research 

Week 3 - Mon, Sept 24 – Using Informatics to Do High-quality Research 

(Guest Speaker – Dr. Beth Burnside @ 4 p.m.) 

Elizabeth Burnside is a professor of radiology in the University of Wisconsin School of Medicine and 
Public Health. She also serves as Associate Dean of Team Science and Interdisciplinary Research 
for the UW School of Medicine and Public Health and Deputy Executive Director of the Institute 
for Clinical and Translational Research, funded by the NIH CTSA program, at the University of 
Wisconsin. Her degrees include an M.D. combined with a master's in Public Health as well as a 
master's degree in Medical Informatics. As a result, her research investigates the use of 
computational methods to improve decision-making in the domain of breast imaging in the 
pursuit of improving the population based screening and diagnosis of breast cancer. She has 
affiliate appointments in the UW Departments of Industrial Engineering, Biostatistics and Medical 
Informatics, and Population Health Science. Dr. Burnside has published over 90 peer review 
articles. Her research has secured continuous NIH funding since 2006 garnering a total of $4.6 
million in extramural funding. She served as a charter member on the Biomedical Imaging 
Technology (BMIT) Study Section at the NIH. 

Week 3 - Mon, Sept 24 – Effectiveness Research 

Wells (1999). Treatment research at the crossroads: the scientific interface of clinical trials and 
effectiveness research. Am J Psychiatry. 156(1):5-10. [Find It] [PubMed] 

OPTIONAL - Shrier et al. (2007). Should meta-analyses of interventions include observational studies in 
addition to randomized controlled trials? A critical examination of underlying principles. Am J 
Epidemiol. 166(10):1203-1209. [Find It] [PubMed] 

OPTIONAL - Concato et al. (2000). Randomized, controlled trials, observational studies, and the 
hierarchy of research designs. N Engl J Med. 342(25):1887-1892. [Find It] [PubMed] 

OPTIONAL - Benson & Hartz (2000). A comparison of observational studies and randomized, controlled 
trials. N Engl J Med. 342:1878-1886. [Find It] [PubMed] 

Week 4 - Mon, Oct 1 – Stakeholder Engagement in Comparative Effectiveness and 

Patient-Centered Outcomes Research  

(Guest Speaker – Dr. Elizabeth Cox @ 4 p.m.)  

Dr. Elizabeth Cox is an Associate Professor in the Department of Pediatrics. Her research leverages the 
voices of children and families to deliver safer, higher quality pediatric care. Her AHRQ-funded 
trial successfully redesigned family-centered rounds in children’s hospitals to increase patient 
safety and family engagement. More recently, her PCORI-funded study has engaged children with 
type 1 diabetes and their parents to tailor diabetes self-management resources to the unique 
needs of each child and family. Cox is a practicing pediatrician at University Station Clinic and 
also serves on the Patient-Centered Outcomes Research Institute’s Improving Healthcare Systems 
Advisory Panel. 

Week 4 - Mon, Oct 1 – Comparative Effectiveness Research and Patient-Centered 

Outcomes Research  

Fiallo-Scharer et al. (2017) Design and Baseline Data from a PCORI-Funded Randomized Controlled Trial 
of Family-Centered Tailoring of Diabetes Self-Management Resources.  Contemp Clin Trials, 
58:58-65. [Find It] 

Patient-Centered Outcome Research Institute (PCORI). [Find it]  

Berwick (2002). A user’s manual for the IOM’s ‘Quality Chasm’ report. Health Affairs. 21(3):80-90. 
[Find It]  

