HABRWMRH &R ¢

HRBRR I ) L :
RE PR VA bk

BAL

(R BlAd 48w+ 548T, hA—FLHPRIGTFLF £ #, LI
BAERSHETRS LRATFESARER, 22 LAFERSROHALE
A R AL A S T WA AR, A 22 A IR A AT 89 ok
REREFEk, AXEABARBIURI LT RS R0 R AIKEARLS L
RAERZAROEBL FEABREREANIRILZEE HARAF
HHAR, AXHBHAFBRAEMALHERLARL S ARG FALHR" Fo
CEERTRRAFERASNBENERAAFTE,

[RME)ARERFRS 5% REAMEFAFE THRHR

RN gl

it

AW B B7E T4 B3R B B 5% & ¥ 38 (grounded theory
methodology) (Glaser & Strauss,1967) ,iZ F LB R N E/H &
MEhEARN ZH RSB TN R F %L Z— (Suddaby,
2006 ; Shah & Corley,2006;Denzin & Lincoln,1994) , 4K, & F &
REFZERITHEBA T ZONA, B0, BRY HF¥ 08
¥ L% EE ¥ LRI BE %S (Glaser, 1995; Glaser &
Holton,2007) . & X H A BAIAMBRHARFE LRV ARREH#T S
HAFR T ERH#ETHE FNBIRERHRTELNER BHIR

* BOA EBILRAESER, B L,
AXRBBEUEANEIRXITHRAT AR EFTHAEN, 2EH—F %
Ik TIRERFREF R LETTARR TG LA RS, £F Fei, 2007,

AT 00y B 51
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BF RFAIRE

“HRERARFERNAEAEERS
Hip®rR R mib &

EREMRAR T EEXRD, ZLOHEEE 3 MBRBRHRF
W B R A« 4 3E B ( Glaser) #1351 %% 95 it (Strauss) B R R A
(original version ) ; 37 4 35 H7 #1 &} &= (Corbin) K B F L IR &
(proceduralised version) ; & ¥ #f (Charmaz) W BRI B E it
(The Constructivist’ s Approach to Grounded Theory) , Xf{# &
FMAMILRBRHREN S, S TFHEBEEXRBEHHRX E/
HR ARGEUAHRELEARBESE T AN ESR, FREHLR
MR R 10 B | Bk Z 3EiR (Wells, 1995) . ERAKHIEE X
FHRBRHFRETEROCER S, ERXBHRBIANETMEER
14 W A< /g ( Eaves, 2001 :654 - 663 ) ,

RFHRFHARRHELSEARER T, AHARECEN
B9, WL BRELHRTERCETAMLYBF LA TFAR
ft(Melia,1996:370) , REWM , 24 RIEXMRAFERBHZEHN
Z. RENZEREAZRD, HERRENILRELENH—
A% 3 S F0 30T 8 95 307 ( Glaser & Strauss, 1967 ) [ iR 2 ¥ 4F 37 ¥ f At
e (Strauss & Corbin, 1990) By i 4~ . 3 2% 2 #& 3E = ( Glaser, 1992)
A AR A o) B R AR M A AT BR B VT LA B H 4, el & AT, ] A X
S G MBEYR B S B R A B9 iR & (Chesler, 1996, ¥ 5] A
Eaves,2001:662) ., #t— %Ki, i A ABABIFH W TEE, TR
REEMARE (1) ER PR\ —FE AR IET , X FEHAHS
TR 0 R B A BT O B R 3 T % 14 (Kahn, 1996, ¥ 51 B Eaves,
2001:662) ,

ERAR AN AR SBR T LR R, R LRSI
RELHEHRESIF —EHRREEHAERE, X L, E45H
24
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R A R8I LR 32 8 i 4 ( Grounded Theory) , A R F 6 F LR &9
(grounded ) ¥ & R E R F A, WA F FAEMAILBERHR T
98 FE HE BUE 2 A B0 45 (Pettigrew,2000) o 45 $L 48 2838 BF
RABEBMERRELHENL, TERXEABRENR
(emergence) 1 & Bl ( discovery) , 3 3E ¥ ¥ 1t (accuracy ) 1B i #%
# (verification) (Lowe,2006) , REH{MBRHRBRKMER T #
REMR, XBEERLFEENRERENTE L REZHRE
14k (Becker,1993) ,

