CHAPTER 1lI

METHODOLOGY

This chapter presents an overview of the methogotdghe study. It describes
the research design, research site and participdatis collecting techniques, data

analysis, and validity of the study.

3.1 Research Design
Corresponding to the research questions and pwsposethe study

mentioned in Chapter One, this study employed a sasdy design for at least
three reasons. First, it is concerned with “a smedlle, a single case” and focused
on one particular instance of educational expegeoc practice (Stake, 1995;
Freebody, 2003 in Emilia, 2005). A single case laf tstudy referred to the
students’ ability and problems in writing a reséaptoposal at one university in
Banten. Second, it used multiply data collectiochteques and analytic
procedures to increase the validity of the study,the documentation of students’
research proposals and interview (Cohen and Marii®84). Third, it used text
analysis which is also another characteristic skcstudy design (Travers, 2001).
Specifically, this study used text analysis to gpal the students’ research

proposals.
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3.2 Research Site and Participants

This study was carried out at the undergraduatgi€nstudy program in
one university in Banten. This research site has lhosen for two reasons. First,
as a member of the teaching staff with more thaa years teaching experience, it
is expected that the researcher would get easyssadoethe research site, and
hence, increase the feasibility of the study (Bogaliad Biklen, 1998:54). Second,
this English study program had a research propeegishop for their seventh-
semester students to submit their research praposdbe discussed with some
instructors. Therefore, the research proposalsyaedlwould show the students’
own performance since they were not written fos gtudy.

The participants of the study were nine studentd @vo lecturers of
Research on ELT subject. The nine students weeetsel for two reasons. First,
the students involved in this study were accesdinieéhe researcher to get the
data since they were still active as the seventteseer students finishing their
study in the research site. Second, their tempo@GiPA represents the low
achiever (<3), mid achiever (3-3.5), and high actig>3.5). Meanwhile, the two
lecturers of Research on ELT were selected bectusg were assumed to
understand the students’ ability and problems itivgr a research proposal since
the students were assigned to write a researclopabps one of the requirements
of this subject.

To gain the data, the nine students’ research gadpavere documented

and analyzed. After the process of the text amslysas completed and the
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participants were asked for their willingness tariierviewed, all the participants

were voluntary involved in the interview.

3.3 Data Collection Techniques
This study employed two data collection techniquesmely: the

documentation of students’ research proposalsraedview.

3.3.1 Documentation of Students’ Research Proposals

The first method of data collection was the docutaigon/selection of the
students’ research proposals. It has been caruedby choosing nine students’
research proposals from fifty seven students taessmt different ‘levels of
achievement — low (research proposals 1, 2, 3 vathporary GPA <3, mid
(research proposals 4, 5, 6 with temporary GPA fBota 3.5) and high (research
proposals 7, 8, 9 with temporary GPA >3.5). Thesaesh proposals were then
analyzed in terms of the elements and linguist@tuees to answer the first
research question, i.e. to identify the studenitdlitsg and problems in writing a
research proposal. Furthermore, possible solutiwwase offered to solve the
problems reflected in the research proposals tva@nthe third research question,
i.e. to propose possible solutions to solve theesits’ problems based on their

work.
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3.3.2 Interview
The second source of data was the interview witlpatticipants of the

study. It was carried out after the process ofgtuelents’ research proposal text
analysis had been completed. It was used to obtame comprehensive data on
their perspective, especially on two areas reladetthe second and third research
guestions, i.e. the possible causes of the probiemsiting a research proposal
and the possible solutions that can be proposesbliee the students’ problems
based on their works.

In this case, individual semi-structured intewse with open-ended
guestions (Cohen & Manion, 2004:273) were prefetoeenable the researcher to
get all information required while at the same tipgrmitted the participants’
freedom of responses and description to illustitaeconcept (Field and Morse in
Emilia, 2005). The content and procedures of tlierwrews were organized in
advance based on the data gained from the texysasiaEach student was given
guestions based on the problems they face; whie lécturers were given
guestions based on the general problems facedebsttinlents (see the interview
guide in Appendix 3).

In addition, in determining the interview languaf@ahasa Indonesia as
the participants’ native language has been chosemet used to make the

participants easier to elaborate their answer.
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3.4 Data Analysis

The data were analyzed through qualitative datdyars on the basis of
the research questions. As discussed in data tolesection, there were two
sources of data in this study, namely: the studemtsearch proposals and

interview. The followings are the steps of datalygsia for each source of data.

3.4.1 The Students’ Research Proposals

As pointed out by Travers (2001), the procedur¢est analysis in case
study follows the procedures laid out in the redateeory. For this purpose, this
study used the theory of genre analysis and SFné&byze the students’ research
proposals. The analysis was in terms of the elesnand linguistic features the
students employed in their research proposals lbewae the communicative
purpose of each element in the research proposals.

There were six steps of text analysis applied is gtudy.
First, the research proposals were grouped into onkeofhiree categories (high
achiever, mid achiever, and low achiever) and amalyas a whole to see its
major elements (see Appendix 1 for the list of ehid’ research proposals).
Second, each chapter of the research proposal, i.e.datton, literature review,
and methodology, was analyzed to see its elemendtfirguistic features.
Third, the analysis of the elements and linguistic festuvere carried out to
compare and contrast to those proposed by theaomistsioned in Chapter Two. It
has shown the students’ ability and problems tdyapppropriate elements and

linguistic features of a research proposal to cgrite communicative purposes.
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As aresult, it has answered the first researcistoure i.e. to identify the students’
ability and problems in writing a research proposal
Fourth, each student’s ability and problems were categdriin the following

form (see the results of the analysis in Appendgix 2

Student # ... 1-9)
(i) The major elements in the research proposal
(i) The elements and linguistic features of each chapte

Ability Problems
Introduction | Literature Methodology| IntroductionLiteratur¢Methodology
Review Review
Elements
Linguistic
features

Fifth, the results of the analysis of all students’ aesie proposals were described
and discussed in two major points: (i) the majoenednts in the research
proposals, (ii) the elements and linguistic feaduwsEeach chapter.

Sixth, the possible solutions to solve the studentsbigms reflected in the

research proposals were proposed to answer the risearch question, i.e. to

propose possible solutions to solve the studemtdilipms based on their work.

3.4.2 Interview

The data from interview were analyzed in four stépsst, the interviews
were transcribed or converted in written forr@scond, the transcripts were given
back to the respondents to check whether it hdsctefl what they meant to
provide data for analysis (Cohen and Manion, 199Hix.d, the transcripts were
condensed into briefer statements in which the nsaimse of what is said is

rephrased in a few words (Kvale, 1996:1%nally, the data were coded and
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categorized by using thematic data analysis wigane to the research questions
i.e. the problems faced by the students, the plessduses of the problems, and
the possible solutions that can be proposed tedble students’ problems based

on their work (see the interview coding in Append)x

3.5 Conclusion

This chapter has reviewed a concise account efiiitethodology in the
present study. It includes the research desigeareb site and participants, data
collection techniques, and data analysis. The rméwpter will present data
presentation and discussion based on the resulteeainalysis of each source of

data, i.e. the students’ research proposals aadviatv.
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