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X A70) Bw PR B BHH A7

- FEdat AlElde) e 3o -

4 A 3
(Sl =ARS] S )
4 7
(RPNt
o A o
(A gt ) *
(2 o

2 o7 E i 2 of tiet oS Foll HE 19| Efgk(validity) ot HRAE 71EY]
FES2 HIHEO=Z ARl A2 =X5O= oMt} ARH9 22 I F I ¢ wge=
OJFoRTt. TIH Tifet A AA-19] HIEw 2% (parents disciplines) 9] BHEQI EUE kA
P o Hoto] EXEn QMES Fo B g BN o9 RS HAHED, UZC=2 olE E
ti= ofof X G719 240f| Bl BIRAS BiTE G2 oujet YE2 J1EL BFE =95
o= PR, EMEL QMES T HE M2 AEQ 2Hof| tivh HE2W QT

_—=

23

QI AT 23iY(what-ness) 0= S UIIHO=Z FEHQI R QML QIA] Uigo] =olu}
FHO| IO AP IFFEAE B2 & 2 AT A Jigat N QI of Tivt opiE F
off MHE BT V&0 Tt 7129 YRS I F IHK] TN HiFEot Zo2 st A
I, PSR BT =2 AN A9 2501 FPd2 YR ¥l s yFes MED 9l
O] YA} PHE= AAR20] J|FL P Q= ZOo2 HOIT} EXj, o 2+ XX Q1419
ZEPgo] QA LgRlnt w2 12|10 HHO| uPFHoM K] A dE SEot ARPdE U5

t'_')']-E:]h L2d0 Xy

T L= 0T

B

o0
IS QI 2 YT,

FHO: EONE, 2 N, e ARYY, 2H o7 HEE

=271 "1y 1 O

AR AR

=155 -
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1. A=

B AT 54 A e AA Aol gt o] E Fal A A7) B (validity) oF ¥HIE
7159 dEes HIRAoR HESL o] Fal A4 dAe] At S TAAH R Adel f
WA 719 B WA AR 2ol Hrh s flEiA = ojush ek g ow B
ofok B 5 |Alsh= Zlo|th

H B0l BT NS THoE HA A7) A(quality of qualitative research) ol thgh =2]7}
S7Fskal Q= FA Al A e Bk of} nlEAlel Belv) ofukebd A4 AtellM BRI
RIE A AP} ARilo] b At sk FAIE AdsA A6IEAE A e R Bk Agle
2 (Seale, 2002: G, 2006), A& A7) 7 7HA A 541 A 24 ATEA Y A
S AEsH TS 4 Sl I ETel7] wlEolth(Wittemore, Chase, and Mandle, 2001: Davis

TR ol @ FAOE BRI AT o]Folxl B it wejSe] A7 AT
2] ot wek 2940l B glo] APk ol B AT BAA el mep A% A
o BgE A7 A7 TA B4 wrk R, 3 vl el A B FUsPA 92T
9 wpile] wale] B QAFe] HAlolek oleld FAA|S) Bk A A} ofge AU
slvel A Azke Thee b AEee FH0R A ik s

3 RS B Z)EE w03 u) 24 Qo] A el o M) 2EAQ) o]} %
© gole) oY e wigh o] A7) ve] BAd BAE wole vjEe] ¥

e B Holgt Fololy o] el ofudA d4E ¢ evbehs e THoR =E A
il

s7] mrhs 28 Qo] o Ao Avfsivt A8 Qe SASoleaL she AEE 4%
sajol MBI 9SS & 5 kD web] AF AT sk AFAHE] AT, Tk,
FAA, G Fat e WA Ao B4l telili: 5] ol%se olel i SHEe] o A4
Aol the A =} 99l 1 Ak oleldt A SHS AT B 5 o BEEe U
o] Fololofof Sh=rell TRIAE S Blo] o]FolA4 Bk olefd Wefel ] AH ATE

9

GAahe welo] FQalths A4 (Schweder, 1996) & EFEHE 1=2]9} BAISAE ehealele o,
T ub) WS TR A4 Ae] eleielolt B8R (parent disciplines) & oF$-E %
B A4 BOE fusn o2 R BUE =08 Wilshs Zold. 7lwe) Bt =9

=

1) olgd AL A4 A9l B thgxe dAES Aund ZHF geld = Quh fjEe] g
ESo] AT HWE T3 AASE 58 A4 dAyut Expg o g A EHE Adugle] A N
Hol Ulgolut A7 Qag FHCE =98 sk Fo] ot HA AT SAS sk

Walo® =05 AT, 1999: &5 <), 2001 AEF 9], 2004: Creswell, 2007).
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(Lather, 1993: ©]8}5f, 2004: Lincoln and Guba, 2005) kA 9153t Zxd A 7fda A4 <14
1 2 gist SR REE ofpet g Raktol sEtile TR AE iRy A4
TehE el AT el FE Ao E HAok & HA B 54 APdE A sfEoeld A
Ao iAo ® FEHAAL Qlvk 1 Ay dyuiqle] atols} FashA EAlshs A4 AT
A HAel tist ARl AFAR AT F5E A AR sfolw A4 A7) 2AI=
FrefE A AAle] malrolut Q1419] ode] whet AEAl BEFE Vs e qlvka Azs
A SHH o7 el 7]l it =97} 43} Hi= dAAE Y 4 tH(Wittemore et al.,
2001). ThA] 3l AAre] BakEo] 7zl EA #AIglo] 5% Bl VEs Fojad s e
AU 54 detiqlelx J BFE 7IEnte] etk Aol & 4 ltkd)
olgfgt w7l ZAt] £ =&

O 77 AT AYs FHOE o]Fod Aotk ojojR| 23eME EAES MTFER
IAE, Jga A A7te] HaH 2 ]

re

o 2L

:

—_
rlr
i
o
ful
oft

XN

1o

FHOR Wlels ¥o] o] FolAIt) o]F B3 ke mekRu A4 A7e oA Aol sz
A EASE et A4 o] BB AekH 2AF 28] st Bl 394 olFold v
G BA] 938 A4 EE Hustag gk B AT SPFRA 3ol 299
& wigoz V)2 tok B el thet st ek et o) gl B el 2
AAZIQL AH Bl F0% R R4 V)5S GAss B B J1E Bes] 134
B 557 UL MBI oL AnEt, Taln ARANE & Q79 A9E 2ok o)2 7]
2% slo] Wrh A B 7)o e =9 Ao W ol gkl Al st

2. et 28

1) = ol et 2ets g

A7 Q7L 7R Bt 5459 354 2AS 2] 9aE A Al 7 A oig dste
EO7h B Jlolk ol Sla) el vt 7
ole) 7127} S ol amReae) MEE (category)d) & AARE o] A4 A Pk 7
o A FAIQl Bl v B sk YA 2E A}

=
=
= ol #Abstal Aol tidt Mzo] B 10709 MR BRd 5 vkl g9 o Ak

2) olg3l WMo HAZ o] FY3 AA AT FeEow =3 st sk #AS HEshd
ME AA e WA 9siMe ddslal A4 o] HaEAel st IRt A3 e
A hd 2 AAe) g BEEQ He) AFsPE AHse wov 5 wa)

2006).

