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FLAR IS 4R AOR A 2 B A G B o B A #Y 8 MR 5 i i 07 28 . X5 R I8 Bar-
ney G. Glaser #ll Anselm L. Strauss T 1960 403 H , B T2 M # IR B9S2 & L H
A BSR4 r  F BT BABEST  [0) 46 8 A i SE Uk A AR e AL B AR . H
B AU NS 2 N T8 BB 2 VR e PP e A SRR A A O e AR AR
Bl 28Ok 82 2 FAL A € PEOF T 7 12598 Z — (Corbin, 2017:301-302)

HARBLIE B TE S R AT T MR 5 i e A A 2 #E o Glaser(2002:1-31)IK 4, BSPs J& &
A T I ] AL 2 AT O AR AR 20, A 42 Y W28 BSPs, B HEAS #2500 B 75 A L A 4L
S EEAE AR A R A AL 0 B R S R TR I R B LA L 2H 2L B
) 45 Ay 3ot R 2 B AR AE AL 23454 . Charmaz(2017.34-45) 5| B T 30 W& A R HLAR 31
WA AL EALH PR R R & B L S REIE . FLARFRIS B A AL S i
P 5 HABAL SR 2= PrE AL S IR HLHIZE Rl XIER MR —HE )2 m it &
Bl o B ko (B e VA AR A R T SR AR SR Y . AR A S B FLAR
WA Iz HE .
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5 L BB AEA . FUARELIE DL AE A S il A S A AR SRR Y R A5 R 3K B AR AR 25 P
T A i SR T AN A ) A A B AL R R A . 5 = BRI U . FLAR R
W A4 A H B A8 ), JC I8 SCHR M1 B4 i Hdk 2 A7, 5 LA B A AR A . S5 0 g
A8 TS AL & o FLAR BRI B A b Rt o A ) e i 0, R3] 38 4T b o3 BT B | 4 3 IR
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AR R AR L A R S AR E T AR O A B A TR B A B A LSS G R . A T Rk
Ho# . FLARBIS B 0 1 LU T 2R S5 800 L i i S S Z R AT IR E S S SOk S SRS
[ HEAT o Fp2L EARORIE THUR B TE B B Bl NP, 2875 SIS i fn . 22 8040 A B 45 th T i 3R
W Ja PR B SR SR AR AS . X AR LR B ME S Y G E MR R s R e . SR L L A MR LA OGN
A . FEALAR S b AL G AL SRk SRR R R . AR 20 N 2 B
P WA HSE BRI = A . AR 4 HIE BEAS T | 15 WA R AR R L 7R T 5 A 6 42 5 A ST U HE
V5 T 5 0 [R) U2 DG IR 1 5 RIS LE PR L 48 2407 5t Sl B0 L Pk A% T8 B AR B B W AR . 7EIX
SERRAE A R AR E SR . BB\ SER R E . FLAR BEIE RN  ToR 3 5 N T R AR L
RO Ak S B G L T 1 B A s A Ao R ) BEE A B (Weed ,2009:502-510)

FUARIIS AL T R b AN A R 2L, EERIAE AR HELE b ARERME A =Fh, B Glaser 1R+
(AR AR AR, Strauss & Corbin [F2 )7 fLIRAS , Charmaz B4 HERI A . 76 B R F R IR 24 % 42
BT B KA LARE G O = 0 T — 2 0 L B S SRR A R k. % SUAR S e Y e
(Piantanida et al. ,2004:325-346) » FLHR FHIE (IR 7 L BUER 70 Z 8] 1 57 [7] (Starks &- Trinidad,2007:1372-1380) »
SRR TORXTHUAR BRI ERAE 1 58 L AN 5E B AR 9 3 25 B (Reed & Runquist, 2007:483-503)  BLIR Al
FE )2 R (Draucker et al. ,2007:1137-1148) &AL TE LAY AU 5 3R 3% M (Wasserman et al. ,2009:355-381) » %
B TR FLAR BEIE B A% 0 n) R A SRR LA B o SCHR A9 7E T 5 R FH (Heath, 2006 :141-150) L 3 AR
f1: 2533 #2 (the basic social process, BSP) [ )2 B (Reed & Runquist, 2007 :483-503) « 3% R ¥ 4F 5 BS99 B 5
(Fendt & Sachs.2008:430-455) . ] I A iR fi# (Roy. 2006 :633-642 ) , FF 5

