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ABSTRACT 
 

This article reveals how an opinion or argument is applied to validate the model of Information Technology 
(IT) implementation readiness using inductive-qualitative method rather than ongoing hypothesis testing. 
This study is intended to elaborate and validate the model of focus group study (FGS) in order to weigh the 
disadvantages and advantages of this study models. Most researchers validate model by quantitative 
method. There are not so many researchers who validate the model with qualitative method, even some 
researchers are not aware of using this method. This article is very beneficial, especially to describe, 
explain, prove, and explain the context and condition that model validation has been done qualitatively 
before the researcher conducted quantitative validation. The research finding represents three points of 
model validation regarding the modeling process, methodology, and recommendation for implementation. 
This will be a good reference point for researchers who are going to validate the feasibility of their models, 
especially using qualitative validation method. 

Keywords: Validation model, Information Technology, Focus Group Study, IT Readiness Model, 
Qualitative Methology  

 

1. INTRODUCTION  

 After making modeling the question that often 
arises for researchers is how to measure the validity 
of a new research model? This question makes 
sense as the model is made from the results of 
adoption, adaptation and combination that are 
feasible to be implemented in research. Most of the 
feasibility measurement process is conducted 
quantitatively by doing a pretest and pilot study to 
validate the model that has been made, which is in 
accordance with the study of Information Systems 
[1], [2]. Researchers may have carried out 
qualitative research to find research weaknesses and 
shortcoming so that they can find efforts to improve 
the research; analyze a possibility, facts, and events 
during the research process; compile a hypothesis 
relating to the concepts and principles of education 
based on information and data that occur during the 
research process [3], [4]. Apart from the 
researchers' qualitative assessment, however, most 
of doctoral students, make qualitative research as a 
procedure for completing research reports by 
conducting focus group studies (interview, 
consultation, discussion, or seminar) to explore 

specific problems related to topic of discussion. 
This objective of this technique is validating the 
created model [5], [6].  

This article expresses the work of FGS in 
understanding the validation of IT implementation 
readiness model and exploring information, 
concepts or ideas in research, based on the 
perspectives of participants who have competency, 
information, knowledge, interest and research 
experience in the IT/IS field [7],[8]. Here are the 
research questions raised in this study: 

Research question 1: How to understand 
the validation of the proposed model? 

Research question 2: How to explore the 
feasibility of the proposed model at the research 
phase?  

The research findings show the necessity 
to methodological aspects to validate the model and 
research feasibility recommendations to continue 
the next research phase [1], [9]. In addition, this 
article contributes to providing additional 
perspectives for researchers in the IT/IS field about 
the use of methods in validating research model. 
This article consists of an introduction, Literature 
review of previous studies, the next discussion on 
the proposed model as the object to be studied, the 



Journal of Theoretical and Applied Information Technology 
15th August 2019. Vol.97. No 15 

 © 2005 – ongoing  JATIT & LLS   

 

ISSN: 1992-8645                                                                  www.jatit.org                                                      E-ISSN: 1817-3195 

 
4149 

 

used method to validate the model (FGS, Research 
process, data analysis techniques, result and 
analysis), result and discussion and finally research 
conclusion. 

 

2. LITERATURE REVIEW 

 One reason that qualitative research 
method applies is that human have uniqueness or 
social symptoms that cannot be analyzed by 
statistical method [10]–[12]. Qualitative research 
method emphasizes observational study and FGS 
dialogue method (interview, discussion and 
consultation) in the place of research and the data 
are analyzed by non-statistical method [7], [9]. FGS 
is a qualitative data collection technique designed 
to obtain information on desires, needs, 
perspectives, beliefs and experiences of participants 
on a topic, with a moderator direction [6], [13], 
[14]. The qualitative approach stresses the meaning 
and understanding of verstehen, reasoning, the 
definition of a particular situation (in certain 
contexts), and researching everyday life activities. 
The qualitative approach is more concerned with 
the process than the final result; therefore the 
sequence of activities can vary depending on the 
condition and the number of available symptoms. 

Qualitative research in IT/IS field is 
similar to other studies, which is aimed to develop 
and construct studies or theories about IT/IS, the 
process of preparing initial designs, making 
research instrument, determining discussion teams, 
conducting discussion and evaluating discussion 
result [15], [16]. 

