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chapters of a dissertation or a book-length work, Iintroduce them here
because the reader, with an introductory knowledge of each tradition,
now can sketch the general “architecture” of a study. Certainly, this
architecture will emerge and be shaped differently by the conclusion
of the study, but it provides a framework for the design issues to
follow. I recommend these cutlines as general templates at this time.

SUMMARY

In this chapter, I took the reader through each of my five traditions—
bicgraphy, phenomenclogy, grounded theory, ethnography, and case
study—and identified a definition for the tradition, offered a few
remarks about origin and history of the type, specified varieties within
the tradition, and detailed useful procedures for conducting the form
of research, Finally, I identified challenges for individuals choosing
each form of qualitative research. In concluding the chapter, I pre-
sented a matrix of dimensions on which the five traditions differ:
focus, discipline origin, data collection, data analysis, and final narra-
tive outcome of the study. Finally, [ went one step further about the
narrative outcome and suggested and advanced outlines for drafting
a study within each tradition.
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graphical approach is found in Helling (1988).

Angrosing, M. V. (198%). Documenis of interaction: Biography, auto-
biography, and life history in social science perspective. Gainesville:
University of Florida Press.

Barzun, J., & Graff, H. (1992). The modern researcher (5th ed.). New
“ork: Harcourt Brace Jovanowvich.

Five Qualitative Traditions of Inguiry ¥ 69

Bowen, C. D. (1969). Biography: The craft and the calling. Boston:
Little, Brown.

Denzin, M. K. (198%a). Interpretive biography. Newbury Park, CA:
Sage.

Denzin, M. K. (1989b). Interpretive inferactionism. Newbury Park,
CA: Sage

Helling, I. K. {1988). The life history method: A survey and discus-
sion with MNorman K. Denzin. Studies in Symbolic [nteraction, 3,
211-243,

Lomask, M. (1986). The bisgrapher’s craft. New York: Harper & Row.

Plummer, K. (1983), Documents of life: An introduction fo E.FIJE',T.‘J'FDHETNE
and literature of @ humanistic method, London: George Allen and
Unwin.

For phenomenclogy, a solid grounding in the philosophical as-
sumnptions is essential, and one might examine Husser] (1931,
1970}, Merleau-Ponty (1962}, Natanson (1973), and Stewart and
Mickunas (1990) for this background. [ feel that the best procedural
discussions of psychological phenomenology are found in Giorgi
{1985), Polkinghome (1989), and Moustakas (1994), with additional
remarks in Van Kaam (1966), Colaizzi (1978), Spiegelberg (19812},
Dukes (1984), Oiler {1986), and Tesch (1990), Giorgi (1985) in psy-
chology and Tesch (1990) in education provide useful references to
specific phenomenclogical studies,

Colaizzi, B E (1978). Psychological research as the phenomenclo-
gist views it. In R. Vaile & M. King (Eds.), Existential pheno-
menological alternatives for psychology (pp- 48-71). New York: Ox-
ford University Press. :

Dukes, $. (1984). Phenomenological methodology in the human
sciences. Jowrnal of Religion and Health, 23, 197-203.

Giorgi, A. (Ed.). (1985). Phenomenology and psychological research.
Pittsburgh, PA: Duquesne University Press.

Husserl, E. (1931). Ideas: General introduction to pure phenomenology
(D. Carr, Trans.). Evanston, IL: Northwestern University Press.