Institute of Medicine (2009). Initial National Priorities for Comparative Effectiveness Research – Report 
Brief.[Find it]   

http://sfx.wisconsin.edu/wisc?sid=Entrez:PubMed&id=pmid:9892291
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/9892291?ordinalpos=1&itool=EntrezSystem2.PEntrez.Pubmed.Pubmed_ResultsPanel.Pubmed_RVDocSum
http://sfx.wisconsin.edu/wisc?sid=Entrez:PubMed&id=pmid:17712019
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17712019?ordinalpos=1&itool=EntrezSystem2.PEntrez.Pubmed.Pubmed_ResultsPanel.Pubmed_RVDocSum
http://sfx.wisconsin.edu/wisc?sid=Entrez:PubMed&id=pmid:10861325
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/10861325
http://sfx.wisconsin.edu/wisc?sid=Entrez:PubMed&id=pmid:11078861
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/11078861
https://reader.elsevier.com/reader/sd/007A99879810C4AF02307E8DEA22087A6EFE1B7357F42490E9FD84F639D1135EA1DB6EC11EDEE2165C70CC709D92007D
http://www.pcori.org/
http://content.healthaffairs.org/cgi/reprint/21/3/80
http://www.iom.edu/~/media/Files/Report%20Files/2009/ComparativeEffectivenessResearchPriorities/CER%20report%20brief%2008-13-09.pdf
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Domecq et al. (2014) Patient engagement in research: a systematic review. BMC Health Services 
Research. 14:89 [Find It]  

OPTIONAL - Chewning et al. (2016) Sustaining Engagement of Blended Stakeholder Boards Across the 
Research Trajectory Toolkit. UW Health Innovation Program. [Find It] 

OPTIONAL – Shippee et al. (2013). Patient and service user engagement in research: a systematic 
review and synthesized framework. [published online ahead of print June 3, 2013]. Health 
Expect. doi:10.1111/hex.12090. [Find It] PubMed] 

OPTIONAL - Ferlie & Shortell (2001). Improving the quality of health care in the United Kingdom and 
the United States: a framework for change. Milbank Q. 79(2): 281-315. [Find It] [PubMed] 

Implementation Research 

Week 5 - Mon, Oct 8 – Implementation Research with Healthcare Systems and Providers 

(lecture by Dr. Andrew Quanbeck) 

Dr. Andrew Quanbeck is a systems engineer and health services researcher in the University of Wisconsin School 
of Medicine and Public Health Department of Family Medicine and Community Health, where he an 
assistant professor and the principal investigator on two NIH-funded grants. Dr. Quanbeck earned a PhD in 
health systems engineering from University of Wisconsin in Madison, WI in 2012.  After completing his 
education, he held an appointment with the University of Wisconsin Center of Health Enhancement 
Systems Studies (CHESS) as an Associate Scientist. Dr. Quanbeck’s specific professional interests revolve 
around the topic of implementation science. His current research is focused on implementation of 
evidence-based practices for the prevention and treatment of addiction in primary care settings. Prior to 
shifting his emphasis to implementation science, he gained significant research experience on quality 
improvement in health care. 

Kraft et al. (2015). A simple framework for complex system improvement. Am J Med Qual, 30(3), 223-
231.[Find It] [PubMed] 

Grol & Wensing (2004). What drives change? Barriers to and incentives for achieving evidence-based 
practice. Med J Aust. 180(6 Suppl):S57-60. [Find It] [PubMed] 

Carayon et al. (2006). Work system design for patient safety: The SEIPS model. Qual Saf Health Care. 
15(Suppl I):i50-i58. [Find It] [PubMed] 

OPTIONAL - Caplan et al. (2014). Engaging patients at the front lines of primary care redesign: 
Operational lessons for an effective program. Joint Commission Journal on Quality and Patient 
Safety, 40(12), 533-540. [Find It] [PubMed] 

OPTIONAL - Moulding et al. (1999). A framework for effective management of change in clinical 
practice: dissemination and implementation of clinical practice guidelines. Qual Health Care. 
8(3):177-183. [Find It] [PubMed] 

OPTIONAL - Shojania & Grimshaw (2005). Evidence-based quality improvement: the state of the 
science. Health Affairs. 24(1):138-150. [Find It] [PubMed] 