REE B ZPE S ARG TR 5 FRHIE M E Rk BRI 5t
RE—MERENTIABRBEEHRATERASREAMETER
i Ja E R R B W B R 7 B (Rothwell, 1980) . XINE
% (Baker et al. ,1992) fi#% 3E 3 ( Glaser,2001 ) 43 3|48 H 69 , FLAR
EHRTERUAR TFARAREMTHHR, WH ILRBRBRY
ERMRESZEIGUAE —ENREE, AL EENERENBR
AER S P SR R X B O TR IR, B A — e M [R] Z 4L (Pettigrew,
2000) , BEBFFTRLR M T 74 R 5, #L AR 38 BE AT AR A b i 52
R, XA REFNAEANERRR BERKEERANRNE X
F— ¥ E b S 0 f# 3E (Pettigrew,2000) . MERZ K EXR R, AR
EHRFELMREEREHE,5TE BT T8 REER
BB R B i S 4 (Pettigrew,2000:258) , R L, JLARH L
HRFEEHMRESEZENIEZ LT URADNFAREVNER, 5
SeRlet, AT UE s RIE A BIL . XEMTFRBERRAT N
fth B 3 7 ¥4 16 A 8 1 5 R P 4R 78 1 ( Pettigrew ,2000:259) ,

SHRERHARAEZRNER

{—) ik 4E A 3z#k (reading and using literature)

SCHR EBAT H R LR BRI R T R BRI AR T ERRR

WETHFIE s £% 3 25
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EFUEMPUENARES T, BEFEL RNEXRBEE,BRE
TER R F BT & %48 i 5 J 8, (substantive field ) i 47 3R () i
(Glaser,1978:31) , 3t — S, AR EREXARANBKRAREEZ R
D AEMRRE(ERFFIRZE) BARZH XK F IR (Douglas,
2006:269) , FEHE, XA LLEBIFANMMER . KB AEXENFREH
HBH R RNEZRBARE, BB RERHR T ERAFK
AR R Z AL (Smith & Biley,1997), ERMAH B R, R &
— MR BEHRETERA B (Creswell,1994) , FLiR B iR BF
REBHERIHE TS EEBMEEMEHXER, Bitiilzx
2 LIHEE R AT £ RSP R (Smith & Biley,1997),
XFW R SRR E IR A N SR — B, ] 7 R T — T4l
WREE B 5T B, B X4 38k 4 E 47 4% € #9 SCHR BB ( Douglas, 2006 ) ,
TR B, B 9% 4 JF 15 , 20 W LT 5 S A8R o ) B 8 SR B S X B AT
THEERMBSL, BEM 4 B (Bulmer,1979) ,

BEZTRWE BR(LR)RBHFEZ R, HRETUR
ST 70 B AR A T BRA SURR o B8 B A BR, ik B AR SR A — B
S VREMAES AN SHRA W17 8 (Glaser, 1998
120), ZHBMRET,IRERERAEAEL, BLEESHA X
BRONMeEEEANTEEMBY . B, BHFE R
¥ 8 BT A B 9T Y Y5 B AR BE (Glaser,1998) , ZERX N B e, 4L
HRER O B 55 & 40 45 T R B9 3RS A ELA SCRR AT KB A U B SE A
ZHEWE % (Glaser,1992) . M MRE R X P HEB MM, EX
—LFRARAR PRI BB T UAERERR#T—EE
REBERERE, BEMNEIBEAKMILE (Glaser,1998), X
B E, Y— YIS PR A URFINBE T 5 -1~ 0 A, 5
UEAEXREARMVILBRELHARTFIRTUET —-FZHHY
(McCallin, 2003:206) , X4EBE4F R R F L EBEEH R I B PR
W BRI, 2 5 BLA AR SURRYE LA . X A8 36 SUHR i (1 B
B T R LAZE 304 e S AT 1R AT, i VT LA 7E W 8 9 18] 58 2 )5 R AT ( Smith
26
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& Biley,1997) . Y#SLMBIEArERZ G , 46 5% U B 19 0
742 B (6] A LU 488, A T 3140 B8 5 ST 9% e DA &k 5 IR SR AR PR
Bz (Charmaz,1995), YR, BREBW B R LEWE T —IHRH
et B 2 [0 B ) SR BT 1 th i 2 7 Fn g & ( Douglas, 2006 ) , 3X
B 5 A R SCAR I =, AT DR FLR B S PP R E R 5 B B FOFFACRY
SEEXMFERLERIA . B RTE BB 5 5] LA K AR B8
KB A Wik (Glaser,1998) ,