3) # E=RoMe olg|ARd YA MER tidk 71742005 9] 3 WHES F2 AlRslgow

o]& RekH7] $13l Sachs(1999) £+ Hope(1960) o] 9E-& FasialS-S gl
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10708 T 2 A7) B4Rl AE Edsto] AAl, & #A, A, ARE A, & 58, 70
‘jr(Anstoteles 2005)9), o} AEFH A= H(poion: quality) HTE =2lstdA A 2] gof
J/} 114 o]/uoﬂ ;Hz;]. _E 1,]__r01 ;(4:L»5]__Ty_ o]q_

17} ANehz A WA A e U8 Aol oW ARse] 7R 244 AjolA(the specific
difference of its thinghood)& 2Jw|stth= Zlo|th. thA] sl e we} EAl= A= o A0=

Jet oE o] 7 ¥ 9 FEg U 8 9 FEs T gyl ) O geoleks dold A

< 7H v sEo] ™ (Aristoteles, 2005: 239), ol Ao T ¥ delolgh AS 7Rl FEo]
REI = OlElw 45 7K T8 22 TR EA F2 g ow osld  gles dnlshtt
whba] o] A9 7 la d] B Ao Afols %ZH% T Sfell AR SR @l w3t
&b “P?J_ Lﬂ g FEo] ol gl sEH o FoulE v dele S48 7L 9

Q1 Aol =3k Zlo|tts)

2l *ZrJ T AR g2 tido] 7R WakelA] 2i=(motionless) 474, & *E—g Z*(number) 2}
22 dide] Bk Sl 1f 45 oJn)dth(Aristoteles, 2005: 239). ©] A9 W& 52| AA)
= 2ol Zekulo] Qltk olelgt ou]e] AL ARl 54 SHolut Foixl o]Fo] ofye} I AE
off aizlol 4Rl Zloft}, o5 S0 6olehe o] A= 29 3ulel 22 WAoR 1gH
L 6oleh= ofFell m7t Sl o] ok} 6ol sl A SAdo] TAgo R Qe 4wt
o AR AL 22t 62 oE Eo sk, "wAk 62 60] W, Al Wo] okt 60] (2= 2
A7 &Ao)) 3 Wel Z(EAER: ) e B 42 I (Aristoteles, 20050 239 E3% ¢kl g2
A <5 F7bg) e s 2 vk oleld weelHolcko

Al A A AT WE-> ARze] 71l wske] 4t AvkEof Ith(Aristoteles, 20060 237: 240).
oA ] 04 Q2 Sl ol A ARel WHNC IR 4 1 s Sl
so goR A v A2 Aojga 18 4 01% Eom oleid Ao S thAl & W

N

o
2 b N m
o
1o,
=3
=i
o ml

OO
5 rlo
> ol

=8
} el A4 S W e A3
WERIck @ 4 9T Wep AR 2ms TS A4 S0

o2
o
fjo
N
-
2

oft
LB
o
ffo
N
N
)
2
o
o

4) o5 5o aTglEAelal HAE ofH SA(AAAD O el 10719 M-S ARshd, 1= QIZE
(A o], 53 EAQT ()] 7o, Als AL(H) *E}EH‘:}—‘ o]z} wWakow (A, ol
)M, 7198 SAZIA (AR Al ASka, RS HAAA(4A), o), 27HAE 24l
P F(es), FHHNHT) 2 Aed & %W(Kenny 2006: 80).

5 A W7 7 o] gt ztolg} O] AL ofg| AR AL AAsHE 107 Mg W 7kl
A7} 2 v 2 EE Wl Yposon: quantity) ZHe] HIE F8 Bl £ ¢ Stk 2 [E
Z o= ST £2] ZHzo] £ sfuolal o)A (AN ] ([& E=] o8 719)) & Sle R (F
Ao ER BaEE= 'S L3} (Aristoteles, 20050 237: —rﬂldrii— Q18 AiolA AME). ol
;Hs]. o}g]/\E_Eﬂg]/\ll /\4 % Vﬂ ] A]—jli\:ﬂ 7\] I:HZQ}__‘:_ DI—E] u‘%‘% x%__i 5015]- 7—1‘:
o] FUETS FAI%H ”EHOH Ak BE8E S Qles ovlsh, A9 73 o= TYss X A
sl 2= 91o8 oF 2= 9t}

6) 44 ?i?"ﬂ’q %@3}11} S W9 &4 (attribute) & HH o2
she A9t 194 42 A9E 17 02 E Jsh= =2l o]yt

r—{n:
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e 250l Wajel o AHow AEA Wasks Zolekn AR 4 T oleld SHeld
A% sk ARe] FAHQ o]t

P QAT sl o] A T Bk offAEWA] F WA =0l A% Q143 BRislo] 9]
ohoaE AH WEL s HAY S A ofe] st pisel drkn
(Aristoteles, 2005: 237-240). F-13kA1a ok A WFo] Ul 7180 & /X 24 mgsls AR
2o thsl QU5 v SIek Z17lE) olefe AHE] sk ofwl WA oR Washate] et @
S Gl 20% 5O TE WAOR Wad] ueh 2% Wkt ik Jow BuE 5 gu
A5 A T S WA W5 5o 4493 BRiE J1Ze] et $-93) Hotolehs KA
2 b5l WET, Web AL wes) ofuelmalek BARAL Z14s A Weld 11 7t

A& 7k e EeRE B 4 Qltk

TJ7E 71A 2 =] AR DA QAT Aste] 53] TR AL oy AR AT} o]
2ot A} oke] AA ghkd "Fo] £ A (AoQlE )l sldet 1 7kElelAE 53] A (2
A& 7 AL A9-olM T1elEke (Aristoteles, 20051 237: 240) kAl AFalal k= Holok 4
o ORAEEHAG =05 FAS] wETh Hohi o] AA ke Q1418 FA| 53] AHro)A]
S 7 QAFAIE AR sk o), ol AFAE 7R 2 gt ghake] nhal ) 71 gk
o] Jl&& & 7 AUtk

ole|gt SN & uf A3} QIAFA L] $AE Kt Zlo] B flEM= 1AE oﬂ*i 2 7

ofdA wlgtE il QeAE AFEs Zlo] f-88 Zlo% Btk dfuksid 14 QA2 FA| 7}
oujst WA} Ygo7 XAS ) 7HeXAE Behe Hshe] 990 24 (Bryman, 2004: 11),

