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guidelines for its use. The study was part of a larger evaluation of

" the 9th annual Women's Week sponsored by the Black Hawk Colincil of
"Girl Scouts in Wisconsin. Data recorded by the participant observers
 were systematically analyzed using qualitative prtocedures with the

development of themes as the primary research outcome. The .

“ participant observer method was ‘judged appropriate 'in the camp

setting, allowing for description of complex social phenomena without
disrupting camp activities. The gaturalistic method pwﬁ%&dqﬂ a -
systematic way to look at camp phenomena, capture details, and
generate ideas as data were being collected. Problems included the,
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1t is frequently difficult to quantlty thg outcnmes of a

pe*sondl experience. Rebearthers sVudylng changes in behhv1or as

a result of a camp experlence have had di

fficulty in reducing the.

essente of the. experience to numbers. The traditionally

developed rating scales have been inadeyu

really happens to people in camp situations. Thus, the negd

exists for viewing new paradigms of resea

¢

ate for documenting what

~

rch which can be used
‘ A

more effectively and accurately in the camp.setting. The purpose

» "
-

of this study was to exploYe the use of p

as a possible means for conducting studie

H I
% ’
* o~
The use of..participant observatio

»

'as naturalistic inquiry, phenomenological

ethnographicfoSeqrch, has become 1ncreas
years. This type of. research paradigm 1is

description or reconstruction of intact s

articipant observation

s in the camp setting.

n, Zometimes referrea to
, anthropological, or
ingly popular in recent
an analytical

ocioncultuxal scenes or

groups. - This naturalistic way of studying human life

systematically searches for phenomenologi

cal information while

T



avoiding manipulation (howe 1984). Because participant .

observation is qualitative in nature, the approaqh offers

i

additional benefits as well‘as some constraints which are no¥

evident in quantitative, rationalistic paradigms.. As ident'ified
by Guba, a,number of key assumptions are evident with the use of
| . ' 2

a method like participant observation:

. v /
v ; .
: /

”

L. The paradigm rests on the assumption that there are multiple’

realities that may diverge as more of reality is known. All

parts of the situation are interrelated. . -

2. The naturalistic paradigm rests on the assumption that
’ L - .

Y

generalizations are nQt possible and that at best we can hope for

a "working hypothesis" to .describe phenomena; This research

[}

focuses on differences between objeécts as frequently as it
focuses on similarities. . ' .o

£,

-

The method of participant observation includes the

)involvement of the researche:}in the day-to day activities of the
rd

phenomenon which is being ex lored. The researcher bébomes a
. 9

part of the activity. Partsicipant observation wgs used in this
‘e

e

ijudy to reach the following objectives:

To use the participation observation methed in a :

short-term situation to assess its feasibility in an

outdoor setting.

-
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To ascertain the strengths and problems associated with
. I

partitipant observér .research.

\ ' :
. | e ' |
), To develop guidelines which,ﬁight be of interest to
P
others who w1sh to employ thls technique  in c@mplng.

3

l
research. ; |
-
- |
. | )
P | .
Methods Used | Do e
7 o j! . N ‘ / .
The purpose of the largef'study which used this _
. ‘ A s
ethnographic method was to evaluate the camp experlence”of adult
As &

women partlcipdtlng in a one’ week camplng experience:

«

partlcpant observers, the two researchers spent a week at ‘the

resident camp w1th the women nbserv1ng the act1v1t1es that were

The Women's Week was’ sponsored by th® Black Hawk Counc11

“done.

' . e
of Girl Scouts in Wisconsin and was in its ninth year of
o

. .
T
L]

operation. .

?artlclpant obsefvation'researchﬁdncludes participating

. . . . A . CL . .
as a group member while recor,dJ:mg;e,actlons of theé graup.
These data were systematically analyzed using gualitative

procedures with the development of themes as the primary reésearch
outcones. E ,

Summary of Results of the Technique
P '
The participant observation method applied 1in a camp
)

.

- G




~

9 \ ¢ . ¢ .
setting zppeal’ed to hdve qux‘e a number of benef:ts. The , . =

.

approach was a. realxstxc way to lack at the qualxtatlve dzmensioﬂ
of the Cdmplng experxence. The systematzc qpllectaon of data

allowed‘fer a ‘scxentxflc means at anelyaxng the complex data.w

LEESEPN

1-' P Many‘phenomena'wﬁ;ch occur’ “at camp can szmply not be ‘reduced,to )

.

