E N T
~

:DOCUMENT RESUME

ED 299 613 CS 506 402

AUTHOR Arneson, Pat; Weber, Dawn

TITLE Qualitative Research Methods in Speech Communication:
A Bibliography through 1987.

INSTITUTION Speech Communication Association, Annandale, Va.

PUB DATE 88

NOTE 17p.

AVAILABLE FROM Speech Communication Association, 5105 Backlick Rd.,
‘Bldg. E, Annandale, VA 22003 (free).

PUB TY?E Reference Materials - Bibliographies (131)
EDRS PRICE MFO1 Plus Postage. PC Not Available from EDRS.
DESCRIPTORS Bibliographies; *Communication Research; Higher

Education; »Qualitative Research; Research
Methodology; =»Speech Communication

ABSTRACT

This bibliography on qualitative research methods in
speech communication contains 213 entries grouped into three
categories: (1) books; (2) speech communication journal articles; and
(3) social science journal articles and sections in books. (SR)

**********************8******************&Rt***************************

® Reproductions supplied by EDRS are the best that can be made ®
* ) from the original document. *

AEXXAEXRERXERRRARARRARARRARRARARARAAZRAARARARARRRRRRRARRRRARRRARRRRRARRRRRRRRRRRAR




QUALITATIVE RESEARCH METHODS IN SPEECH COMMUNICATION: A BIBLIOGRAPHY THRQUGH 1987

R R R R N N N N o N N N S D A P D D A4

Pat Arneson and Dawn Weber
Bowling Green State University

Distributed by the Speech Communication Association, 5105 Backlick Rd., Bldg. .E,
Annandale, VA 22003. May be reproduced for free distribution without SCA permission.

Adelman, C. (1981). Uttering, muttering; Coliecting. using and
reporting talk for social and educational rese

1 search. London:

ED299613

Grant Mclntyre.

Rdler, P., & Rdler, P. (1987). Membershir roles in field
research. Newbury Park: Sage. ’

Rgar, M. H. (1986). Speaking of ethnograohv. Newbury Park:
Sage.
Anderson, J. A. (1987). i i .

methods. New York: McGraw-Hill.
Rrnold, D. 0. (1970). The sociology of subcultures. Berkeley:

" -Glendessary Press. -

Auer, J. J. (1959). uction : i ech.
New York: Harper. ’ -
Babbie, E. (1983). The practice of social research (3rd ed.).

New York: Wadsworth.

Babbie, E. (1985). Qbserving ourselves: Essavs in socjal
research. Belmont: Wadsworth. )

Bailey, K. D. (1978). Methods of social research. New York:

Free Press.

Bell, -C., & Newby, H. (Eds.). (1977). Doing sociological
research. New York: Free Press.

Berg, D. N., & Smith, K. K. (Ed.). (1985).: The self in social
inquiry: Researching methods. Newbury Park: Sags.

Blasi, R. J., Dasilva, F. B., & Weigert, A. J. (1v73). Toward an
. Washington: University Press of
America. ‘e

Bogdan, R. (1972). Participant observation in organizational
settings. Syracuse: Syracuse University Press.

Bogdan, R., & Biklen, S. K. (1982).  -Qualitative research for
education. Boston: Allyn and Bacon. '

Bogdan, R., & Taylor, S. J. (1975). Introduction to gualitative
research methods: A phenomenclogical approach. New York: John

Wiley; .ceamission o RepRODUGE THIS . sersue o ucanon
' MATERIAL IN MICROFICHE ONLY otfce provement
~ HAS BEEN GRANTEQ BY Eoucmonuc%%s%%g?gg‘sc;nronm
39 \ QO 2 oduced 88
» ' e Iehé:w‘&c m;‘"‘m?’pebr::: (r’?p(;fqamution
: i N originating it '
: O Minor changes have been made to improve
; 2 reproduction quality. _ i
| 0 THE ECUCATIONAL RESounces B aa T ascessany e i

~INFORMATION CENTER (ERiC)." ORI positon of pokey.