R EBERHETRAARIBERHRTERN — B ER
{E ( Charmaz, 1995 ; McCallin, 2003 ) , # £ # ( McCallin, 2003 ) #4
g, XH R SRR E B R A RLB LR T R MR 2L, R2
BEFRERGBELAXMMETD , BHMMOTR T EIN%
HYSMMNERTHRZA (AR AAFXRF IFRALE
ZALFNWRI T AE . FEFLAR B S BT Oy B o, H0 3 SRR 15 B B B, 4n
RAFBRFIFHE, KBOETRBRE - NMPFRXNEEREF XRPH
BSARMEIER A . &R —HE M BFFR I B Z 8 i SCER E T,
HEMRILARERHREERR S FHERARES HEEE
I X7 B 88 #4743 #r (Glaser,1998:67) . XHEMBK HEw R R T B IE
B R ST S5 R BB i MR IR T ORISR, EEFRFF AR
EMNBAXR) HE - ARNEETFHRERTREREF A
HEAT H AR B R L% (Glaser,1998) . ML BRI R T EMH
fARE , IRV R SCREB S R R TR A & B Mk
A LEBARRE,. LRI 5 50 3 69 SCRR B BT, a0 SR A B s 47
G, RESHAREDYPIEINENERAA, AR AR ERT L
FEREFR B (Charmaz,1995) , Al LIE AR EE L2 WL
B4 ] FL S ¥E IR (Watson ;1994 :215)

TERERANE, BIMBLA XK B O ARETH & AA R
PEIRIRE A R Z AL, AT BLBF 55 & &9 BF 5% (6] B ( Glaser, 1998 ) ,
BEZAMET AR L, EFRO LW HL¥RXTEE -6
FWEEHARNACENERER ATRABERRNMLES
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WP IR RENFERAEREHAPHHESAR
(Glaser & Strauss,1967:45), i1 — S B H oY ENYE
JE 8 i T D WU, 3R FT DALk At 7E 5 B0 A0 B4 o R B R I E B
—AH i (Glaser & Strauss,1967:46) , @ 3 ( Goulding,2001)
wApMEL BAE-TAN—KELZAWBRTHHBTHR.
HHEBELHRARE"HE, MTERABFHNBEANGFERENE
B, ME, CEREZEREE PR LNESHF BTG B#T
T4 i SR [B1 T ( Goulding,2001:23) , B A ¥ ER I, AREXK L
BRUAHBRELHAREEATETHRIANATREARMIET,
AL A BT B RSB R 5 &7 B %K (Suddaby, 2006:634) ,
MR, RELAE LG BFMAE AN, RERA T LERR
R ATIR T AL B %48 (Backman & Kyngas,1999:148) , X & k¥ ,
REAAFILFRB RO S MR BKT) 2B (Shah &
Corley,2006:1827) , B HHFRBH R , HRAKRLE LW
& 09 AL BT A B A, I 68 o 78 AR GE R 5T BT P 1 4 A9 SCRR I3 B T
B, mHE ,FLR BRSO BRI 2, A 0T LUE Bt
FREMHFEH AR WL T LT SURIA FF EE 080 5
2 Ef# 9% i (Shah & Corley,2006:1827) , #EEi\N, M¥HLBE
EHARTERHHREEHT I HEREMVNER, 8 FEZAH
AR ERINGHER, AT BEABSELZERNXTRE-IHR
R RE RSB KX . A, BEE X LR R R i s R
FAR AR, AL B SUHER [ TR 77 =X R B 2 T R .

(=) BREHM (emergence)

EAMAKRANBERFRSVERSN, UEEFEERRE
FE R KRR X R B S REF R E MBI, MARTREELGHE
W, X RARER R E T ER GRS K42 — (Charmaz,
1995), MBZAFARAN, HRBLHAREZRIXEXZFRT
BIREABRER. RREAELARTESRIE . ER, RFHAH,
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BREAEHTFEABEN - MHISAREN T EHAELEPIER
(Smith & Biley,1997) . ER N BRERRNBE P LN,
BrR RN Y AR S 5 & b4 (Glaser,1992) , KX F i &
KRERFRBET LLBRFEREZSHEN — T RAERWEN, —MF
F R E SRR, — T EAEATN, -4 XHR” (“a normative
projection, a learned preconception, a paradigmatic projection, a
cultural organisation” ) (Glaser,1998:81) HEHB R, R FHH
CHRERELMNEERNTHARNES L, BXLE {BHELHR
BFMERFHRNA—NEEFEMAMNBRBRIAL L &, WA
R EERE R (Glaser,1998) o 40 R BF 5% 7] B A4 € LR M
MREEGHEUNEETHE BREE THRBEHEN—
“B—TEHRNRESGHHEXE RFEY, TURBT RS
HMig” (Glaser,1978:93),

