FOHY  EF A7 dHE, MM 7]EX AU (Ethnographic Research Method),

nography)
Q
A% A7 PPED o
(=] (o)
T =
I.AM B
g ek et o] gl kAol W& Z3HEE ke
A g g or BA #HAbe] delglm, zHatA o]
o, Qlxj Al qlzkel ol F-3letoln], EA]ol AAl Aoz
AR AZTAE ZadE ol7ks 98 Aad g

N
rL

A7}t (clinical sci-
ence) o} =} (Donaldson & Crowley, 1978 ; Swanson—
Kauffman, 1986 ; Leininger, 1085). 7}&7}%+-& Q5
A, 54, AElA, 18 odd-g 2 A7 Ay
off eh gk Az uk-g-o] el gt (ecology) o2 744 & A
BE 4 9lew, o2k uk-ge whebA wghe o gk
Aol A7 A7} opd b x| dFAA 2 dFslng
A 7 A A g 4 el

5t AL AR 2ol Ay o E AT E o
nE oA EHE FAA L HFHd N EH
oo B (evolution) & 7FH ot 7k3 AEA 9 7|2 &
g A7, el AAAE B A717) el
TEH AL ol 7b-g L3l ol 7 Gt T3 A3
& w33 58 3le] EA H:— ?——T-"é Zhaha S 4
: S A4 YT F
ol AFFold P «IKH A ggte} ghort
oleidt axoznl AT EAE AT T wof 4
gk A ko] glrki Aol 7hEEolv) o} & E-Fol 4
= A 2 glHe] Eoldzm 9=t (Cull-Billy &

* ggeieta ol e e ket

28 7|& WY (Eth-

Pepin, 1987: Duffy, 1985, p. 87, 1987; Lincoln &
Guba, 1985). olol, ¥33l AZFel4 A4t ohuls)
AL AT S Feen A4AA B8
gold A4 AT 47 489 4+ 9k A
7164 dPRYE 2SR Bk,

= 2

1. WHEE BE (Poradigm) : ASTo|X Qx| 4hHE
o Ao AA dhME

el o7 Wi

ology) o] JJr—}é?iH
AEFe 2 A
empiricxsm) -‘f}"é of e
e -g

{quantitave reseanch method-
_-.9] | oflv} stajsh 33
Z 8] (positivism or logical
% T3, Yoo 49 FhA
7zt AT A7 7M. 493 (hypothet-
ico—deductive) olg} Feiwl, A=l dFuEL
Kuhne} o1 #% shie] A2¢ deigd ez 37 45
F9] (post —positivism) E+ el Z 0] (naturalism)

4 Bol 2ol % £ BEoE A0 AW AAE A
she Aol o] g AT A A E 2 g Bol )

sl e,
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4.8 chedle, 4A 33ohd 5 olm, vhHel A 4 3L
ow, AFAe} AFHAE N2 ol Bujd 4
otz wwl, A7k FahE 2 Yste] gubEst shedt
2, Aol Azpd BA) lew, A & b Aol
{value—free), ¢Jv](meanings)& A4 (facts) s &
g5z, AP Ao, AFE 4 glow, o] 2H
At Selxez dojd £ a, 2B AL &Y
F9lom AAD & glckw A7gct s A AT
A7t 134l Sy frEE Aoz, ofEov
2l Rg Azstn, A EH A7 FAE A7) A8
o] 24 Algdlw, 1 BAlE FAlFa ‘_-‘F— Z 7gel#t

o] ‘?‘;?&4 AelH, == v]4lA B
2 de3stz| A A ATRA A
%%l a 01%4 =g } 3HA = eb (Blumer, 1969, p
45 Atwood, 1984 ; Lincoln & Guba, 1985). & k3 |
HES ALY AT A4S dFse, dARAE H
7Aste, shle S Adshy] A shie AE
ohfj i, ol F2] W2 (context) & A glo] = HA
of 2EA 9 “uby WA"E = sl o] AT &
Holo], Al o] 24 Eof whel A4 A} BAE]
2 zAsle dqd AL Fr Ran, F2 AT
22 AFAT FAEY dFsh A-gE e, ks e
A & 7 (coulext stripping assumption)& 2 1, ¥
Auiylo] 4-2Fs}s] 1 BAAA S o] FT

olg| gt AT FAHL AFF A 7MY & HFA7)
Lt} g oldlshe bl Fo g4 FHHY v,
= a3 QB 2w QlgeldY £2 ax
A Eggc A st T2 Al Bgnt 2
t} (Duffy, 1985, 1986; Sandelowski, 1986). Lincoln
7} Guba (1985) & =3t ghojl A AFFH A
=2 ey F &9 & 3 ol e 719
“ul7 o] w2} (context of discovery)” 3 o] & 7-3% 3
r}2 - “mdzlslo] ozl (context of justification)”-S

A8 EEsla b R A slg ok

lr

2) AdFA A W E

Al o uh B2 o F4 S (questions) o] =
Aoz A Folzl Al 2 A NS e F A
eedg 14 2 ge Q8 4 oty B zdFe
A Aol T Tod 2] e dll A= AT
A7 A 8748 226y shxlgE Aoz, EHE A

ol A9} (priori) & ¥3shA| gedtE Rolwt o
BA e rtA L, AR Z Q2 oy ARl & A EF
W] 2 ALEo] Zta glE ov|d 7l &z3dted YEH, &
Az oelat AtE A5 7o A5zE A 1E5
Aol o& Aty v, AAE Qe 15 A
3] AlA| (social world) & A28} 1, o} Al A= o 54 o]
o] W 8lAlE ol EAolaty Rl uwidz AdA &
AzAe Ag HAHE FHse oulst 24 (nego-
tiation)oll Feilcte Hof &, AdFo A2 P F
e FaAle] 2oz 2y vovw AE A 24 &
So, dFEolzE A4 AAE &4 sk (Blumer,
1969, n. 2—4: Reloniel, 1984: Chenitz & Swanson,
1986 ; Hammersley & Atkinson, 1983, 1989), 217+ %
A7tz Fwizhel AE g £E4E o)sshz Aol T
A8 = A A A A9 (Beloniel, 1984) 2.4 7
%2 #o] (empirical validation)2 ol Fu}w o] =28
Eal A7) oblel AR A3 AlAlE 2A Bozn A
HEd o B} agjog A 3l oA dFA
= AA Y Aoz SoirbA Hddt 2AHE &35
o 2 AAE ¢, Y, A4, AE Y AdE 2 A
AAZ B odolr, 2 H AA che] sl 487
A 12