He =

53] ARl EAS} IAFAIR] QIZE Ale]] AT AE SFACE 2T 5 Q7] wiEoth

JEA A2 AR RS Beke B el 54 @A 71908 ¢ Qe AR HEE
&3 g AlFE low Vg

OHA] ol AEEY AL HFEAAN G =29} R R QIA RN E ARl A 22 BAE <l
APl AAPZE 74 919 (what-ness)” -2 "ojwoju st EAAY 02 R Kenneth, 2002:
222). 2] T3l AAFA} oW AREo] EAgRS dolxkd ¢ Qi ofd ARES thE Al
g Qe A v I AR afreh B4 wiEoloh BEgk ol e SJsf ofw gk EA7} skt
o] EAEA dETE rlelA EA SUA bl U E EAlchs Aol Holetar 4]
HCHKenneth, 2002: 224).

Q1A ZoA vlEE A JhdE ARAe] AR, ‘i’%’ﬁ o AEHH AL A4 HFEEA g
A e A =47t IR ASEL 5S & T AUtk S AAReA Foshs A oA o

= O A9} AdolstAl rlste] 7Y EAE ANEAR] A 0R wkEo] Ui Abols) v
Zdofet, Bk ope} JPEA FUA) Qe A sdst e 3
o AR o] AAAAY FEETHA o]= & HlE U EA|, S doldt A=
Jgohd EAEA A P PEEE QR CE IR =oEE A 2> BHolsk ojd

o

AN ) Bste] A Y T olmoluld Tl B YL QHEA et

A

>
il

PN

A

e 1o g 3%

)

O:
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oA of A AL 5 PR WA QIR whe) o] AN ANFAS FHACE A
She QARIME QAR BAS EAEH R 7)zaj] AT Aeks AR 324 B

& o7 7 EHKenneth, 2002: 228: 7%

019} Lol QAAFAVL BB EARY B4 F2A Eo] old A A7 AT s}
BT} F A FUIES NS SR A, AR BEA Baoles ol 9 ofliE
el o] MEEAA FEAT vlsl ol Bolehs o] Eol Gt AR, A71A9 F 71 FA
o FASAP B 7P Bt ABRL TR W ) o) FOED BA, BEY EHolek:
AL AATAE) AU A AASR A Qe ol o, 5 2, A 5
A48 S (medium) & B8 Hate WAow EAHoRA 4 L AAk PHEE 1
Wi ﬂﬁ&ﬂﬂ% ek 412 ANHIeL, AR B2 sclolar o olel el o) <
A ;<E1 Aog

ApAolo]rt= ok = Zole), sjvfald A9 A AFEe] w4 A
& 2mw BaEA) o] wiEolth wek the] dhet
& Ajoleln] o % &4o] Bard o)t viw Adow o

2 = 4
2 SYET Proldl Zlol] mholth A5 A S4e] AHQ & 1 £4E FAHU ] ¢l

Ao A4 o)Fold 4 {lthz Zlolth 9A
AR ko) o] A3t g2 AANEAE H 3h= 10749] W5 7kt shue]l ket Za=A
AL ko] mluntew 4T = gle W8 A& 7R EAe] BTl med] dA Al
S s 918 A4 A7 A A vlashs A YR 1 99E T FE Sl
L, A om A el AA At A3 @) 2o Aol /I Seks slow 3t
Fotolof frhs A4S Aoz Bl Relvi(z8-<h 1999: 103).

A, oI AEEH A V]2 AR o] APl EAehE AREolu AAIZF 17Ee] =29} <o
2, 5 Folsh Ageld gAow HAR § ks Aot g wEs, ol EA] uiE §
T Aol B 0w AREE Ao] et A4 FAQ Qte] o]F ojdA Ak A
by | 1PN}

L?i
tﬂn:

EAL 5 evlehs 1o ghlel QAR WAs Qe Sol o] Folurhs A A Hgt Zol
o B 5 9ok oleld Be AN Q149 BAo] EAl F2H maolekn FIsH= 2ol
T Be] gRIE grh A% A WEe) BN Fog ARE ol Qb A o9/ Bl

7) olEet He A WFe] sk 1elA woll Zol(poion) o] 2HRle] MRl qualitas®] ©]
qut 9l ALS Eah= Ao RA, ol AXFA|} ouldt 1A A =
S 5 I QIS AP ARl WEE JAFA} welEl] A duldiths A4
IR )%, 20041 338-353).
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1=
1
r o
-

2) AF QA I 7

(1) E= QIAlm T Tiaicte]

P MEelM AdE BPe V)5S Bkl glo] tekst A4 A olE S0l 70 d

e ARG USRS T8 BEshiA oldd dves A4 dveks 9 Bl ol =
T 358 AT degs AXsSit & dreldE oldd wEE A4 A AXENE
A dll#oh(qualitative paradigm)©]2H= 71 (Boyd, 2001: 67)& &3l BAskaAl stk Aol&
I e Ao g2 AA Al Foke vt A AdTeol 72 AR afolEd e
& FreraA AREY] 7|27t Hie RERES sl wishs Wi, A4 djeitiel ols A A
50| FEAOR 7K ARl Z1xste] AF AT AAE 20 5 e BAE F2 Fe T

| A

QAEA 7|5 33| 3K Boyd, 2001: 67-81).

JEivpd opekst Behto|u /i ARl AEES oFEs A4 iyt AR oudt ]
A F2E 7 IL Qe AU AA Aol Hebd Vx5 REA o ©9sks Boyde A4 AT
9] FxE <129 e EH 9] e (mode of awareness and expression) & T-Eoro] ™3l St
(Boyd, 2001: 80-81). z°ll oJabd Q12| elfjst QA2FA7} 2RA1 2] 3113 738 (experience) ¥ 717}
(perception) = &3l A2t 9-2]2] Gkoll tisl] eJu]E Fofeh= A= & 4 Qlal, Xd et ¢l
AFATE AAE QJASRL ot As 4] AR =l Aol AA ditidd} A
A 48 FHOR sfo] o]F A X}%Oﬂfﬂ EtelaAl ks A2 v Aol sk
T Atk oAlE 59 Eisner= QI7te] AVES Adskal Xdshe Mophs dAl s AF u"—rL
(qualitative inquiry) 2}l F-2A o5 FA F Fat o2 o] A Sh(Eisner, 1998). A i