M7 (Becker,1993) #5 it , “ S HEALIR BRI AR B XHWH R
,EFAHF(FTEFRMOLSHR) o, X B E B 56 R & &
F-ERERENER" MiREREX AR (Becker,1993:256) , #
LEMEHRE-FHERBREEHE X THRAE, XS R
X MEFR, IE 0 01 5E (Backer,1993) fr 5 tH B9, 7R B IR LRI BRE,
Xt IEZETE A B0 R L BUBRME M P i . A LR IR BB 5K B)
BAR—-TMHEE LR NI LR ER (Backman & Kyngas,
1999) MR A BRELHANXEEAENILBRERLTHEERF S
(B, AR EHRG ERRREMAELE) MEHERLK
(Glaser,1992) ,

(Z) MRXHFEEF BRI UTRBINTHRARTHRESL

( conceptualisation of latent pattern)

¥ (Glaser, 2001) 4, IBHELERHE -1 EREAN.
BMEMAEHEEN HEEAHFERARNTIER. BR
XE—-ITESEE NP LEFHNILRBEWERERRMR, 1A
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RKiE (Glaser,1978), EMHRNAETERFHHBJSMAR, WA
U2 1 R BF 52 & 3L ( Denscombe, 1998,2003) , RN £, iR 28
BHRMTHH U R P HAFEENLIERS, R ERMEN REE
L F R A A %4 e 2 H (Glaser,1992 ;Charmaz ,1995)
MEHED (Glaser, 2002) , AL FLEBATHBEE DK
FTARKETRELRAI M REENRE - ALFEELRAS TE
BT B SR Ay 45 , LA 5 b W0 B A E A7) O R AE B 4 15 1R
SEGRARAENRS A RNE RO SR ZHE B IA
Y# BR % ( Glaser, 2003 ), 1n “keeping clients in line” ( Guthrie,
2000) , “ uncoupling” ( Vaughan, 1986 ) 1 “ resourcing change”

(Fei, 2007 ) ¥R ML A TEBE
(M) #4384 4 (social process analysis)

$ 3K F (Glaser, 1992) 5 i, FLAR B iR B X 4l & (9] B8 % K (4
=)t (processes) BT 5T, HIEMBHEMRHAM R FHRH
BrRAREEST X (322 ) B 5T (units) M BF . #8 3 3 (Glaser, 1978)
H—-FRE,ALREBELEH TR XEE AR STE S (social
process analysis), MIF K EHH L% HARPHH L WA
( social structurai units) (8 A HE HH % %) (Glaser,1978 ;
109) . FrEL HRBREERARXT (L) B HESE, WIE (i
%) Bt (Glaser & Holton,2005) , (#.4&) B (Ha)EBERX
1 & 5 (focus) AT #E I #4 ( generalisibility ) | 7] #% /A ¥ ( durability ) |
B ¥ $8 ¥k (transferability ) . % (sampling) . % & ( coverage) . #
Mtk (accuracy) 7 s #% ( historicity ) B3¢ & i ( research impact)
52 & % (relationability ) 2 5 H A 4 £ A F 22 4k ( Glaser & Holton,
2005) ., LM BEEiE (BN resourcing change) R F— &8,
MIEHBITHTR, MEERMNELHITHE R (Fei,2007),
BEZ HAHRBERHXERETHESSR,FEETMATER
BUSMM BT,

ARATE W Joox 8 M
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#4425 # (Basic Social Process) o] L4y A Fif . A &
> H 1 8 (Basic Social Psychological Process) flil# At & 45 ¥ id
#2 ( Basic Social Structural Process) ( Glaser & Holton,2005:10) ,
EEA BT S MDA A 2 DB B IS E (Glaser
& Holton,2005:11) , HE,(NAHSOESEBR TRELVAR
MREARE HREHIBRNE LR —ER B G RME, I
BF B i 4 4E — > i 72 (Glaser & Holton,2005) , 7 b, L4
BEHREPEEIBIHXERR LR ALFEERS T
BT AR ST &k (Glaser,2002) H—B#), R, TE
BENE, HAREBELEATHRNALRE ARRXRURANS AR
Kit&d B2 B E EEM(Charmaz,1995)