Aol Fola A= g uhyg el Tl AAC HAA
olxz, B¢ oz T4 5] 9o, Rk} 5 FAA
T ¥eE 4 oalw, Qg Ak gt 9l A
g Zal 714 (working hypotheses : ¥14 A &) o]
Ast 7hgsted, 28 AA (entity) = 22 FA4 22
Hgaslng Azz 2E Yol HeictE AL 7
S3bel 1o, o]Wl dFx A9 Fod 92 (value—
bound), ol=|5 #] 43 Ha]E]=] R3], 7|4 & Fe
Ayt el AAA al (holistic) A4S vtz 1, pais
ol et el A Q17 H5-g olsflstm s A2 5

o} 2§ atE o] vle A& T FE et

Lincoln # Guba (1985, pp. 39—44)= AAdAF 24
Ao B2 c}ga) o] dujalgich Ayl 2 W2t
# a4 ojadllE 4 gl7] el AFAE AdE
AT HdelA A8 S FH 5 =77 =, A2
QAL AA 9 Aol ola] AgEa, ARAT EL B
ot 23l AASE R o AAsA A2 Asdd
o38re F= o) 2a 713 o] mr} 2zt
BEZEZLE v FHo|A gold S Fong ol
n) wpal Al Aol Welel o3-S W] Hd deH =
£ o] 24 (theoretical) R EF%& st Fd= el

1=
T
=2
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E 9k AT AAL oln] AAH selels node
2388 &4 (emergent)ols Hiles FaA=xql
working hypotheses7} 2 " zhijdl] &A= ALEE
of o] 7} & 1 F s dals 2z A e mA
goh, Ao 232 H4L 2 ARt 2ake) 29
o] A AAE 2o Qe HdTAde B 4
3 28l o] &4L7] al Foll AIH ot
sokshdd, RHAFe] sfeictel 2 e} AlAlY F

FAQl AFFe THY NHAEHR HEE ol R 3F—7l
ATl FHo g oy AT-AR stodg AAlsle AY
AAZ A Fol7bA, dld AESI)E g8, B
t} FAl" e 2 “post —positivistic, ethnographic, ph-
phenomenological, subjective, case study, qualitat-
ive, hermeneutic, and humanistic views” Z-& #ldd
& ol E3tE o] lrt (Lincoln & Guba, 1985, p. 7).
A AAATE AdFoE el A%
grounded theory, phenomenology, ethnography,
feminist methods, % AH4, A4 A+52 ohokd &
Ad 7WEE webtte T3Hq £o (umbrella
term) o]t} (Sandelowski, 1986, p. 28 ; Van Maanen,
1983, p. 19). ¥& A4 WY 52 S50 WS 4
9l+= o, ground theory ¢} £4& 24 =q] vlelg u}
Eol W& Aoz ﬁ/“«l Ad Al AU TS
Bl & fFor 48 0}01 A3 7 A& A e
= =38 "]’7}": Zlel=] ofg] o] &4l 71zt A4F 2]
o} AA A AF A o] o -‘1:*3’—9&5}. R o A e
B Fxdte 7ead JAsA delgle A4
EA424 (existential)el 9v]E & 2HE “Vl&
{description)” %% &l (Husserl 8t3}) %31 1 A
qle] dgold riale]l AAF HAel Faydd ~lals)
a2 “#4 (interpretation)” st+ A (Heidggar &z} =
+ Hermenutic)-§ 723}, Husserl 33}9} Heideg-
gar &rahz} & bl A2 “pracketing”ofl g 4132l A
o] ald], bracketing o]gt A7} dl nf-&o] Ag] &=
£ “Priori” glo] A& Al #slE, & ol 714, o] 2,
Mol AApA, G - F b AN zals Ad glo]
A7FE Aste A¢ delgeh Husserl 3tsis}
“bracketing” & 7} =38 ubdd, Heldeggarﬂl}-‘; /‘}EL
< #pAlo] Abob2 &re] 7y A AAL = glon
2 9bA 3 bracketing g ¥ 4 glcha ®3, om B
Mle 437 dd=gde Hehidy a8 ss
Z7) (self-interperting being) 2 #-chi= o] Zho}s}
9lc} (Knaak, 1984:Omery, 1983: Benner, 1984,

fe

rulo

g5 882 23 A4E

1985; Van Manen, 1990; Benner & Wrubel, 1990).
Feminist & ol4 o] Fae]o AF3a, 4459
PB4 ot dejsk e r ofAde] AR 53
gk Aol 24 ¥} (Hartsock, 1981; Smith, 1987:
Devault, 1990: Gilligan, 1982; Oakley, 1981). o}&igk
A el ¢4 e F4 AFE FAs 9
2 FAs"EA G AAlA ALE S 98l
W4 (action) 5§ 723l o2 A ‘14."?-5:34-91 2
Aol g £ o A FAlHolahe Aot o] el g A2

FAlof gt oz wrel BAHoln 72A °1°M°l“%
oA A= g 7Y A2 3A (rapport) A4
3 bzgho) odabd o ulel . Al o A
£ Aostns g5 Auad Aguce 237 7|
= 7%'%—'—?: A FES :v"?f}ﬂ} At "L“‘d

ko
o

1 N]O
o
B

‘°1 -w“i}’f!"‘ 71@4 ; ‘—*.
-?.&ﬁl AL A79 FHof upet
= AT+ FAE AR AN E 5
Ae AT FAAA Aok dheke Aol

Harre®] A%F-21 4 of= why £} AAFo]= 44
W E 7he] Aol & B gokstd AFF A BA

€ vebbe 39 Ao Al o] glx, F e g o] o
Zolu}, AR Holw, ojul & 2 0 AA S Ak,
AdFeld AAE g o] obd seh Aol Aol
i, FogAo] ojalet s dolm, HdFeln T2y
ojri, olvl 5 24 (inferentially) 2.z A& gl =
AFold fH e F2 shAe A EH AA ‘-ﬂ°ﬂ A%
F ol g kg tﬂi‘—’“]"% HHH L AF 7—153
HrlEes § ol =, Biks, AL *d A&7~
ghalohe ¥l