< JAFA} AAUVES Ashs 0=, ol JAAFAE 2] A QAE F3l "41”«1 2
A EAS gletstal 1 oulE HsAY 7 E ddshs Yolnt - WA Fat o]gAl dojxl

o)
A7 o] ¥l Fel(public form)E -ﬂﬁﬁ Efﬁﬂb 74_&’%1 gt 7H°]°] 473_ T4 44 A
= 317}
=

PO EES gD
W] S A8 Qo] Bt 14E ;@sﬂ %%L?;_ S o e 24 19 w9 A
oI By e BIE 8 U4 AL I8 A8 &+ 9k e 3

% HFAS) QARzAY A

1> X
o I

o e Ao HigHs] Rtk

@
0,
>
=
1:\:1
r_‘oﬂ
mlo
-‘A
i
ol
ﬂF
r
e
—&J

o 7)ed BAE el T A el AsE Qe Aol
Sk APEFA) 2 S ANTFRI R ARSI A J)Este]l A8 AT A Q4T
AZE A Q1 FEsh ERTE Al Sua 2ol glrk o] FRssh, @ slelo]
7].} o) }\1J+ :T.z‘si,] ]: .O_ ]%Z% og 5013]— LH_Q_J%_ 6:]/\10 7].}1;]»‘:_ _7_21—% JﬂiE] _/’:L:_ 9;11—05 Zi
Ole], el ARG AUNSEA AAFAVL AL ATzl AL 7o) EATE T
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QIAFA, 1A T2]al I2FA7E A et AREA ] A2 dA /129 574
S 53 7dsHl dduo] 8 18lE o] Fth 1E|al o]fdk AF Qlae] BEAL Q1o ARl
QIFE EAY] EAAR AAQ TR AR 1R TS FHaEiXIt

A4 QIAE WA AAFAS} A 1k WAE THCE A EH, QAFA7} A e Q)
Aehe 2 £ T (subjectivity) o™, 1 W82 QIAFAIZE Ajdst ATl dist o3
(verstehen) o]tk A2 15-9] AFolMe thFst A4 dy55 T3k 3 HaS T3 o
Az gy g4 Yt Patton, 1990: Bogdan and Taylor, 1975). Q121FA= x}410]

& olsfishaA IRHE uE AL S Fofsk=t] o= IAFAITE AR ;

AN AYE AaE ) Whe Aeld] Ves TUTOEA o]Fofxint webA QIxke] Alalst

e} Aty XV%‘E gAetal Agshs 7 ARl w71 Srlolth. i oy

vz a2 Favdolr ojw PA s vl JAFAITE AVdE olslist
QIX|HF=(cognitive category)BHl & 4 UtHKrauss, 2005: 762-763). w}

2pA oldt SHelA = wf dF At IAstL Qe EAEA S VIEACE Tl

(subjectivism) o™ QA=A 9JFS sA1F2] (interpretivism) 2H1l HE Zlo] AA o7 elgd3itty)

o] w 44 Qo] FeHolel Sl AREA L) 914, % Holg SJulnt ajHo] v Aol

g3} o] WA Hololq AAIsH] etk ol oheh 2.4 GARReAE £43] oln) gl 2
oM FHHTH: Tolth |2 Sof 18t Yoo QA olm B9 B olasteli & 7

$ Q40w FA HE AL 1 AR I} A 1S oA 13 Q=He] ojFolA]
7 90 1Eo] T Axpe] TEI ol AL HAHAY o BHel Zo] ohirh(Boyd,
2001: 72).

T
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o X
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1>
o
)
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2
)
)
o
rlo
o
>
1o
B
3
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ok,
_\:
L
o?
=
=
o
ot
>
N
T
3
Q Sy

"4 Eifi@}“ﬂ OJZP] O]EHE]‘—E A QAFA] e E}Ookﬁf} =34 ?ﬂ@(multlple reality) & —’F

st 2% b Agteithar @ o, o]Zle T

?PO%XP} A7 7 o}o% T o7 olafigt AL A7t thA| FHA O R Ajnelsl= o]F9] s
A8H(Sayer, 1992) el zo|Al & Futel §lS-S ovlsith

T olygt AA Q1] & FIAIE Q1] ARsIAoletaL sh= H A QlA]o] 7R B st

RAZ S5k 114 %ol SR Pyel ik itk A% QAeld ABYst Fekgo] PEsHe

1°ru

ﬁi
1_
@)
-~
P
%
@,
Do
S
S
.
‘oT
1o =
8
=
2
X,
2
rO
Ey
N
)
e
1
)
o> 4

Ak MYPelX s Hazo] ALY HaAl A|dos A3 e o+ e /PEA] AsAArt
A= 8 (Bourdieu, 2006, 53] A 25-)©] =
A AAR §F A7ES ARrle] AT F Qe ARG ¢ B2 S st ST Al

o] 31tH(Polany, 2001).

9) A& A9 =AEE AT JAAEZ el st B} zpAs A8 Bahari(2010) & 3 vlst

N O FPN r_

-
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AL AT A7 AL QAFATE 218 1A E 2 olaliste s S Sl L o®
yiAiEle] glek ohA] Eeiabd QIAFA|RA ] A A= ARklo] A stal ofsfigh 1At el
gk o), ojsl, @t F7} Fol WA Aolgkal oW ArE W5 4 9lon B ERleA o]yt
e FAE 7 UAS7N0
AFA7E Zfrle] AR o] 2147 (authenticity) = 18] UWhs &S 72402 /pE4 &
AZA QAFAY 7F 39 A o S FESteE w8 d3oR o]fojXin) o]&
AFA = st Al AAAR Y Ak B2 A5S TAX R vEE} FAlol 19} 7
1S 2780 shue] FUAR olsiste i wEdit) o5 8 A4 Q1] FA7t HE 4
SRS A T HRE ARE Utk AA, IAFAlE AT SA1A B
P71 Sla] 1At ghdstel AAle] 7R A ¢ e Huigke] A%
o, FORTE J1AYe] Foigls AN e HelA
5 HUs 43 5 %S Tk JHE Y
Aot} AA At olefgh W49 Q14 Aks: AT FE, WA
J3}3to] ko (Eisner, 1998: Boyd, 2001: Lincoln and Guba, 2005). &4, t}= 3kHO
aAsl= ARG QIAF B8 AT A HA S dol B SIS 9
S ERlsky & Zlotk o]F I8 AAFAlE 7 7 Ak Aty A HAl= A
5] Q2lek= ) Qlo] Walrt 2 ¢ ol AE g =
A2 el dhel] 7HA L Sl Aol Holale] 2485 Hofigh SAlstast &
QJIAFAIQL Aprlo] ZA@star olaljgt #|4o] AAro] FAlel] dyE o] A
=3
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AFA EARA QAFAP} AR aEEs Aol R B Bl vistel AT Ak
o o