(E) —UIEAETE(all is data)

EILRERHAR T ER D, — 0% 4 HE (Claser,2001) , X
TMEREBREAEEN, EXIHRTERS , JEQT W, TLR
AAEXR HARELESRATRAMRHORL FLELRIAZLT,
Xt 2R FTER, HRELAGHEIRNSSR-—EFER
(Wimpenny & Gass,2000:1489) . ¥ 3k (Glaser, 1998)i\ N, 7
LB SR, AR T R BIBF I E B — U0, AR AT LA 24 A 48 R A e it
ITHE, ATIERBEHBRARBETRBEROEN. BXT
(Glaser, 2001) 4t 2e 422 LR B R AR E S REFSIUA (HE)
M ER B R— 14 (a perspective on perspectives) , H H &
FREB—TUBRBRLRIRPRMRERURFEFROEL,

(75) $LMREBIC AR IERY ) Hb A2 F0 A #909 BR # ( grounded theory
is abstract of time, place and people)

En iRt 2 fon st 8 2 E & 4 b7 L3 (Glaser & Holton,
2005) P ATt A R ELHEAMNE F M SO0 ERERIBH
43 ¥ (Glaser,2003) , i A Z B[R] b S S AR ER §l . X B E Bk
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H ALRERTUBSRE ADANETNR, SHMAHHRTEL
ARLILBRBEHROBRA E KM HES #4 (generalisability ) | B
= (coverage) . 1] ¥ # ¥4 (transferability ) F1 7] f¢ A % ( durability )
(Glaser & Holton,2005)

BRI, FLRER T LU — 2 X4 0 % e R
it ( Glaser & Strauss, 1967 ), 3t fii L /8 # it ( substantive
grounded theory) # & X 5 LIk TR - E X HAMH TR, €
Al L R FHIE— MR E i, ( Glaser & Strauss,1967.79), #
K, B AL (formal grounded theory) g & XL b : — 4~ L B 4L
BB PO, AR ZME X ERE, MERZRSB S MK
i 3K B IR P B b BB MR R B LN & A & X (Glaser,
2007 :4) . 33 M ¥ 95 i (Goaser & Strauss,1967) i3 F
(Glaser,2007) 3] % T — B XL B WAL, HEBRAK
2 EABRKUTHEBE(BMAT ERLRAE T ) E&EH
RPRBOHBN, BABREEAESRIEHLBRK. A SMaim
WEXEBEERN, BA MM I%EX, EAREETLALFER
(Glaser & Strauss,1967:99)

NAHIRBRARFEZROTARNEF

EMBmEZHY AREEHRTERRE N —BROAR T E
B AR BREMLSN,ER-ERERNMANTEEER 1%
FR—ERFBA AN L (Claser,1992:16) ., REHMMAT
IR T EEHRALBRRTHRELHERBOLRE . LHI5RE
MR REBETNE T HEEN  XARAREELTIN LY K
NHAME T, HEFRER S KL EME X (Glaser & Strauss,
1967:1), REHIBARHH MY - EHAR T EREARIBRSTE
HEZAL,E S &R AR TS H %30 BT # 47 9 % & ( Glaser,
2003) ,MA IR BERHAR T ERWHARBFOENET , FHR
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EHE X R EREMER -, FHREMGER -FHE
X E R P BT R A8 5T 1R R AT BB st AR S BT R 55 B
(Glaser & Strauss, 1967) fik% 3 (Glaser, 1978 ) {£ 4T,

(—) FHEMEEMERDT (open and selective coding)

BERES IRELR - ALFEEERAR TEERIMNG
MO KB RHRER - TETRIAERFAEPHREEK
(Glaser,2001:10) , %%, I LRBRH AT ZILS  REELE
4 2Z 18 F 44 5 R A R I LA, DA T 4R A 5 & O T G AR 1E 9 TE R
B X BRI S 1L (Glaser,1992) , B HBEEAIMBM &R, &
B X — AL T BE A AR R S (s R D) AT, AT I
B (Glaser,1978) , BB E —F I BAEMEFLREKN
ME— 2 L RIFIF B S (Glaser,1992) ,

EFBERBHRE,  FRETEH N HERSREMRIER

B BB X THAGHE?

BAFHIRGRM— AL %?