)
k)
kﬂ ¢

e

A}
it

e

rq-

3) FH-AH YA ol Bolot W B

s ERald w2l A PZolobe §of 4]
fo BEo} e dl o ol AFF A 714 ddH
AT AA stel A 242 Aarlobd FA4H A45F A
43 0 o] BhojF AE3AIE Bl ohE ol # 4
NYE-& F delahe A A2 s A3
o, it ool gAY 2L Rpd Tl By
off 7| 2 8kof, A= ubd (methods)ol &l e &
FAsha, A" B4 Pdlg Ebed Ql7ke] AY AAE

ol stz sl 4ste] 2 AAW ZAE o] FE o] EES
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WA B g 2t Ak gt Add Yl o
o] g} 33l c} (Strauss, 1993, A=), 22 AHql
Auel 44 24 AHE 225 sHe AL onlste
“quantification” # ¢4 P EE ELNAE 45
o} £REe F3 7|eyy Y etic B4 9o dFEolA
% Boqxv} Strauss (1992, AHid=l) & A= dF
WAl A x25hE 2 olult de-e 2ANA B2
s ojok & F R & afitiq] offrolct ld A A
Fo A A7HH ol AAF A At AFDA o)k

t} (Leininger, 1985; Blumer, 1969). A4, ok4 upy 2
o theh 7742 ot A7t sle o) shie A &
< o B e vie, T 23, g4 N e
P Bol g3 FHHE 4 glrke 27 (Reichardt &
Cook, 1979) 7 o2 sl o Wl Eo] AZFF0) 4
ghol] 7128l Q72 EAo] o|Z (prediction)<l 1t
W, A Q3 Wy &2 $7] 4FF9] (post—positiv-
ism) off 7]z3h, L EA o] oshe} s 4q] L4 o}
2, THsofof gehe o Zeltt (Harre, 1981; Van
Maanen, 1983).

ol#]dl ZAMEL dAFAgol Talz g Hlo) FHe
o), 25 F 8ol FAb] ANE afel A A2 AF
sojof F A AL He A PAE Ry AT

73

FE QAL AR A et M o9y d74A
o A AT FeHA AR, dE =S A9
AAZA, 2ot 2] AT £ FRoz A4 A5
€ Al 18 Az A5 A9 ek ole 4
9 = by Eel W& (triangulation) & &ju]std], o]
off daiAe cheFd A=Al 2ejx vl At
Siet. A ool Wl 2o Wl A A7 o] A2 A5
3 U, A7k ol EEY Wi LAYz
¢ w) glek (Denzin, 1978, p. 205). Field 9} Morse
(1985) & B 841 F o] B4l =& A
A2 A4 4 gloky wgkd & AAAT BHL vt
Aol viebd W 7R AHEE 4 YU, 2 Fell o g
e 53 el AFH A 499 AAA FdE 7
<ot dlol A W]l AH8E 4 gla, mi FH Y
e B4 A derse 34 ¢ 5 b 4%

ot b, o Ef A B3 7l zxeke sHA o
43 o Aol 20d B Uy ELdE A2

3}l 4] Philips (1989)+ & ol ¥ W Bo) 2189
T ek FAsk o

£ AdrAe AAATE A5t A7 AdH A
22, A543 W ARE A AdF7 A A
& AAY S o] &3le, 2 EHo| of&, &4, A Al
A off =73 (grounded) ol &% A sl dlol g+
Aoz }F5le] 21§31k}, 5l triangulatione] Qa2
]l Bk 328 A8 E o] &3 A5 A& Eo19 3
A E ot & Aol AT wlE FoubgEe] 7l &2de
A5} 714 o) odoj 3] th2 r 2 el & (sequentially),
Ao At M A4 dFE Tl JF, 4S5
F9 7t d A sleichel ol A oz A3nA-g
gro} seicksl 7o) EFolt A4 k=l A EH
ATE s g, F e Yol :4d 4
Aok B gl Aojcl,

4) A4 74y o} 3 717]F (Criteria for Rigor)

AFFoA ATl AHEE = B E, AFE
Aol A Brink (1989)+& etd= ¥4 A74E,
ArEA, BEFEH Al Ve, AlglE = 2}
B4R 71&s At e 2ot 37, A ¥ A FA Al
o AA, dFA% A LA LA e A, 71 EASY
ALEs e Avle] 14 2L J)AAH]] A delEc
2 s A" g dFAbEL AEE woke e
B =ell Ad s 7 8ke] glvbx shglet. Robertson #
Boyle (1984) = AlE| €& &0l 7] 8] & olAte] Bt
A7} e A E FAAY EE L ARE 8 A
glo] E2ld| 14T 4 vt shgl (inter —rater re-
liability), A ®AF27} A& % (inter —informant re-
liability) = F# & ql k27 =& S QL o chakit =}
AollA Az E FHtnzd F71 2 4 3l g
et @A 7h5dd e W Ex, Tylx JFH
o AEA, HFd LEFE, A5 53 W 44,
Aeg47 et ALAqd e 2AL StEEA &
o] 4 9lr} 5l9dch Fetterman (1080) © elgts & &
7] Aol e &g AEE B/ HAE
yehtis #l8 (pattern) ozl 39} Spradley
9} McCurdy (1972) & &3t /1% il o A= = ¢} e}
25 ol7] A ARAFAY T AWRAE A
3, JHAFA Al oA 24E T M4l 27}
<3} Qe ALEo] ofd 2 A7t Qi 7ho] o3
27k 22 Y ANE A2, o g Yoz