R



N
|3

13
>
<
-

ARG

oot
o,

Bower, R. T., & deGasparis, P. (1978).

research: Bxgtgct;ng the ;nterestg of bgm sub Jeggg New

York: Praeger.

Burgess, R. G. (1%82). i ch: - urc d
manual. Winchester: Allen and Unwin. ’

Burgess, R. G. (1984). ; e fi : i o}
:ggeaxgh. Winchester: RAllen and Unwin.

Clifford, J., & Marus, G. (Eds.). (1986). Writing culture.

Berkeley. University of California Press

-

Cook, T. D., & Reichardt, C. S. (1979). u

Qualjtative and
gnantltasl_ﬁ_me_h_d§_1n_§_alga&;9__xnﬁﬁangh Beverly Hills:

Sage.

Cooper, H. M. (1984). i iv view:
te ic_a oroach. Newbury Park: Sage.

Cottle, T. J. (1977). Private lives and public accounts.
Amherst: University of Massachusetts Press.

Dobbert, M. L. (1982). Ethnographic research: Theorv and

n o g ieties. New York:
Praeger.

Doby, J. (1967). i i cia
Appleton-Century-Crofts.

Douglas, J. D. (1976). v iv ¢
am . Beverly Hills: Sage.
Douglas, J. D. (Ed.}. (1980). Introduction to the sociologies of
evervday life. Boston: Allyn and Bacon.
DuJour, B. (Ed.). (1982). W i i
2nd humanities. London: Maurice Temple Smith.

Emmert P., & Brooks, W. D. (Eds.). (1970). Methods of research

in_communication. Boston: Houghton Mifflin.

Fiedler, J. (1978). H 1 istics
1 ientific’ dies tings.
San Francisco: Jossey-Bass. )
Fielding, N. G., & erldlng. J. L. (1986). Linking data.
Beverly Hills: Sage.
Filstead, J. W. (Ed.). (1972). i iv :
hand ipvolwv wi - wo . Chicago:
Markham. “

w

. New York:




Forcese, D. (1573). Social research methods. Englewood Cliffs:
Prentice Hall.

Friedrichs, J. (1975). Ear;jgiggn;_gbggnga;ign: Theorvy and
practice (Trans.). ILexington: Lexington Books.

Garfinkel, H. (1967). Studies in~ethngmgthodglogx. Englewood
Cliffs: Prentice-Hall. ]

Geertz, C. (1973). e interpretati es. New York:
Basic Books.

Georges, R. A., & Jones, M. O. (1980). People studving people:
The | : ¢ in fieldwor]

eldw . Berkeley: University of
California Press.

Giddens, R. (1976). New rules of sociological methods; A

jque i v ies. New York:
Basic Books.

Gorden, L. (1980). viewing: hniqu
tactic2 (3rd ed.). Homewood: Dorsey. o

Guba, E., & Lincoln, Y. (1981). tive ev ion: oving
Sy v ation. San Francisco: Jossey-Bass.

Gubrium, J. F. (1988). Analvzipg field reality. Newbury Park:

Sage.

Hammersley, M., & Atkinson, P. (1983). Ethnoeravhyv: Pripnciples
in practice. London: Tavistock.

Hammond, P. (Ed.). (1964). Sociologists at work: Essavs on the
craft of social research

h. New York: Basic Books.

Hyman, H. (1954). Ipterviewing in social research. Chicago:

University of Chicago.

Jacobs, G. (Ed.). (1977). The participant observer. New York:

G. Braziller.

Johnson, J. M. (1975). Doineg field research. New York: Free

Press. )

Katz, D., Kahn, R. L., & Adams, J. S. (Eds.). (1982). The studv
s Findi t i b .
San Francisco: Jossey-Bass. L

Kimmel, A. J. (1988). Ethics and values in applied_social
research. Newbwry Park: Sage.

