L2 A= s i B bR B WE 5 T vk
R A R B Ak R R B R R

V%)

RE: b - YRS EHRARX B ERASHEETAHE, 25A
REXEW, LEBHRAR T ENARCEAANEHRBHFEEAN &
W HA WEAHGHREEFURBEEIEAR HA BRI
BT, WREFRSE AL ad T A EE, FR LR A RESILH
REER R CEBYA LRV EFOIESY, FZLm R E R T E A
UERBTHEE RGN B RGN, FIHAZBREELEERNBR,
FHEHFERREHFREG BREXFCRFEREEALFTANER. &
X B I A R Y TR SEAIE SO N R, IR AT BB R R X B
TR HENIE, BT RAHRENFERE SR GG TES # 54
2EFRFT EWAR,

KR FRARZRAEREAS BAREN HFEX £LoadHHl
BER T %

H A& % (auto-ethnography ) & —Fh 254 T “ H 1%” (autobiography )
5 RJER” (ethnography ) BWFFE 5 0 VB BUPEAT 5T 5 ik b iy — b
BSIEHY BB PG O 4k 22 DA R S 2 M S R I I S A 14
TR . A K B AR RO R 18 SCRE SEAE A [ (1 3 SO AR ) E R
Foo Hrp AR AU EXFE IR SCRE I A8 1Y I Pk i A )
(Qualitative Inquiry) , W ALHE BEAS i A% 585 52 32 AR CH AR %
W24k (Journal of Contemporary Ethnography) . f5 H.3l) ( Symbolic
Interaction) DA B { #1252 ) ( Qualitative Sociology) ( Anderson 2006
337) . MAb, G ahth 22242 38) (Sociology of Sport Journal) 7E 2000 4F
S5 VIR PO P08 T BOR B AR RE S R SR, CHARR G & A
) WITE 2006 455 4 W8 AR 22 7 10 SCET X A% RO AR 1 R Rk 1 J o
RS, (UL S5HZ) (Culture and Organization) 11 2007 4£58 3 W LI&
FIHBALBU PG RS TFIE, (BFIC928 2635 ) (Journal of Research
Practice) W7E 2010 455 1 B LAL THEYE A A8 RIGE L. (BitEie 1%
WF3E ) ( Qualitative Communication Research) B 1E 2012 ££57 2 W A% 1)
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RIS AR RO E R HERE R 5T 1 AL .

ARSI T B AR BRI LA X 43 B 73X (analytical )
i pmdt . (evocative ) P it A ( Anderson & Austin,2012) . 43
Pral AL RS SN S 58 & LRIEEZMAR, o kibac
BCR R — SRR R BRI, SR 05 DL B C R B 200 o 20 BTkt
KRN Z HEAT 53 BT, DT $ Hh A DG e — SCAGHE A A9 #E38 ( Anderson,
2006) , fez,fi R 2 A 15 R ETERSE B AR 5 058 UR 1R B
B & SEGENSE 9 F CRGEGE R T HM, RS TER UL C Ik
FOEF R NEP AR ELFE) B B, @ 1) 9 R0 A F A1
J SEVR R AT 30 Y v B 7 T RN S5 k4R s 9 ik 5 R B R Sk
B LAt 2e 2ty T IR B A ik 5 88 3 Fe 8O O B A il 5
T IRAENG i R 3 O RN AR 3 A 15 7 AR

TR I X A% RO SR 5 — AL 227 58 75 7™ b T s 2R
FE X2 TR SRR PSR ZU I 2 )5, 30808 Ak 2324 0F
FEEHPR SIS 1. RIEHE - SCHLH (Carolyn Ellis ) 1F J2 I 1T 45
W EEZIFRIH Z— o iR 2 A RO RN BERERAS FL 5
LB P [ AT 1 ORI ST A B LR S E A B A S
EE AR A

TROT ] A I 7 PR A 9 SR 3 SO VIR R KL (G2 2R,
2010) , SRR BIF 5T 7 1 AT S0 e N TR o AT AR S S 1Y
i g 2 A 1% RS RELEFRATIA TR J5 dh 2 A5 O ik vh — F ki
TR AL 2, WRERHIRAT SR 5 IR A B TR riE 2
WFSETT BRI o 7 AR R ARLE | B8 3 I st 38 B0 ol 5 5 3 LR
R e o 15 SRS X A% IR M A 0 B P R, AL i X B AR R
R RYEE | FAR PERIbRIE AR TR DL B AR BRIBUR , 48 th HAb A IR
PRI AT ST 7 2k (AT DL K ST ISR O VA Y S SR