OPTIONAL - Van Bokhoven et al. (2003). Designing a quality improvement intervention: a systematic 
approach. Qual Saf Health Care. 12(3):215-220. [Find It] [PubMed] 

Week 6 - Mon, Oct 15 – Implementation Research with Patients  

Damschroder et al. (2009). Fostering implementation of health services research findings into practice: 
a consolidated framework for advancing implementation science. Implementation science, 4(1), 
50. [FindIt] [PubMed] 

Powell et al. (2015). A refined compilation of implementation strategies: results from the Expert 
Recommendations for Implementing Change (ERIC) project. Implementation Science, 10(1), 21. 
[FindIt] [PubMed] 

Glasgow et al. (1999). Evaluating the public health impact of health promotion interventions: the RE-
AIM framework. American Journal of Public Health, 89(9), 1322-1327. [FindIt] 

http://www.biomedcentral.com/1472-6963/14/89
https://hipxchange.org/SustainingEngagement
http://onlinelibrary.wiley.com.ezproxy.library.wisc.edu/doi/10.1111/hex.12090/pdf
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/11439467?ordinalpos=1&itool=EntrezSystem2.PEntrez.Pubmed.Pubmed_ResultsPanel.Pubmed_RVDocSum
http://sfx.wisconsin.edu/wisc?ctx_enc=info:ofi/enc:UTF-8&ctx_id=10_1&ctx_tim=2007-12-14T9:52:38CST&ctx_ver=Z39.88-2004&rfr_id=info:sid/sfxit.com:citation&rft.genre=article&rft_id=info:pmid/11439467&rft_val_fmt=info:ofi/fmt:kev:
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/11439467?ordinalpos=1&itool=EntrezSystem2.PEntrez.Pubmed.Pubmed_ResultsPanel.Pubmed_RVDocSum
http://ajm.sagepub.com/content/30/3/223.full.pdf+html
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/24723664
http://sfx.wisconsin.edu/wisc?sid=google&auinit=R&aulast=Grol&atitle=What+drives+change?+Barriers+to+and+incentives+for+achieving+evidence-based+practice&id=pmid:15012583
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15012583?ordinalpos=1&itool=EntrezSystem2.PEntrez.Pubmed.Pubmed_ResultsPanel.Pubmed_RVDocSum
http://sfx.wisconsin.edu/wisc?sid=Entrez:PubMed&id=pmid:17142610
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17142610
http://www.ingentaconnect.com.ezproxy.library.wisc.edu/content/jcaho/jcjqs/2014/00000040/00000012/art00002?token=003b1116c7e41225f4038592c4b46287d763b3e7b55576b64276a5f9f5c
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/?term=Engaging+Patients+at+the+Front+Lines+of+Primary+Care+Redesign%3A+Operational+Lessons+for+an+Effective+Program
http://sfx.wisconsin.edu/wisc?sid=google&auinit=NT&aulast=Moulding&atitle=A+framework+for+effective+management+of+change+in+clinical+practice:+dissemination+and+implementation+of+clinical+practice+guidelines&id=pmid:10847875
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/10847875?ordinalpos=2&itool=EntrezSystem2.PEntrez.Pubmed.Pubmed_ResultsPanel.Pubmed_RVDocSum
http://sfx.wisconsin.edu/wisc?sid=google&auinit=KG&aulast=Shojania&atitle=Evidence-Based+Quality+Improvement:+The+State+Of+The+Science&id=pmid:15647225
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15647225?ordinalpos=15&itool=EntrezSystem2.PEntrez.Pubmed.Pubmed_ResultsPanel.Pubmed_RVDocSum
http://sfx.wisconsin.edu/wisc?sid=google&auinit=MA&aulast=van+Bokhoven&atitle=Designing+a+quality+improvement+intervention:+a+systematic+approach&id=pmid:12792013
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/12792013?ordinalpos=2&itool=EntrezSystem2.PEntrez.Pubmed.Pubmed_ResultsPanel.Pubmed_RVDocSum
https://implementationscience.biomedcentral.com/track/pdf/10.1186/1748-5908-4-50
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC2736161/
https://implementationscience.biomedcentral.com/track/pdf/10.1186/s13012-015-0209-1
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC4328074/
https://ajph.aphapublications.org/doi/pdfplus/10.2105/AJPH.89.9.1322
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Glasgow et al. (2004). Translating what we have learned into practice - Principles and hypotheses for 
interventions addressing multiple behaviors in primary care. Am J Prev Med. 27(2):88-101. [Find 
It] [PubMed] 