-~ R




,Kirk. J.' '&‘ Hiller' Ma L.

(1986). iabjili vali
Beverly Hills: Sage.

Krueger, R. A. (1988). . : i i
X ch. Newbury Park: Sage.

Leiter, K. (1980). A, Qz;mgz on ethnomethodology. New York:

Oxford University Press.

ancoln, Y. 8., & Guba, E. G. (1985). Naturaljstjc inquiry.
Beverly Hills: Sage.
Lofland, J. (1971). Analvzing socia t :
vation. Belmont: Wadsworth.
Lofland, J. (1976¢). i i ife:

o

ualitative studv of
New York: John Wiley.

Madge, J. H. (1953). The tools of social science. London:

Longmans .

Manheim, H. L. (1977). Qﬂlﬂlﬁﬁlﬁal_m&muh;mgghun_
methods.

Homewood: Dorsey.

W . Newbury Park:
Sage.

Manning, P. K. (1987). Semioti d
McCall, G. J., & Simmons, J. L. (Eds.). (1969).

participant observat1on A text and reader. Reading:
RAddison-Wesley. .

Miles, M. B., & Huberman, A. M. (1984). Qualitative data
is; ook of new methods. Beverly Hills: Sage.

Murphy, -J. W., & Pilotta, J. J. (Eds.). (1983). ali i

Qualitative
methodology, tbgg;y_g_ﬂ_gggl;_g;;gn Dubuque: Kendall Hunt.
Nachmias, C., & Nachmias, D. (1981). Research methods in the

s S.
New York: St. Martin's Press.

Noblit, G. W., & Hare, R. D. (1988). Meta-ethnography;:
.S_‘Ln&h_umg_g_a_l_tm__m;_e_s Newbury Park: Sage.

Patton, M. Q. (1978). Utilization-focused evaluatjon. Beverly
Hills: Sage. -

Patton, M. Q. (1980). Qua litatjve evaluation methods. Beverly
Hills: sage.

Patton, M. Q. (1981).

Creative evaluation. Beverly Hills: Sage.

- b e = s e




Patton, M. Q. (1982). Practical evaluation. Beverly Hills:

Sage.

Payne, S. L. (1951). Ih:_ax&_gﬁ_agkzng_gngz&1_ns Princeton:

Princeton University Press.

Phillips, B. (1971). 59g1§l_zgag§:gh¢_5;x§1ggx_gnd_tggslg_

New York: Macmillan.

Polkinghorne, D. (1983). Methodologv for the human sciences:
Systems of inguiry. Albany: State University of New York

Press.

Punch, M. (1965). The politics and ethics of fieldwork. Newbury

Park: Sage.

Putnam, L. L., & Pacanowsky, M. E. (Eds.). (1983).
. : S nt

. iv . Beverly Hills:
Sage.

Rabinow, P., & Sullivan, W. M. (Eds.). (1979).

Berkeley: University of California
Press. .

Reece, R. D., & Siegal, H. A. (1986). S;ndxins_eggélgi_h_aximg:
in t] hi ” ial ]

es . Macon: Mercer.

Ricoeur, P. (1976).

1ntn:2rg&a;ign_;hggxxi_niangnrgg_and_&h: '
surplus of meaning. Fort Worth: Texas Christian University

Press.

Rubin, R. B., Rubin. A. M., & Piele, L. J. (1986).
: ources. Belmont: Wadsworth.

Schatzman, L., & Strauss, A. (1973). Eigld_:é;ggngh. Englewood
Cliffs: Prentice-Hall.
Schein, E. H. (1987). The clinical perspective in fieldwork.

Newbury Park: Sage.

Schwartz, H., & Jacobs, J. (1979). Qualitative sociology: A
method to the madness. New York: Free Press.

Sechrest, L. (EA.). (1979). Unobtrusive measurement today.

San Francisco: Jossey-Bass.

Selltiz, C. (1959). Research methods in social relatjons.

New York: Holt.

