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Summary:

A concern exists that mixed methods studies do not contain advocacy stances. Preliminary
evidence suggests that this is not the case, but to address this issue in more depth the
authors examined 13 mixed methods studies that contained an advocacy, transformative
lens. Such a lens consisted of incorporating intent to advocate for an improvement in
human interests and society through addressing issues of power and social relationships.
Included for review were 10 criteria for a transformative study and rigorous procedures for
mixed methods research. The findings of this study suggested that several transformative
criteria are being used in published mixed methods studies but that some are
underutilized. This analysis helped advance eight key elements that authors might use for
incorporating a transformative lens into a mixed methods study.