H Glaser (1992) & £ T (B M 5 i #l—FL A #8179 I fil ) (Emergence vs. Forcing: Basics of
Grounded Theory) J5 , B FLAR PRI 28 3 A UG I A TF. Glaser 38 1, Strauss & Corbin [T 4L o1&
95 NSRBI EN G FLAR G 2 52 1 (verificational) , BIRIF Y 5 5 3538 18] DL IIE 52 4325 o8 355 F1 43 25 =2 i)
(A3 R UESE B ZE R ik A . Glaser 58I UESE KA 7E MG K R i 5 A W fig. Strauss % Xf T Gla-
ser (HEIEREBCA W WA K . A 305 # Ul A C R EF TR IS AR H S . Glaser fE1E £ 18
W PR FLB IS AR IE G Y R FLAR B 0 A R SRR DT RIS B . 2B WA LA B AN AR
HE W EA AT WA R M IE SR B R 3 (Piantanida et al. ,2004:325-346) ,

FUR IS A X 24 2500, Ul B NS SR M BRVE Jr B 0F R B B8 5 RS R ZE i ie ., X e
WA SR AR AR S LSRR A KA. T — 2 A SCE e/ ir LR #e e
I IR b B e B s LR BT N S S AR W B A PR I 3 AR AE B IS 1 L 3 5 | O g
B A% 0 11 i 2 JEL 2y X 6 FLAR B S 1 BRI B SR HEA T IR I, DRy FUAR B e 4 it v [ SR BRI

L HREBISRENEIRISE”

FURAIS LIS " d o H By . B o PR e SUBE L DUSEE g i BRI R A IR 1 AN AF 1K
5 7R FEAR R S 3 PR FLAR B8 (O Reilly et al. ,2012:247-262) . X — B AR &M (B EHE SR,
IR A BRSO A DR R R O S a5 B AR R D B B AN

TEEH B R FUR BB 5 3 5 B0 Z (8] 9“8 3 7 = J7 1 R A

S A AR B E DL H AR B ERT CHNR R R A 5T 0 S R G e R S Y B A
AREEEEIHIL . Glaser(1978) AR« i ith J2 K4l v & Ji 52 ot 1 B9 A o A o o 52 J5 St 145 34
VO i A B %00 Y0 W S I o S T IR R R A ok R %) S BT M S 5 4 ) T U L X — ok R R A R 2 A
RG22 (B AR AE O & A LTl 5 00 Ak, HE B S R 5 S5 TR LR 2 ) A T UL 1 AT A8 ek A A R A 2 it
FERY RIS o 3 A A5 PR A7 0T B T b o N ) SRR o ABE S BICICRE ) 35 3 Ak R il 5 42 M T 5
B, Strauss & Corbin $#208 =g 77 28, B AR AL =50 A0 BEIE A% . 1) FF 550 4 15 5 0 2 LA i L #L98
AN Y S W SE B 1 25 AT 8/ B Sh AR B LR W . (2) R gm i I ZE R VLR
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TR T I H. 3l S5 R 55 00 R TP A% O Y W5 » B S DA S 28 i H Al 2 0 8L AEUTES B L AR 2R 8 19 08 4 A
WO A DAAZ O Y0 56 3Ry 25 8 07 20, FLAR BRI AF 5 vh (9 A8 — B8 7 il 35 A 38 v i D (Birks et al. .
2009:405-417) . (3)Charmaz $& Hi 9] 45 G B F0£E 53 G 6% - 90 465 G 00 30 5 AT L0 20 A JE BOAE & 5 6 G
Bt 38 3ok 28 O3] — 2R ARE A R G B AL DU E SR S T e . = T 3 s Glaser BT =0
Strauss )%k R 7 T L T B B X . Glaser SREFISAEA PG Y A, (i F FS & o % JH S i
IR AT BE A 8 s Strauss & Corbin & & — B ST 80K - 75 A T 58 3 S8 A5 1 40 17 J5 00
J7 45 B ABAT T 7R 3 5% s Charmaz W) 5 5 8 A1 5% 3 15 9 0F 50 38 109 2 S0 3l i 4 i B8 8 ). Ah .
B 2EH BT ECE L TR AR 2 BT . B LL A8 58 25 44 1 O X 7R [l il 42 K SF 2 i 3k 2L Y AE
B8RS FUAR R G 65 A0 28 1) Ak 2 A B L AR B (Wasserman et al. ,2009:355-381) . 9K . X 46 9K %
AIEH T FLAR A G AR A A L H X LE G0 R B i 18 Ul T, FLAR BRI e 7 ) S B, A
YNBHE AR e DA S B BRI U B IR S R A A 0O B O I e R R R TR, X
R AE B R R 2 (R AR AE A A R e

