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Become part of this effort!
Please introduce yourself in the chat:

Name, Organization, Email address



Today’s Discussion

The Challenges Collaborating to
meet them
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Challenge #1. Locating & Inviting Alums

Response Rates and Other Count Percent
Percentages

Located 434 of 1812 23.95% of program records
Contacted 378 87 % of located

Starting Questionnaire 287 76 % of contacted
Completing at Least 75% 196 68 % of started

Submitting Resume or LinkedIn 118 31% of contacted

* Data sleuthing

* Data collecting & management
* Data collection training

* Incentives

* Maintaining contact (events, networks, mentoring,
philanthropy & volunteering)




Challenge #2. Conceptual Models and
Generating Questionnaire Data
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* Model components
* Qutcomes
* Measures

* Questionnaire length



Challenge #3. Data Analysis
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* Response bias

* Choosing & Using
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Challenge #4. Resources

Qualified
researchers &
access to
measures

Financial support

Institutional
support




Challenges

* Locating & Inviting Alums

* Developing a conceptual
model and a questionnaire
that follows

* Defining Intended Outcomes
* Data analysis

* Generating financial resources

* Generating research expertise
PO" ° Other

Considering the program you know
best, Please rank the following
challenges to conducting follow-up
research.




Challenges

* Locating & Inviting Alums

* Developing a conceptual
model and a questionnaire
that follows

* Defining Intended Outcomes
* Data analysis

* Generating financial resources
* Generating research expertise

Discussion
e QOther

What are the specific challenges you
face and how might collaboration
help address them?

https://docs.google.com/presentation/d/1M8IY IGeKgX8MzUoJviajRSv -
uifoDj3h/edit?usp=drive_link&ouid=112059323160717708966&rtpof=tru

e&sd=true