Moreover, unlike in other disciplines, such 
as marketing and health, the use of FGS in IT/IS 
studies has not been widely used, particularly in 
validating the research model. Some researchers 
state that aspects of validity are important aspects 
in every discipline [17]. This reflects how the 
system is modeled in a quantitative and qualitative 
way to build model trust and confidence in the 
impossibility of absolute acceptance. In particular, 
in qualitative inquiry, validity refers to whether the 
research findings accurately reflect the situation and 
are supported by evidence [18]. This description is 
shown by many scholars who indirectly conclude 
the validity of popular success model in their 
studies using a number of previous study literature 
on the same topic [19],[20]. 

In short, as many scholars have pointed 
out about the important role of research participants 
who share the same interests, skills, knowledge and 
experience, this key information may make sense to 
be involved in FGS to ensure the validity of the 
research findings [1],[21],[22].   

3. PROPOSED MODEL 

This model development was inspired by 
previous model development research [23]–[25] 
following for the trend of developing models from 
Nur Mardhiyah Aziz [26] and Zen Framework [23], 
[27], studies showing that most are research models 
tend to be developed practically using the previous 
model rather than based on empirical studies. 
Generally, this model was developed by adopting, 
combining, and adapting technology readiness [24], 
[28]–[34] models with seven variables, namely IT 
Content (ITC), Institutional Context (INC), People 
(PPL), Process (PRC), Technology (TCG), Service 
Quality (SVQ) and IT Implementation Readiness 
(ITIR). 

Here is the proposed Readiness model to 
measure the readiness of IT implementation on 
HEI. 

Referring to previous research [7], [23], 
[24], [28], [32], [35]–[37] which uses input-
process-output logic (IPO) in the development of 
research model, researchers assume that the 
combination process and the adoption of readiness 
can also be assumed in the logic mentioned above. 
Conceptually, IT Content and Institutional Context 
are Inputs from the developed model, while People, 
Process, Technology and Service Quality are the 
phases of the process of developing the readiness 
model, while ITIR is for IT implementation and the 
output of the process. 

 

 
Figure 1. Model ITIR 

 
The used model allows revisions based on 

quantitative and qualitative assessments using the 
skills, knowledge, and experience of participants 
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involved in the focus group study and based on a 
pilot study survey. The implementations of the 
sequential-mixed validation method may have 
justified the model validity, as it was revealed by 

many mixed method literatures. Figure 5 shows the 
sequential stages of the model development and its 
revisions. 
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Figure 2. Conceptual Framework 

4. METHODS 

4.1 FGS 
As a research tool, FGS can be applied as 

a scientific research method. Moreover, FGS can be 
used in various domains and purposes [38], for 
example (1) decision making, (2) needs assessment, 
(3) product or program development, (4) knowing 
customer satisfaction, and so on. FGS is aimed to 
explore experience data through capitalizing 

interaction from participants using individual 
interview, consultation, discussion, and seminar 
that have concentration, interests, skills, knowledge 
and experience in the IT/IS research field [39], that 
covers academics, doctoral students, PhD 
candidate, and the AeU campus research group. 
The number of participants who have focused and 
effective involvement in the FGS are 18 people (see 
Figure 3). 
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Figure 3. Distibution of participant 

 
Interview; this technique was conducted at 

the initial stage of this study involving six 
participants: three doctoral students and three 
doctoral candidates. The researchers used informal 
interview to explore and analyze the context of 
individual or organizational participants in 
developing research program. Interviews were 
conducted 2 to 3 times; in which each took around 
60 minutes using a questionnaire (see Table 1). 

 
Table 1. List of Interview Questions 

No Questions 
1 How to validate a research model?  
2 How to prepare a research model validation? 
3 What are validation criteria of a valid model? 
4 What are the criteria of a feasible model? 
5 How do you validate your research model? 
6 Is it possible to use only one method, for example, 

the qualitative method, in a model validation? 
7 What are the strengths and weaknesses of this 

single implementation? 
 

