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Abstract

Despite the important of qualitative research method, little is used to understand dress and culture in
Korea. This study proposed qualitative research method to understand deeply cultural aspects of dress.
The articles which were selected from J. of Korean Society of Clothing and Textiles, The Korean Society
of Costume, Clothing and Textiles Research Journal, Home Economics Research Journal, published master's
thesis and doctoral dissertation, and interdisciplinary articles were analyzed from 1977~1999. Based on
results of the analysis of articles, it was found that qualitative research method was appropriate to
understand dress and culture, Many articles were dealt with non—western culture. However, the use of
qualitative research method is very well suited to help the researcher understand concepts that are deeply
embedded in western culture, Implications pertain to researcher in the area of human behavior and
marketing. The importance of dependability and credibility was discussed in qualitative research method.
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A& ol (Boynton— Arthur, 1993; Burns &
Lennon, 1993; Locker, 1993).
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Fig. 1. The flow of naturalistic inquiry(Lincoln & Guba p, 188, 1985)

A7t 7188 Dol £xe) FAEa sk %
H e HHEC FE &£xte Y A WY
< 2o FhZ V5P AAFYE dF9 F82
B Exo] MAFet AAH A i
A2 olsidh=d AR olF HAdAE AR A+
o] o] gy sk

Fig. 12 Lincoln & Guba(1985)2] ZAF9H 3
29 AF SAE o F3 9ok @A HRo|
A7A Aol A2 =M olfdry mItA
A= BAHA getor sty FHI AAHE

Zhe= Aol "Wasd, i A3 A7 WA
¥ 243 F3(purpose sampling)$ 33 H@x9)
L] AFE FA gy AR AEHA FEH
A ool e A3t UL wizkA srEdn, =%
7180 AR} A3 At A7 AYEHAA
5 g wet vk 4 lE(emergent design), Al
£2Q Hol Ay £3 Ad FAHAHY o|E
(ground theory)& 7itgtc), FAdH o8 714
glo] HAgA A&y #FL EdA THEYT
LA cH( Bailey, 1987). wleld AHA HE B2
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Table 1, Review papers of qualitative and
quantitative research methods,

AR ZA

AR EollA A4H PHE

Daly(1984) o] & 35}e] Ethnographic approach
a+ g
Boynton—Arthur | 9}% 8 #opoll 4 Ethnography 2}

(1993) Grounded theory®] 58 st &
Q)89 A}3|F Hopo| M AA ok

Loker(1993) qze) W
Kim(1998) A} AFE AT AT W E 1
AR 28 A o o7t 42 £E Aok

zﬂ%?‘s}ﬁt}. Boynton—Arthur(1993) & 91&A% 2
AR A o12(grounded theory)el H&E& #7)&RA
A E‘Q}%}_ Az dx wlo =9 e *‘—_,jtgﬁ}ﬂﬂk]‘
ZAe] BEAFEoR AT} BIEE
Kim(1998)-& £-2A} AFoA AMRE 4d,
WE BAEEA 4 FE

g T

I 23

ot 32 f o

T
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oz sk 2AF 23 AHEECW FF A7
o 2= M&3¥(narmative)s 314 ¥ (interpretive)©|
AN ¥F dpdgozE LR, Nk 5, 4

0

BaA B4 59 ol o §HAtk olgat ol
2R RS AZel FH AT 4y ol9lol
A2 A7 gl HEYel A FF YL ol
£ §tu Foa0T Atsz 9o

V.

Lo

F3t Ropo] B8l Yol AR

| F8 Hoklld AAFeoxy AF A3 WS
o8 E3d HI BY AFE A nFol
A B3y =F FAH0E dHugitt F ek F
23 ofs &R 57532 (1977~1998)
o} B Ax(1977~1998), 22X Clothing and
Textiles Research Journal(1982~1998), Home
Economics Research Journal(1977~1998)& &3}
A, olgtel 2|Fa Fope] &9 =Foly oE
FRo)A BEH FAE Ao FHE 28
-2 Table 29} 7be},

19600t SR 1970 U HE] B 5o e
ta HJol AEHUATY BA=d Dalve] A
oM HAE ujEEE 44l 8¢ =F(Robinson,
1968; Pree, 1970; Azunna, 1977+ =3} The
Association of College Professors of Textiles and
Clothingoll A 2% (Horn, 1974; Ma]inauskas & O,
1978; Eicher & Erekosima, 1980)= * 22 =2] o}
A S 9 AREE FE T ‘3‘919.