Shadish, W., & Reichardt, C. (1987). Evaluatjon studies review
annual 12. Newbury Park: Sage.




)

Shaffir, W. B., Stebbins, R. R., & Turowetz, A. (Eds.). (1980).
: . . o .
research. New York: St. Martin's. T
Shipman, M. D. (1981). The limitations of social research
(2nd ed.). London: Longman.

Silverman, D. (1985). ali iv i :

Qg;al_xgxlg Brookfield: Gower.
Smith, M. J. (1988). Qntnm29xaxx_ggmmnnzgaxlgn_xeagaxgh

methods. Belmont: Wadsworth

Speier, M. (1973). - - fon:
iologi t i Pacific PallsadeS° Goodyear.

Spradley, J. P. (1979). Ihﬁ_Q&hDQgEQEhAQ_lnIﬂr_lﬁﬂ New York:

Holt, Rinehart, and Winston.

Spradley, J. P. (1980). Participant observation. New York:

Holt, Rinehart, Winston.

Sudman, S., & Bradburn, N. M. (1982). i i
id o questi i i ).  San Francisco:
Jossey-Bass. :
Taylor, S. J.; & Bogdan, R. (1984). i i iv

(2nd ed.). New York: John
Wiley.
Thomas, D. (1979). i : -
iri i Cambridge: Cambridge
‘University Press.

Tucker, R. K., Weaver, R. L » Berryman- Flnk C., & Arneson, P.
(in press). i (2nd ed.).
Englewood Cliffs: Prentice Hall.

Van Maanen, J. (E4d.). (1983}. Qualitative methodology. Beverly

Hills: Sage.

Van Maanen, J., Dabbs, J. M., & Faulkner, R. R. (1982).
L i i v . Beverly Hills: Sage.

Warren, C. A. B. (1988). Gender jssues in field research.

Newbury Park: Sage.

Wax, R. H. (1971). Doing fieldwork. Chicago: University of

Chicago Press.

Webb, E. (1966). i H v
Tod Chicago: University of Chicago Press.

7

B I O N e
i e S W 5 A o et

- -, o
: - R o aen s S AR Y
o hebe £ ex Aol Ms sy NP o +

DT e T o T e S S Pp

s g s




Weller, S., & Romney, RA. K. (1988).

Systematic data

: collection.

Newbury Park: Sage.

i: Werner, O.; & Schoepfle, G. M. (1987). :ﬁyatgmggig_ﬁigldggxk

: (Vols. I-II). Beverly Hills: Sage.

3 Whyte, W. F. (1984). i i A guide from

§ experience. Newbury Park: Sage.

. Williams, D. (1986). Naturalistic evaluation. San Francisco:
Jossey-Bass.

Woods, P. (1986). i ;i in educational

% research. London: Routledge and Kegan Paul.

P Yin, R. K. (1984). Case studv vésearch: Desiegn and methods.

; Beverly Hills: Sage. /o

¢




IRGRAN

SPEECH COMMUNICATION JOURNAL ARTICLES

Rlbrecht, T. L., & Ropp, V.A: (1982). The study of network
structuring in organizations through the use of method
triangulation. Western Journal of Speech, 46, 162-178.

Arnold, C. C. (1972). Rhetorical and communication studies: Two

worlds or one? Western Speech, 36, 75-81.

Balthrop, V. W. (1984). Culture, myth, and ideology as publ
argument: An interpretation of the ascent and demise of
"Southern Culture". Communication Monographs, 51, 339-35

Becker, S. L. (1965). Methodological analysis in communicat
research. Quarterly Journal of Speech, 51, 382-391.

Becker, S. L. (1969). Directions for inter-cultural

ic
2.

ion

communication research. Central States Speech Journal, 20,

3-13.

Berger, C. R. (1977). THe covering ow perspective as a
theoretical basis for the study o¢f human communication.
io v 25(1), 7-18.

Brockriede, W. (1978). fhé research process. Western Journal of

Speech, &, 3-11.