Consultation; this technique is done to get 
personal information from experts. Consultation 

was conducted to obtain information on research 
related to the model, which was carried out 
conditionally based on the readiness of sources, at 
least one week one consultation with experts during 
the research. The consultation is aimed at clarifying 
and understanding theory and practice and 
exploring the impact and results of research [17] 
through face-to-face meetings, e-mail, or telephone 
calls in accordance with the agreement. 

Discussion; this technique is conducted 3 
times before making a 60-minute seminar session 
for each meeting. The discussion involved four to 
five doctoral students, including moderators in the 
research group. 

  Seminar; the seminar is conducted 
through collaboration among researchers, 
practitioners, departments, and university. 
Therefore, the performance and procedures of this 
seminar formally follow institutional guidelines. 

 
4.2 Research Process 

The empirical study covers five stages: 
preliminary study, data collection, data analysis, 
interpretation, and report writing (see Figure 4) 

 
Figure 4. The research process 
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Stage 1: Introduction; this stage was done 
during January 2018 by interview and consultation 
techniques to get the right information for the next 
research phase. 

Stage 2: Data collection; based on the 
research program developed in the first phase, this 
stage is exploring the participants that take part in 
research, and the information was obtained through 
three FGS techniques, namely, consultation, 
discussion, and seminar. 

Stage 3: Data Analysis. At this stage, the 
researchers performed three recurring stages 
through data management, descriptive, and 
explanation [18]. In the data collection, this 
iterative process was also carried out throughout 
February to October 2018, and the results cover 
eight themes formulated (see Table 4) as the basis 
for interpretation. 

Stage 4: Interpretation. The researchers 
used a brief interpretation approach to understand 
the FGS results [40]. The result shows a coherent 
generalization of the theme regarding the research 

question. This interpretation was conducted from 
February to December 2018. 

 
4.3 Data Analysis Techniques 

As suggested by [5], [39], the researchers 
conducted data analysis using three techniques in 
the iterative process during the study. The research 
tool used is Microsoft Office 2016, specifically 
Microsoft Office Word and Microsoft Office Excel. 
The three techniques cover data management, 
descriptive account, and explanatory account. First 
of all, researchers conducted data management 
activity through reviewing, labeling, sorting, and 
summarizing data to reduce raw data. Second, 
researchers identified, mapped, and classified key 
dimensions, and developed typologies to 
conceptualize themes according to research 
questions. The eight themes are then determined at 
the end of this article. Third, in the explanation, the 
researchers tell why the data takes the found and 
presented form. In summary, the focus of this stage 
is to analyze the content, context, and evaluation of 
data regarding the answers to the research 
questions.  

(Davis, 1998)
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Figure 3. The processional and causal models  

 
4.4 Result and Analysis  

The analysis of qualitative data and the 
results of interpretation reveal seven overall themes 
(see Table 2) in four types of FGS and literature 
studies. These themes address the issue of validity 
(the first four themes) and feasibility (the last three 

themes) with respect to two research questions. 
Moreover, a number of sub-themes are identified 
and discussed in the description of eight main 
themes. 
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Table 2. List of the Formulated Theme 
No Questions 
1 Development of the proposed model 
2 Distinctions of the model among the previous 

models 
3 Contributions of the proposed model 
4 Focus of the model 
5 Complexity of the proposed research model  
6 Implementation of the research method 
7 Time consumption of the research performed 

 
Research Question 1: How to understand 

the validation of the proposed model? 
Four of the eight themes formulated 

represent this research question, including the 
development, differences, contributions and focus 
of the proposed model. The description in table 3 
explains these four themes. 

 
Table 3. List of FGS Theme 

Thema Result 
Theme 1: 
Development 
of the 
proposed 
model 
 
 
 

1. This modeling is made by 
combining, adapting and 
adopting existing models using 
Input-Process-Output logic to 
produce a new model, which is 
theoretically possible to use this 
logic because SI is related to 
Computers. It is necessary to 
make only additional references 
to strengthen the compatibility 
of the IPO logic for model 
development (see figure 3). 

2. To ensure that the model is in 
line with the research 
objectives, each variable must 
represent the IT implementation 
function in HEI, each indicator 
of the variable is well 
understood by the user, so that 
this model can be a reference in 
measuring implementation 
readiness. 