Littrell® 1977 wkAl 39 =F= 19300d &
= dBE FIA stk Z¥EE 7hul
9] g2 ZHE FAEY dz’l, FEHZA. Bz}
Avjabel et IFHA Y& Alzstsed, 3
A A oo 4 d+E e F
EPANA

Wass & Eicher(1980)= uo]x]glole] 37}% 9]
case study& 55}04 ol 8o} oAF Mol Ft AF
£ 3tk 88 JolR|old) 657 HERA F
o:]:q-il H]lex-! o)E.]H u)-_Q A} AEL E—g}.oq =}

= A3} Eicher & Erickosima(1987)%
ojxjgie} ZEjule] FejH g Tt HEF} R0
ALE) F314 odnjgl 2ol ojRA Te{StEX
Abstgieh A3 ubHe] #Ae 4 B IE F
2 FHRY(key informant)oll Mg Zlo] A¥o}
A BAFE §3td A3zt Sobd FAjA) 2
HaA HIA=XE HHez A9 5 AU,

Hamilton & Hamilton(1989)-& &2l stal&2
olatzt AME A Qg Bl AR I
el AFdEs o BFE F2 3o A
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AL AA3] rEste ARETAR AR o]
R FoA4LE THFez vl Ao,
Michelman & Ficher(1995) = Kalabariel A13] &
314 A2~ 159 Eremne—oghoE 4oz o
o] IEA U uideld gAp AFe] AHeR
A 71l B3] A A9 WstE ojgA A
08 wigay UAsAe Fs) AFAc AHS-E W
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Table 2,

29§88 A

Studies of dress and culture using qualitative research method,

2z}

Sl

ArgE A} BgEd Bd AT

Littrell(1977), Littrell(1980)

7hyele] 2= ZdE9
FEAA, FohA, oA

e B2, formal interview,
field notes book

3gAF, A48
¥ stst BAAz

Wass & FEicher(1980)

dolxalel & 7Hae

J%¢ 8 oA A

o b AR
-qu T }"', 65 AF, W g
informal interview

Eicher & Erekosima(1987)

Zepuel A AelA AgH
o|4 9| ojulo} oy,

: e
Fol B AR key informant o] &3
member check

i | Z0] HE ¥ Alod bl FRA P ARE
Hamilton & B = 7}-2___."] g g4z #Ho ‘_’é,' F2H, vz 247 A3 ¥ A4H AR
Hamilton(1989) A1 A o olel ¥, field notes
2 Al ¢lt]¢ete] hand N . . 3717l A3 HFEs
Popelka(1989) ' sl han 4% AER, Helpa AR BES
crafts A 7}+e) profile. EZAHE 98 s AR
Slaybaugh, Littrell, & | 712 %A% 2 Hmong AZ QEHE, WY, EAEAS B8 A3
Farell—Beck(1990) textile 4¥] &} profile, EAEH AF

a2 EARY oF long interview, audio tape, | B8 3 A chokst
Koster(1991) N .
Lo Aol £352 profile, AFA Wi o] 2 member check
Zhahute) HAE 9B o Homa 257
Michelman & Eicher(1995)F vlQlo]d 9A} 2% 3} W ZA A olE R Y AR, PE oy
el el W, s e
o FAAR] A BH A Aol Sbed ol - . )
Scheller & Kunz(1998) 20 O WIS Q7 AEEy, FAaF ¥ 9] triangulation
. Fe 2ty 2R . . . .
. 998 Aitﬂx_ o k] o) tpy; lati
Dickson & Littrell(1998) 8 1Al profile. NZHY, Fa2 43 9] triangulation
AT Ao} ¥ MR e 3 5
£-2.5)(1993) %ﬁ; lop;‘}g BAFAN nm na gle
) o8 9 2eE7) e e B3Y 7Ry
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215 A (1999) oEo) A ou] BN, | FzH WYY 7=y
Popelka(1989) = #HAlZ <ltigte] AAF2 <l hand Pt A U Falel HEE HuYs g2
crafts AFE7HES profiesty, ol&3 vl FAR ZAE Y43 o wHHE, A& EW AdHF
el At 7tel profile#dt cross—cultural 9 FAFAL S FAEAY REY Al
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JTE HEY A7t A ¥ Aolde AASE
BHEFY, olaig WFolA Slaybaugh, Littrell,
Farell—Beck(1990)& vl= %9 Hmong textie
¥ AE BAstE Aol YAl BPH o)
A AAL ATk 4 AHFE Tl NE 2
A3 74 ENE so) 2uAE ) 2F0R U
of 7 B4¢ A¥sch wey ¥ A7 2F
e BE oy, S8 Y& BHS §

ZRAENE F2g A dolgE FAAEY

gl Z
o] =HA} Kosters(1991)= o5 FA%E oF
2ol 719 #F3E BAsigoh. ade 0 Azt

9] e R (long nterview)E £33t 3709 AuiH e
91, W, Je2l2 Aujate}e] AAE F3bH #
Foll A 71&3HH 3, Scheller & Kunz (19%8)= o4&
9] EFo|F FAU7 dhte] AAPAE YL
2 AZUHL Z3ld AdYAoR AHog Aoy
At Ao} AFES FF 47t wHg A 4R
YE AT folstA Hege HodF T 9y,
o] oFEA Y BEAYHAE A &
7 Baje] Rl FHsIY APFoF AHidE
4% 43 A7 WEE A9y B =R
okt ol REEA Y #Ae AFIEFAE F(focus
group interviews), §#4] AE(open—ended
questions), AEF 5-0) dulzAh} AF =3& N
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I Usieh H4Ad dEE f531(1993)0 iz
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HE ol&e Zeol Yok AU (19N} A& &
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