W R A ST T B PR T . Glaser £ 45 2 ML SZUEFI AT S B SIS TR A 04T 2
WHER N AFAE B SN B WF 5 4 LA A 8 b Sr B9 W8 3 B FP A 26, Strauss & Corbin A K
58 2 BE 98 B — 8 43 T AS RE 28 W R 25, 466 X6F 14 L JC A UL 1) B il G /& AN AT 1Y . Charmaz W) D) fif R 32
SCF G IR T2 SO 7 A iy AR N 32 SR AR S D 1 G B LR S TR R A AR
5 A A B Ty KON O BIF IR B R R SO Y — T A AT IR N BN 45 4 1) 2 5 M (Piantanida
et al. .2004:325-346) o A UL IR 58 5 AN [ B 9 o 37 3 T s 6 i R 1Y O 1] 55 1 T 0 1) 24 36 BF 58 3 BER
ORAREi

LR E AN AR N R e & PSR IMEL. Fendt & Sachs(2008:430-455) 5 t LA HL 1S BF
FEH T R IAMATAE TR 2 I TR E A AL s BT TN T A BB R AR
Ak 5 T 0 S B B =2 (B A AE 6 AN TE Y . Glaser(1999) WAk FLAR HIE 7 B 98 3 i A = Fh g 77« BE &1k
B mIne ) AR —E BERALMARE 1 A 2 BHR B ) . X SRS AR 8 MK 7 AR A s Ak SR B
i Y EEARE Ty o AE A SOy FLAR BRI 2 B W7 i ok B L R 58 VR AR B3 B 51 5 % R A
B LTI . Strauss & Corbin(2001) AN, FLAR B IS (1 RRAE 2 A BE 1 L 97 3t 20 H7 15 8% A
IR A A DL A 0 A BB T 4 4 S5 A R 0 AT g AP DR R T X BIF ST A I A B
Charmaz(2009) A A BIF 5% 3 78 B ik 8 710 24 ) o B e AN [ AR FH

VA A 3 R 1 P RUBR i 2 AR SRR R 08 O 190 B TS A s B B ) B AR X S R P R
FOFLAR BIS HTE BUA R B AR KBOGRIAE = il — 2 W H &R . BF5E 3 0 0 P
A BN AR FR S 2 6 s 1 U R . AL A C M E S R SE PLZAR B — I (B — 25
HNEROILRG — REE AR MRS SCHEZE AT . B PUESAE N RERIER & A H
T SCHEFR SR B DI BE AN AURT AN % Fh BOia = 55 34T B PR 38 W LA S il R0 AL 1 3% 5
R B A Bk UL 1N T RUTE 285 11 552 W 0 0 DA 465 % T B (Jost et al. ,2009:307-337) , SR MIF 5T 4 I 2E AR
AR WEITE R AR DG 5% 0] R ) MR R Al e A 28 WF 9T RO HE B 5 20 Oy e U ) i 5 2 i LR TP i G
BEWM AR ., =W E WD N OHRHE . DF90E 12 R B GG RE I P T e 5 LA AR 2 8y
AR X 7 OB UL OYEE . AL WF 58 & S PERRAE Q0 QBRSPS BB IE A B RS i . B 7R
AR A RE R AR T A& BT A B RIS 5 LR BB W58 19 1 (Fendt &- Sachs, 2008 :430-455)

FIOL L FLAR IR Y R 7 A AN S B AR T AR B b R AR FLAR BOE 0 b R 5 BT R B e 2 A A AR
HCWEYE”, Peirce BT HEFE” (abductive reasoning) i T X &, Peirce XEEHI AR W IEHER . (1) D
SERHEES . (2 Ha B30 A E K i B D (3) 8 HAL BRI AR 1% H X AR B D; (4) FTLL, H
AIRER LAY . # MR Peirce BYAERE D40 R 26 02 3 20 0 i 72, L h p 3090 B TR AL . IR HE IR 52
W58 1A 2 6 75 R0 52 W) R 8500 43 A TR ( Timmermans & Tavory,2012:167-186) o 3X — 20 T i %3
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TS B B R T 22 D (0 O R o I S AR5 A 5 S 9 1) 48 A 0 i R LR B T IR 1B K
MBS I