S AUA a1, A QQAFAI Q142 I Are] FAA FEg Ulg, S AR Ao EA
A7& 7RItk ol TS Q1] IAHFTE ARIA S Ad F les Hole olfd S A
A ARzl g Q1] AR Q1A = A ofuFoirt SgE FaEll AT o s 8] &t
I e 28 BuEkE(Krauss, 20050 763) 7P o2 golsh 4= Qi)

A QA0 T 7] HAQ T AFEAdC] 1A Q1AFA] ARalo] ARdstar spetst 914 €]

A Fdshs oA BE FEeRY. 72 o 9149] Al A4 (knowledge) S A
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e, ' S0 A BEEA o= oy =4, T1ela v e R fflo] Erks et ofvlet
ol S4% fiAle] EAskaL Sl AAFAL] BAA dell el AEs T3]

Z1o|th(Shweder, 1996: 180). 12} FAlo AAFA= o]efst ARxle] 34 dF0] Faolvt
A=)
=

i
5
12
N
5
1o
N
=)
)
[
™
1
o,
feied)
ftjo
1
H,
X
o
=i
>,
tote
R
rO
=4
ox
b
=]
(ol
_O‘_I
~|
5

A20P37} AAFA g3 QXA NS E5et
A7 sefrielS 149 T B3] Fadolels A 11 ollA] o] FolA]A ekl
o} e AA QAo BAS o7 AAEH TRy} 1t} o] 1A HEo] AA 912
Hells FRA R QIAFAL] EAlNM HIRE = T AR 1ol EAjsk, olHgh 11
2393 ZERGelA 247 vl s & S Utk

o %
Mo o
i)
X
E=)
o
i
ales
1o
¢
a4
=
o
rO
o

=
/gzl)resentation e
Apg)A S EYE A
g, o AN TAE: 3 ﬁ]‘jﬂf}‘g
L o g
- ol *:] >
4 3}
\‘ s —
) - e . Subjectvity, ?1’31"‘\
7] A _:lz-_ﬂﬂ Azt Verstehen \ﬁ/

“~—[nterpretivism_3p . 1z a4 24

g 1) AFHe| clMchilol chet BTE S

ro
1z
m
=
o
1o
0z
0z
=
0%

11) Eisneri= AAAFA7} 7471 o]2fst EAS v} 22 FH=Z FshA a1 ot A4 <
TAH(writer) £ 2 (qualities) 914 A1&3F0] Ao (words) 2 2 Wlof k= wbdol, A& 9] 54}
(reader) & AoIZ Al&sto] APoR & Yok )" (Eisner, 1998:22). ool BGlEo] 7FzE ojok
T AL AFA ARE AE AT IYelA o AR 5REA A|ste{o) stth= Alo|H, o]Flo]
vk A2 AFA; zpalo] QIAHTTE =T A1s)Ad o] BUAR Fhets]ojof sl o]foltt
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i
42
Jlm
0x
1=
1)
i)
re
-
1o
o
ol
Fﬂ
W

& : s

%(trust-worthy) AEE om|sit}
(Lincoln and Guba, 1985). &HFAQL o]n]ofA] 037—.“3% N7, A& (stricture), 9AEH(harshness),
AAT 57 (harsh measures), 1129 AAT 28 FO2 o HTH(Sykes, 1985: Davies and Dodd,
2002: 280 AR, olgEA AANE Y Axtel I ‘FASH A4 (rigorous scholarship)’
AnE B o5 9gshs Q4 ukeA ks HCH(Padgett, 1998). w2 2
A AT 7ol A7 At Hii*éﬂ]r HAas %O]i 7“1"4——? 12 el £4e AEToEM <
A e FHde RS = o] EPd S (validity) 9 A4
(trustworthiness)” 715= F’_%_PH A A7E9 *]’ﬁ’“‘ﬂ EH??l A9 3 AA FEAS grs) o
7¥71 Sl el WskE el o Qv

A AR e B (validity) 7HEel= ok A4 Q12e] FaAdo] 2 i aL QA ok

=
8
&
=
=8
=
_=
e
=
o
jab)
(2]
o

Fr
= 5y
o

o ?s:
g
N
rPN 1>

S

12) £ ATl ARgsla Sl 24 AT9 E} E(validity) & 24 A59 44771 7 A=
Hrkelr] Yt Aer )& ATl ARE MEER! A7 A(quality), EFE(validity), A14%
(trustworthiness), 9473 (rigor) & XE&sh= 7idolth

13) A7 A7} F=A8h= F84 (subjectivity) S AF (private) A 7918 Q1 A (individual) & 728
sh= Zo] Fasitt RIS T3 X dEl7) obd ARslEstd wlld SollA A1 2835 o
oll AFEEY ko] FFolal Rl WElela oA FAE I LA E wele I 4

A Q7o F 3k Ao tH( 288 2006:100).
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o] AelolEh= 17 AAE Sk S8 olF Adfshs 291s
s Uhs Zo=2M o dejuile] Ak} I 2] ook diaEAel Ad A=kl A
W (Denzin, 1978)& o= =9, o] W& 7|astelA frae thaz

35S 9 s dA7E ARETOEX HYREES Fold wEit fAEow
Mathison(1988)> Ak, 972k WHEelehs Al 74§89 AeHs alsta vkl 12
o7 olgfel 7| A FAIe} Q14 tdo] wrgd AAE 2t A= diF Al $A|el A ks A
S AAZ 3 Ao},

Ty RAE HES A (trustworthiness) 71'E T3/ . SHoA AUHSE WS W
o), 5, T FHe Q12 FA9 wErte] opd Q1A thike] Hojg) gle FRBHA aeel]
AT A7 Tidel wiedel dA 549 dks s Adell WA A (trustworthiness) 71
d(Lincoln and Guba, 1985)5 7HeFs| AR A}l sy AAAdL A4 A 172 eld® 7id
Aol g3l st o] Ade FA A2 ERdE JNde YEks] 288 R o]9) v Al
924 golz AEdEd, 2 el A (credibility), 21873 (transferability), A1
(dependability), 254 (confirmability)©]2h= ¥l 7H4 ak9] 4/3& 2L St} o] /de a7
A1) BAE 1 wkdstal Qs ¥ ot BRY ERE 918k TR A A AAskaL
7] wWiiTel 1 Fet 7P REA O AlgE o] gt

