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4

cARXEREBT BN SRR R A KL 20 £ FHR BB K4
T RERRKAN AR REEF TR L =R K. ELRAFHEET,
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I #.
: EWHR EMSM CAQDA XHER

(Creswell, 1998).

“ 7 (1990—1950) .
(1950—1970). (1970— 1986) . (1986 —
1990) . (1990— 195). (1995 —
2000) (2000 )

(Denzin &Lincoln, 2000).
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(Denzin & Lincoln, 2000).

b

( , 1987.22—23), .
5 ( ’
. ) ,
s (Denzin & Lincoln, 2000).
. . . (Flick, 1998).
, (Richardson, 2000).
(Denzin, 1997), 20 s
1. . .
(focus group discussion) , (conversation ) + (talk )+
(television ) « (radio) + (documents) + (diary) (narrative) «
(autobiography) )
( ), . )
@)

JRIFAE “ 45 4b H 7, 12 & 32 % B K P, “bricoeur” #L F4E “ Jack of all trades or a kind of
professional do-it-yourself person” ( £ Denzn & Lincoln, 2000), B b, 4 $f & E” M L5
SR E.
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(content analysis ) (discourse analysis ). (thetorical
analysis ) « (semantic analysis ) (semiotics ) (Vannini,
2007) . (argumentation analysis) + (narrative analysis)

(Bal &Gonzales, 1999). (domain analysis) (HPtland &
Albrechtsen, 1995) ,

s (Glaser &Strauss, 1967; Strauss & Corbin,
1998) (grounded theory) . (Heise, 1988, 1989)

(event structure analysis) . (Ragin, 1987)

(qualitative comparative analysis) . (Abbott & Hiycak,
1990) (sequence analysis using optimal
matching techniques ) . (Abell, 1987) (fomal
narrative analysis) . (Bauer &Gaskell, 2000)

(corpus construction) « - (Attride-Stirling, 2001)

(thematic network ) + (Hikkinen, 2000)
(neural network )

2

(Kiser, 1997).

3.

(ethnomethodology ) ) s ,
, (explanation )

(interpretation) ’

4.

) “ ” (perspectivist
biased) (subjective selectivity ),
(pwcedural templates ) (procedural regulations ),
, , (accountability ) «
(transparency) (coherence),
, (reliable).
5.
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(CAQDA) . 80 >
R (Dohan & Sanchez-
Jankowski, 1998 ). )
, 20 R .
) , (
)
6.

(Strauss &Corbin, 1998).

(Currall et al., 1999) ;
5 ,
(Gray & Densten, 1998)
, (latent variable)

(Jacobs et al., 1999)

b

O AR KRE P, — MRERH B R ALMITHLE W AT HEREAT HE A
= A A RE RE R, XA RE AT AR,
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( Wordstat, Smarttext
)s
( Nvivo.MaxQDA. Kwalitan )

b

“ ” (model specification) ,
. , (1997).
(2000) . ,
( )
(Fielding &Lee, 1998) )
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(Znaniecki, 1934),
(Manning, 1982).

: (

D

, 40

MadMillan &Koenig, 2004 ).

(Strauss &Corbin, 1990, 1998 ),

2
b

(Goffman, 1974).

(Katz, 2001).
; (2)
; (5)

b

1)
;3 (4)
75 (6)
(Cresseys 1953).

b

(Robinson, 1951).

, 60
(Fielding & Tee, 1998).
(Glaser &Strauss, 1967;

(
(Bringer et al., 2006),

9

(Glaser, 1992);

b
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(Herman &
Vervaeck, 2005).

N

(utterance design ) (next turn analysis)
(Nofsinger, 1991; Sacks & Jefferson, 1992; Psathas, 1995; Hutchby &
Wooffitt, 1998).

2 b

. IR ( “

2

(Mehmetoglu &Dann, 2003).

b

b

(MacdMillan &
McLachlan, 1999; Ezzy, 2002).

K
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b

( . . )s

( . . . ),
(Dohan & Sanchez-Jankowski,
1998). , s ’
(MacMillan &Koenig, 2004).
(Coffey et al., 1996; Dohan & Sanchez-Jankowski,
1998). s s
(Denzin &Lincoln, 2000; Ezzy, 2002).
CAQDA .
(Ezzy, 2002).
(Barry, 1998). ,

Catterall, 2002).