’paper and pencxl measurements. Therefore, the findlngs occurred

e 'xndependent of hypntheSIZed outcomes.‘ The serendlpiteus app{cach

% W

vallowed anecdotes to buxld on. anecdctes andg led to new ideas“’

‘concerning the’ camp eXperlence. 51nce structured expectat;ons 1n"'L“Z o

. “~

. the form of hypotheses did not. shape the study, 'the process was ~

contxnually open fer new ldeas to emerge and evolve as more data
were explored.‘ Eurther, thleﬂlnformatlon could be buxlt upon

year”after yeat unt11 a more deflnlte descrzptzon and exp}anatlon

t

' of the phenomena is found. The method is also useful in i .

rememberlng detalls as they relete to a partzcular.exper;enée

- .
- T

. . bkcause the events are cau?fully.documented by the cbservers. In.
? »additidn, ‘the data collectlon process was unobtru51ve and dld not’

A interfere with.the'regular happenlngs occurring at camp.

Y . L. . y ’
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‘Several ‘problems did exist 1n conductxng this - k:nd of

S
i "‘“,,‘;;- -

- /

ﬁcwever bxas can be :

. research. Observer Bias was a‘poggg*
| 354

v 'fpund in any klnd nt research. Fractice fn observ1ng is .°
necessary for a researdher to be a good ethnngrapéer. When'makings

observat:ons the tendency is to be too general or to make toc many

JEE /S Lv \ e e A

nterpretatznns. There is a tendency to focus on spec1flc a%pects..

“h: o eQ&ecxally-et the beglnnlng af the. proceis, when the observxng~? 7‘3"

ought to be open—ended and-non-speciflc. Interpretat1ons of tpe Y
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observatlons mgst not. be made too sqen., %he method requzree ar

great deal of ccncent'atxon and 1ntenszty to be accurate w1th as

St

lxttle ‘bias as poseﬁble.J It xs easy to geﬁ caught up 1n the

part1c1pat10n and forget to observe the detaxls of themg;~‘c L - R Y

-

.experxence.» lhe concentratlon requlred for accurate observxng

,f_contrxbutlon to the.xesearch world..

"2. Ta provide greater creélbilxty (valxdlty) for the research,. .

can ba very 1ntense as can the need to take exten31ve fzeld

notes. It 15 necessary to have time to’ put the xdeas together . _
{ . B o

intq detaxleé dnﬁ {ngcal notes. Eurthert once the- data~are I .5;;
_collected, a good deal of time 1s requixed to transctlbe notes . .

. ‘J‘

-

'-and to ass;mllate tha detalls.xnto canclusxons that offer a

?
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The follow1ng recommendatlons are suggested for researchers AT

aﬁd camp éi#ectors uzshlng to conduct research u51ng th1s s

.méthcdolng?: ’ [' o | ' .  S e o

’ ° : s

1. Two people should pe 1nvolved in tbe partxcjpani Bbsegvagion: -

since each can help the cther 1n Eermulatzng more complete ~

obegévatiohs and working hypotheses.~ Twp observers can also -

s

limit the possible bias.. 3 . i

. . . . ,
. . . .
. . . .
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'steps should b\‘taken to use a prolonged tzme at the sxte, use .

* 1

persistent,observatlon, check out the conclu51ons w1th other ..

\ .
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partxclpants. use. additional ﬂethods such as Lntervxeﬂs in

&

'additionito‘the nbservatlons;!usecreference materlals to g,
\ & ~y

cross-check the. 1ntormatzon, ube purposxve samplxng to mdke sure

v

the\sample 1s representatlve of the grqup bexng studied, and

"=

contlnuallw check to see hpw the resu&ts of the partlclpant

L) ‘e

observatlon fxt with other known research fxnd1ngs and N
informatlon@ By o . ' o  ¢w';
. C . ' T e : ‘
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3. T0 assure the dependabillty or stablllty of the: data, thé