3. From the proposal (literature 
study), it is very good to see the 
trends that are happening in 
HEI, especially the use of IT in 
academic activities. Whether 
this model can meet HEI's 
expectation, regarding 
government regulations that 
require academic periodic 
reports, in particular. 
A: Conceptually, it can be 
represented, because the 
assessed aspects of readiness 
cover process, technology, 
people and needs of the HEI. 

  
Theme 2: 1. The distinction from other 

Model 
difference 
between 
previous 
models 

models is clearly seen after 
being presented by researchers, 
this model exists from 
adoption, adaptation and 
combination of e-readiness 
model and smartcampus native 
framework from Indonesia 

2. When Looking at proposal, it is 
apparent that the adopted, 
adapted, and combined models 
with their complete references 
can make the development of 
the next model easier. 

3. What new things will appear? 
Although there are terms of 
adoption, adaptation and 
combination of models, the 
developed model can predict 
HEI readiness for IT 
implementation. The reference 
for making this model is mostly 
taken from developing 
countries, so this model is not 
only used in Indonesia but also 
in other developing countries 

Theme 3: 
Contribution 
of the 
proposed 
model 

1. The theoretical contribution is 
very significant when viewed 
from the field of research, 
because Indonesia does not 
have a readiness model to 
measure IT implementation 
readiness in higher education. 
This, of course, becpmes a 
positive achievement for 
academics, researchers and 
practitioners. 

2. Practical contributions must be 
initially tested, because there 
are not developed models for 
IT implementation in HEI in 
Indonesia, but the IT practical 
development in high education 
will be very meaningful.  

3. Does HEI need a model that 
can predict implementation 
readiness in HEI? 
Based on government policy 
that HEI IT must be integrated 
with the government, it is 
certain that IT development in  
university must have readiness 
in terms of governance, 
technology, processes, services 
etc. 

Theme 4: 
Model focus 

1. The presented model represents 
the theory and needs of IT and 
HEI. The model is taken from 
e-readiness, service quality, IT 
content, instutional context and 
Zen framework. At least, the 
above references are taken 
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from the readiness of 
Technology, especially IT and 
the framework of smartcampus 
based on IT utilization. 

2. It is imperative to clearly define 
the difference between models, 
frameworks and tools 
According to ZEN framework 
is used to describe possible 
actions or show the chosen 
approach to an idea/thought. 
The conceptual framework 
(theoretical framework) is a 
type of intermediate theory that 
tries to connect to all aspects of 
inquiry (for example, 
definition, purpose, literature 
review, methodology, data 
collection and analysis). The 
conceptual framework can act 
like a map that provides 
coherence for empirical 
investigations. Because the 
conceptual framework has the 
potential to be so close to 
empirical investigation, it takes 
different forms depending on 
research questions or problems. 
On the other hand, according to 
Subiyakto model is something 
that is used in any way to 
represent anything. Some 
models are physical objects, for 
example, a toy model that can 
be assembled, and can even be 
made to work like the object it 
represents. Meanwhile, the 
conceptual model is a model 
that stays only in the mind. The 
used conceptual model helps us 
know and understand the 
subject matter it represent. 
 

 
Research Question 2: How to explore the 

implementation feasibility of the proposed model at 
the next stage of research? 

Three of the eight themes were interpreted 
and classified in this second research question 
(table 4), including the complexity and scope of the 
model, application of the research method, and time 
consumption of research performance. The 
following section explains the interpretations of 
these themes. 

 
Table 4. List of FGS Theme 

Theme Result 
Theme 1: 
Complexity of 
the proposed 

1. How many variables are ideal 
for the model? There is no 
definite reference for the 

research model number of variables that 
determine the feasibility of the 
model, but this model has 7 
variables and 40 indicators that 
may have their own obstacles 
in getting all data due to the 
big area of Indonesia and the 
number of HEIs in Indonesia, 
this condition should be 
considered well when 
collecting data. 

2. The hypothesis can sufficiently 
represent the purpose of the 
study, as there are 14 
relationships between variables 
that will be assessed using the 
smartPLS method, so it is not 
too difficult to make analysis. 
However, there is needed to 
add a relationship between 
ITCINC to ensure that all 
variables are well connected. 