Browning, L. D. (:978). 1A grounded organizational communication

theory derived from qualitative data. Communication
Monographs, 45, 93-109. .

Buttny, R. (1985). RAccounts as a reconstruction of an event
context. Communication Monographs, $2, 57-77.

Criticism of empirical research in communication. (1971).

Quarterly Journal of Speech, 57. 402-409.

Cahn, D. D., & Hanford, J. T. (1984). Perspectives on human
communication research: Behaviorism, phenomenology, and a
integrated view. Western Journal of Speech, 48, 277-292.

's

n

Campbell, K. K. (1979). The nature of criticism in rhetorical

and communicative studies. Central States Speech Jourpnal, 30,

4-13.

Carter, E., & Williams, K.: (1961). On the problem of
understanding your own problem. Today's Speech, 9(1), 12

Cronkhite, G., & Liska, J. (1977). Introduction: Symposium: What

criteria should be used to judge the admissability of
evidence to support theoretical propositions in

communication research? Western Journal of Speech, 41.

B e e e v

3-8.




Cushman, D. P. (1977). The rules perspective as a theoretical

basis for the study of human communication. Communjication
Quarterly, 25(1), 30-45. '

Davis, K. (1978). Methods for studying informal communication.

Journal of Communication, 28, 112-116.

Davison, H. (1959). Elements of research. Commupication
Quarterly, 7(2), 13-14.

Deetz, S. A. (1973). Aan understanding of science and a
hermeneutic science of understanding. Joyrpal of
Communication, 23, 139-159.

Deetz, S. A. (1977). Interpretive research in communicat.ion: A
hermeneutic foundation. i

Journal of Communication Inguiry,
3(1), 53-67.

Deetz, S. R. (1982). Critical interpretive research in

organizational communication. Western Journal of Speech, 46,
131-149.

Delia, J. G. (1977). RAlternative perspectives for the.study of
human communication: Critique and response.

Quarterly, 25(1), 46-62.

Delia, J. G., & Grosshexg, L. (1977). Interpretation and

evidence. Western Journal of Speech, 41. 32-642.

Ellis, D. G. (1980). Ethnographic considerations in initial
interaction. Western Journal of Speech, 4%, 104-107.

Eubanks, R. T. (1982). On liying in"the house of humanities.

, 48, 1-10.
Faules, D. {1982). The use of multi-methods in the
organizational setting. Western Journal of Speech, 46,

150-161.,

Fisher, B. A. '(1977). Evidence varies with theoretical
perspective. Western Journal of Speech, 41, 9-19.

Frentz, T..S.. & Farrell, T. B. (1976). .Languaze-action: A
paradigm for communicatios;. . 62,
333-349.

Geist, P., & Chandler, T. (1984). Account analysis of influence
in group decision making. i v 51,
67-78.




TN

PRI T

10

Gerbner, G. (1983). The importance of being critical -- In one's

own fashion. Journal of Communication, 33, 35%-3s82.

Goodall, H. L., Wilson, G. L., & Waagen, C. L. (1986). The
performance appraisal interview: An interpretive
reassessment. Quarterlv Journal of Speech, 72, 74-87.

Gouran, D. S. (1979). Fundamental issues in the criticism of
communication theory and research. Centr

Journal, 30, 40-50.

Gronbeck, B. E. (1981). Qualitative communication theory and
rhetorical studies in the 1980s. Central States Speech
Jourpal, 32, 243-253.

Hance, K. G. (1971). Historical and critiral research. Today's.

Speech, 19(1), 59-63.

Hawes, L. C. (1977). Alternative theoretical bases: Toward a

presuppositional critique. Communication Quarterly, 25(i},
63-68.

+

Hawes, L. C. (1977). Toward a hermeneutic phenomenoclogy of
communication. Communication Quarterlv. 25, 30-41.

XY

Hawes, L. C. (1978). The reflexivity of communication research.