BAFHABEGREEEY RGERTR—AHY
89— AL o 8 5 427

BEFAEEAEGAA2?

M- AEARLCELBIALENIRRLETHFH
Bk T Ak A E T A6 F M7

H2RATEARFAMAL4? (Glaser,1978:57)

FE T, EEERGERE, A BRI EREN, REXI
BA AP LTREE TR ANRENELTA BB EE XK
RABRF#ATHRG, XEXNPLOERTHE— L RBREMER
RIS (Glaser, 1978 61),

MAREEAWHITHRG T, AR HELUEREESHBIE
B 43 B i oh .0 Y8 B , B 5 A0 3 A i 2 BT )R R T AL A9 Y W FE AT

e BAT BT 00N B




* FE

FERFF—BUE XL (Glaser,998) . XMHMETABBSHTE,
MR AR — P OB TS MIT AR PR AN ER
i Bl ( Glaser,1978)

(=) L8 (constant comparison)

K FE (Glaser, 1978:49 -52) , BiF -4 & A b L B ety
BoRs LR ALBEHKRE - FHE5HEH BES5ELHE M
SERESSMBEBE(BMBEE HENIR). FHSEAHER
MUEEEN) TAORSGENET, Y- HICLER. EELH
FEEZHFEHEITHE, UEIEXEEERMBSRM A GHEM
MEZRGHTEMARE, DER - ENmREEES; Y- MEE
SFXB TENERERE, ETUAMXBMEAMAZRHFTHLE.

B, 7£ “keeping clients in line” ( Guthrie,2000) W BF X, %
ERTHZ(AERFEHMNKLREH) HESFRHX ML
H8 . 7E“resourcing change” (Fei,2007) B BF3T b, x4 0 76 B
6] 2 3 N\ B0 4H 403 A9 A 56 SUR (B Senge et al. ,1999) (&K -
B # (Jamie Oliver) (Anstead,2005,2006 ) 4k H gE 47 EL B -

(=) Bt RH# (theoretical sampling)

RBRES WS HISHRERN T REL , JE T ER
B R AR AR , B T — B A A S S AR B AT LU
RIEN, EERERNENZRELHBERELRE. XHE
W i 8 B IE7ETE B0 SE T sk B X 28 0 B 2 4l ( Gllaser ,1978:36)
XR—ANRRELXMREF R, & T — 0% H B (Glaser,2001) ,
XHREFARHEEERNERTEREHN, MARELRE
f) 45 & (Coyne, 1997),

A B FH AR BF T 38, 1IE 48 3K F (Glaser, 1998 ) BA # 15
Wa BB R i il I A E A FARBEIBEREN . I,
MR ST (Fox) , %60 AR B (B H 6) A BY THE B (88 U135 2 W
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R)— TN — ERRENEF TSR REERBET —1E
BEHREMEFRROIT R E R IE % (Fox,2004:10),

EXTRENTFRFERIIER S, B 89 % R H (purposeful
sampling) . % # ¥ R & ( selective sampling) #1 B it # R #
(theoretical sampling) X AR iF # F % K 7] SCHY , 5 Bt B AR 30 B ik
Fi(Coyne,1997) . #EHEWRE—RE THEE A M 4E
BBV HTER R PSB L B ATy BF 55 % B %t B W 2% B7 $2 ) 9 R
%] (Schatzman & Strauss,1973:39) , BIEREFTH WS, EHEHFR
HRRB, BEIHESIH T RERBEE-NMFENH S, RE—1EL
BREHAEN AN —E4S K (Fmet [ s  FHSEn), X
R LAE— TR AT A (Glaser,1978:37) . 5%#BHRFMLL,
RAESHRENARETERTHEEREMSA 2, HOHRBESWS
MREFIME (Glaser,1978), T H, HAMERHEMBREREZHE
AREFFEEHEUMAR Z 4L (Coyne,1997) . BRI ZB AN
BETREGEFENRIRATRENR , FRENF T LIKBR
ZXMAREHEXRBEENEH, BT LB N B 0 K # (Patton,
1990) ., Hoh, A AR R PR KRR R B RERE, HOERAE
A—ERELHRE., BRERERERELAROESERNER
# H H9HE R 2 424 (Coyne,1997:629) . FFIL, BR HERHE AL 2
HATHRABPHEHENEE. AENENEERERE, EEEN TR
TR, AH SRS, AP HWRERANTRRBEERAZEL
HEXFK (Coyne,1997:626) , TEHMBIEHR B HEL P, B RH
MEBVBBES T HNEREN —IER IR ELFRENTER
B(R—ERREMA L), X8R W b 2] 35 4 (Coyne,
1997:625) , WA ER, AIREE—THARFBHAFTERERARTH
—AHEHE REHRAT 1B, BERERNEBEREFR
f#(Coyne,1997:625) , H.IBEIEHARFMPMREBNE, ENEES
e, MMEEAR RN TEEARELEEN, MAREW KR
ZHi g E R ER (Glaser,1992:102),
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(M) BigdeMFn (theoretical saturation)