SRR A 2] BB T R 2T S LA A I SRR S 5
F X RGE A 1974 4, SCHE I B8R 41 29 M 57 K 2% 1 8 53 A% (SUNY
Stony Brook ) Byt 5% A4, 3 H E A7k 09 R EMESE . 1970 4RAR 0 i
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PEBIF ST 3 8 20 SR8 B 07 1 LA R BE A7 o MBI (B. Glaser) 53y
F7 i (A. Strauss ) #9 CHLAR B8 A9 % H——T M 0F 55 19 S0 ) ( The
Discovery of Grounded Theory : Strategies for Qualitative Research) —45J&4
W VERT R IR 224 Bt T — BB F ™% ARG TT k3
BOWHTEE GBI . IR AT R A e a7 1 B S 2 BR A Y —
JEet At 2 i R 0 RS AR A RIS . DAt , SCHBT e % A998 5C
FRUE A IRSL AT B LU ST, LA A B R DR AF I B A 7
ARG HIC S A S AEMEF R BT W R o SR) , 7 M B itk vh
M SH A ST TAE SR ENM B, R — A K0
5 S B IR (Ellis, 1986) . i1 TARBIRRE 5200, 4
I A4 PRI 05 VR D F N BT S 3 7 T B b A T IR R . — PR oe
$5 B AW Qg 7 T T rp AT 3h A REJC i WL A 4R BORLDE HLANS
F M TEREA A TR IR AT ST Aoy b PR B v 68 F g I, A 2 2
W E RIS . DFFEE I A BN POy RA R 2R, BB R AR
1A (Ellis, 20049 - 15) o 1981 47, 3CHUT AR AT B b 27 LIk R o
ARHUL, iR, b5 50 & VR BEAT — T Sk 0 9 BF 5T (Ellis &
Weinstein, 1986) o I, I AAKIRSE i k2 55 % 0L, e EAALLAT 1468 P By
FOTEREG TR A S TR (Ellis, 1997 :124)

1980 AFAC I, SRS A AR I b 12 2 14 3 S5 0 0 £ o O BF 5 2%
BTt b 5 52 3 RS S i A A e o 5 J e 5 A A% R AR
BRI AL 5 LR -

FERREBANANTHHR LB T R FZH, — A 5HAELH
FRENBRT AL 6) IR 2 R, FARTREARZ AR 2R &
AT A B ARmEATH B ke B 55 X, (Ellis, 1997
135)

1982 AF-, 3 HIH F) 2% 25 71 Fi 7 Pl b 2 L SR TR b 19 3 R AN S BE T
EABL. S5 IR A, dt S SR 0y 0 P A e o i AT BRI B, XA A A
AR RGBS T AR AT B AT O R A B 4
AHET o WA VIMEE TR A C AR IS 25— PRIR R
o B PR A5 A MR DL S A R R A B R o 3 1 SR AR
(W f 5 — BUfE] (1984 — 1985 4F) , CHHF ih R R AEEIEA T E T A
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CHYREFRZ | A B 5 LRI E DL R R A S . 0 T 30
WrmE , HEICHA =M E . Bk, SEILRIGITIRCE . BEK
AR I SCERE H  CAAE  JE IE A R AR R SRR
X BRI 28 LU DR R 2 AR i S . K, SO AR s
At 222 A A B AL ST . 55 4h, A B A 2 R g
g A HA NS5, 38 B HoA N S s AT A B R 250, oK
BCARRY 5 7 1 2 it A 1 A% i IR S99 v B2 A A0 SCAR M 4 2 Y
(Ellis,2004:18 -19) ,,

