
 

 
CALL FOR PROPOSALS  

(up to $50K, direct costs) 

This call for proposals stems from the Next Steps in Public Health event on opioid use disorder 
that was hosted by the Institute for Public Health on May 16, 2022. 

 

The opioid epidemic continues to worsen across the U.S. and in particular, in the Midwest. 
During the past decade, drug overdoses, both fatal and nonfatal, have become an epidemic in 
Missouri over the past decade. In 2020, Missouri ranked 32nd among all states and DC for drug 
overdose death rates and drug overdose is the number one leading cause of death among 
Missouri adults age 18-44. The burden of drug overdose impacts families, communities and 
health-care systems. In rural and urban Missouri communities, the drug epidemic affects all 

genders, races and many age groups. 
 
This rise in opioid overdose deaths can be summarized in three distinct waves. 

1. The first wave began in the 1990s with an increase in the prescribing of opioids. 
Overdose deaths involving prescription opioids (natural and semi-synthetic opioids and 
methadone) has increased since at least 1999. 

2. The second wave began in 2010, with rapid increases in overdose deaths 
involving heroin. 

3. The third wave began in 2013, with significant increases in overdose deaths involving 
synthetic opioids, particularly those involving illicitly manufactured fentanyl. The market 

for this drug continues to change, and it can be found in combination with heroin, 
counterfeit pills and cocaine. 

Many opioid-involved overdose deaths also include other drugs. 
 
The Centers for Disease Control and Prevention (CDC) and the National Institute on Drug Abuse 
(NIDA/NIH) have programs focused on combatting the opioid overdose epidemic.  



The CDC focuses on supporting states and communities to identify hotspots, collect data, 
respond to overdose rates and provide care. In this effort, collaboration is essential for success 
in preventing opioid overdose deaths. Medical personnel, emergency departments, first 
responders, public safety officials, mental health and substance use treatment providers, 
community-based organizations, public health, and members of the community all bring 
awareness, resources and expertise to addressing this complex and fast-moving epidemic.  

Through its HEAL Initiative, the NIDA/NIH focuses on scientific research to develop rapid and 

long-lasting solutions to address the opioid use crisis. HEAL outlines eight broad research 
priority areas reflecting urgent, unmet needs across the lifespan; areas of promising scientific 

opportunity; and, concrete strategies for creating rapid and durable solutions to the opioid 
crisis. Collaboration across different disciplines and sectors is also a central theme of the HEAL 
Initiative. Dr. Wilson Compton, deputy director at NIDA/NIH discussed the state of the opioid 
epidemic, the HEAL Initiative and other NIDA/NIH activities, during his presentation at the Next 
Steps in Public Health event on opioid use disorder. 

 
Application Requirements 

We are interested in Research Projects or Partnership Building/Collaboration Projects that 

focus on the prevention and treatment of opioid use disorder. Like our Next Steps in Public 
Health events, which bring multidisciplinary stakeholders together for in-depth discussion 

about potential solutions to complex public health challenges and to inspire innovative ideas 
and encourage new collaborations, we are interested in multidisciplinary projects. Proposals 

which are not multidisciplinary will not be funded.  

Please use this contact list of approved May 16 event attendees to connect with potential 

multidisciplinary partners for your proposal. You may also include collaborators who did not 
attend the event. The role of each collaborator must be clearly described in your proposal  

narrative. 

All proposals must have at least one collaborator from Washington University in St. Louis. 
Proposals that include a community partner are highly encouraged. 

Funding Amount 

Through this mechanism, we anticipate funding up to six projects at $50,000 in direct costs. The 
indirect rate is 10% for a total award amount of $55,000 in total costs. Budgets must abide by 

the most up-to-date federal salary cap restrictions. 
 

Submission Process 

All proposals must be submitted online. The first step in the submission process is completing a 
Qualtrics form including your project collaborators (names, organizations, contact information, 

etc.), a descriptive title of your proposed project, and an estimated timeline. 



Next, you will be prompted to upload your project narrative, budget and budget justification 

narrative as one PDF file.  

At the end of the application, you will be asked to finalize and submit your application 
responses. 

Deadline 

Applications are due by 11:59 p.m. CDT on Friday, October 14. Funding decisions are 
anticipated to be made in the fall/early winter. 

Project Narrative Format 

• Project Summary/Aims & Relevance – one page 
 

o State the application's broad, long-term objectives and specific aims. Describe 

concisely the design and methods for achieving the stated goals. 
o Using no more than two or three sentences, describe the relevance of this 

project to public health. Use plain language that can be understood by a general, 
lay audience. 