5 ¥ 3 5 A 07 45 35 B (Glaser & Strauss, 1967:61 -62) ,4E
A S8 A B 45 L SR AE B 4 S8 AR, T TR MR R 8 AR T LA R BRUAH
BEUESITEHR L RBRE - RIEMNZ], BieHEA
WEREIZHEREMFHRETEEN, HR, EEHERNEHN
FEN0BE & R {7 B BT LASSE b 53X — ) &8 | 32 P 5 (Bulmer,1979) , ¥t
B2, as Al LUA 5 L 3 05 58 58 B B S R a7

(E) BHMRT (theoretical coding)

W ARG R 98 5 I ¥ 4w 5 (substantive codes) E[ H AR
BH4H (Glaser,1978), HAENIREBARZHM, TR MNI AT
UBEBHAHBEE, EHARERHRS, XTRERDEXH—FR
MR R AR RE, IS (Glaser,1978,1998,2005 ) # fit
T—EZENBLHRE, MH, ARSI HEEFIECNORN,
FFIEARRZER G P88 A F BB ER

¥ 3k (Glaser,1998) B 8 b X 4 ST A B 4 4R HG

ERAMBE  RRBEARGERARLART — A
HEHRARE, EMARERAERALGRR, (136)

ERAMEGE . MANERARERBZRBGMELR,
THAMZARS R FHHARMNRALARBHEIS £ 5
MEMiteNegz 243, EMAARERY, FHETH
AOEHZF BEABE REHR—ATEGER, €M
RUpRAYRANEX, ERB . EEEX $HNALEF LK
BESFZONZEEREIA, (163)

(X) S&EFERNFINEETSR (memo writing and hand -
sorting of memos)

BT R MR —FHERETE, RIEHFKF (Glaser,1998) #IE
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X, 5EmURGRAEREHERGETBINXRAMEX, EELE
EHNG BEUE ST AEEERORNEBY (Glaser ,1998.
177), EfIEZ-LEEER BIEEERPHTBEMLELRE
MER BREMEBEEEXBRNEL, (EEAERN)IBMGER(&
CREF)REREAHMAREAN 2 HARAMBAR, EMNEAT
RS, B A b TE N HMTA Fr i (Glaser,1998:177) . Fr
U, EECREANTHREEAHEZ, RENET—HT —-1E
ERBRWHER, EERENB—2, N4 & XM E A (Glaser,
1998) ,

RIERF T (Claser,1978) B HEEREHLRERHREF
PP DEOSE BHEXITIBRP . FHRNUERIER, &
EEFHRE MNTERBERA, ARSI T—-SEEMTHES.
B R REARREARHBAEEZERNEE. #— PR, &8
KHMRBEMEHR AEBENER R SANER ARERER
i (Glaser,1978:116),

EHRERHARFTFZEREHRE

WIEHEF S (Glaser, 1998 ) , LR B RW AR T —ERMK
PRME—E A (fit) (BT 474 (workability)  #§5<# (relevance)
AR AEYE (modifiability) , LIRBELFEN K4 MrKE,
MYRXEMN ERATEINGI MR ERA T ZHG R, MY
ST & 8 B AH % ; 7T LA BE i Bk 45 %08 % i ( Partington,2000:93) .