=3
2 ARE 5, ofd A 2ol sl & AHUAFAE

rlo
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o @A FAE 2 AE AASAL o)9ol LeVine
(1970) & vl &3t oAl of dFupg EollH 22 71 E
AEE AEstmas A eRER 571 A2 &
gt sk et
ol %t Bt R AIFE Y 7|5l TAEE 7ol b
&, Sandelowski (1986) & v] %3} A= o7 7]-& (Burn,
1989; Cull—Wilby & Pepin, 1987; Gortner & Schu-
ltz, 1988; Huber, 1973 Lincoln & Guba, 1985; Wat-
son, 1985)-2 79 H7HA AFFoH 4 Y g
HEE HFAIYIE Hot AFe] AdF A A gy
Foll A A9 9 rtol]l skl dehn gastg
31, Sandelowski (1986) % #oizel® 7o) A&
718471 A& 471=1 9] 8 45 H dT9 7| EH 6w
o] o] Fo| Hrir|Fol okd-g 4 st of N1 FEE
£ A A (truth value), 384 (applicability), 23}
Al (consistency), Z# A4 (neutrality) <] v} ¢jd¢ u
= Eﬂ A2l 2§ Aol S d 7o W4 etz 8
£ Aoz A4 (credibility) &, 2 44< ¢3)
A ol:;ﬂ A7o oA elgdze At Aoz At
(flttmgness)%, daAE Hell A %A A9 Al
Aol letete Aoz vty A (auditability) &, &
A% Ad4E 00‘:79\ Ao ARAde dltsle Ao
2 &5 4 (confirmability) & 71 F.2 2 4kgkch,
Credibility & “<iztel A& 7|esta 4 E4 gl
58" o2 Hoxv] ol & AR Y&l A=}
= e AEE Agstn AAsA slestn s4
3o, ebelo] wbx] zpAlel AHAY QAT 4 Y
ALY E8-E 2o 2 ¢l (verbatim quotes) F}=
2 AE A4S 388l x, o2 drAY SR AE
AgE i ddomad Y £ U E AYL A 1
Abshed, clAbzlolel Z1d & BAE fA s A A7
24 AL A, AE, AYE ASA “EAEQ 2
7144 A7 (reflexivity) & 28 71 &5t 84 5h=d
A AT g shed o8 M EEE 23 g
Fittingness & “d+ A3-Z o} & Wzhll 2 4 £4]7
4 AE 58" 22 A9 5, Credibility o} o] & 4
217171 8, e el g A2 s S el 7] Y A
29 A g AL AEsn, A5 4 (A =
2, 5%) ok As4A4 A4 & ooFalA s An
T 434S wtAsle], gz 2 s)QE A
155l7] A8 dxsde s x¥sln, Agd
A, o]io] AEAQ 242 2 9l x|

v Ay T AL e A HEE, o

_!

ol'
‘r"

lﬂ‘iﬂo.u_uon'
O.L.O.u

BN e ool
dr o so o o
2

rE r

ks 3hE] =] A234 A4S

Az} zpAloll A sbqi =4 (validation process)2 A&
123

Auditability v “ofdl Ealvt dFix of 7o} AA
4& ‘5}3}7‘ F U, w2E ol T & "8 9
ghet o & #55h7 A e AT A AT AlE 2
kx| "é"l} & 44 g9 £ (decision trail) &
7|2 & paobalnd, 7h ot ubwl o] 2udo] Rl A
slok ghrh o2, $olo} ol sl o] diabae} 2}
E7F Aol A =] Al o &, 25 43 7]k, 3] 2,
AT Fas 44, Jad A A FAE AR5 9
f AHg-3 TAlH ] wh Fo] gE )

Conflrrmlbllrtyh ‘Aol gle FHAT o 370

ok ool tHababel Ae, A 2E FA, As g Al
S g, e B, AL 34 ol gxsli=
ol olE #HEakr) HelAe ¥4 sl NFE S
Credibility, Fittingness, Auditability 25 &%= o
Confirmability 7} €3 <},

&l
=

2. YA Ve
Method)

74k (Ethnographic Research

Tl ewy B wlsaw g uly For Wl
o} Ethnography (Ethno : people in everyday life,
graphy : narativly analytically descriptive): <l
shollal 714, AFElvie] 238, abel whale FabA 7
o B4l Aalo] 9z, F 2 R} TR B o]0}
o cjabztel Bde 2 e £34 7|4 (cultural de-
scription)-& 3ki= 7l (Glittenberg, 1981; Parse
& Coyne, 1985: Spradley & McCurdy, 1972: Sprad-
lev, 1979). HE A<l ethnography+ el Hola] ==
o % F3tell A 2@l 7|7k ok Aste, = Aty oA}
A4 A, dHBA, 44 (symbols), A, AAm
5 *IM A8 2, T HESE AR g e R
=55 d79d HHoz drdAe] S50

o wpe} AAlR (macro) E+= u]A]H (micro) eth-
nography & #4#-5l},

Hammersley ¢} Atkinson (1983) ¢] ethnography <]
EAell algt chekal A8 Aol & A g ©l, eth-
nographyst &3h3 A4& FojWleA (Spradley,
1980), A181H A2t Hels A s o7 = A
(Gumperz, 1981), A&l o]okr] o} 4} ] (Walker,
1981), A7+ kel F490] Za = A (re-
ality)3 w3 slostz sl4st= A (Emerson,’
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1983), ol2¢l #et (development)# HAFE Ag A
WA el A sk A (Denzin, 1978a, 1978b: Gla-
ser & Strauss, 1967) & A7t Aol tpekst S5
Al AL “E3 mE B3 d4HAd 47 o 24
< o Aold, Ay AAME Folztn Aot
“BA AP AY"E A doke Aoleh £ drae
ethnography-& ©th=dl 583 7]gulol 0}‘3. /‘4"45‘]-
7143 reflexivity & E34 sl4 345 v}
A AAE AFES o, Aheld AEd f‘ﬂ"ﬂ
ZAbehe], o] & W& g A A 2
Ao Mde g olsligiot

Ethnography ] 240138 £3} (culture) @ A4, al
7h& F3}F Foll A EH"%’r ot Eeoh 3ol g
o7t chebdt v, £3b 5o A" (patterns of
behavior) %, 48, 24, % Al 4ol BAE & gt
da4E Zlet 2FHH A8 AaE (standardized
social procedures) #-& ulEs|o] vkl 5l FEEL
2 gsbe, " 52 e AR (patterns for behavior)
Z NG A oxal F/-H MGk ad7he dhef uha o
WA Heol gle FFate de vl AAE z3tdret
(Goodenough, 1961, p. 521: Keesing, 1976, p. 139).
o] ko] A eolst o] F5H5 ol Folglel HEEA, I
W& oA Zzde vl st I3 EA 29
ol A& A3 Aol 45, 3, &9 &

3
_12:
o[ﬂ
2
r-Yi
m}‘l_:’
et

F A FAe FY F w3 P E Aask, @
HER sHoM e ofd 58 AdE EAR L= T
g, A, A4 F A 24" gxsled odFA
of Ag5ol Al A% olgA FE5T A7a}
A F 2 255 nejdol AA A Aol 75 8l
=] 33l =}, £é ethnographyt #t3= A=1E o 5
S vl 283 Solal o, Aoz e 3 o

FA me E9Y AL Bt £H9,
A aa, SAse, 245 E 34, 5 oald
Aot 7 34 A% vlaha, AT AL
) EMA £ sl YA BE BARE el AL