1% R ATFAES AW (credibility)15) SHE 9l A Ao FEstasl stk o dEke
AT, A tha Tt sRATARRSE Ay gigt AES WG AT Anel distk v
ARIE FoRrowa 7|E 7Hel Edshs 2 T 712 WY 44 A Ak ey o7
MEA AE4 BAEA (prolonged engagement)” X Zroizb <l (member check)’ F2ko] ¥ 8HE| Q]
o} 53] AR 7P TQst 7ol Hojat gl'd-s 7F3dk(Lincoln & Guba, 1985: Seale,
2002 AR1E). oA A A T Y] FEE Sl At Hojel MRt
WF7E stk Aol FAHNEE Av|dit) Bdt
tilow AesrtuA A4, S AT7ES ABIAWS F78l Wk o] ohd BdA B4l

W9 E 528 he shiel Az 47

19

h =

(Campbell and Stanley, 1966) 04 E3&FATH Seale, 2002). ©]213t Efde A2k 3 W47} v
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3} A% Sehs thE AT PHES Anaos W
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o
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oX,

o do
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i

[

Auh
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e

o

=

oX,

14) 3, AR WHAFS Rt ARAS Bl NAYS AFSE Zola, A, AR A%
H%e e A7 oIS Bal A AT o wAs] A

EolUz Z1917)e} )



o A=A A NFAo] AR AT olEol St glrk 1A B 129 e 3
A PEE BAR ke A4 Areld 9FE E2) ofee Vo] B Ewt A4 A
AL FHsl] S dAA e A8o] @8l A4 SAS A He Ees 2 g

o] =] %

Al S AA AR Mishler(1990)7F 2dskA] A4k npel o] Bhgi=o} ddld
Campbell ¥} Stanley ] 2112 A4 Agakse] sl 71 AakE welof dh= 4 A8
o7 Wolzolx= <k A Zlo|th(Seale, 2002). A & w=welld XdE AA HFe} QAje] g =
ol wjFo] = |, Az 03?01]/‘1 ”7”45‘%'14 Ae= E*¢’6l ?i%lxk 7 s

% i

Wﬁ

] %t:zTAﬂu%oﬂvg#ff%léE@:o s x

ﬂs}ﬂ ks J&%@A 3}7@}7} o]Fo|d 4 7] wWTolth ol Wl AT E 83 o

O] AA| 2412 %A vl AR vk obd “ofm|e] wlae} Hete] vlwehs A2 ebdst
TH(EE-3) 1999).

ejshd, A2 A7 27)ell= ASTols} T2 Fom Qlsto] BHE Vel dAtA A

A& Agsta AEdE Rk E ko] § TR Ade Hlvh ey Jak 12 dide]
o5 Fot T gRIF FHA A EHA 710 B Vs fdskAl Akl A8eks A
o] F st

(2) B Qlro| Fpbyo| Ciyst &%t

AA AT BRE 7|EelM 1R, TR gk dAlE 914 FA Y] S2HA”1 g oo}
Yet 12 apPdate] 23 S ek Thssithe 1ol Bk st kA oA =2t
Siol, ATARE AT i} FE ARle] MolallE QlAsh= wAlel 12 tidat o 73t 4%
b AR Ae A5o=ZA 159 W% AP Azt wydith g A 59 o
T AT 12 dPdoRNE SRk wX BgEE Sk itk -] o3 AF=A|¢) 2l
Athgo] F58 wHe Aol A S AAR 3 Zolu) vkl AdFA 9} 1 thito] 7] g
Z07 Adeel Qiohd, & B5s AdelelA /A oR wRska A vk ofujst HE o] 13|
of 3h= AUZN & HollX= olelst EA] Ao et BFdE 7152 Aidot EdE= A S A
e FAY o] e £ FAAAE =28 Flo|tt

/do] Az Jds] FzkE bl gl T (relativism) & ¥ %12 (established

T
truth) 7@ 2= F-38kA =th weba 23 Aol Hak Ade] FEPdroh= ofd #ilolA
Folo] Zels tolzoiA) 1L o) =AE Hshs Slo] KB} S| RTH Seale, 2002). 2784 A
T3 tiE, Q17to] olglish= A2 thokst B34 Al (multiple reality) o], 217} & Alge] A
B olellE WHATAh 9 Ade Sl & oA F
Aoz metsl= Yyt g7
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Lincoln®} Guba?] A1 7d2 olgst §&S wgste] 1 MaS FAIA gtk 152 1Al
H7Hfour generation) oA 5¥A] 7102 244 (authenticity) 7W'dS A|A8FTH Lincoln#F Guba,
1989: 1994). ol2i¥t X4 (authenticity) 7Hd2] 8F9] 7 22:6)= 37879 (fairness), &A1= X

y), A WA (catalytic
authenticity), &2 144 (tactical authenticity)= T4 24= 43l Ut} ©]i= Lincoln®} Guba”}
Axkz A7 gsto] AT Ak (relativist) o] S FHskaL e WHdshe Adoltko] gt
2004). PR AhFeA @] Asfel Bl mEAltel EHe FAA ol (political
conception) 9} 32| Al gk &4, 319 HAE Feld wSA-FEA] A vl st #i
(olgf, 2004)0] wWEEe] Qiok sk AA(reality) = AZAA SollA e 1A
(intersubjective) A= &3l A2 o® FHIHthe FAF2A o] widyo] Qick wheba] 24
AT A= AFARel oAb onle] FFd(co-construct) ol =HS 77 (Guillemin and
Gillam, 2004: Lietz, Langer, and Furman, 2006: 443 #¢14), A2 3= thak(dialogue) S E3f €
2 7 7] "ol (Angen, 20000 386), A7kt A+ Fojzte] A= ool vls| vS T233
o}

oje|gh AIA SHollA G FA Aol Fabd nAEHS B e HApP) ofuet Fo
Ap7E Zddstaat & 9w (presented meaning) S 7H8 H &Sl E@ (represent) Skt ¥ B &
24 w2 o ZdSErHGambrill, 199 Lietz et al, 2006: 443 A|14). Davies$} Dodd(2002)
AAA el olFdt TAZ FWs WY 52 FA A7 9AdE T

217d (ontological authenticity), 5% A4 (educative authenticit

o

]

N
ro o ox u% rlr

(attentiveness), 37H(empathy), Y2l (carefulness), W7Hd (sensitivity), F=(respect), 74

J

(
(honesty), ¥4 (reflection), % (conscientiousness), 7 @7](engagement), 212 (awareness), 7}
J(openness), M (context) &2} 1dsto] idskslct A= olgst /dshs A9 BldEE
4] zxﬂ«] 24 4‘%"3% AAA7] 74013} T2l A7leM A7 Tidel oJds] Q1 FAel A

©]%- Lincoln(199) & 7]<& 3 e
ot aefshs Zlo] Zeu ol 14 Q = A E‘rﬂt 71T£ —r7}5‘ AL AT A