OPTIONAL - Glasgow et al. (2002). Behavior change intervention research in healthcare settings: a 
review of recent reports with emphasis on external validity. Am J Prev Med. 23(1):62-9. [Find It] 
[PubMed] 

OPTIONAL – National Cancer Institute (2005). Theory at a glance: a guide for health promotion 
practice. [Find It]  

Week 6 - Mon, Oct 15 – Implementation Research in Community Settings 

(Guest Speaker – Dr. Jane Mahoney @ 5:15 p.m.)  

Dr. Jane Mahoney is Professor of Medicine, Division of Geriatrics and Gerontology in the School of Medicine and 
Public Health.  She is Executive Director of Wisconsin Institute for Healthy Aging (WIHA), which 
disseminates evidence-based programs for older adults.  Since its founding 4 years ago, the Institute has 
disseminated proven community-based self management programs across Wisconsin and nationally, 
focusing on chronic disease, falls prevention, and caregiver well-being.  Dr. Mahoney is also Director of the 
Community-Academic Aging Research Network, a partnership involving WIHA, Wisconsin's aging services 
network, and University of Wisconsin faculty in community-based participatory research to help develop 
and test new evidence-based programs for the future.  Dr. Mahoney also directs ICTR's D&I Research 
Resources Core as part of ICTR-CAP.  She has conducted randomized trials and currently conducts 
dissemination research on community-based interventions to decrease falls. 

Dzewaltowski et al. (2004). Behavior change intervention research in community settings: how 
generalizable are the results? Health Promot Int. 19(2):235-245. [Find It] [PubMed] 

Week 7 - Mon, Oct 22 – Worksheet 1 Presentations 

20-minute presentation with 5 minutes for Q&A;  
complete peer evaluation forms. 

Research Methods  

Week 8 - Mon, Oct 29 – Community-based Participatory Research 

(Guest Speaker – Dr. Eva Vivian @ 4 p.m.) 

Dr. Vivian is Professor at the University of Wisconsin School of Pharmacy. She received her doctor of pharmacy 
degree from the University of Illinois College of Pharmacy and a Master of Science from the University of 
Wisconsin School of Medicine and Public Health.  She is certified in diabetes education and advanced diabetes 
management. She maintains a clinical practice at Access Community Health Centers. Dr. Vivian's research 
interest focus on identifying disparities in the treatment of hypertension, diabetes, and other chronic 
diseases among ethnic minorities, particularly African American and Latino American patients and developing 
and implementing strategies to reduce and eliminate them. Recently, her research has sharpened its focus in 
response to heightened awareness of the great numbers of children and adolescents who are at special risk of 
diabetes. 

Wallerstein & Duran. (2010). Community-Based Participatory Research Contributions to Intervention 
Research: The Intersection of Science and Practice to Improve Health Equity. American Journal 
of Public Health, 100(S1), S40-S46. [Find It] 

OPTIONAL - Israel et al. (1998). Review of community-based research: assessing partnership approaches 
to improve public health. Annual Review of Public Health, 19(1), 173-202. [Find It] 