1960:30] o} & ulE- ol fgte) 3lA|e} dFEde W
3t wE Hoal oo Aol Fulo] ofef 2
3+ (ethnic groups) o @ =& F3lebl: AA| Aol
244 A ke, AT o] 285} HAg o) Jehd
ol A3 Agkel AAAS] £ FAZH] dAEEe
@ AAse Aders] Fstel ojsiz Wy e
7FA St dAAE 71 A7l vla d 5 el

3 Zlahd Aol wakd R A14E AA e
5 2159 A, Aoy, Fad, Aeiy, dwwse
2 gzA et 2283 5 :

3], 2h& zed A, dabel 4 A

aroiste AN G| dha) oFol AN G =
AL 2@k AFAE A7 E Ak} )L AY
ohE wiel 4 glew], Aol AAFalA utize] A
w AL3E3h4, 373 A watlo] £31A FA)E e
Zz% 4 ot (Emerson, 1983; Hammersley &
Atkinson, 1989; Lipson, 1989). A %4 ethnography
ol A g} 7to] AL A& 7)4H wg} (ethnographic in-
terview) =} #tod A (participant ohservation) 7+
HA A7 A& AL g of dFolAE ATA =4
o] AT T2 AAlY 7}, Aba, Ao o &she] =
gk AR A 74AQ AR £ TTFolmE AdAe
2 d7ae AT dAzE A7 2 oh} AldEe
B shgdbet, o] Al A o)l @ wAle 4
Ag oldlshe dlo FAch F o F, YA E3 =E
2523851 ol EA]e 2] #el(contemporary) 2] A
3] -3} Mz} (context)oll 23§ Fi= Aol AE=Hal
ethnographys} & ol 2} 35l =t

1) q14 & (Epistemology)

AAE, F A& d-Talhe w2 Azke] 52
PEol delvir Hetdle At olsig 5 vbE Al
of 712387 (Robertson & Boyle, 1984, p. 44) emic,
etic ¥+ #4& 2Evh Emic 342 A7A42 sl F
At Aty &4, ou], Alde] dAlz Loirr)E
23w ol PR} FAA F YA} 2 2 Al 9

W Ao E o 2 alete 712 AAlstel £3-5 o)l
ot a4 ol Qlod A=A Aelst B%F 2ot F oot
I EE Aoz Fild gl YA 2 lrs}
2, etic AL Pz 72| ojn|7} “AFA" A4
o o] 24 od ol o5 7hg A A=l A E 49l
3 Hol F3LE o lsﬂsL-— aﬂ/‘i ghell glof Wl o] gli=

A

H

e = F e 45l Bt Fast
tn B Qo s _E_;;},_,] FEEA9 zu;]_g_ 7} 25}
W AZ5e) Astel welE wrel: Aol sdetn st

9lc} (Harris, 1968). o)1 gt M ol 9ol Awke) o4
AA mE ARle AfA F ofclo] 23¢ F3 A4
2 o Faiirtol et Al EH Fupapol glgol Al
solet (o] 3%, 1993, F4el kAl av),
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2) d-ef Aol w9

AT A4S dEH oz FRAEFA (informants)
g A she AR A A} o] Y@ch AT AT o
B o|e gt fAlE dubE A oldlsha Qlkol uhat
thachn 2 49l ol AuATAY} AAH 3}
A e Wol 25 149 ooz FARE AZ AT
W Fejcl, ¥ THo grAFAA F Fo AATA
(key informant) o} ut A B AFA (regular inform-
ant) 7} Ql= dl, F 8 A XA TAE 259 E3het 94t
2 a2 A3 Auke] o At Boks A a2 A
wlgls] A 4 glo] A dFol T o] Bl FuA
272 ou]dch AT Adrbol hEk eleld A AL AL
37 atol A 7HAd& AEE w) AHE-5) & Subject (R4
el A, & olu] ol o] B¢ AAE =21 A«
AYE 23 AzeA seg ARAFA A Y ¥
w o] £448 T2 Aeja Algste A o Aol
i, Respondent (2%t#}1), & 779 odejz F4d
HEA o el SetE Az Ay A ArA
Fxhel B A afoll AT doizt obd FuAF
2] odelz vl FalglE WA AEE = A E
o 23tE AE ok Adoelch olgel Actor (4
Aol Adel glE dl, & A Al dFdANA Ho
Aol 4ol s AE o]t 2z AAT
o) ztel Azt wetstel gl AR A2 AL
258k 4 BAF A7t "ot

3) 8 A9 (Field work)
Ag dANE Fojrle dAdT2 Ao DAzl wigd
o] &4 Wi ojc},

(1) #od B3 (Participant Observation)

Aol Ae At AU DA A5 71EFS
7hsatAetE Al Al g fA5E A 73l 9l
E AHES gol deldte A& Yvldled (Fetter-
man, 1089, p. 45) dF2E 24 F o) A7} a7
&5t o glol AdHolx g =3 sofgte} (Sprad-
ley, 1979; Sanday, 1983). ] ¥ el AFodf= AT
2ot AR AF A 7re] AUE Ao 45 AlH A
EUAE 38T £ Ae 5HA A LAZTA) a7
A5 AEE 3 AT AT BYE o] T
Az e] Aot (self) & A48 4 & FH ol 2k
Z, AAlo} 2 F ol + F 4 ke A3 A4l
A7 A Aolel &S E 4+ Yv RE F A

o
3 %

wgbhaaks Al A233 AM4E

A A7) A A e whd vhge g 28 4
of HES xsts] §sAgn JAE A2 AT
ﬂi/ﬂﬂ ARYE FAEE gl et AT
o AFA7L Aol Azt Aol el L T 4