3. Evaluation is used to ensure 
that the model is theoretically 
and practically feasible in 
using a mixed method that 
starts with pretest using 
quantitative method, and 
quantitative result is then 
confirmed by qualitative 
method, followed by case 
study with quantitative method 
which is tested again by 
qualitative method to test the 
anth hypothesis relationship. 

Theme 2: 

Implementation 
of research 
method 

1. How to  efficiently distribute 
questionnaire to get 300 
sample data from all Higher 
Education Institution in 
Indonesia? using media 
websites, social media and 
media paper is the possible 
way. 
The sample is seen to be very 
representative because it 
represents HEI from all regions 
in Indonesia. Public and 
private HEI, colleges and 
universities have their own 
data. 

2. Does the factor of experience 
and position affect the results 
of the survey assessment? 
Indeed, because the top 
manager holds key information 
about IT implementation in 
HEI that is related to 
institution policy. In short, the 
experienced people will help 
campus to implement IT 
properly and correctly 
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Theme 3: 

Time 
consumption for 
research 
performance. 

1. When Looking at the produced 
model, it takes much time for 
research due to the big area of 
Indonesia, how to make 
effective model? 

2. The model is seen to be proper, 
not too simple and complex, so 
that this research can be 
completed immediately, with 
the consistently research 
implementation. 

3. To get interesting look, it is 
necessary to add the hypothesis 
of the relationship between 
INC and ITC. 

 

5. DISCUSSION 

This article illustrates how the research 
model is validated by qualitative inductive method 
(continual hypothesis testing). The research theme 
questions can be explored by means of FGS 
method, this is in line with the researcher [41], [42]. 
This qualitative method is very effective and 
efficient for obtaining information that is in 
accordance with research needs considering the 
process of modeling, theoretical foundation, 
resources availability, methodology, context and 
conditions of research [39]. The following 
paragraph describes the four validation points as 
described above. 

First, the fact states that the theoretical 
foundation is the important factor for the research 
success that formulates the model [43], because the 
developed model at the time of research uses 
previous theories, as described and represented 
from the FGS results of the first four themes, 
namely development, contribution, context and 
complexity [44].  

Second, most participants of FGS assess 
the feasibility of the used methodology, so that the 
model has feasible implementation for research in 
the terms of appropriate method, technique and 
procedure. This is in accordance with Blaxter's 
response, about the aspects of the feasibility of the 
research implementation [6]. 

Third, to ensure the success of further 
research, regarding the researchers readiness, the 
available and used resources become the most 
important capital within the research [6]. This 
relates to the theme of the complexity of methods 
implementation and consumption of research time. 

Fourth, to ensure the developed model 
validation, FGS participants must understand the 
first four themes. This seems to be a challenge 
especially for doctoral students, because the way 

how the model is adopted, adapted, combined and 
compared requires good literature and conceptual 
understanding [44], [45]. Furthermore, model 
validity is supported by accurate academic 
evidence.  

In summary, the theoretical concept and 
exploration of previous models, the contribution 
and involvement of participants in FGS, and the 
methodology application became the main points in 
this study [9], [44]. Furthermore, the dynamic and 
interaction during the FGS become the success 
points of exploring previous models so that they are 
compatible for further research. The results of this 
study can change in the other times when looking at 
the context, participant interactions and the used 
literature. 

6. CONCLUSION 

This article reveals how the validation of 
IT implementation readiness model in HEI applies 
qualitative method, explores FGS through 
interview, consultation, discussion and seminar. 18 
(eighteen) participants took part at least in one of 
the 4 FGS sessions. At the stage of data collection 
and analysis, the authors formulated seven themes, 
namely, development, difference, contribution, 
focus, model complexity, application of research 
method, and time consumption during the research. 
Furthermore, these seven themes are theoretically 
represented and coherently generalized into four 
validation points to answer the research questions, 
namely the modeling process, theoretical basis, 
methodology, and availability of research resources. 

The  exploration of FGS is very significant 
in describing and providing new information to 
validate the model for research performance. So, 
the contribution of FGS is very specific and focuses 
on the explored data and information in providing a 
statistical difference between qualitative and 
quantitative methods. 