OPTIONAL - Agency for Health Care Research and Quality. The Role of Community-Based Participatory 
Research: Creating Partnerships, Improving Health. AHRQ Publication No. 03-0037, June 2003. 
Agency for Healthcare Research and Quality, Rockville, MD. [Find It] 

http://sfx.wisconsin.edu/wisc?ctx_enc=info:ofi/enc:UTF-8&ctx_id=10_1&ctx_tim=2007-12-7T9:24:58CST&ctx_ver=Z39.88-2004&rfr_id=info:sid/sfxit.com:citation&rft.genre=article&rft_id=info:pmid/15275677&rft_val_fmt=info:ofi/fmt:kev:m
http://sfx.wisconsin.edu/wisc?ctx_enc=info:ofi/enc:UTF-8&ctx_id=10_1&ctx_tim=2007-12-7T9:24:58CST&ctx_ver=Z39.88-2004&rfr_id=info:sid/sfxit.com:citation&rft.genre=article&rft_id=info:pmid/15275677&rft_val_fmt=info:ofi/fmt:kev:m
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15275677?ordinalpos=1&itool=EntrezSystem2.PEntrez.Pubmed.Pubmed_ResultsPanel.Pubmed_RVDocSum
http://sfx.wisconsin.edu/wisc?sid=Entrez:PubMed&id=pmid:12093425
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/12093425
http://www.cancer.gov/PDF/481f5d53-63df-41bc-bfaf-5aa48ee1da4d/TAAG3.pdf
http://sfx.wisconsin.edu/wisc?sid=Entrez:PubMed&id=pmid:15128715
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15128715
http://ajph.aphapublications.org/doi/full/10.2105/AJPH.2009.184036
http://web.a.ebscohost.com.ezproxy.library.wisc.edu/ehost/pdfviewer/pdfviewer?sid=f264828b-378e-4e80-b1f8-ed88f02977b7%40sessionmgr4005&vid=1&hid=4212
https://archive.ahrq.gov/research/cbprrole.htm
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Week 8 - Mon, Oct 29 – Methods for Community Intervention Trials  

Sorenson et al. (1998). Implications of the results of community intervention trials. Annu Rev Public 
Health. 19:379-416. [Find It] [PubMed] 

The World Bank Group (2009). Impact Evaluation Methods website. [Find It]  

OPTIONAL – Ravallion (2001). The mystery of the vanishing benefits: An introduction to impact 
evaluation. The World Bank Economic Review, 15(1): 115-140. [Find It] 

Week 9 - Mon, Nov 5 – Methods for Experimental and Quasi-experimental 

Designs/Complex Case Management (Lecture by Dr. Maureen Smith) 

Linden et al. (2010). Using propensity score‐based weighting in the evaluation of health management 
programme effectiveness. Journal of Evaluation in Clinical Practice, 16(1), 175-179 [FindIt] 

Thabane et al. (2010). A tutorial on pilot studies: the what, why and how. BMC  Medical  Research 
Methodology. 10(1):1-10. [Find It] [PubMed] 

Grimshaw et al. (2000). Experimental and quasi-experimental designs for evaluating guideline 
implementation strategies. Fam Pract. 17(Suppl 1):S1 1-6. [Find It] [PubMed] 

OPTIONAL Iezzoni (1995). Risk adjustment for medical effectiveness research: an overview of 
conceptual and methodological considerations. J Investig Med. 43(2):136-150. [Find It] [PubMed] 

OPTIONAL – Arain et al. (2010). What is a pilot or feasibility study? A review of current practice and 
editorial policy. BMC Medical Research Methodology. 10(67):1-7. [Find It] [PubMed] 

OPTIONAL – Kistin & Silverstein. (2010). Pilot studies: A critical but potentially misused component of 
interventional research. JAMA. 314(15):1561-1562. [Find It] [PubMed] 

Week 10 - Mon, Nov 12 – Methods for Qualitative Data Collection 

(Guest Speaker – Dr. Barbara King @ 4 p.m.) 

Barbara King, PhD, RN, is an assistant professor at the University of Wisconsin Madison School of Nursing and a 
former fellow at the William S. Middleton Memorial Veterans Hospital Geriatric Research, Education, and 
Clinical Center (GRECC) in Madison. Her research examines the functional decline and loss of independent 
ambulation in older adults during hospitalization. Building on her research findings, her goal is to increase the 
frequency and duration of older patients’ ambulation while in the hospital through nursing- and system-based 
approaches to care. Her second line of research focuses on elderly patients’ transitional care from hospital to 
nursing home, making that shift seamless within continuum of care framework. 