Ea

a2
A% Aot Aeg sdnldch o YL HEEL A
AGA Ladt ol BESRe] FuE AT ol

A sz A4 Y528 B4 ol Zas] o4, JQI-U*I
A8 dojd Hol LA A& 4+ A AFE
Abats vl &8 §-8-5hct (Field & Morse, 1985),

o] whye] FA¢ At AFHA ernzg al
& 4 dedshi ydl s Hadon i dgH
ol A& Hatdly dF A4S Fasla WueA 7
& 87] $igtolch, AoddAAtel ool uhe} partici-
pant —as —observer $} observer —as—participant’ &
vh e, A AR AR o 2 4] A
Azl dgol Fg AFPoln AFAL o] AH
S ubm, Fape 2 o] AFARA FAL Y
3t Aol wrh Fad Agelnh ol E B, AAE
sl AP A A LA FAe] Sl ta e E WY
o 32 5 3 Aol A deda grbn @, P4l
A s ALY g o] ol F5 shi A Aol FeistA 2
o FaodFal 1aAke A vFE T 7133
S wivjet ol Fapel AL G s & Woln, £
a7t AFate) Aoz gate AL HERE
= AbEAE T st Aol bz &4 %
Azl g 4P A Aol dFE FA
gl ol 4 AR AFAA A7 AEr2A 22
F& %2 A7 deolr, AalE Sobd, d7AAHA
229 ojul s pHstaz QFEAE 2D AT
ge %a oAl A Eaok P, ojHA s A
gli AR5 29l S o Az a3 A deA 4 E

ol 4] gl shnzl BArt A g Ad Az St
7b e #5a 2 AdolA 225 A EE 5 A
A7 & wholch, HYEA B AFAI 2B
gl AL olw gl7] wllfell Folols)h 27 A A7
22 & 4 5D AdE 4 ek ol AFze
o] g 4ol oj 8 Fx) g Ao} ob7lel ALl A
SEvt AT A B2 Aue] AR TFF
@ =85 AR B SolFrEA A4Y WA

o ZAYg BA G 2go] He

2 ol #H7E 24

stela] g A A2l g 4 gl ArE Ao
ol Fabel e o] F g A atele} shlck

gil
ok
v

r
o

oi T ofE o ko oor 44 B

1
|

2
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[
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DA Agtolt Al e dARl g BAReL Ao HEt
=] 4] Ful oA why o] Mgl ol o
HIAE 7o F5HL ARz E o AdE R
Abgtz, 2Fol o A7 s) ZedE atel ) A4S A
stz m3 A3 FAK S A g valvhe Aol
Spradley (1985)+ o] wwjoz Jw gl A&
(descriptive) Bt e R A=l dE & AF
(focused) #AE A=, A7 AL AAF
qhe sl oulgle £A FAoE o A E £ A
Y (selective) 3tof AMsbe Hekg 23 F A
9 Mg B %’3 7 shof| vjFo] 1 chg-o A
aokd FHAE o] Tz, A4 FAFHoz HHE F3
AL ZFH 2 4 o] A 8-2) Wakg ol EA
o, A3 Al A BAE £ e HYE 7k FAA,
A9, BF, A4, A7, £7 (objects), Fi, =7 5
£ £t olE £ AFze ou] £4 Aol
Al Abmel bR} AFzeE Yoo 2 e
B, FA Y 45 RA, sk EF (d, 4] A
3= 71, HEE 5, 304 Aow A5 R
A, 271, A, vlghe] o= o8, AlE s} =9
U= A=A, otrlste] AY, AFze] 77tE FAsHE
AR (e, Aot g AL, Aol AL W §F), AF4
A AR el A 43 = F5
% gleh gei Bl Bt Eo] YL FE Fa WA
AL Aol Yamz P59 4 E AL e
oict, ol ZAlE AlF A<t AU BA g
(Field & Morse, 1985; Ragucci, 1972) 3 o] A7
He oE e A ¥ A7HAd Foirte 43
¥ (spot observation) (Rogoff, 1978) ] 98 7144
4 7l

an

Xoore nfe

(2), dAAE7&H
view)

F2 v A vk Al & 3 AFAgelA Au
A7h o] Wi AE e A2S ALl Ay
A Ao AddAe] oAE L8 FE A

o dubgolax o7kl Hsht A5 of oA

A #ste], 159 27] ukgol webA met ol gl &)

A dolg FAE F3 2AE o U4z A

Zheh 32 ol A e wintol A 5 Ao} hFe] o
Zeot e A, ofd o g Wehg AYs 7ok &

£ ®E #AA3%} (Brink & Wood, 1988; Field &

Morse, 1985; Spradley, 1979). ol 2l mighe A 2 4]

= (Ethnographic Inter-

Al
l

10 °I"J Ol'J

—720—

A @Al A2g Y5 G 259 AAd
g A=A o8& HzEE HAAolrl o] Hide B
AE3 gho] gl AR AFA AN JEThE Fela,
Hdal 382 fgoln, Fuabd el 749 o
=2 ddE o BR ARAFAR FF A7 53
g W] & (dross—rate) o] of& H 235 3t A o7 F4)
ol Al mlE4 glv & 3l Zolt} (Field & Morse,
1985, p. 66).

Spradley (1979)+ A<# H¥ (descriptive ques-
tion), +2%# AE (structural), 2% AFE (con-
trast) +8-& £33 Ac Hed AL Fudg A
T2 dE B ‘At olrlE 2L AR Fad
AL FAPUAY “A7 slobA 2" 5 “AE Ae) F

J el e?” o A7) dx & 38 e Aol g,

wel#m?”, “of 3liota, o F MrE Helg, of
Ey. gz d 264 28 A “Axze 4 R
2?7 “oh, 2ZE E8lg, oAAsLT ) 2F 4
® HE A3 2AEe ARz & Ral
A, oA sH= 1A F hEA FAAEUAY 4l
2 g5t AlAA] 29 =l A -Fola, FuA T A gl
At melel 22E E1 ATAS ATEA %
dro 2 ks o] Foirt AF-L g4 8 A A F A
el Qe Aoy AAT EAHG 25 3 A
2 & 2A e A bkt 4 (domains) ol o
F AR E Atz JrAT A} |G 2 E2] =]
< 237t dAlEE 24 A8 5 Ao, o
4, “F& %A g Aol Fasithan U 5
T8 F& wEHA b A o] Holl8?" “2E) 3 of
gyog AL AAL A P&E F4 £ 9o
297, “olul, A7) Aug Aa Al e, o}, mAHL o
A ol A 8l el A 2. £ E F dogv
2. FE ol et Be " Aoz Foas
HA w7 A4S FelE st = e A" £
el AR g G5 Hh dadyd 452 g9 9
olol Y E wASHAEE AR 2 o2 “BS ulEs]
A S WA AR E A o] 22 Yy
7" “er2eid oldAe] stF U Al AFf-3 o
et

rﬁ_,;i,ru[mm

W5he ool Sl AUATA A ek
Pholm 298 He A7FA] AT EAE B
42§22 glod IE £ 2
wol A g AR} AR ol it AE
5 A %2 A ¢ oAAD FL AL

Y

2

2

==
(=3

W e fo
2 2 e M
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A3} Hohe s A e JuA P 24
AaHA, A5 717h oz, 49 A 5 vdod 4
AaBeE 7o FASH Aaidol A5E &8
o 4% 5 Qe AR slee A LAZTRA A %
E2 #HobdlAl ARE A4 FAEE AE A7
27} 7tz wAY e A okEle, 2E AnE 3}
Ale] oloj & ALEsHA B, AFA Ao A AT
7] mohe 288 A oksla, =& WA EAY A
B ARL Fala, st A dasts A ddds
sgeh, o)l @ 714 B3 2BAFAZA Sh2AA
h dubE gl x| Aol A4d] Y& ARE] f-oldol &
Aolc} (Gorden, 1980; Field & Morse, 1985; Sprad-
ley, 1976).