We fully realize that the validation using 
qualitative method within FGS procedure has 
limitations regarding the subjectivity of 
participants, understanding and knowledge of 
participants, the used method, concluding the 
obtained information that will influence the results 
of validation model. The point of this research is 
the need for a validation process in a concrete and 
objective manner and the diverse participants 
provides a combination of valuable information, so 
as to correct deficiencies and complement other 
studies in making a perfect model validation. 
Therefore, it is necessary to take a look at nother 
different research perspectives. Validation study of 
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this model is still on going and the results of this 
study can be used as a case study or pilot study. 

REFERENCES 

[1] K.-Y. Wen et al., “Developing and 
validating a model to predict the success of 
an IHCS implementation: the Readiness for 
Implementation Model.,” J. Am. Med. 
Inform. Assoc., vol. 17, no. 6, pp. 707–13, 
2010. 

[2] E. De Leeuw, N. Borgers, and A. Smits, 
“Pretesting Questionnaires for Children and 
Adolescents,” Methods Test. Eval. Surv. 
Quest., no. August 2004, pp. 409–429, 
2004. 

[3] S. Amaro, J. L. Abrantes, and C. Seabra, 
“Comparing CB-SEM and PLS-SEM 
results: an empirical example,” pp. 1–7, 
2016. 

[4] H. Malone, H. Nicholl, and C. Tracey, 
“Awareness and minimisation of systematic 
bias in research,” Br. J. Nurs., vol. 23, no. 
5, pp. 279–282, 2014. 

[5] J. W. Creswell, Research Design: 
Qualitative, Quantitative, and Mixed 
Methods Approaches. 2013. 

[6] J. M. Reynolds, L. Blaxter, C. Hughes, and 
M. Tight, “How to research,” Open UP 
study Ski., vol. 25, no. 3, p. xii, 315 p., 
2010. 

[7] A. Subiyakto, A. R. Ahlan, M. Kartiwi, and 
S. J. Putra, “Measurement of the 
information system project success of the 
higher education institutions in Indonesia: 
A pilot study,” Int. J. Bus. Inf. Syst., vol. 
23, no. 2, 2016. 

[8] K. Yang and J. Melitski, “Competing and 
Complementary Values in Information 
Technology Strategic Planning,” Public 
Perform. Manag. Rev., vol. 30, no. 3, pp. 
426–452, 2007. 

[9] A. Subiyakto, A. R. Ahlan, S. J. Putra, and 
M. Kartiwi, “Validation of Information 
System Project Success Model: A Focus 
Group Study,” SAGE Open, vol. 5, no. 2, 
2015. 

[10] P. Hanafizadeh, M. R. Hanafizadeh, and M. 
Khodabakhshi, “Taxonomy of e-readiness 
assessment measures,” Int. J. Inf. Manage., 
vol. 29, no. 3, pp. 189–195, 2009. 

[11] A. . Fallis, System Analysis and Design, 5th 
ed., vol. 53, no. 9. United States of 
America: Don Fowley, 2013. 

[12] H. B. Seta, T. Wati, and N. Matondang, 
“Analisis Pengukuran Tingkat Kesiapan 
Implementasi E-Learning ( E-Learning 
Readiness ) Studi Kasus : Upn ‘ Veteran ’ 
Jakarta,” Semin. Nas. Teknol. Inf. dan 
Multimed. 2016, p. 2.5-1-2.5-6, 2016. 

[13] V. Venkatesh and S. A. Brown, “R 
ESEARCH E SSAY B RIDGING THE Q 
UALITATIVE – Q UANTITATIVE D 
IVIDE : G UIDELINES FOR C 
ONDUCTING M IXED M ETHODS,” MIS 
Q., vol. X, no. X, pp. 1–34, 2013. 

[14] S. M. Mutula and P. van Brakel, 
“E‐readiness of SMEs in the ICT sector in 
Botswana with respect to information 
access,” Electron. Libr., vol. 24, no. 3, pp. 
402–417, 2006. 