(Maclaran &

b

(MacMillan & Koenig, 2004 ).
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) ” (going native )
(Hammersley &Atkinson, 1983).,
(Luhmann, 1990).
“ 7 MaMillan &Koenig, 2004).

(s
“ ? (Fielding &Lees 1998).
(Fzzy, 2002).
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(EZZY, Z)OQ, )o

K

s (Buston, 1997).
, . (Ezzy,
2002)., ) ’
@
, (Buston, 1997).
« ” (Strauss &Corbin, 1998). . ,
(Fzzy, 2000). )
s (Ezzy,

O ACAREGEAET, RRFARHEF H @ R TRFTRL

ER (I A& G ALf B
A 1R B b BT M AR R
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2002). , s
« . ” (Buston, 1997).
s s . (D
2)
3)
()55
, (Fielding & Lees
1998). s ’
(Fzzy, 2002).
(Miles &Hubeman, 1984). s
. R (Geertz,
1973; , 1999), s

(Ezzy, 2002). s

(Mason, 1996).
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b b b

, , (

(Carmel, 1999; Ezzy, 2002).

. (Strauss &Corbin, 1990, 1998).
? )
? )
(Sharp, 1998).

(Znaniecki, 1934),
(Glaser & Strauss, 1967),

(Mitchell, 1983).

« ”»” [43 ”
b b

. (Sharp, 1998).
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b

(MacMillan &Koenig, 2004). )

« ” 43 ”»
o

(MacMillan &Koenig, 2004 ).

9

(MacMillan & Koenig, 2004). )
(MacMillan &Koenig, 2004). ,
“ 7 (Kelle, 1997).
i @
, “ 7 ( , ESDS

O HATHEA S B AN LA X RADER fo R AR IR RAE Aot F A

A @, A L ANE A WS AT S BP Aquad. ATLAS. ti. CISAID. Ethnograph.

HyperRESEA RCH.. Kwalitan.Maxqda. NVivo #= Qualius, 46 R &4 5 Lif i, & & #H KA
4.
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Abstract With both theoretical and practical information this article attempts to
demonstrate that there exits a bi-layer structure inside the village society of China that is,
grassroots society consists of villagers and a higher level self-govemance organization
growing out of the grasswots society. If the mlated sociological vanables of grassroots
societys such as community development level social capital reserves and the number of
voluntary organizations have low values, the grassroots sciety will be considered in a
barren condition. Theoretically a barren society cannot guarantee people to paiticipate in
village politics thus making it difficult to produce effective self-govemance organizations.
As a result, the wo layers of the village society will be broken apait. The solution to the
difficulty of villager self governance exists in understanding the relationship between the
two layers in the village society, and promoting the coalition of grasswots society and
village politics by developing the voluntary ogranizations in the grassmots society.

Review of CAQDA in Chinese Context — -we-eeeeeeeee Xia Chuanling 148

Abstract After reviewing the last two decades literalures on qualitative research, the
aiticle identifies six trends and three analytical pewspectives in qualitative data analysis.
Computer-Aided Qualitative Data Analysis (CAQDA), as a new analytical technique, has
its own relative advantages and disadvantages in contrast to manual operations. Application
of CAQDA in Chinese context is discussed in tems of potential problems e. g., linguistic

and semantic compatibilities.

Social Capital and Post-disaster Recovery: A sociological study of natural
CHSASLET  +ev wevrerer mermee meeree eeeet reeree reeaee reeaee e Zhao Yandong 164

Abstract Researchers of natural disasters have begun to notice the important role of
social capital in the govemance of disaster. Based on the data of a laige-scale social
survey in 11 provinces in western China, this aiticle thoroughly studies how social capital,
both in micro and macw level, helps the disaster victims to recover from disasters. The
results show that disaster victims are actively using their social capital embedded in
peronal networks to get formal and infomal support to get a sooner and better recover
from disasters. However, scial networks have different impacts on different types of social
action. Vulnerable social groups are more dependent on their stiong-ties networks which
may bring about negative influences to their recovery. As for macro-level social capital,
trust plays a positive role in disaster recovery, while the role of social participation is mare
complex Based on these results the article suggests that policy makers should pay
special attention to the vulnerable groupsin the govemance of disaster, and make full use
of existing local social networks and social associations to mobilize the public to actively
participate in re-construction of the disaster-influenced area.
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