(3). #a7]1=% ®ZE (Data recording and Keep-
ing)
AF A2E Aoy AAxE (field notes) 2
e 7157 £ Asald, Ao BAA] A4 A
et e, A, W A= (map) ot A 558 o
, 71eb &4 2% (flow chart), 9l-%& (artifacts)
» g s F3 <k Patton (1990), Schtzman 3
Strauss (1973), Spradley (1979, 1980), Strauss 2}
Corbin (1990) 9] 2171-¢ Fudled 2] Fulo] HAx
EEZ 2704805 FekxE (condensed note), EF=E
(expanded), < 7|(diaries), ¥4 +| % (analytic me-
mo), ZE xE(code note) o] Ut FArEE o
i AREG AAEE Aoz wEWLE /2D 4
glepg Fg g} A 2= 79 9% 55, A4
A e B3, ARAFA A4S Ao %%-’i‘-—.‘?} o
5 Yoo LEE ovjdtt) of FUREL EIF} YR
w0 & £247} (idea or hunches), %% (insights),
a4, Aol 5 wiglold B 2L AR vl
Lol o} B BE AL 7 &R ol HHE HHY
Axes Fu|g o, oful Hatd dAY A v Lo
S HlolzE $4 Hg o, o] FAA Aok
Al

n B

AR pefdte el A HE T ez s
Fol "ok, #AxEL FArE Sopd W E-E U
Hz g3 A7) e AL duldie ole dAS W F 2

A
AT A HA-E 3 Aste] A 3] 7158l B2 o]
25 R E Fah g Aol AMR AR R E F 3
vio)ch (Spradley, 1979, p. 75). AAH o2 FF 23}
##x E= Schatzman 7} Strauss(1973)7} A)A|dk
ON, MN, TNo. & ON & #3431 A48 Av e A

AAakzbaehs] 2] A237 A48

>

V& 7] &3 ¥k E (Observational Note) ¢] 2, MN
& ohg ddoluh Baal g sk ud, &l E EH, o
T2 A Aol g = A4, dFF A4l e Hot,
ulejel Agolut ALl g s1Fal WHrE
{Methodological Note) o=, TN-& =g 443 ON
ool FurE R 2e 9 34 A Jehe 7,
ez, 24, Al g, 428 7SS ol 2

Xk E(Theoretical Note) eldll o] &8 A}-&3}¢d 2H4) 3}
o wo 8o g s dAHely 2AAe g Hal
F Ark 47l AT Aol NG AAlY w3t =7,
2213t Aol dldt Al onlo] g S A, L
AR Aol e BEA A £ A2 A, 84D FA
Aot B selwl A, ebAsof & FAl, bAoA
5 dAdT Aol n A A 8o ol
ETFRAMEY °|71} AAke] adtoll m] X g Aal

loﬁ‘% =¥ °‘r—‘r: o) _‘T—_° % Foh 34 ““5‘—-‘&
AZAe] o] B EE ] el dhie] ool x
cxEL A4EE A4 wet ehte "é-’li(catego'
ries) o thg e W3 E £8d} BE WA nE
o dAel Al FAY nrulse shy o] ), |
oz \31:9'.“‘ A8 \-'3‘ #e} 7beigh A, oA A
o 5eA, dFda, ddd B g Fol gty
o A+ 79_37‘1 cheh, 0‘5431301 BRI =V AFH
Lz Edole] 4% 4t Ethnographelets o1
3 £z EgolE £AsE Aest Y& ol g A
2] P:}

TJ“

(4). A5 84 (Analytic Strategy)

8ol B4 At FAE A st FH Al
zZrsv] A3} B e vpa]u} ghojol A Edt B E 4+
Astad A bt 249 ofojr]olrt W e 2 A Bz, of
213 ojolfoli H48 Alztolr] o] &L HARE 7|
2ol guy) sln 244 u 2o PARH Boke 7
A4 "ok, & x5 A dovks APAA
(ongoing process) o] 3L o] #A-& A4 7|25 o F
7] 98 AEsla, Ea, gl ele], vl asta, o) &k,
gA sk, Balsied, Hrlste Al kg Aolns
3 A FAdojeh, 2ejrR o UA 77} Fo &