—FAT BE AT AR » R A SO A TR BEIR . ARy HA A& A Py s Ao e iy vp (630 Ak . A B 2 Y 8L 4 D7
Ao BORE S A nr DA r ] 42 25 B e RO A8 T 30 i s A LR B0 ™ TR 83 3 ™ 19 O 3+ A R OB Y 2 AR Bk A

=B RENRESTR

H ] 5 5 10 < 2 i S8 Ty SR AR T B L AR B A S v A AT RE . X T B (AN B Ok
RIR T o A6 BRAR T 2% Oy e v R AT ki

(—) HARMFHNEGEBEXEM

S AR B f 7 S0 BSOS B3 B SEmb 1. SEH 32 SIS A B TR SE AR I 45 R AT
SRR A IH S AT S TR AR BSOSO B AT S . FESE
MEK APRBEFLE, AN AR FAR., EFT2BNTEEAM A e AR Hmmn.
A AR TR — R R, QR R AR e e BB T RATE A e R B BT R
WL PR A 1. S TS 0 IR Mead (L& 0 FEEAH . 7E Mead B2k, #ESE A
Lk A B A R et AR . N ALl A S i B R, = TR A ol gy . ARy
AR SEZE RS RBAER A E TR AL BT AR M AR R T+ H 5.
XAt RBAER . NSRRI 208 5 B 3R 1 & P (Starks . Trinidad,2007:1372-1380) . A& H
A TEAT Bl P LY EBAE 5 A R 5 0 L i D I 15 Y BE T s AR R Tk A LA A iR — RE X B O AT RN
FEEPE T NI ARE AL ST, A OEMARER TS HEMAMEd, ARk
SELEA AN B O 0 B He il 1B RG89 1 A NS A4 19 B 8 (Stryker, 2008 15-31) o £ 5 HL 2
WL AR A G BRI B A = AT : (D A2 AR S X A0 ATT R Ui i & A 10 5 S A ax s 2
WEATIE S . S G A A b B T BRI R BN B — R AR TS —— W B AR A R B s
A5 AR 2C T N T A A ORI 5 4 il B2 L 45 B g 15 AATTAT Dy i) AR, JE A N9 05 2l DA S At
VE R —AMARLEH B AR5 P T8 B 1 & R B . (2) XS0 7 SRR N — S A5 H TR R AT i A
SHGPAT A S A R . (TR AN A Al T 18 3 (1) 4§13 T8 B 3 R H 0 o Xk e S Y
R BB IE X S Y L. T F ARG A B A Gl R i EE . A& %)
FLHEAT G S i S0 T B 1 S e X IEZE B 58 AT o I TE 1l (A %3, 1996. 11200, £F5 BB G
SRR ARER TS AW SR, B — @ R BIRE TR BN R S IR E L
Strauss 852 F 3= SCRFoR IE B9 47 3h B S0 B T AT B S H E MEHE AN BIFLAR BEIE . SEH B URIfF S
Sl AR AR T LR B A AR B Bl R 2 R A i L AR B A T R RRAE . L fl Strauss
Glaser 5% 8 5 9 4R L i B0 72 AUEIS A9 vl 8 1