[15] A. D. Manuputty and A. F. Wijaya, 
“Information System/ Information 
Technology Strategic Planning in Order 
Information Technology Development 
Strategy Using TOGAF ( The Open Group 
Architecture Framework ) Methodology in 
Achieving World Class University in Satya 
Wacana Christian University,” Intell. Inf. 
Manag. J., vol. 5, no. November, pp. 175–
181, 2013. 

[16] P. S. Aithal, A. S. Rao, and P. M. S. 
Kumar, “Quality Enhancement in Higher 
Education Institutions : A case study of 
SIMS,” Int. J. Multidiscip. Res. Dev., vol. 
2, no. 5, pp. 18–31, 2015. 

[17] B. William, “Evaluating the Efficacy of 
Focus Group Discussion (FGD) in 
Qualitative Social Research,” Int. J. Bus. 
Soc. Sci., vol. 3, no. 7, pp. 54–57, 2012. 

[18] A. Subiyakto, M. R. Juliasnyah, M. C. 
Utami, and A. Susanto, “Combining 
Statistical and Interpretative Analyses for 
Testing E-Commerce Customer Loyalty 
Questionnaire,” no. Citsm, pp. 2–7, 2018. 

[19] C. Marshall and G. B. Rossman Permalink, 
“UCLA Issues in Applied Linguistics Title 
Designing Qualitative Research,” Issues 
Appl. Linguist. 1(2), 1990. 

[20] H. A. Reijers and R. A. Van Der Toorn, 
“Integrating Business Process 
Reengineering with Application 
Development under Architecture Frame of 
reference,” no. 1999. 

[21] T. Collection, “Information technology 
prioritization , in merger integration : A 
grounded theory approach Information 



Journal of Theoretical and Applied Information Technology 
15th August 2019. Vol.97. No 15 

 © 2005 – ongoing  JATIT & LLS   

 

ISSN: 1992-8645                                                                  www.jatit.org                                                      E-ISSN: 1817-3195 

 
4157 

 

Technology Prioritization , in Merger 
Integration : A Grounded Theory 
Approach,” 2017. 

[22] A. L. Strauss and J. M. Corbin, “Grounded 
theory research: Procedures, canons, and 
evaluative criteria,” Qual. Sociol., vol. 13, 
no. 1, pp. 3–21, 1990. 

[23] Marcel, “A conceptual green-ICT 
implementation model based-on ZEN and 
G-readiness framework,” 2016 Int. Conf. 
Informatics Comput. ICIC 2016, no. Icic, 
pp. 99–104, 2017. 

[24] M. Kiula, E. Waiganjo, and J. Kihoro, 
“Novel E-Readiness Accession in Higher 
Education Institutions in Kenya,” Int. J. 
Manag. Stud. Res., vol. 5, no. 6, pp. 101–
111, 2017. 

[25] M. Irfan, S. J. Putra, and C. N. Alam, “E-
Readiness for ICT Implementation of the 
Higher Education Institutions in the 
Indonesian,” 6th Int. Conf. Cyber IT Serv. 
Manag. (CITSM 2018), no. CITSM, pp. 3–
8, 2018. 

[26] N. M. AZIZ, “A MODEL FOR 
ORGANISATIONAL READINESS IN 
INFORMATION TECHNOLOGY (IT) 
PROJECT IMPLEMENTATION IN THE 
MALAYSIAN CONSTRUCTION 
INDUSTRY,” 2013. 

[27] Marcel, “A study of TESCA an Indonesia’ 
higher education e-readiness assessment 
model,” 2015 Int. Conf. Inf. Technol. Syst. 
Innov. ICITSI 2015 - Proc., 2016. 

[28] C. Machado, “Developing an e-readiness 
model for higher education institutions: 
Results of a focus group study,” Br. J. 
Educ. Technol., vol. 38, no. 1, pp. 72–82, 
2007. 

[29] C. Paper, “Development of the Readiness 
and Success Model for Assessing the 
Information System Integration The author 
version of the presented paper ( In 
publishing ) Development of the Readiness 
and Success Model for Assessing the 
Information System Integration,” no. 
September, 2017. 

[30] I. B. Batoya, F. Wabwoba, and J. Kilwake, 
“Influence of Social Technical Factors on 
ICT Readiness for Primary Schools in 
Bungoma County , Kenya,” vol. 1, no. 1, 
pp. 1–7, 2015. 