(inquiry community), $1*1/3(positionality), &5 (community), H42](voice), H]HZ F3A

mln
=2
rlr

16) 578/d0lst At the Al WeE 232 5 9l

Ak gdxte] s, w4, maeo] wstaL g U AT E“AEOH el B Ho
ZH 29)9h FHskE wows Aty A2 AER B 5 Qlvk(eldqr, 2004:186). EAEA %144
ofgh A7 Pl A 64“01] st olstE & o skl A Whes mejopt
s deR Ak oAl QAe] aiks sl w&A Aol Ay ARREol
ARIRTE BRI s QAN 5 AR5 of3sof dhhs 2o kel Fojx) 8l 5
A AR 99 BE gk oA AAels AgeRte] dEe SA0shs Afdolth
A%A AN olH FALlo] AEILE ABES PJIAF Fe AL uldi)

-1 108
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(critical subjectivity), 3%/ (reciprocity), A1’d%H(sacredness), 572 &-f-(sharing perquisites of
privilege) 52| 7otk ofe|gt 7152 fASE AT Y Sl F o] A 34 A=
HOJFTH(1995:278~287: ©]8qf, 2004: 187 AJ-E)17D).

TEFAY A EREEE S AEERE diEH] ATARE Lather(1993) 9
Richardson(1997)¢] Qv Lather(1993)+= XEAEFEFO IS wsh @54 g
(trangrassive), = WF)Z (ironic) EFGA, 2JAR=2] A (paralogic) BF44, #52 (thizomatic) EFZA,
59HA (voluptuous) EFA) 71E-S AIABHATHZESA 9] 9, 2005: 241-242). Richardson(1997)2 3
AERUHUE GAE] ‘ElA) ilﬁ_% 235t QH/‘\:}&} AAFE S AR 7 A AZPAZH o 7= of
Aoty et Ty s SNA AES F 4 (aystal) o2k sty 4 TiE S AR F3s]
et SR AR A 02 Yeha MEEE SAS 2 IS HAR it o7
A TS S Wkdsh, A Yol 2 A ZeEoR, fe7t B 2 e Akl
THOIET, 2004: 194). Wby A5 2717 A Qe 93, & #3s Wl 3lo] Sa3
5194 Heke- oo fiAute] obd 1 AR ulE IYehs A7k wAl AE 2
W-‘E’rolt‘r Toner(2009) &= #HUAE F27-2) A (Feminist constructivist) $17gllA] o173
narrative) W& 9% 4S5 3l YK aystallization)” 71ES EFdERE &85k

Uﬂ Qo 712 Z14 2] AA|7E ofz) ojufst Zlo] & (representation) | 3L

& 12

o

% 1o
& T o
Mrﬁr*
\T

B

1

i
9

!
N

N
;f;
r

30 ¥0 fn oo
o
o
huy)
T,
il'{

o]g} o] IAERHUFTE T ¢ %@O AbaLe] S5 4 ok Ao o ARl AlaLE £3)
he Hl S o 7)ol 53] A4 @?"ﬂ’ﬂ "*7‘12‘4 el ol Aglw 1 oY IE &
glol Tt ARk #d) 91%] HollA RS sk dl 7]oRths HelA oJnzt gl
e A7ES Y 55 FeoEA Y "}ﬂ’“—o‘ Age k= A, 71528 'R 7
ol sl nlgskA| Rk ofell disl] FElgh tijks AN A Ktk HelA e} vl Hiwe

A71AT 53] A7t s W Zlo] Az Q1A Fad ] vhgRIA] o Atafe] /gl
A5 Wde = Qe 2A7E TStk HollA] =gl € & qlokal 2ot

TR A7 =25 A Q1A 7 7] &4, A TS HEA R tijshe
W R Ao 507 ’}} 3—’5]3; 7 (reciprocity) 0.2 K= Zlo] Epgafct. o4 A

78] Aks]Ado] shte] wAE E2A JIAFAE wEol & 94 V|EE ofnlsks Aol ik, A4

Q

g3t A2 19709} 1980 d ] o] 5 ARE st 717 FRF2l 91 Jeo] A A= 25t
T U= A A AT ATt EEEA 2 vekel ALl g el
&5 olF ] AT Fxel gk == EAERTA A8 AT Yo m o)oK o]2igh
theksh vl9HA] ALS|EA S HEF, oF 5o] B]¥E A el dig £, A
EH?E]' EAAZ), A7) 252 TR 9 AKEA A AR - & 5 AR &
AR AZARD 2 Al dish 1 SollA FHsit) 53] olzfdt 4%
ALBEAAY SEto|AES] AJeks FHA R FASHL siAlshE Al &
&3} o] Ao F FEHEGIE, olyst FPAo] AH AT g
H2ob AR AW A" AREAAH- disiXe Gray and

o) >
o HE o _O, O‘OL,
ﬂ 1 1o
:fg
e
Mo

b
fz
> o
_E‘ -
ol
1=

l-N rsL'

o in)
o
o
NN
_%

o O Ol i X, roh

rr Lo
in)
oX =
L:o
B
O_u ﬂllﬂl

Yool e = ol S Y
A

3
o

b(2009: 76 )=
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ATl ARIE AAFAES] PRl g AR S vseldls e ARl E Svlsithal
W Gl Aol ofgh 2 WtelA|, BfdE(validity) 2he 0] Kths BFd$H(validation) 2h=
o7k H AT 4 ATk Angen(2000) 9] 8- 5] Slrfal Azt divfetd A oA
o] BR=d} A3 et wgene) e shdo] opel A7 s Aol wyshs dvig AR
4 Wt wRo R ofsfslof sp] wroltt.

2) III-I _U_HE-“:I-OIOI Al-glkl oA ﬂl- a tg%kg

2 2 3 A S T AR B 5 G s 9 5] el
A AgtellA Fdo] AxETS A Y] Feh 23} Sk WEo] dnk 53] 27elA Aust
b A10. o)Al =

5ol Qo] T3t }ﬂm FT= 7P e Ay Ast R lE u oS FEHA
Al d}, 1 PR 2 HoNE AR = ke 11 ‘A
7k 714-(Whitemore et al, 2001: 522)" .2 WHal1 o] :
A2 FAPE X W ARl FEE 2ASE Fd He xRk APE ud
<