Polkinghorn (2005). Language and meaning: Data collection in qualitative research. Journal of 
Counseling Psychology. 52(2):137-145. [Find It]  

Steiner (2005). The use of stories in clinical research and health policy. JAMA. 294(22):2901-4. [Find It] 
[PubMed] 

OPTIONAL - Paterson et al. (2003). Blending observational methods: Possibilities, strategies, and 
challenges. International Journal of Qualitative Methods. 2(1):29-38. Retrieved 08/17/2009 from 
[Find It] 

OPTIONAL - Drew et al. (2001). Conversation analysis: a method for research into interactions between 
patients and health-care professionals. Health Expect. 4(1):58-70. [Find It] [PubMed]  

Week 10 - Mon, Nov 12 – Methods for Qualitative Data Analysis 

Green et al. (2007).  Generating best evidence from qualitative research: the role of data analysis.  
BMJ. 320(7227):114-116. [Find It] [PubMed] 

Communicating the Results  

Week 11 - Mon, Nov 19 – Communicating with Researchers  

Friedman (1990). Be kind to your reader. Am J Epidemiol. 132(4):591-593. [Find It] [PubMed] 

Lieu & Fleisher (1986). The brownie study. Med Decis Making. 6(4):207. [Find It] 

http://sfx.wisconsin.edu/wisc?sid=Entrez:PubMed&id=pmid:9611625
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/9611625
http://web.worldbank.org/WBSITE/EXTERNAL/COUNTRIES/AFRICAEXT/EXTIMPEVA/0,,contentMDK:21017034~menuPK:2830194~pagePK:64168445~piPK:64168309~theSitePK:2620018,00.html
http://wber.oxfordjournals.org/cgi/reprint/15/1/115
https://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/epdf/10.1111/j.1365-2753.2009.01219.x
http://www.biomedcentral.com/1471-2288/10/1
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/20053272
http://sfx.wisconsin.edu/wisc?sid=google&auinit=J&aulast=Grimshaw&atitle=Experimental+and+quasi-experimental+designs+for+evaluating+guideline+implementation+strategies&id=pmid:10735262
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/10735262?ordinalpos=1&itool=EntrezSystem2.PEntrez.Pubmed.Pubmed_ResultsPanel.Pubmed_RVDocSum
http://sfx.wisconsin.edu/wisc?sid=Entrez:PubMed&id=pmid:7735917
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/7735917?ordinalpos=1&itool=EntrezSystem2.PEntrez.Pubmed.Pubmed_ResultsPanel.Pubmed_RVDocSum
https://bmcmedresmethodol.biomedcentral.com/articles/10.1186/1471-2288-10-67?report=reader
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/20637084
http://jamanetwork.com/journals/jama/fullarticle/2463266
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/26501530
http://www.usc.edu/projects/rehab/private/docs/researchers/polkinghorne/3_polkinghorne.pdf
http://sfx.wisconsin.edu/wisc?sid=Entrez:PubMed&id=pmid:16352799
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16352799
https://ejournals.library.ualberta.ca/index.php/IJQM/article/view/4555/3716
http://sfx.wisconsin.edu/wisc?sid=Entrez:PubMed&id=pmid:11286600
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/11286600
http://sfx.wisconsin.edu/wisc?sid=Entrez:PubMed&id=pmid:10625273
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/10625273
https://uwmad.courses.wisconsin.edu/d2l/le/content/2536020/viewContent/15265527/View
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/2403103
https://uwmad.courses.wisconsin.edu/d2l/le/content/2536020/viewContent/15265528/View?ou=2536020
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OPTIONAL - Hecht et al. (1998).  The journal “impact factor”: a misnamed, misleading, misused 
measure. Cancer Genet Cytogenet. 104(2):77-81. [Find It] [PubMed] 