EEHBR AR T LIRS B8, AR B3P 58 B AR & N A 0 AR
fiE o X p N A B0 R AE B A AR e e 1 . N R 1 R R 25 4 i R 8 B T 4B S 15 5
BA YA M AR Bt = A T g B R BNRR S SR B O A e 20RO BUIR
Ao XA HCWAAER B AWGE R AEFE M ERR R 47 fF2aREmmKE? 5, AR
A A PR RS TG R A A B0 P AR X — P AR R S 2 1 i e S R M 1 K
A8 SR 2 BE 17 2 38 2k S A BR SC B AT 18I DA 1 A A 00 3R 56 58 LI (3 Rk, 2012, 46-61) . “ A
W7 — LA LB SR 2270 7 s A AR A I X RGN B (Hill & Pargament, 2008.3-17) , “ 3
S — e NG E ) AN B () B S AR 1 BN A R A0 B 3 B (Cacioppo et al. 2005 143-
155) o 2 HLA T 10 P 09 5 ) S 455 3 SCRCIE BRSO AN IRAE O BN AR TR 5 R R A R L Bl
A2 GRARIK 2011 :46-54) o A0 B Bl B a0 A8 46 26 G W0 3 U A 2 (Bruner, 1990:33) . AJ& 7E B X 3K
AT B SURAE B A R AR A N SR IR
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F R A AR « 58— N A7 TE AR 2 38 SUIY 38 S RAZAR O R 0 B I B & R 55 46
TLRRER SR LR E RS X A S AT R R E AR E 8 = R A A A I R Y
BT I AL SR TR I X S PR AL 2 B AL S s AT R R SO P AR R EE

NI RS XHHUREIE A G LR . H— RN SR . 5 SO R AU 5 & 5 bl
FA WG B ) 7 W) 8 2 AT I e RO 8 RO 5 & AR A I LR G T AT |
3, R FLH G BT DU IR 2 T8 LR G0 BV A WL A% 0 B A (800 /8 2R 40 L A5 8 R 3 SN
X H HIS M AN A E L. ARSI, BEEEX TR TR0k, 1
LR AN T A SO 2 T . ARG A T U A A O R A A B S R SR P 52 R
PEFE M . aE— 2B A 28 T RO F B S H AR 2 180 09 A R0 A0 46 52 B 2 M A =X
FRPE 5 0 (B S B L T G T R R T SR R SN AT . I E AN BEAR SR Tk A E =
I (Kalberg.1980:1145-1179) o AN SCAL B SCHA I 2O AN i 2 o — I B X R M2 Z T H AR R,
H A 1 o S Tl S A 1) T SCJEL 4 O X 5 AR B M S A T AR AR R T B . R TR T
TR A L 78 ARG AT 50 AR S5 45, 20 b 5 i B AL 2 AR A, ety 4% S B R R i JEL 4 —
NG5 A B A (B P A G0 i A O St m] R B AR S Rk FE 4R I e e R . U,
RO NIRRT DL SOARA AL SR E S B AR BE A AR XA AS AR B R B 2 R
H e SRl

(D) FEGSGH HELBEAFKX

CECHZ R E AR G R B0 R B e L R IE(R A - KBOA L RS R R OREE
DA s AR DAZSAT S ST R AN B F L AR, e, A NARTETC AT . BLAT 3 I ol i A B 3 L
WAL RT SRR . TG RASAT S B AN W 5 028, DD h BB 52 7 G, <R R A ) U L B S 1
MR 2 W AR . R T AR AT RN A B DA RS DL O I R .
TR SRR, HES T AR A9 K. R RS, W FEQERR)
HRE s R S I AN S A 2 R s W U S RS s DA E S I HE A A | 4 AR L SR LA T
ZE @A B 5 M L BT A B BT AE e . R L AR AR ZE AR S e - B A [ T
K5 B S 2R B AR, TS RN B AR Z ) (2 iz - s E ) 18T LAY 8 T
INYZE AR MR Z AR . SR B E T ML B 40 A B 5 52 B A T R R
SER, RT3 3 0 ) [ S of L I A SR ME s T A S T A 4 2R AR

FLAASRE B2 R A AR

CHCTRMESR T ISR . FEAR G R WO R S — R AR LR RIS R (B . (BB R
A W AR A TR R T R ST EE T A RIS A S e A R R B A . W B U
FIEAR I S G, o 7210 1) SORE 80 23 S/ INBORTR I, /N AT Z AR TEZ AR 7 R A Z
SRTEZ AR IR T SO L B AR AR — M I A AR B RO R AR AR L &
1 2 ) DR R IR 2R 018 B (F — 4 ,2006:42)

CHLAT RN N S H R 36 T UL 2 R ROt L P S — R YA B
HE A, WCAVER ) “HE B HEZ AT AR AT . DLBE 2 Al 4k, B 22 F, HE R s L F R AT R, B DR, R
o TR AR B UE P T A A5 AR A 3 W RN RO B wgy ol I BT NS SE R TEH ., BsiEd
PRI & & LARCAE” BTSSR IS S BE 7 AU e e R UE B @ S i 5 Sr R Z N A 3 R . Bl
T H” ORAGRIES DASCAE” B BT e AR A A B . SRR AR S,