[31] M. Fathian, P. Akhavan, and M. Hoorali, 
“E-readiness assessment of non-profit ICT 

SMEs in a developing country: The case of 
Iran,” Technovation, vol. 28, no. 9, pp. 
578–590, 2008. 

[32] S. M. Mutula and P. van Brakel, “An 
evaluation of e-readiness assessment tools 
with respect to information access: 
Towards an integrated information rich 
tool,” Int. J. Inf. Manage., vol. 26, no. 3, 
pp. 212–223, 2006. 

[33] K. Mohitmafi and P. Hanafizadeh, “A 
selection framework of e-business model 
by assessing organizational e-readiness,” 
IEEE Int. Conf. Ind. Eng. Eng. Manag., vol. 
2016–Decem, no. December 2016, pp. 
1765–1769, 2016. 

[34] M. Kashorda and T. M. Waema, “ICT 
Indicators in Higher Education : Towards 
an E-readiness Assessment Model,” Proc. 
reports 4th UbuntuNet Alliance Annu. 
Conf., pp. 57–76, 2011. 

[35] M. Irfan, S. J. Putra, C. N. Alam, A. 
Subiyakto, and A. Wahana, “Readiness 
factors for information system strategic 
planning among universities in developing 
countries: A systematic review,” in Journal 
of Physics: Conference Series, 2018, vol. 
978, no. 1. 

[36] A. Molla and V. Cooper, “Green IT 
readiness : A Framework And Preliminary 
Proof of Concept,” Australas. J. Inf. Syst., 
vol. 16, no. 2, pp. 5–23, 2009. 

[37] K. A. Benjamin, “E-Readiness Assessment 
of Seven Higher Educationinstitutions in 
Ghana,” no. August, p. 210, 2004. 

[38] Y. I. . y. i. tainsh@gre. ac. 
ukyanatainsh@hotmail. co. Tainsh, “The 
Purpose of Focus Groups in Ascertaining 
Learner Satisfaction with a Virtual 
Learning Environment,” Electron. J. e-
Learning, vol. 5, no. 2, pp. 157–164, 2007. 

[39] B. Kaplan and D. Duchon, “Combining 
Qualitative and Quantitative Methods in 
Information Systems Research: A Case 
Study,” MIS Q., vol. 12, no. 4, p. 571, 
2006. 

[40] A. Subiyakto, A. R. Ahlan, S. J. Putra, and 
M. Kartiwi, “Validation of Information 
System Project Success Model: A Focus 
Group Study,” SAGE Open, vol. 5, no. 2, p. 
14, 2015. 

[41] D. L. Morgan, “Focus groups and social 
interaction,” SAGE Handb. Interview Res. 
Complex. Cr., no. January 2012, pp. 161–



Journal of Theoretical and Applied Information Technology 
15th August 2019. Vol.97. No 15 

 © 2005 – ongoing  JATIT & LLS   

 

ISSN: 1992-8645                                                                  www.jatit.org                                                      E-ISSN: 1817-3195 

 
4158 

 

176, 2012. 
[42] V. Wilson, “Evidence Based Library and 

Information Practice,” Evid. Based Libr. 
Inf. Pract., pp. 129–131, 2012. 

[43] S. Dlamini, I. Meyer, M. Marais, and M. 
Ford, “An Implementation Readiness 
Framework for Education Systems : 
Integrating ICT into Teaching and 
Learning,” pp. 1–9, 2017. 

[44] B. Halkier, “Focus groups as social 
enactments: Integrating interaction and 
content in the analysis of focus group data,” 
Qual. Res., vol. 10, no. 1, pp. 71–89, 2010. 

[45] W. M. A. W. Afthanorhan, “A Comparison 
Of Partial Least Square Structural Equation 
Modeling ( PLS-SEM ) and Covariance 
Based Structural Equation Modeling ( CB-
SEM ) for Confirmatory Factor Analysis,” 
Int. J. Eng. Sci. Innov. Technol., vol. 2, no. 
5, pp. 198–205, 2013. 

 
 
 
 
 
 

 


