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CHAPTER III
METHODOLOGY
Introduction
This sedion defines de<riptive andysis, judtifiesthe use of descriptive analysis,
and explains how the more qualitative (subjedive) data (the goals, objedives and
expedationsof VOTE by the stakeholder groups) and the more quantitative (objedive)
data (economic and demographic) were combinedto evaluaierecent and current VOTE
efficagy and to projed trends to forecast VOTE viabili ty.
Descriptive Analysis
Emory [12-13] dtates.

At themost elenentary level, an nquiry may be mae only to report some
data, perhaps stdistics. ... The netlevd of investigation is desription. A
descriptive study triesto discover answersto the questions of who, what,
where, and sometimes how. At thisleve, the researchexttemptsto
describe or define asubjed, often by creding aprofile of agroupor
problems, people, or events. Such studies may be asingle variablefrequery
distribution, or they may involve bivariate or multivariate relationships.

They may or may not have the potential for drawing powerful infererces.
They do not answer the question “why.” The descriptive study is popular in
businessreseach becaise of its versatility aaossdisciplines.

Emory adds: [19]

Reseachers also have obligations. They are expeded to develop a credive
research design that will provide answers toimportantbusnessquestions.
Not only should reseachers provide data aralyzedin terms of the problem
spedfied, but they should dso mint out the implicationsthat flow from the
results. Inthe process conflict may arise between what the cecison maker
wants and what the researcheran provide. The decison maker wants
cetainty and smple, explicit recommendations, while the reseacher often
can offer only probabili ties and hedged interpretations.
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He dsoindghtfully notes: [19]

The reseacher will i nevitably have to consider the politicd situations that
develop in any organization. Members strive to mantain their nichesand
may seek ascendancy over their colleaggues. Codlitionstend to form, and
people engagein various sgf-serving adivities, both overt, and covert. Asa
result, research is blocked or the findings of objedives of the reseacher are
distorted for an individual’ s sdf -serving puiposes.

Using Emory’ s suggested caagories.

1. Who - The lascand primary stakeholder groups of Vocdional, Technicd and

Occupational Education [VOTE] in United States, spedficdly the wage payers
(businesy, the wage eaners(workers, the ration at large as government, and
self-employed entrepreneurs, primarily farmers and ranchers.

. What - How well VOTE appeas to be nmeding their implect and overt
expedations and gods.

. Where/ When - In the United States after the Second World War (1945, and
espedally after the end of the Vietnam conflict (1973.

. How - By comparison of adual results described by governmental and other
reliable data with the stakeholder’ simplicit and overt goals.

. Asindicated, “why” will not be answered. Someintermediate nmechaiisms are
posited (such as specid or idiosyncratic word usage), ard a pbusible
conceptual framework (the accetion mode of ecoromic evolution) proposed,

but afina or ultimate “why” isnot attempted.



FC3A 199904/14 14:17
Page 3

Data and Information Analysis

The procedure wasto use the explicit and attributed objedives, goals and expeded
outcomes of the stakeholder groups,[largely qualitative data] combined with the known
“laws’ of economics and extant historicd (eanomic) data [largely quantitative data] to
probe and ardyze the ast, current and asfar as possidefuture validity.

The goals, objedives and expedations of VOTE by the various stakeholder
groups, while subjedive andin some caes implicit and attributed can in mary cases
generate testable hypotheses for which objedive or positivistic data exist. For exampe,
one of the most basic “assumptions’ for an employeeor wage eanerabout VOTE is that
the following chain of reasoning is valid:

1 | want to earn more money.
2. VOTE isone way to acamplish this.
3. | have participated in VOTE.

4, Therefore, | will ean more money.

The existing governmental eacnomic data all owstesting ard validation o the
conclusion initem (4). A conclusion not in conformance with known fads or conditions
indicates either an incorred (application of) logicd inferenceor, one or more incorred
starting assumption(s).

Thereviewer is cautioned that it is entirely possble to begin with incorred
assumptions, apply valid logicd / mathematica operations and still obtain “corred” results
or conclusions, therefore corred results do ot “prove” the \alidity or corrednessof the
initial assumptions or starting “fads.” An example may help to make thismore clea.

1. Asaumethat 1=2
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It islogicdly and mathematicdly corred thatif a= bthen b=a

It isalso logicdly and mathematicdly corred that if equels are dded, the sum &
also equal That is, if a=aandb = b, then (a+ b) =(a +b) isa*“true” or valid
statement.

Performing the indicated operation of (1 =2) + (2= 1) theresultsare [(1 +2) =
(2 +1)] or 3=3whichisa“true” statement, but one which does not prove that 1

=2