- a_l_Qf SE_QQCh' .’1.2. 12~20.
Hickson, M., IIl. (1983). Ethnomethodology: The promise of

applied communication research? Southern Speech Communication

Journal, 48, 183-195.

Hill, M. W. (1958). Reading, from a phenomenclogical point of
view. Journal of Communjcation. 8, 165-174.

Hopper, R. (1981). The taken for granted. Human Communication
Research

« 7, 195-211,

Husband, R. L. (1985). Toward a grounded typology of
organizational leadership behavior. Quarterly Journal of
m. 110 103-118.

Irvin, C. E. (1950). The case for creative research. Central
States Seeech Journal, 2(1), 19-23.

Jdones, S. E., & Yarborough, A. E. (1985). A naturalistic study

of the meanings of touch. Communjcation Monographs., 52,
19-56.

Knutson, T. J. (1979). Criticism of communication research: An

introduction to quality control. Central States Speech
Journal, 30, 1-3.

i3l

aht il o4

i
ja -




SRR

<&

)]
!

~jf$gu

i
vy

11

Krippendorff, K. (1969}.

Values, mojes and domains of inquiry
into communication.

Journal of Communication, 19, 105-133.

Krippendorff, K. (1970). On generating data in communication

rese.wrch. Journal of Commupication., 20. 24¢1-266.

Krueger, D. L. (1982). Marital decision making: R language
action analysis. Quarterly.J 1, 68, 273-287.

Lemish, P. S., & Lemish, D. (1982). A guide to the literature of
qualitative research. < )) ting, 26, 839-846.
Liska, J., & Cronkhite, G. (1977). Epilogue for apologia: On the

convergent validation of epistemologies. Western Journal of
Speech, 41, 57-65.

Miller, G. R. (1975). Humanistic and scientific approaches to
speech communication inquiry: Rivalry, redundancy, or
rapprochement. n, 32, 230-239.

Miller, G. R. (1979). On rediscovering the apple: Some issues in
evaluating the social significance of communication

research. (Central States Speech Journal, 30, 14-24.

Miller, G. R. (1983). Taking stock of a discipline. Journal of
Communication, 33, 31-41.

Miller, G. R., & Sunuafrank, M. J. {1984). Theoretical
dimensions of applied communication rescarch. Quartexrly
Journal of Speech, 270, 255-263.

Monge, P. R. (1977). The systems perspective as a theoretical
basis fo. the study of human communication. i

Quarterly, 25(1), 19-29.

Nilsen, T. R. (1955). How to make a communication survey.

‘Todav's Speech, 3(3), 10-13.

Owen, W. F. (1984). Teacher classroom management communication:

R qualitative case study. Communication Education, 33,

137-142.

Pacanowsky, M. E., & O'Donnell-Trujillo, N. (1982).

Communication and organizational cultures. Western Journal of
Speech, 46, 115-130.

Pace, R. C. (1988). Communication patterns in high and low

Southern

consensus discuissions: A descriptive analysis.

States

S [} ﬁ. 184-2020

'
I3
B




o5

12

Pearce, W. B. (1977). Metatheoretical concerns in communication.

Communication Quarterlv, 25(2), 3-6

Pecarce, W. B. (1977). Naturalistic study of communication: Its
function and form. gqml_mication Quarterly, 25(3), 51-56.

- Philipsen, "6.” (1977)~ Linearity .of research design in

ethnographic studies of speaking. Communication Quafterly
2%(3), 42-50.

Rosengren, K. E. (1983). Communication research: One paradigm or

four? Journal of Communication, 33, 185-207.

Rossiter, C. M. (1977). Models of paradigmatic change.
Communjication Quarterly, 25(1), 69-73.

Rushing, J. H. (1984). Combining qualitative research with the
teaching of interpersonal communication. Communjcation

Educatjon, 33, 361-370.

Schéidel. T. M. (1977). Evidence varies with phases of inquiry.

Western Journal of Speech, 41: 20-31.