OPTIONAL - International Committee of Medical Journal Editors. Uniform requirements for manuscripts 
submitted to biomedical journals: Writing and editing for biomedical publication. Guidelines on 
authorship.  [Find It]  

OPTIONAL - Alexandrov (2004).  How to write a research paper. Cerebrovasc Dis. 18(2):135-138. [Find 
It] [PubMed] 

Week 11 – Mon, Nov 19 – Communicating with Practitioners and Partners 

(Guest Speaker – Dr. Jennifer Weiss @ 4 p.m.) 

Dr. Jennifer Weiss, MD MS, is an Assistant Professor in the Department of Medicine and Gastroenterology. 
Her research focuses on colorectal cancer screening for both average-risk and high-risk populations. 
Her research has involved a survey of primary care providers to further understand potential sources 
of variation in colorectal cancer screening rates. She has worked with the UW Health Colon Cancer 
Prevention Initiative to develop and implement system-wide colorectal cancer screening 
interventions. She is interested in identifying patient, provider, and system barriers to colorectal 
cancer screening and determining if interventions targeted at these barriers are more successful and 
sustained over time compared to the current approach of broad implementation of interventions. Dr. 
Weiss is also interested in screening in high-risk patients with hereditary colon cancer syndromes such 
as Lynch Syndrome and Familial Adenomatous Polyposis. 

Sorian & Baugh (2002). Power of information: Closing the gap between research and policy. Health 
Affairs. 21(2):264-273. [Find It] [PubMed] 

OPTIONAL - UCLA Center for Health Policy Research (2004). Presenting data in tables and graphs. [Find It] 

Partnering to Implement Change  

Week 12 - Mon, Nov 26 – Action Research  

Aaron & Stryer (2003). Moving from rhetoric to evidence-based action in health care. J Gen Intern Med. 
18:589-591. [Find It] [PubMed] 

 [Note: additional information about CBPR can be obtained from a great University of Washington web 
site and from an AHRQ Evidence Report (#99; Contract No. 290-02-0016) prepared in 2004.] 

Kilbourne et al. (2007). Implementing evidence-based interventions in health care: application of the 
replicating effective programs framework. Implementation Science, 2(1), 42. [FindIt] 

Proctor et al. (2013). Implementation strategies: recommendations for specifying and 
reporting. Implementation Science, 8(1), 139. [FindIt] [PubMed] 

Familiarize yourselves with the 6 steps of intervention mapping outlined on this website.  

OPTIONAL - Meyer (2000). Qualitative research in health care: Using qualitative methods in health 
related action research. BMJ. 320:178-181. [Find It] [PubMed] 

OPTIONAL - Lantz et al. (2001). Can communities and academia work together on public health 
research? Evaluation results from a community-based participatory research partnership in 
Detroit. J Urban Health. 78(3):495-507. [Find It] [PubMed] 

Week 12 - Mon, Nov 26 – Quality Improvement Research 

Davidoff & Batalden (2005). Toward stronger evidence on quality improvement. Draft publication 
guidelines: the beginning of a consensus project. Qual Saf Health Care. 14(5):319-325. [Find It] 
[PubMed] 

Baker (2006). Strengthening the contribution of quality improvement research to evidence based health 
care. Qual Saf Health Care. 15(3):150-151. [Find It] [PubMed]  