-

D partICIPdnt nbservatlon study shauld 1nvolve overlap methods when

[

cg}lectlng the data such as 1nterv1ews and studles of ex1st1ng

documents. The study should also, be repllcated and the data
~

examlned by more than one person. .The. data oollected in the form

(N

of notes sheuld be carefully grouped so an 'outsider' cOuld look

at the data and draw the same conclusxons 1ndependent of the

‘¢ ‘

_researchers. N .
- . . . N ‘\ !
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- £ “?he technxque neeas to be. practiced sSQ that onb develops (
- g‘.‘.t "-

skxlls 1n v1ewing behavxor and recordmﬁg the behawlors

-)‘r

accurater. It would also be 1mpnrtant to start w1th a small

T e, S A

event ané then work, up to longer, more extensive studies.

4 L I » ?
LY .. ; . . .
’ . ‘ - . : . \

° . . ' \“\‘t. .
5. The technzques af "collecting the data~and analyzzng the data

i

- are two separate functans.‘ One ‘must work on. not comblnlng the
two 1f the most effective research pfoject }s_to be compféted;

« ~

6. .Prior to data ¢dllectioh,'preliminaty.questions should be

3 . . Y Lot . ) . A T ™ L
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- will bacome more expllcxt gnd grounded as further research is
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éeckded. - As data collectxon occurs,.tﬁemes‘can be 'teased-out'.

,and’ cateqor:es formed. These categorxes help to organlze the -

1nformat10n so conclusxons and actzons can be farmed.

4 .
\ . .
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meanxngs, regularxtles, patterna, explanatzona, and causes of

.
\]

events. These conclusxons are, treated as dynamlc fxndxngs that

. % e o

’ Soe oW

conductéd. - : - ‘ . h ';
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Implications -, -

The technxque of partlcxpant observatxon applxed ‘to

T camp1ng research dﬂght to recelve further exploratlon. It is a

*

valuable technxque because. virtually anyone can use it" after

traxnln and practxce, word descr1pnf3ns are often more useful

Y - .

than numbers 1n de5crib1ng complex soc:al phencmena such asz.
outcomes from camping, the techn1que is holzstlc and 1ntegrat1ve

just llke ‘the camp 31tuat10n, and it allows an 1ntu1t1ve vzew to

¢

be systematxzed. The technlque may be an important method for
more fully descrszng the results of camplng programs because: it
makes behavxor more ev1dent than numbers do. It also does more

justice- tc the camplng experlence in explalnlng what happens to

. +
' K

campers and to staff.. Further, the technlque.nan be easily

comblned wzth other technlques such as camper evaluat1ons, parent

- \

evaluatlons, self~concept tests and‘the more quantztatzve

' q ©

measures of the experience. It“allows the 1ntu1t1v¢ view of

7. The researcher must remember that conclusxons are based on the

. BESTCOPYAVALABLE

N
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eneflts to be systematleed in a way whlch.can prevzde

camping

usefu data. The researcher is truly a partlclpant in the ’

P experlence and not slmply objectlfylng the. partlcipants. The
. «. "1‘: - . ! ;f M '
R ‘research experzence is meant to be 1nteract1ve and not exploxtlve
RN LA - ‘ .
af the pa:tlcxpgnts. ' o o ' : ' m:‘ A !

B
- R

The partxclpant observathp method of research may have:

some very 1mportant 1mp11cat10ns for campxng in the future. When

~ "

- qualztatlve methods are combined w1th more. tradltxonal

| quanpztatlve approaches, they Wlll prov1de researchers~w1th a

v

mult1~dzmen51onal contlnuum—-a research paradlgm of chcx s*

e

(Howe 1984). It would be - 1mportant to try the method with more

r

-campxng research to further assess its appropr:ateness and

usefulness.' Qqalltatxve procedures -may be the key to provzding

¢

researchers 1nterested in camplng with a means for bettef

understandlng the phenomenon of campxng in ways that the past

. quantltatxve research has not been ‘able to do. ThYOUgh the\“
process of observatlon, descrlptinn, and categorlzatlon, accurate ”
theorxes that are rlcher in zeﬁtextual and situational meanin
can be prov1ded.« From these theortes, cemplng professionals wzll:

‘ have c1eerer insigh;s into csmper'behavior, pfcgfam goals, aqu‘

: . * ; ‘ . . .
administrative decision-making. \ S \ "
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