Seibold, D. R. (1979). .-Criticism of communication theory and
research: A critical celebration. Central States Speech
Journal., 30, 25-39.

Springhorn, R. G. (1976). The establishment of criteria for
evaluating speech communication research: R need for

consensus. Association for Communication RAdministration
Bulletin, 18, 40-41.

Stewart, E. C. (1966). The simulation of cultural differences.

Journal of Communication, 16, 291-304.

Strine, M. S., & Pacanowsky, M. E. (1985). How to read
1nterpretive accounts of organizational life: Narrative bases

of textual authority. Southern Speech Communication Journal,
50, 283-297. ’

Swanson, D. L. (1977). The requirements of critical

Justification. Communication Monographs, &&. 306-320.

Thayer, L. O. (1963). Gn theory-building in communication: Some
conceptual problems... Journal of Communication, 13, 217-235.

Thayer, L. 0. (1983). On "doing" research and “explaining"

things. Journal of Communication, 33, 80-91.

Trujillo, M. (1985). Organizational communication as cultural
performance: Some managerial considerations. Southern Speech

Communication Journal., 50, 201-224.

et men cmew - omesaeaoooee R R e e

P S

[




13

Warren, C. AR. B. (1984). Toward a cooptive model of qualitative

research. Communication Quarterlv, 32, 104-112.

Wilmot, W. W. (1971;. Ego-involvement: A confusing variable- in

| speech communication research. -Quarterly Jour ' E
e e ST 6297436, -nal of Speech '

1
v
v
N L
iy
3 e
K
£

N
H
. .
.
L)
.
s
.
’
"
.
.
f
b
L
. v
- ;
2 ]
B¢ B
W =
o %
H
v

o e L Nale Lo



A

I - -

AR

,ﬂﬁgyw“

W Aead 4% e S 4

inistinnss

14

SOCIAL SCIENCE JOURNAL RARTICLES .
AND SECTIONS IN BOOKS R
Agar, M. H. (1982). Whatever happened to €ognitive anthropology:
R partial review. ‘Human Oyganization, 41, 82-85. ‘
Rskam, J. (1982). Telling stories. Socjological_ Review. 30. .
$55-573. )
Becker, H. S. (1958). Problems of inference and proof in
participant observation. ican Sociologic view,
23, 652-660. ’

Bednarz, D. (1985). Quantity and quality in evaluation research:

A divergent view. gducggign and Program Planning, 8, 289-306.

Blase, J. J. (1986). R qualitative analysis of sources of
teacher stress: Consequences for performance. American

Education Research Jourpal, 23(1). 13-40.

Boie. D. K., Fedor, D. B.,, & Rowland, K. M. (1982). Myth making:
A qualitative step in OD interventions. Journal of Applijed

Behavioral Science, 18. 17-28.

Casey, E. (1976). Examples and first approximations. In

E. Casey, Imagipipe: B phepomenological study (pp. 23-60).

Bloomington: University Press.

Clifford, J. (1983). On -ethnographic authority.
Repregsentations. 1, 118-146.

Denzin, N. K. (1978). The research act. In J. G. Manis & B. N.

Meltzer (Eds.), Symbolic interaction:; A rea'ler in social
psychology (pp. 76-91). Boston: Rllyn and Bacon.

Denzin, N. K. (1983). Interpretive intcractionism. In G. Morgan
(Ed.), Bevond method (pp. 129-146). Beverly Hills: Sage.

Fineham, S., & Mangham, I. (1983). Data, meanings and :
creativity: R preface. Journal of Mapagement Studies, 20,
295-300. )

Geer, B. (1964). First days in the field. 1In P. E. Hammong

(Ed.), Sociolopists at work (pp. 322-344). New York: Basic
Books .

Geld, R. L. (1958). Roles in sociological field observation.

Social Foxrces, 36, 217-223.

Greene, J., & McClintock, C. (1985). Triangulation in education:
Design and analysis issues. Ezaluation Review, 9, 523-545.