(representation) & E3IATE SAtel A dgd 4= 9l

mu s
2
i
i
2
re
Ky
ﬂg
"
¥
~
e
re
3
iy
l
r_‘o_‘g

& Bo) BYH AP S AP ST 2 A2} AR BEe) Btk mIeE
SRES s EESH: U @A 2tk A8 BFo] ddolz Auge m 4K Sye
A AlREA) ek, ol Pol ATAPE AN Q1Y ABS ATE Qe M5 9
ASFe 2 ofele oItk Eat dlol WAL ARH E Lo MR el G e
A melol ek ookl Baelel ol walsh i Be Alto] wE Syt gk ols)
o] Qlofe] AFYH AR AAH YAS FBep] Shele] A4 FAE o] ohd BE A=,
Z A, 1%, AR 2 3018 uhEe] ol go) B 2 Bk 2 2 HAS WA 55
o) A} 27 Bagc

olgdA xHA FHeM AF AT HIAHS Frhs Vlede A 23 o
%' (Lincoln and Guba, 1989), “Aw# E4'(Richardson, 1997), ‘So]gy} “Fefat FA(AGH,
2006) 2} 2 oflsAdo] AxstEo] Qi e AF AoA o]Hst olmAde U of9A HrkE

T US71? Eisner(199) = ool A8k A7 (art-based research)-J dof| tfgt 22 v 7o}
217H connoisseur) 2] Fxol2kal WSHH(Piirto, 2002: 443 A|Q1E). o9} A=At EfgE 7

A 7 L”°H(;0r1n01sseurshlp) (Elsner 1985) 3} “AA Atk (223 2006) 2] JHES 1Eg 5= Qluh
A A gHAeke] 7 =22 @_ BV Sl Arke ko] 9ERo] A4 Ao
A Bk SR e 7‘*”5. QbEE oujgit), o]g} fAkslA A A Atk 2 A T
TR} ARle] A4 AFAAE SJdetar AA ATRe] e we] s wEe AEA A

18) ool tizl] 4 (2005) AE-S w3t ol qlol =< /37 dhAlel dial tha Zo] &
o g zaqs};} “Zolgl= BAA Gof] 1HE Rgls oju] 7 AAITRS clojW el B ekl
L e FAE QA7) oz—, e gow g
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et Aejdnt ojdd vk 7S A3k S0l e Alo] ofdel Agatel HrkAke] A
Aol ORI SHARE ApAke] FoAola AR ®Fo] 7 Al rellA on] A 857
M= A ool A4 A7 Fas 54 /PEAe)a FaAQl 1A 2 T st
Zlef ThEk |10l **S“Hoiok gk
TR IAERUUSE A7 4] vpet Aol B2 43S 3tk Tierney(2002) = ¢

o WA S A SAE] A A A B ol s Bt G0
] AZF0] S Holde B S2A7] deke] Fosks kit = A3y} sk Aqttiak
3 ARG AE F ARY B4 Aot gor] AL ) (el) T HAES sk, o
RolZ 98] A7) AP AHslor Behs Aolch meb Q14 FAlsl 914 dhgel A, Bde] &
& ST ARG, T AAs A9E AR Rk ATEd] dd 7Y BrkE e
A wm =3 1% ZrlolA] 2 o FHoln Puzel WetlN ] FRge FusT Q4

ete] e A L%l o] Aks)Agdel| sk 1> AXAl Fek, :LELE Rk
Ao Ry HAE A =2 dAA (rigor) B 0] (creativity) 7FS] 717 Sl S A
O F s & el SIS AoltF (Whitemore et al., 2001: 522). 24 3H(rigidity) W] 7oL w
U, A4 ATt FElagelA Al 84l ol ) thelld (versatility) 22]a1 Weto] gk W
WAL S a3 AR AR Hrk(Sandelowski, 1993:1). 18Ut FEE 355 9]
3l ey Fs xS PEY AH] del tigk -2 Fobd otk o] wie] & el
Ql 7128 HoAs o AskAl +43 Aolt}. whhA
Ei‘;i ;TLXF% AXEA A xgste], A4 ©(qualitative inquiry) HESE she] ATE
(quality of the work) 2 X1l o] H7I8 4= Q= AR=E 7hAof dtttal F43tH(Lietz et al, 2006:
443). 22ARE AA Ao A olefdt TS AW BEE 715l 270 R dest vhelso]
= A 7374]5]10][ 5}‘:} 01316} T “ﬂ%@ 7H”'—i"1u}°] O]'L]ﬂ' ¥ AAA 1] 1%

_Ti_ll
[
%
4
ofl
i
jsi
1o
N
-
E
JlN' ﬂJl
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4. A2

A% QTN Ehge] S5 vl Bl B B= THTE 995l Gk et e
HE e 1 20l vlal 315 =elsA) EAAk ok 1 ol BiRES o] 716
EHWOR GAsPl WolEGAY F& =99] Welrk UF Wl Eetsha of3) olEelA 93]
7] WjEel Foltk, ¥ ATE SN Bkt Tee] Fe4d] te 35 ATk Ure
891 9] 443} asjel Be ofelge AT, TRelE Ee) WA PY B AT BAe
A9 FASHE nAFoRM Akl FAE BT =09 FF /)L Ak A7 54
& o R B GRS waLoR wAshs ZolRh oleld BY wHS Sid) BReld
o5 82 1R sk vhest g

A A9 B3 EARY 2AS G5 fi5te] ofelmmddze A Ads WEE HEsky
o1 TPtk 1 A Ae s g A wEsle] vug FI 0P QY PO A
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An Explorative Study on Discourses of Adequate Validity Criterion
in Qualitative Research

Kim, Kyung-Hee
(Kkottongnae Hyundo University of Social Welfare)
Kim, Gi-Duk
(Sooochunhyang University)
Park, Ji-Young
(Sangji University)

This paper attempts to explore the universal foundation on which the
discourses on the validity criteria in qualitative research should be based, and
further discuss in depth the scope and direction of an adequate validity criterion
in qualitative research by critical examination of previous discourses. To establish
the foundation for qualitative research, first of all, the concept of quality and
qualitative paradigm were examined in terms of ontology and epistemology,
especially focused on the works carried out by Aristotle, Kenneth and Boyd.
Secondly, the earlier studies on the validity of qualitative research were critically
reviewed in terms of the theoretical findings on the concept of quality and
qualitative paradigm.

The major results include the following: First, the true content of quality is
defined as the ‘what-ness’ or essence of things perceived by subjects, and
qualitative paradigm as adequate framework for qualitative research is comprised
of two intrinsic modes: one is the mode of awareness and the other is that of
expression. Second, qualitative researchers are able to reach to the higher level of
validity by considering not only the subjectivity and the originality but also the
sociality in drawing a conclusion through qualitative perception. Third, the trend
of previous validity discourses can be firmly summarized as the effort to
overcome the effect of quantitative research and acquire the true identity for
qualitative research, which is subjectivity, and as the quest to compromise the
tension between subjectivity and sociality. Finally, based on the findings, several
research topics are suggested. For example, the more attention should be paid to

the area of the expression of qualitative awareness as a way of overcome the
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tension between subjectivity and publicness.

Key words: the Concept of Quality, Qualitative Paradigm, Subjectivity and
Sociality, Validity of Qualitative Research
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