CHAPTERIII : O}Y.
L.

RESEARCH METHODOLOGY 2

3.1 Introduction ‘\d
@

The researcher will explain the research des the rationale

sample, the instrument for data collection, and the ‘data analysis in

chapter examines the more straightforward met%s res \?e«s use to_ Gbtain all the

necessary data. The data acquired wiIOd a a intcégtudy discussed in

the next chapter.

: @
3.2 The Research Designs ‘% &
\ X
The researcher will use'a quanti'a
the time of this research, tacounq{

method through &e of lvey estioa@e will avoid close contacts with the

" 3
respondents. Bur ore, the ?‘m@bgrd will enable more data collection within a
shorter tim%we. A;c rding t S@Mohd Noah (2002), this study is a design used
m )y

to explore the reI@ﬁship between cause and effect by watching some

2%
LA
Ry

ng' ovid-19 pandemic. A quantitative

ic stated, this survey study is chosen as the most appropriate design in the study.

by resirc
oiwus ing goods and evalthlng existing data to uncover causal elements. Based on

05 survey study focuses on finding the magnitude of the link between the variables.
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3.3 Location of The Study

This study will look at the extent of student acceptance of the PPD{R;am

and attitudes toward illicit drugs. In this study, the study location is in g@which
involves secondary schools around the districts of Temerloh. The SCFQ:I was chosen as
the study location because it met all its expectations, needs, and w ents. Besides,

this population of interest is the most accessible to the rese rc)w'

3.4 The Research Sample ‘\d
Y

s

Is si to the group

3.4.1 Population

Population means a group of objects, o

to be studied. Each individual or entlt\

but it must have no less than one cC%on c (Rohana Yusof, 2004). The

population of this study was 4030 ts from se “ntee ‘s&ondary school students

in Temerloh, Pahang. The resm ts ude n&%m Form 4 and 5 who have
rlol The re

N
@er is mindful that not all school

ing tléespondents among the sample must

attended the four PPDagdrograms in sc

students undergoa ine test. T

fulfill this requw BeS| e seleetion should be more or less equal between

males and fe nce n??stlaoj? objectives is to compare the data between
illa

males an a Tng tep

the d| between males arzj)d}r*nales

vggimsing extra quantitative parameters to determine

mple

A sample is an extract of subjects from a population. Thus, it is a vital

requwement to the researcher for a good sample size of the studied population. A good
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sample size will significantly contribute when the researcher makes the broad definition
for the study to be conducted. Several submissions can be made concernwm
determination of the sample size, whether small or large. The conclusion @}mple
size is based on the probability requirements of the sampling itself. T e sample
size can undoubtedly represent the norm found in such a population.

The number of study samples was selected based on t m size of Krejcie

and Morgan (1970), who have listed the sample size ba n opu'ation size as in

Table 3.1 (Krejcie & Morgan 1970, pp. 607-610). The le f]r w was 380
L 4

g

N S N S N S N S N
10 10 100 80 280 162 800 260 2800 338
15 4 110 % 200 165 850 265 3 3

2 ¢ 120 2] 300 169 o00 269 3300 48
25 24 130 o7 320 175 950 27
30 28 140 103 340 181 1000 27

respondents.

) e
dnl ds
g 8
taal
w
Ao

33 32 150 108 360 186 1100 285 3000 ES Y
40 36 160 113 380 191 1200 29t 6000 361
45 <0 170 18 <00 196 1300 297 7000 A4
30 - 180 123 420 201 1500 302 8000 367
35 48 180 127 30 205 1500 306 2000 368
60 b3 pl 132 260 210 1600 310 10000 270
65 56 210 136 480 214 1700 313 15000 373
70 3% 220 140 500 217 1300 317 ¢l 377

85 10 250 152 630 122 2 327 30000 381
%0 73 260 155 700 238 2400 331 75000 382
495 76 270 13¢ 730 254 2600 333 1000000 | 384

=

;\ Table 3.1 Krejcie & Morgan Determination Schedule 1970
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3.4.3 Sampling strategy

In this study, the researcher opted to use non-proportional stratifi\m
sampling. Non-proportional sampling is a probability sampling tecr@d this
sampling technique is used for addressing the complexities found by researchers with
stratified samples of varying sizes. The researcher chose toquse disproportionate

stratified random sampling in this study because Temerlgh d?&has 17 secondary

schools. The number of students for each school is di r atQpeaﬁng on the
i ot
e

proportional, shown in Table 2. In this sampling d, the population is d'n)ided into