[+]
2% 44 ¥ 24 AGE AL DAV S8 3
A7 2 4 gn Foln] ¢ polh AR 24

oA ] kb= vl & oke) Ale g 2 ﬂhl?ﬂ uh= = A,
Z 03l M salsly A8 Vel FE 2 2L =

— 7OV



23l7] A& & kst Aolvh EA Fg B4
A &S AF Hn Aes AUE FHI A7
= Zo|c} (Marshall & Rossman, 1989), #ictxsd
A3 Atz el W g4l A% el deiet dg Azl
A Ha olE& —?’-Oﬂ ZA (themes)st H#HF
(categories) & W23t A 512 o vholr} 44 A Lé o
2 uheshA "ot A el "é—’f—t whz] g 9 sk gy
ol E3tsivt A7t 7ol wheh 2 o] 4ol W7} ‘/P
Bhda wd 39 HF 5L Aurl Aol wel v}
Axge WFEz uHA o 2l oz,
Fetterman (1989) & =} 8 24, Spradley + vl 7}
99 F4u-g arskgeh Spradley AME £A
B, A ‘ododny (domain analysis)'® ol & &
A A A9 vt & 298 e wtAE it W F)
245} EAE 25 (taxonomic) #4' 22 JHE
o) 24 H W# F2§ Fohlir] 27} HE AE
Ql et 5 o1 ek Al AL g H (componcntxal)—‘%‘-‘:l 2
2 ol& oddul A (£o]) & 719 Aol HAE %
A& Zotll & Aolx, WA 7} FA (theme) ¥4’ 22
ojdzke] A} oAl 2 FHE] AA A £
of] oj g Al A 5 o] Y=7hE Zobll & Aot
Ao gle] Fod AL dyAr A d F A
z3, oW A5} FolAl AT FHE Vel FxbE
Astrl fel FRE AAE 23 A S dabe A oY
of Ad)A <l 73 (rule)o] e Aol ohir] HE3}=
ol 2] shate} 24 Aot A 4] FA o] et
Aotk 2@l oW BX AL AL d s AT
2ol 7wt 73} Fel Yol o 75 +dl (Patton, 1990)
ol AARYTE 7 A wict A7Ae] 54, i, ¥
7, BAH der] ol A EH L THHLR
A7 £etds) 244 A FHol dcty 2
aeleg Ae4A ot A7 FAF BAHE AS
=2 g gelsts Hel Fosle, $AAos IH
AFAzA A3} 5HE F3Y 25 4 YeF IA
N mgst Feldagel Gadhe, ol d7Abe
FA el v] A& £ E Aasteln dFAE 7|14
g A4 g7olet dhalleh HA el ALEE = AsE BE
Helo ALEE z3ete] £ A 8d £ 3P 2E
2 2gg 238ch gorshd #4174 A=k A3l
ARt Aol APA HA o} §FEAJe] ol
e},

v

nz =

A% A9 49 A4 mdez vehis £
shAl wjzk ool 4] b ek, B3k A7 A7k el et

HelEl qlzke] gofl Fo8IA e F Fad Uy
o2 4o mokg ol Fol Rk 7hE o] AR} gt
23d a4 & A Qlzboln 2o} 8 F FHE B3
yAd f25 43 dele) e dAE Sy ¢ o
72A5d ool oA AA BB Pl Fahe) Ade
228 4 9z, 29 Ho{M: oksEE A7 Aol
o}, £33t Azba) el s AA R oz A Aol A o)
a9 -

A7t sz FEET Y4 skevlol ddE F71 wiE
o] i, o] 59 LA o135 A& ubE Lol WA H
o] & AH3l E3hH Hehfol A v &3 AlY, 714, &
u]7} 7] A e 3ke] o] 87} -4 =] of 3} 7] whf-o]ch,

w3 AEAYL e TEHE Aoz de
Wi, 25k 2l g o F 8o o] Al slo] A g5o] &
v} k3 HAbo] B2 @Abo] ol tae Fg A4
Adel 17k, 374, A7, Far) oA Jehs &

0
Aolzz afolet S5 23 Aol 7} 9 AL 7
0

s A2 + ek mel A2 kel FeholA] $RE3
o Aoz Bols 1S 54 A8 Bl ool 478
2 el 294 % AR ol e £33 Aoz

d

3%

49l 1o 92

Q8] A4 bPFTE AT AL
& 534 110 U5 4 9eE 25 ¢ 4 Ak
WA ez, Seltet 238 Ae S50l olH 213

—

FE A 2k o do] @7 2159 24 shebs o]
2430 kAL Bl Ee BAA YAAY 7144 A
FURE S E 28, 27 ol AY AFE] AAA ol

3 FAHolw wgt AdsiE 2eue Pt
e 2bBel 9 Fo] AAGHE W oz 258 4o A
el a1z, A QL, %, o) @ Ak BHE 2

of efsfsl= & °lﬂ~tﬂ *P% + Sle B ol ek,

3, FFAA A2
A AT o aF %-74] uhy ALE9) A5, o]u)
A7 FAGV A AFAH 719 g oSl A A
G R 218 E9] A gko) glo]& Fe] AJA
W red e et Sl AR
A vke] B84 vlebulo] 70 H Aol o] AlF|

o
X
r_‘ﬂ_‘
@ &
oA
o
o
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Aol HEE vl sl5stA sl7] A YA
&3 A sl2olsE Aol Ach oy
EH AN BE T4 82 5 AR 7] 281
NA ZIAEE Al FeolRnAdsd ddS 53 A8
FA 3% ohg v} gich &, Aol Al 28 il
& FAEA 7Ll olv] A FoH o] ATE g
=g stx gletaw sl i} obd Aol g3t vw
A8 BA Rata gaiehel Al RAGo A ofH]
E 283 71Ee2 BaEY] A dAs A A
H40 2 ol & Bolth F 5 HA A 7} ofn]
AZAE 71 &A ofFuig o zd A ol dFAE o] 57|
ntAFEAE FastA 292 SR Zekn gl
< ¥olot, 2ejna o] yhyol wiztelA =4 o] A9l
140l obl 4 A& Aol Solgle deilA g2
A BA, 2esta EdAHsln A5olEE 1)
HAA el A& Fas sy, Mgl EE, ol By
& o} B F A& g A7 AR5 8 750
£ (theory for nursing) 3} 7k% o] & (theory of nurs-
ing) Ao, Fatd HahwolA 710" 2 =79 A
i g3l 2 s o] 24 gletn) o] B g o] WALE ste)
oo, ob&e] o]eldt A7 AREe] I F

N

N

)

=42 Az AA A5 2te FAAQ FE 2 F &
€ 7 A s vl 7l sk 712 AT olet
3halet,

AEH o AFF A oA w3 A3 W st A
ol HE A FAA oss} dhAAte AL s}
ot Aol g B8l FEAE A gFa
of uti= E-83q] A 7LE (quality of care) T &
2 g3ol Aoid o2 945 whol g} s}

o
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Qualitative Methodology and
Ethnographic Research Method

Yoo, Eun Kwang*

This paper presents methodological paradigms :
quantitative positivistic (logical empiricism) as the
received tradition in the scientific inquiry and quali-
tative naturalistic {post—positivism or nataralism)
as a new paradigm in the Kuhnian sense. Various
kind of qualitative methods under the umbrella
term, qualitative inquiry, were briefly introduced.

Details on the definition, epistemology, naming of
subject, field technique (participant observation
and ethnographic interview) of ethnographic re-
search method as an adequate method for studying
on the unique nursing phenomena in Korean culture
were done. Besides, the concept of triangulation,
1ssues onr the methododogical paradigm, a criteria
for rigor of qualitative naturalistic inquiry were
mentioned,
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