FEIK BEARH I 4, ST 22 8 B S Ml Bl 1 810 5% - BRI 2R A0 /it
(OPRL - PHHLE Z 50 ) LR 2 A — A PR B 5 B R 2 1, X 4830
AL BN SO A R TR AR TR SO o R A
BUR R M ERL 2 AT 2 i rP AN B Y o OB IO TR OB 5207
TEAENG BOX AU R BSLAE S NR B . KRBT FEIR A 8 KA
&CBMEAT AT W BOR BT R ST . AT UL AT i 1T LS S UL
PR WSCAR TSR AT A 28 SO, I H MG A A ) 1 Rk 6 P il B — J
TR BE AR B 2 B EA T B 2 BT A — > BRI AR T3, T AT ]
AR A BT R I 5 ST R AN L T 22 D5k IR A0 SRR AR
SRS AR R AT B W AP IEL , {3 B 4 5T B Ry A 4
SFARRBAR B2y W TF IR S et e 0
ARIGERE 3 B8 G A S5 NAETR o Itk I
B A AL RS R IR B IX 28 HAR A R4 757k (Ellis 1997 :117 126) .

SEREMIGAR, BT 46 185 (i Ja B B - — R T K
LAV A ) — 15 (Ellis, 1995a) o 1045 LIS 9 2250 L K (o]
T RARE, LU iEmsibe =X A A% BB AE D 7 i, IR U6 S IR B i R o 5
PIARRZ A H RN . O 1 RS 5 S0 R 0 5 sl 3 A A
RSO T ik i B RSB TC AN M 78 1l Sk e SE B e, S BRET AE
T 9 AR I 18] SO B RO AP A o IR AR ANFESS B T 5
A s I — ] FRAR R A e 5 A PR IE SR P LA W 52 T 2l
MR S AT TR o A — T AR I A e 5, SEBRHT AT 1R 2 —
A L BT IR AR AW S . Wl 5 T R S
ZIAE IR, LA 2 S g0F B — ARB5S . ik 1745
IR0 5 A~ S A — B AL R B SE SR F T 58 f s R o B — 520
B T4t 22 530 E I R, R TR UL SRS o b T R 18

224



VLA fi o F R B i

KL R T2 W — KIS TR] R 45 A4 BEOR AR v 5 468, 220 il g 5 52
W& IR AR A 5C &R o i Pk A T Bk d i B AT B
JEE B W W R ) R A 3% iR ZU 2 (Ellis 1997 :126 — 127)

SCBHRAC R UEECER 1 H AN T3 I 5 I 1
JEEFARA T E AR L AT A O R, FeA ORI £ 8
E SRR GE RN IR o FATMRGEBUAE R AR5 LS AR 3T
QMo 20 TR AR M R AR B TS R RRAS B A
&, I LB A — LU ] 7 25 A 2 25 77 A R — AR B0 F FRJER
o AR AR R RS LRI ORI F RIRGE , BT A R AR
FEELE e P A M)W 25 1852, 76 UL I iy e 46 5% 2 P90 855 TG
ARG AC CEE A RN ST R A R
RS R, AR A O AR A R A USRS
B 0t ) 5 R 1T HLAL RS2 B N SR I TR Z ) N 7R G 38 (Ellis, 1997
129 -131),

TR BRI A L RO
HE | FARS VAR

PRI R AL B I B e 2 A RO R R A, AN U A
Sl A NG IRTR S A R PR fE AR 3 AR RRE 55 T 1L SR}
2 A o2 oAt S A DG 2R BURR , T I T 61 3 87 B b 5
Jrdiiasa) . FERL(T. Kuhn) BRF2 LRI T Fl2 28 0 2K
SRR B o & & (R. Rorty ) I8 22 0 J& 7R i 5 AL S FF 22 5
AR T CIE, FIHIE (). F. Lyotard ) S 4T 852234 Xt T 40— Ay &4k
HPRPAE AW DL R X F % KU 3B K. J5 450 = 3 B (R
Barthes) fEHL3A (J. Derrida) 449 ( M. Foucault) 25078 T A{1E  “ 1
FH—UA—ZEH" RAZNIT FICASEFTAE IR (C. Geertz) | L
Fl#E A% (). Clifford) | EFERT (G. Marcus) | JEA& /R ( M. Fischer) f# ) T 1%
G5 5 F LRGEE SRR, 358 R E 5 R R SR R ERER
A5 o 2ot 3 LB S a4 (P. T. Clough) (15T (S. Harding) Mg
IRFEZR M (N. C. M. Hartsock ) 5% I 11 2% A6 1% 57 35 DL K 4 N B9 FR R PE
PR SCARWESEH T-ER (T. M. Trinh ) %4 /K2 (G. Anzaldua) | DU (R.
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Behar ) S¢WCfz S e gs v SLgE B 5 . 7R AR IR MER) R A,
SRR DL H A — BRI T AR AT A O R B 1 e
AR [ 4 R (Ellis 2004117 — 18 Ellis & Bochner,2000:735)