 

• Project Team/Collaborators – up to six pages 
 

o Describe the overall expertise of your project team and why they are best suited 

to work on this project. 
o Describe the specific role and activities of each person or entity involved in 

carrying out project activities. Note: A role description is required even if a 
person or entity is not budgeted to receive funds directly through this funding 

mechanism. 
 

• Strategy – up to 20 pages 
 

o Significance 
▪ Explain the importance of the problem or critical barrier to progress 

addressed by the proposed project. 
▪ Describe the premise for the proposed project, including consideration of 

the strengths and weaknesses of published research or preliminary data 
crucial to the support of your application. 

▪ Explain how the proposed project will improve scientific knowledge, 
technical capability, and/or clinical/community practice in one or more 

broad fields.  

 
o Innovation 



▪ Explain how the application challenges and seeks to shift current research 
or clinical/community practice paradigms.  

▪ Describe any novel theoretical concepts, approaches or methodologies, 
instrumentation or intervention(s) to be developed or used, and any 
advantage over existing methodologies, instrumentation, or 
intervention(s).  

▪ Explain any refinements, improvements, or new applications of 
theoretical concepts, approaches or methodologies, instrumentation, or 

interventions. 
 

o Approach 
▪ Describe the overall strategy, methodology, and analyses to be used to 

accomplish the specific aims of the project.  
▪ Describe the design and methods proposed and how they will achieve 

robust and unbiased results. Include how the data will be collected, 

analyzed, and interpreted as well as any resource sharing plans, as 
appropriate. 

▪ Discuss potential problems, alternative strategies, and benchmarks for 
success anticipated to achieve the aims. 

▪ If the project is in the early stages of development, describe any strategy 
to establish feasibility, and address the management of any high risk 

aspects of the proposed work. 
 

o Dissemination 
▪ Describe the key stakeholders for dissemination of project results or 

findings. 
▪ Describe the plan for disseminating results or findings of the project once 

complete. 
▪ Describe the plan for communicating project updates with partners and 

collaborators on an ongoing basis. 
 

• References/Citations 

Budget and Budget Narrative 

Budget table – Please use the form provided via this link to complete your budget table. 

Budget narrative – Please provide justification for all items included in your budget table. 

Application Review Information 

Overall Impact 



To reflect their assessment of the likelihood that the project will exert a sustained, powerful 
influence on the field, reviewers will provide an overall impact score. 

Scored Review Criteria 

In the determination of merit, reviewers will consider each of the review criteria below, and 

give each a separate score. To be judged for overall major impact, an application does not need 
to be strong in all categories. For example, a project that by its nature is not innovative, may 
still be essential to advance a field. 

• Project Team/Collaborators – Are the project leaders, collaborators, and other 
contributors well suited to the project? Does the project team have complementary and 
integrated expertise; is their leadership approach, governance or organizational 
structure appropriate for the project? 
 

• Significance – Does the project address an important problem or a critical barrier to 
progress in the field? Is the prior research/data that serves as the key support for the 

proposed project rigorous? If the aims of the project are achieved, how will scientific 
knowledge, technical capability, and/or clinical/community practice be improved? How 

will completing the aims change the concepts, methods, technologies, treatments, 
services, or preventative interventions that drive this field? 

 
• Innovation – Does the application challenge and seek to shift current research or 

clinical/community practice paradigms by utilizing novel theoretical concepts, 
approaches or methodologies, instrumentation, or interventions? Are the concepts, 
approaches or methodologies, instrumentation, or interventions novel to one field or 
novel in a broad sense? Is a refinement, improvement, or new application of theoretical 
concepts, approaches or methodologies, instrumentation, or interventions proposed? 
 

• Approach – Are the overall strategy, methodology, and analyses well-reasoned and 

appropriate to accomplish the project’s specific aims? Has the team included plans to 

address weaknesses in the rigor of prior research/data that serves as the key support for 
the proposed project? Has the team presented strategies to ensure a robust and 

unbiased approach, as appropriate for the work proposed? Are potential problems, 
alternative strategies, and benchmarks for success presented? If the project is in the 

early stages of development, will the strategy establish feasibility and will particularly 
risky aspects be managed?  

 
• Dissemination – Does the dissemination plan foster open communication with partners 

and collaborators? Has the applicant included dissemination pathways beyond those 
traditionally used in academia such as peer-review journals? 

 