4 b &
subgroups known as strata. However, the samWra N not i(@fcal for all

subgroups or strata, of which several stra%mvh :e\ju t sa@ compared to
the others. \ o

number of students in the secondary school.
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No. School Name Total Number of
Respondew"
1 | Sekolah Menengah Kebangsaan Kerdau ‘@\,
2 | Sekolah Menengah Kebangsaan Temerloh %"
3 | Sekolah Menengah Kebangsaan Kuala Krau 0
4 | Sekolah Menengah Kebangsaan Datuk Bahaman YiS
5 | Sekolah Menengah Kebangsaan Seri Semantan N
6 | Sekolah Menengah Kebangsaan Seri Tualang
7 | Sekolah Menengah Kebangsaan Bukit Damar
8 | Sekolah Menengah Kebangsaan Temerloh Ja
9 | Sekolah Menengah Kebangsaan Paya Pulai
10 | Sekolah Menengah Kebangsaan Teluk n \c’ V \2,8'
11 | Sekolah Menengah Kebangsaan Bukit Ce‘ in e S 25
12 | Sekolah Menengah Kebangsaan Lch%ﬂ | & 20
13 | Sekolah Menengah Kebangsaam ng Temerl 6 25
14 | Sekolah Menengah Kebangs@lental@}&~ 20
15 | Sekolah Menengah Keban ﬂw‘fﬁ_ian . . é’)‘ 30
LT, 0
Ear - Ny 25
‘_'('\J' Total 380

al development of&@)questlonnalre

The researcher made a rigorous study of past research done locally and

Oernationally on acceptance of drugs prevention programs and attitudes towards illicit

drugs. Unfortunately, the researcher did not find any documentation directly related to
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the subject as desired. A few small studies, Wan Anor Bin Wan Sulaiman, Wan Nur
Fatini Wan Anor, Wan Nazilah Wan Othman, and Adi Fahrudin, on the accept?!’f
anti-drug activities in schools. However, the researcher found those @5 uite
inadequate. The scopes were too limited. As for attitude to illicit drugf,*esearcher
could not locate any such study with proper instrumentation. Thus,mearcher has
to develop this instrument empirically based on theories of attitude formation. The

following section will discuss the rationale behind the item Zd fo' the instrument.

3.5.2 Items on levels of acceptance g X~
o\
| S
As described earlier in Chapter 2, the level of acceptance J deﬁtﬂa as “the

%- \ NV
degree a person wants to partake in the % Y course, such Yc~1eﬁnition is

arbitrary and subjected to different4i %lations.

researcher decided on the followin(ﬁve state \&s?nd

“acceptance”: - %

!
¢
) %isa ery.u ul"pr@
Howe w
N
é O
e Program Skim Lencana Antidadah Pasukan Berpakaian Seragam

0 Sekolah Menengah (SLAD),

e Program Mesej Lima Minit Antidadah,
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e Program Sumber dan Sudut atau Lorong PPDa.

As for Program Ujian Urin Pelajar Sekolah, the researcher will us&izhtly

modified set of statements. This is needed because students are pre-selecSS@ldergo
I

such tests based on the counselor's suspicion about drugs involvemeqt. n other words,

the respondents had been "forced" to join this program. The moc% tements are:

e | willingly took part in this program Y'
e | understand the objective of urine test .'\d
e Urine test is not harmful to me =
i §
e | believe all the students should at is pro‘gra e
e This is a very useful program q \ ! V?’
In order to quantify the levels of acce;\&t} instru ill @Likert type scale

as follows. \Y &\
Code 1 é) 6 ] é}r\ 4 5

Description Tot Partly | Partly Totally
disa% disagree N@ral agree agree

Since QMtat ents_a Pbs biase, a higher score on the Likert scale

|
will indic@e pospvc t@" Hence a score of “3” will be accepted as the
mid&%ring 1e‘:s an {3”%Yl'indicates negative acceptance, whereas any score
m

than ““3” will be positive}ceptance.
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3.5.3 Attitude towards illicit drugs

The instrument to measure attitude towards illicit drugs is based on t rigtite

model for attitude as shown in Figure 1 in Chapter 2. Five statements a Eesihned to

3.5.3.1 Cognitive component \,
The folllowing statements are used to indicate @Lpon‘ient think about
the used of illicit drugs. \d¢ S

S
I think illicit drugs are not harmfu al A
J b &
want

I am sure | can stop taking illicit dgugs at W Q\./

Ilicit drugs give me energCo y

I am not ashamed even if ad 'cted? ici
—n

Taking illicit drl@ika% <oggjg'.%eal
Aj K\

3.5.3.2 Affective componen& '

=~
| Q
The folllowing Statements aresuse ani&ae how the respondent feels about
the used of illicit ;QN ® @
. Mui it dru ’| %O
@eiui itdigy
&P >

Taking illicit Jrugs o cool
Ly

e llicitdrug is th}&a)est

§ e | cannot live without illicit drugs

measure each component of attitude.