R R X A A% TR A Y A% O BRI 2 AU LS (narrative
truth) o AU ELSR I LI A B I B0 [ 8 A8 Lo RT3 —2 500
PAFPAS[R) (R0 EE AR FT DL AR LU BRI 52 4, JRATT A T L B g A B
AR ST R IR A i PR AN [) RO Y LSRR 2 30 1 SO TE AL
et FE A R . RIS FIACE B A . H AT A TG LSO AR
RN I B 25 S M FoAT T 3k 25 A 0 A e 5 o ok 2 S AR 0 i R M2 st
S FAT B AT A IS DA AR IR . AU A TAE T, 1
HiR BT —5 43 (Ellis & Bochner,2000:745 -746)

1 e X [ A% RO AR 1Y 5y — A SRR 2 AR A i DU (the
continuity of life) , A=y R IE R AMI KRAEFEE A S AEMAR
BAETE, K, AT I 20 2058 A T6 e — ok Sy 2 b, X Rhsk g
() — St 2 FRAT TR T 25 1942, 55 A — i D FR AT F ARk i i 2
TERE—AY T, AT % I s B C I8 | bt 25 5 AR RE S 1
FeWl— A B SRR, A 2 B AR R SGE S EFRATTAR
AFIAFERE, A IRABERAE Ry —Fh o7k R ATIS LKA i e pl i 1
(2B A 22 0 TRTR A — R . FRATTAY A FRANRLERAE 3 AEFRATT T iR U
Mz b R E SO TE T FRATT A iR 1R — T BT IR R
WhJo iR R et FRATT A 3 257 el Y B G e T AT s ™ 4 108
FERYIE ALY AT RS LR R AT ERE Ry FRATAY S R IRATHIA
ARt TR A Al e R B AR AR R, EA IR A C
Ayl AT B B s TP SRS A (Ellis & Bochner,2000:746)

DABUER BN A PR O R SRR i X A L R A —
Jrids ARG R A Sy AE Tk, 53— T AL A R ROE
TARBNHR . SCREA G R At 2e 2 AR B bR i e X
FEEE 2RO o I8 SO G 3T A s S e 1 A 52 v 24
Gt AEBAR b & AR TE AR 238 NS0T, Ay BB 2 2= Y
HRENE O T BB APk AL Geat 23 2 9T FLN) < ST 25 25 BE ST OC
WHETE? Rt A RE LA B3 A A KA L B IG5
A at 2 2E R R BE A TF H ORI WEEAZ T b 20 {2 2 U S
(Ellis & Bochner,2000:746 —747) 7
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B TIEGAL S 2E R Z )5 , 41 222058 3 50 T LA IR 243
SERANF R HbR . SCHBIEIT 4k 222 2 nT LUR AT H % 250 H
FEAHVE Y s 422 vl DU 0 0 1 e AT IR S N R B
BRR) ARITROR M (BeHS B A (Ellis, 1997 :120) , fihiA Ryt 2s
S0 BRI SO AR A Y, AR s — R iy # . 2E
i S S R AN 58 e B AR TR LA . FRATT 4620
375 3 AR ) O V) S A A A YA A I 0 S Akt H R
JhlE) G S0, AT RATRES 5 B C 28R HiE k. S
B O sgkim s, A48 EE A O aMess mm . RxE kP A E. FROTHMA
CIATRE B 7GR 4 2 H I A RIEGE, AR B C Ll
HEAE AT H O IE RO IET MR X, FRATH
SRR FAT T H O BB WS AR, AT S
LT B A b b S TR AT A A 3, Sl s DAABAT T84 S S AR AT R I
X, R HMEALE T B BB IS PU A S RIE B A e, AT B 3
A WA . TR REIEH R 0 IS DN 8 1Y) 132 Y AR A A, 1 AT
[FE A BIRE ST o 138 W R FATT A Al S O AR 2 5 38, AR 2 0KV
HHR BB 3N 523 (Ellis et al. ,2011:280;Ellis & Bochner,2000:748)