Pronovost & Wachter (2006). Proposed standards for quality improvement research and publication: 
one step forward and two steps back. Qual Saf Health Care. 15(3):152-153. [Find It] [PubMed] 

http://sfx.wisconsin.edu/wisc?sid=Entrez:PubMed&id=pmid:9666797
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/9666797
http://www.ijp-online.com/article.asp?issn=0253-7613;year=2006;volume=38;issue=2;spage=149;epage=162;aulast=International
https://uwmad.courses.wisconsin.edu/d2l/le/content/2536020/viewContent/15265530/View
https://uwmad.courses.wisconsin.edu/d2l/le/content/2536020/viewContent/15265530/View
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15218279
http://sfx.wisconsin.edu/wisc?sid=Entrez:PubMed&id=pmid:11900168
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/11900168
http://healthpolicy.ucla.edu/Documents/Newsroom%20PDF/democ_data_tablesgraphs.pdf
http://sfx.wisconsin.edu/wisc?sid=google&auinit=KF&aulast=Aaron&atitle=Moving+from+rhetoric+to+evidence-based+action+in+health+care&id=pmid:12848843
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/12848843?ordinalpos=1&itool=EntrezSystem2.PEntrez.Pubmed.Pubmed_ResultsPanel.Pubmed_RVDocSum
http://depts.washington.edu/ccph/index.html
http://depts.washington.edu/ccph/index.html
http://www.ahrq.gov/clinic/tp/cbprtp.htm#Report
https://implementationscience.biomedcentral.com/track/pdf/10.1186/1748-5908-2-42
https://implementationscience.biomedcentral.com/track/pdf/10.1186/1748-5908-8-139
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC3882890/
https://interventionmapping.com/
http://sfx.wisconsin.edu/wisc?sid=Entrez:PubMed&id=pmid:10634744
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/10634744
http://sfx.wisconsin.edu/wisc?sid=Entrez:PubMed&id=pmid:11564852
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/11564852
http://sfx.wisconsin.edu/wisc?sid=Entrez:PubMed&id=pmid:16195563
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16195563?ordinalpos=1&itool=EntrezSystem2.PEntrez.Pubmed.Pubmed_ResultsPanel.Pubmed_RVDocSum
http://sfx.wisconsin.edu/wisc?sid=Entrez:PubMed&id=pmid:16751459
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16751459
http://sfx.wisconsin.edu/wisc?sid=Entrez:PubMed&id=pmid:16751460
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16751460


12 

Revised – 09-21-2018 

 

OPTIONAL - Academy of Post Graduate Health Care Education HISC. Healthcare Improvement Skills 
Center.  http://www.improvementskills.org  

OPTIONAL - Agency for Healthcare Research and Quality (AHRQ).  Researching Implementation and 
Change While Improving Quality (R18). [Find It]  

 
Review the SQUIRE criteria at this website. 

Submit Worksheet 2 Questions 1-4 to Canvas by 9 p.m. 

Research Regulations 

Week 13 - Mon, Dec 3 – Human Subjects Research 

Pronovost et al. (2006). An intervention to decrease catheter-related bloodstream infections in the 
ICU. NEJM. 355(26):2725-2732. [Find It] [PubMed] 

Gawande (2007). The checklist: If something so simple can transform intensive care, what else can it 
do? The New Yorker. December 10, 2007. [Find It] 

Gawande (2007).  A lifesaving checklist. The New York Times. December 30, 2007. Retrieved on 
08/17/2009 from [Find It] 

Miller et al. (2008).  Quality-improvement research and informed consent. NEJM. 358(8):765-767. [Find 
It] [PubMed] 

OPTIONAL - Collaborative Institutional Training Initiative (CITI) training: [Find It]  

Week 13 - Mon, Dec 3 – HIPAA Regulations 

OPTIONAL - National Institutes of Health (2005).  Health Services Research and the HIPAA Privacy Rule.  
[Find It] 

Week 14 - Mon, Dec 10 – Final Presentations 

20-minute presentation with 5 minutes for Q&A; complete peer evaluation forms. 

http://www.improvementskills.org/
http://grants.nih.gov/grants/guide/pa-files/PAR-08-136.html
http://grants.nih.gov/grants/guide/pa-files/PAR-08-136.html
http://grants.nih.gov/grants/guide/pa-files/PAR-08-136.html
http://www.squire-statement.org/
http://sfx.wisconsin.edu/wisc?sid=Entrez:PubMed&id=pmid:17192537
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17192537
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