5
s

15
Grimgshaw, A. -D+ -(1974). Data and data use in an analysis of
) communic@tion events. Jn R. Bauman & J. Sherzer (Eds.),

Explorations in the ing (pp. 419-424).
Cambridge: Cambridge University Press.

Guba, E. G. (1981). Criteria for assessing the trustworthiness

of naturalistic inquiries. Education, Communication apnd
Technology Journal, 29, '75-92.

Guba, E., & Lincoln, Y. (1980). The distinction between merit
and worth in evaluation. ional Ev i

Analvsis, 2, 61-71.

Guba, E., & Lincoln, Y. (1982). Epistemological and
methodological bases of naturalistic inquiry. Education,
Commupjcation and Technology Journal, 30, 233-252.

Jacobs, R. L. (1985). A rationale for using qualitative methods
in performance technology. Performance and Instruction
Journal, 24(5), 20-23,

Janis, I. (1965). The problems of validating content analysis.

In H. D. Lasswell (Ed.), Language of politjcs (pp. §5-82).
Cambridge: MIT Press. .

Janson, C. (1981). Some problems of longitudinal research in the
social sciences. In F. Schulsinger, S. A. Mednick, & J. Knop
(Eds.), Longitudinal research: Methods and uses_in behavioral
sciences (pp. 19-55). Boston: Martinus Nijhoff. )

LaRossa, R., & Wolf, J. H. (1985). On qualitative family
research. u } : 3 ilv, 47, 531-541.

LeCompte, M. D., & J. P. Goetz. (1982). Problems of reliability
and validity in ethnographic research. Review of Edycatijonal
Research, 52, 31-60.

Lester, M., & Hadden, S. C. (1980). Ethnomethodology and
grounded theory methodology. Urban Life, 9, 3-33.

Levine, H. G. (1980). Teaching participant-observation methods:

R skills-building approach. Anthropology and Education
Quarterly, 11, 38-54.

Morgan, G., & Smircich, L. (1980). The case for qualitative
research. Academy of Management Review, 5. 491-500.

Oleson, V. L., & Whittaker, E. W. (1967). Role-making in
participant observation: Processes in the researcher-actor

relationship. Human Oxganization, 26. 273-281.

[




16

Peshkin, A. (1984). 0Odd-man out: The participant observer in an

absolutist setting. Socjolopgy of Education, 57, 254-264.

Ricoeur, P. (1981). What is a text? Explanation and
understaqding. In J. B. Thompson (Ed..and Trans.),

: Hexmeneutics apd the humap sciences (pp. 145-164). Cambridge:
Cambridge University Press.

Ricoeur, P. (1981). The model of the text: Meaningful action
considered as a text. In J. B. Thompson (Ed. and Trans.),

Hexmepeutics apd the humap sciences (pp. 197-221). Cambridge:

Cambridge University Press.

Schutz, A. (1962). On the methodology of the social sciences.

In-M. Natanson (Ed.), Collected papers (p. 3-47}). The Hague:
Martinus Nijhoff.

Scott, W. R. (1963). Field work in a formal organization: Some

3 dilemmas in the role of observer. Human Organization, 22,
: . 162-168.

Sharpless, R. (1986). The numbers gaMé:}Qral history compared 7?
with quantitative methodology. International Journal of Oral

History, 7, 93-108.

5
~ >

Taylor, C. (1977). Interpretation and the sciences of man.

Review of Metaphvsics, 25, 3-34, 45-51.

Van Maanen, J. (1973). Observations on the making of policemen.
Human Organization, 32, 407-417.

Wilson, W. (1977). The us f ethnographic techniques in

e o
educational research. Review of Educational Research. 47,
245-265.

' Wolcott, H. (1981). Home and away: Personal contrasts in
SRGRR ethnographic style. In D. Messerschmidt (Ed.),

: _Methods and issues -
' W ocie (pp. 255-265). Cambridge:

Cambridge University Press.

)/v
-~ N

-