C A AR A T R DR TR Y ARE A SR VST IA . (U RO R R A 5 5]
AR AFEH T ZAEG W, R YRR R BB A R ) R A 27 8 M sl 28~
P HA B ) — PSR L A L e T — A RS U N TR R R E R
G T HBAERA EA GRL ML B AR MR, RRNOREEL, R AW
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BLHZRTWHF - R FRETEIES E AL A S WP AT He L. 2 5 AU R 20 il T
IR T TR A& T AR SR 5 SR T Y [A] — PR BT e . IR R — PR R R R B
TRH TR =y A [P SR IR 2R R[] T S A [ ) Ak AR S P R R R E . A2 T
ROMEZTFHAEE - BED.

R RFYE TR MM . NI = A EEE I R R R L AN R — R A3 R A
A SE DT A G R CF % 4,2016:108-118) . “B LRI R & 28 MW" « &+ - 470 . NLEA I JE M
FEALE PR A R — 2, “RVE M ER L, H R REYERBERR. E TGRS, ]
AU AW, WL 2T RN T RS R M Gt A T RE B (ORI SR < S R
AN T2 A PR 227 = 28, “R7EHBREM R T H M 58" o ik
Wt Y28 Pk S IR L B W] — Mk PR IR 27 B M el 28 7 3 b ) — Sebk AT Hy Ak
IRBER TR B RAR7HIA IR 3, “ IR JE A BRAL R i 2 A A JEL A 7 2 Gk 22 .2010.:89-113)

A A WE 2 B O RO L S I R B R A B A R R . SRR NS T RE
T BT BT HR T GRAEL R Fm.2001.133) 0 (R 2RI LAR LU L DL AR
T 25 37 I R AR B Ak . BT L 1 8 2 i A R S R ) O el 7

() HRBIEHHLHIBRIE

“HCERET R EAL G N ER e Ty 50, TR RSO B S AR FLAR BRI Y S AR R N 4 S
T OS] DU AR S S 0 e B 7 s DASR AN FLAR BEOE A C BE T R R S NS
PR A B FLAR FRTe AW TR 4t i TF 4 Bt — S B Sk i T 0 S B B o SO B ) A Ak P o
FEXAN b SO T vk 5 8 R HE SR L BB % T 0 4 v R 20 ER A FLAR B T i R A HR
B o] 8 RER A R b B AT 4R M ) e s 8 iy e

TR AT S A ERAE O L X A B T R OR T . RO A 55 5 1 FLAR B
SEA B (F A%, 2011.101)
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SEA TR L IR FLAR RS G N

B AR R R (F A CE RS A

WRAF BF— DX G R GRIGIC S & MR F 7 O A F K BRSSO’ 1A
(55 UL AR e A iy 26 7 1) 8 2% sl AT A A O SO S T i R X A A SR R R R 4y 5 E S R L
FRIR AR R SRR R T SRR AT D 2, FUAR B IR TR A B
FERT G L TE— 2 W H TR A S 1 T R A AL 2 B AL 0 BRI . BT . DABIF 9 R
LE U GLED 3 AT 27 B RE R AR T S e X 2 HE

P ) 2t A 412 B 00T G 0 37 IR B0 R DG I 5 A O BRI . FLAR PR R i O IR
BT AR AR T SR R SO B 1 A R L N e E S 0 BEFEIE (theory of mind) GBI, O
B AR A A R R A5 O MR R ELIE R T B O BRI R G S IR RR I X 3 B B A
AN BT R AT R BRI L FE AR AE 2N A2 AT R AR B 54 S R E B R EE N
VEF CRe 45 % W3 30 4.2001:7077) o MREEH LT B 2 1000 FEFE S, XFHIE AR T 3 B R B i
Fto FIE T fE— A AN T L0 BEE ™, 0 7 R 0 47 b 4 4R AR 1 < S