[ ]
jab)
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3.5.3.3 Behavioral component

The folllowing statements are used to indicate how the respondent acl&bgave

in society when face with the used of illicit drugs. -\- :' ,
e After taking illicit drugs, I am full of energy
e When I am high on drugs, I do not even need to e\,z

e | prefer to hang out with others who are als tamicit drugs

e | hate those people who tell me to avoi .l\d
| do not care even if | go to jail because,of drugs l ’ \Y'
{* K
Just as the case for the levels of acceptance, attitude Will be feasuréd b)@?l've point
Likert type scale below.

AN
Code 1 \ 3
4
—\
Description Totally gra ": ;J‘ail \%artly Totally

. @
disagree ree agree agree
NN
&
All the statements, egept “I illi n@are worded in such a way that
ate a

higher score will indic |tive~at\ illicit drugs. Likewise, “3” is taken

as the midpoint. @:or lss than “3” @dicate negative attitude towards illicit
N

drugs. Amea@mo tha%’ i
35.4 @tiod‘a' f

e questionaire will @t of 3 sections. Section A has two questions about

Sy
=
O.{
o
—
(@]
o]
o
w2
2.
ot
<
(@]
=
3
c
[oN
o
—
o
<
o
-
[aN
w2
ko
=
=
(@]
g
&
agQ
«n

thesgender and gross income of the parents. Section B will consist of 4 parts with each
arthaving 5 statements. This section is to measure the level of acceptance of the PPDa
rogrammes. Section C has 15 items to measure the 3 components of attitude towards

illicit drugs. Since this questionaire is built empirically, a pilot test will be done on the
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initial instrument. A sampel of 30 students will be chosen who will not be part of the
final survey. The Cronbach Alpha coefficient will be calculated to determw
reliability of the instrument. Content validity will be done by an expert i arch
methodology. An English specialist will be asked to check on the mg of the
instrument. The researcher will also interview three randomly selected’respondents to

detect any misinterpretations in the test items. After the final nge questionaire,

letter of approval from EPRD and the Pahang state educati fice' will be printed

together in a booklet form for the actual survey. ‘\d
Yw

N
3.5.5 Analysis of Data é ’ b
s b

L
The data collected from Sections A, EW'C M eyed i@/Statistical
Package for Social Science Version 25.0 %}‘or is. 'Ezﬁta analysis is

descriptive, where the data was described summariz to Kgngful information.

SPSS can help interpret all kind;%}a iat%v i fora)a, on. All the data from

9
Section B and C will be coded\ e Li%ljgive&é&pt item C2 and C6, coded
in the reverse order. This is?ﬂse itim C2rand @a negative statement. We will
( : (

use the following type of analysis to g@h theé reé;arch questions.

NS

The mean sCore Will be used t deter@the level of acceptance, as in research

questions 15. S}nga is takehya

N
the édlpoint, hence any score more than “3” will

S
4
be positiv nce, whergas any less than “3” will be negative acceptance.
4
@search q stio% 1.5:27 the mean score for items C1-C15 is calculated to
>4
mi STIEI:%it drugs. Item C2 and C6 is code in reverse. As in the

den\ he attitude toward
ér levels of acceptance, “3” is taken as the mid-point; hence any score more than

> will be a positive attitude towards illicit drugs, whereas any score less than “3” will

be a negative attitude towards illicit drugs. In other words, those who score more than
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“3” tend to ‘like’ illicit drugs, whereas those who score less than “3” tend to ‘dislike’

illicit drugs. T

To determine the relationship between student acceptance of the P@gram

and the student attitude towards illicit drugs, as in research question 1. SP*esearcher
will do a correlation test. The Pearson correlation coefficient will be détermined from
the data. To visualize the relationship better, a scatter can u em[too. A positive
correlation index or a positive gradient of the scatter m(fcate a positive
relationship. In contrast, a negative correlation index an ega 'veWbe scatter
plot will show a negative relationship. In other word sitive relati s'ie\ cates

that those who like the PPDa program also ke, i ci% erel'£3~ negative
relationship suggests the reverse. \,

In order to answer research qu%ass and 1.
level of acceptance and attitude to |II|C|®

bou@@dlﬁerence in the
9& nder, the researcher
will perform an independent s stwithas ndlcar@/el of 0.05.

To answer research \s 1. 5.6 @the difference in the level of
acceptance and attitud ? illicit drugs a‘géd udent socioeconomic status, the
d
researcher will use'QQalysii ce ( VA) between groups.

N
3.6 Summ :l C.)(J
Y,
haptgr he es arc@"outlmes how she proposed collecting data to

answer&e research questlons bJectlves In so doing, the researcher explained in

w to create the research instrument. Finally, the researcher also explains how

Ggalyze the data to answer the research questions.
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