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On Thu, Aug 12, 2021 at 8:33 PM David Ward <warddavidc@gmail.com> wrote:
This email is announcing to Cecile Mohammed and her Dissertation committee the confirmation of her Dissertation Proposal Defense:

Dr. Ward: Chair
Committee members: Dean Hughes and Dr. McClane.

Dr. Hughes has sent out an email with a Zoom Link for next week.

Cecile Mohammed's Proposal Defense is Thur.8-19-21 from 2-3:30pm

Cecile, as a help for your presentation you may want to update your Funnel PowerPoint.
Please find the attached Proposal approved for the Defense.

Cecile, we look forward to this Milestone for you!

Dr. David Ward,

C. Mohammed Dissertation Committee Chair

423-364-2515
warddavidc@gmail.com
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Proposal Defense Follow-Up from Dr. Ward GRC Committee Chair

1 message

David Ward <warddavidc@gmail.com> Thu, Aug 19, 2021 at 7:56 PM
To: Maria Cecilia Mohammed <cecile.mohammed@cru.org>

Congratulations, Cecile for passing your Proposal Defense Milestone!

You did a great job. The PowerPoint was very well done.

Your updated funnel was very good as well. | thought the discussion was enlightening as well. We took longer than we had planned because it went so well.
Some of the next steps you need to do include:

1. Think through how you wil orient your study paricipants. One idea | mentioned was creating a little video orientation in which participants who are registering for the WTR or a Family Life Group could click  link, then get recruited and
oriented.

2. Think through your demographic categories and expand the demographic questions part of your instrument. Some categories mentioned were geographic location, whether and how many children they have, religion, profession, etc.
3. When thinking of other demographic categories, think what you want to know and WHY, then use the why to brainstorm new ways to phrase the demographic question to be asked.

4. Another issue was to continue to update your literature review with current sources. As Dr. McClane mentioned, if you look in your Works Cited for old references, find where you cited them, get the context of the kind of support needing an
‘additional more current source, then find, and put them into the text and the reference list.

5. Carefully think through how you will collect your Post test results. | suspect that is where you may have difficulty, because you had a 3 week window after the WTR and a 9-10 week time after the start of the Family Life Group. | think you had
good ideas about providing incentives. It is not uncommon for researchers to have to be very persistent in trying to get participants to follow through with survey responses, especially if you have a two part data collection like a pretest posttest.

6. Please email me and Dr. Hughes a copy of the PowerPoint.

7. I asked what hunches you think you might have what you willfind. It may be a good idea to make some notes before data collection about these intuitions. They may come in very handy when you are writing up your findings and
interpretations.

8. Your next step is to request the IRB from Dr. Hughes. Once that formal step is approved, you will get the nofification of approval to collect data.
If you made other notes that we mentioned, reply and let me know. It will help me help you later.

Again, congratulations!

Let's stay in touch,

Dr. Ward