ERANRERMEEERSREIBEFIHVEHRERSL, BELA
W LU BT R 4248 IE B9 47 K (Glaser,1978) , B FHIRHEB R R
BEAHREERXFZPEEHRE(Wells, 1995:36) , TR B HE
SREFBRBMNHEXERNTX . EERIBBEHRNRERL—
AMEREE P EEXR T B BFEN MY (Glaser,1978) , HLHH
WEEW LUE S — B B T RA BT, 75 vl 8 of 6 P B0 P e R 3L
37

ARATHT I 08 FH




*TE

$E BB E R 2 A (Glaser & Strauss,1967:31) , IERW 1T
HxF AR, TEEREASREANER, RTFILRELHEREIHN
—AEEN ST RMAE S (Glaser,1978) , HXMRIBETRREST
HUMARMBHEZTHERRLE, TARNFREEL S LU XNE S
KBS RE W 0] 3 (Glaser,1978) , AR BHEREAFE LY
8RB B ¥ 1 (Glaser,1978) , LLRT 3 MARHERTIE BURE R, A
BRONEHE LRE NREE RS CRAFTFSEE,RE
BB 0 B0E 15 B 5 U BT B (Gllaser,2001) . E3E b, MEBH
MRASEIRERA TP LKL (Glaser,2001) . AT ARG R H
RB7 I MER—#H ¥R h THESARMBSER, U
EEathy (Wells,1995:36) ,

TR 2B L5 BRIk 40 P (rigour) (40 IE B4
RGN  RATRS AL, hEFZ, BAFR T RLEH™
R E BT 2 B8 T BF 3% 89 H 26 ¥ ( relevance ) ( Mintzberg, 2004 .
399), FEHHENIFER, TR ERE, BTHTTE &
BB 23 3 M\ v T 48 3 2R A L 5T LR ( Schendel 200419951 ]
399), MEMBHTRBERZ AN “H ®KXH K" (bureaucratic
research) N EHRIZMTHAENER N REANHNERAN
(Mintzberg,2004:399) . BiR(AMKIE S THATMMANREBHX
M RZOESR, SHFRNGHBX S T HARMBEERRR.

PHRBANE—FREFZTHATH MEARER,
EEEHARE, —ENBEAFRAY, —EHELEAR
GM  EHARBFFOHELHABAA ARG TSR, 2
HARTUAREIMNG BACHEAARE-AKBOLA,
BEA—AHGFRIBE—ADH, RE, AL, T £
EAHGRL ARG LR GRS, TR TUAR
£ #1645, (Mintzberg,2004:399 - 400)
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EXNE—-ERBEB MRS E AR RITASEMNERYE
HHBFsTIE R (Dey,2004) , LR ES B R F B BN EEH TH
RAAEB AREAREEMASEROHSIBZENEEEA
(Charmaz,1995:28 -29) ., LR B R AR FERE ZMN A TH
R CRA VR RE % E (Wells, 1995) , o an, BIS# ™4 fEH
SEHE B 4 BT R SE g (McCallin, 2003 ) % %, LR E g 7 X
(approach) .77 % (method) f1Hf 5% (research ) #H H 32X # § A , 1 iX
$o R I B % T 2 b X 4 FF oK (Benoliel , 1996 ) . H i i Z g JL
FRE XN RESETN - EBEREN, AREERARELZH
K, Xt A AT M 1k K %o i o] R R R R BT R B
W —FhHEE” (Wells,1995:35), BB, ILBBRHR I KL
BERE—IFTRE—HXFTARREBEHRES R (Martin &
Turner,1986:143) , W H A EH FH AR E. EMEE ST N
BRITOMERBRHSFF IR (AR THH -4, MARME—
i EFHE—1 (Glaser,1978:3),

RIBREBBI T E R B R AR, IR @R ERITBE
RMP, ETHRANEHARABEE. 2B - T ELHNE
(McCallin,2003) , i FEHEFMBMKRMERTL R, ERA TR
HEER YR BEF B (McCallin, 2003 ) , #E MBS FE R SEH
MR BRP A BEBE (Charmaz,1995:32) , EFLIRERBIR I
R, RS R 2 EHRARKE B (Backman & Kyngas,
1999.149) , 3 H #4 4 £ % 4 #9 (McCallin, 2003 : 206 ) , B 5% [al B >
FUXBER,BATRTHREFGRAMMREHMEHE LR
EXEREFERRMAR. AU, HRE B 5 F 5L 5 H L
RFRXBHOER,  EZE  HRABSERBERELE R HTRE
(Glaser,1978) —— A iy ARLL B F X & B & & 8 X ALAT# 5] & F1
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X ¥ (McCallin,2003) , Wt R, BF ST M BEA D X B 0 52 % 3 Sh B
REEMAR M RHRX R A C £5E XL (McCallin,2003) . BT LABFR
TG R B 42 s PO AR 2 R BRI BB B R T IR R A S M B AR, B AR
BENLEFPHERAEHN, WA RH RN Z R L B (McCallin,
2003.:203),
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