WA 7 R LAGE S Cempathy) B 75 2CHE A 55 & 100 Bt B, “38 1 Cempathy ) 4 3 gy 3
B0, P Al N AE B — T 0 R A RS2 1O B R A O B A A AR 7 A IR AA B (Shechit-
man,2002:211-222) . “JBE A AN IEA B LS < HUE X 3 BRI 26 LA N 00 A R S R AR 58 ) N
ZRUG B RE J7 o 77 A Al N B 4% % 1 BE JJ (Feshbach & Feshbach,1982.399-413) , “Hl " & LA“ T 7 Jk
Bl R DA T DA (At ) ——— B O ARS8 31 54t 7 1) 0 BAR B0 R AR 38 1

Ut X PR m s . B R A CF RIS LR B R R . LR B ™ B AR T
B2 I IR B A O E S R G O BEARAE DA 7 20T 5T 0 5 e R il O A B
FEAL T e SRR AS o R T A BB Y 2Rl L A ST 0 (B UL 5 AR 3 R AT AR M DL A
DX BT F 5% B SE I 9 — A YR TR . SRR B SE E  RE RE A O R ST RET O
MRS EmEE,

B CRTAFH T LR ERN G EMAL,

TEAG G B 2 AR VB R W B e R R e R A e M e k. 51K TF
FUMRHLIE , R da HAR B COR . T HLAR O 3% T 800 I8 1k RRAE LR RS R B M B 0 R . FLAR RS
(1) 6 Ay 2 B30 2o 5 B2 0 bb B DR M R AE L M IS ) A5 Sk A B 6 BHE 28 0 2E AT i 2 k. Corbin
(2017:301-302) 5 M o FLAR B I8 A9 MR 5 1 2 I LA BSCHE 28 0 Ak hy BIK 2l 1, S0 W 55 & i ok o I F 5 3 2R
KI5 M MES . JGiE & Strauss & Corbin [ . 32 5l A IS 4 1 . Glaser (152 5 4 A . 8 40 A A% 000
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Applying Chinese Traditional Rhetoric Theory to Grounded Theory Procedures:
The “Typology-Cause-Reason” Approach

Jing Huaibin (Sun Yat-sen University)

Abstract: As a social science method, Grounded Theory explores the “basic social process” (BPS) through a series of
methodological procedures such as theoretical sampling, theoretical coding and theoretical saturation. Due to its capacity of
revealing complex social mechanisms, grounded theory has been widely applied in various fields of research. However, exactly
what analytical processes enable the researcher to extract theory out of his data is still debated. While each of the three main
approaches— Glaser’s laissez-faire approach, Strauss’ detailed procedural minutiae approach,and Charmaz’s constructivist
approach-makes its unique contribution to the debate, there is no consensus on how to close the gap between data and theory
in grounded theory. This gap exists for three reasons. First, theories can hardly emerge through pure inductive analysis of
data. The hypotheses, theoretical frameworks, and experiences that the researcher brings into the coding processes, though
often not explicated. play critical roles in shaping up the f{inal analytical outcome. Second. the analyst”s philosophical and
epistemological stance significantly influences or even determines the theory extracted from data. Third, the researcher’s
academic training and other qualities affect his ability to “grab” theory from unorganized data.

Recognizing the theoretical inclinations and value orientations brought into the analytical process is the first step to
systematically conceptualize and analyze their impacts. The three-step approach of “cause-reason-typology” developed in
traditional Chinese academia provides a good place to start. Among other Chinese scholars, Mozi noted that “argumentation
begins with a cause, develops through reason/theory, and extends by typology”. “Cause” explores the foundation that a
proposition relies on. “Reason” includes the general logic and principles in it. “Typology ” extends its application by
comparison and analogy.

When applied to grounded theory, the sequence needs to be adjusted to “typology-cause-reason”. “Typology”, as the

“cause” enables the

first step, offers a categorizing system for initial coding and theoretical extraction. Exploring the
researcher to analyze the relations between different types and concepts through abstraction, which leads to the reason. This
“typology-cause-reason” procedure is bi-directional. As the meaning systems of the analyst and research subjects interact
with each other in the coding process,both meaning systems should be engaged from the beginning. The analytical process of

‘

grounded theory is thus “interpretive”, rather than an objective “data-processing” event. In comparison to abductive
reasoning , the “typology-cause-reason” conception may enable us to explore more deeply into the analytical processes of
grounded theory. In doing so,we could endeavor to more accurately dissect and describe the form and style of analysis that
take place in the leap from data to theory.

Key words: Grounded Theory; typology-cause-reason; quantitative research; Chinese culture
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