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The purposes of this research were: 1) to study the characteristics of qualitative data analysis in the educational
research 2) to analyze the appropriateness of qualitative data analysis in the educational research 3) to determine the
needs of qualitative data analysis in the educational research, and 4) to develop a causal model of the appropriateness of
educational qualitative data analysis by synthesizing educational research which applied qualitative data analysis
approach. The research populations were 124 Master Theses of the Faculty of Education, Chulalongkor University during
2001-2004 academic years. The instruments of the study were the Information Note Form, the Appropriateness of
Qualitative Data Analysis Form and the Needs of the Appropriateness of Educational Qualitative Data Analysis Form. The

data were analyzed by using SPSS for Windows and LISREL.

The research findings were summarized as follows:

1. For the research characteristics, it was found that the majority of the Master's theses was produced by female
researchers more than males and was mostly in the area of educational research. Their contents were mainly focused on
teaching and learning management to develop students' capabilities. in addition, the research studied was mostly in the
secondary education level which their main purposes were to describe the process, and to study psychological theories,
administration and educational management. Computer Use for qualitative data analysis was quite low at only 1.61
percent. Two types of mixed methodologies were dominant-less dominant design and two-phase design. From 62 theses
which applied dominant-less dominant design, it was found that 58 of them using quantitative dominant-less dominant
design and the remaining 4 using qualitative dominant-less design.

2. Generally, the appropriateness of qualitative data analysis in educational research were at a good level
(mean = 39.47). The appropriateness of the qualitative data analysis process on data reduction, data displaying, and
conclusion/verification were at the average level (mean = 3.17, 2.85 and 3.33, respectively). Furthermore, the
appropriateness of the qualitative data analysis using inductive analysis method, data distribution, and content analysis
were also appropriate at the average level (mean = 2.90, 3.23 and 3.17, respectively), while data comparison was
appropriate at a rather low level (mean = 2.25).

3. For the appropriateness of the qualitative data analysis process, the most significant needs was data
verification via triangulation (PNl ..., =1422), while data comparison was the most significant needs for the
appropriateness of the qualitative data analysis method (PNl .., =1.446).

4. Factors mostly influenced the needs of the appropriateness of the qualitative data analysis on educational
researches were the researchers’ background, followed by the forms of research methodology, and the characteristics of

research reporting. A causal model of the needs of the appropriateness of the educational qualitative data analysis was in

accordance with the empirical data. ( 2 =42.76, df=45, p=.66 and GFi=.95). The model accounted for 39% percent of

variance of the needs of the appropriateness of the qualitative data analysis.