MR B A R G R ETERE R 5o E Z ) e
SiE Z AR AR F T 55 S8 3 IR EERRCR . B
FUMCEE : NATTAMAT7E FE6 AN B0 5 -5 Pk T 55 v %5 0 b AR 3% L T
fArffeise A C A2 AT ey 8D G 78 S F A Hht . B is At
ARG IR BRI AT 32 5 25 Pt 0y SO X Skt 2 4654, JF:
H 7R AATan el vl G @ ois 46 s 4 A\ AR 55 4544 ( Ellis, 20024 Ellis
& Bochner,2000:743 -744) , &M X B 4 ROGE E LA 222 AR
] 22 AR FELASMWT ARTF A, B AL 23 B G — M AN A A 5 E
B2 /1 (Ellis, 1997 :134)

HT T8 F1 H AR AR T 50105 56 32 R &, 1 Ike e =X A 1%
R IR D S G RIAREAR S o BRI [l A A I DA ] &
P (reliability ) A %0 (validity ) , — %14 ( generalizability ) A g 1 2 1T
FIE R X F AL RO E VR A, X = A PERIAR R e e X B A%
RO K b 1) & 5 A TTEAR GE S 5% 32 SCR G R IR 4 rh i & S
BRI, ATEEMEAME” ST X AEE B AT (EH AR E (credibility ) - fE5 2
Ul T — N EIERAETE A C 5 ERySCE; iR ARG DU A /N i
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B EAHS I A RBL, IR AN 28R 58 0 B ph A iR 152 X
RO AR o AT RCHEFEE” BT XA it ™ AR A RICR A A RE R TR
AR BN B SRR B ELR R RIS Y 5 s RE TR AR B e T A
A B REAR T B/ R AR NS D5 s AR s o — Rt ™ T
XTI B S - A dh BE TR S 13 A9 L0 A (T AR A C i b s sl
CATINIRAY A Ab 5 (Ellis et al. ,2011.282 -283)

= AR 2 B AL B AR D5 S BBUE

AT SO A — RIS O vk I e X At RIGES S T
AR SRR R, P TR B 2 e R B A g
SO SR MR )T OR B ARG 5 — 5 T SRR B ST AR AL 2
AT R G SR 5 047 (Ellis et al. ,2011:275 277) .

WFSE & 38 H AR AR & b o B3 O g A A AT
(epiphanies) , £ 3 [ C Qifal# i 2 G HLFAF, i EpriA B A S 1Y
8 WRTTE A A 0ok e k2 s o — A SRR R . TR
A BB, SO U R A B — 2 B O, S &I
(49K BFFE B AT LATE R SUIa AL A R s e A 28 i . B, IE
TEG DGR N —ARMEA 2 98 AU I R] K T AR K E2IL) o MKHE
WHZE T RIS , 8 4 R =R A 2 i) s T L 4 HE 28 10 2 A i
AT, B BIFGE A T LA IR KA Dy il g i) T 44, 9K
JEAE TG T — 5 — SO I R Ay, BRI — ey 2
J& BB H A A OB AR A AR R [RZ, AT LS R
Az, FREYIE A ORISR A 2 A
L (represent ) 37 Y24 [y (Ellis, 1999 :675,2004 . 117 ; Ellis & Bochner,
2000.751)

“IE 2 n1121E” (the method of emotional recall ) 52 3 ¥ iy A > [n] 48
SN ) — R, K A OO B R IR H S
DUR T Y A 4 X Sefg g o i RURVF Z 3 i gy . Ak, 38
Wi AR R A s N S I S A R, At R A 23254
MM A 8 @ 2 4 7 (Ellis, 1991, 1999 . 675, 2004 : 118; Ellis &
Bochner,2000:752) ,
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— N HUBRRESE TR A O [RREHE, — S BT i
A O, Wt RES 1A . Rt 76— 50 0 1% Bk il =X A% R
VRS AT EAUARER A C R, A5 H A A AZ JA e i)
g, A E X — KRB DT B B U5 IR (reflexive
interview ) . H.317C15R (interactive interview ) 5 /E 4 E ( co-constructed
narrative) o 2 B2 VT 0T R U BN (LR 1
VIR AR R FIR A2 2 J o BP0 1 52 5 4 A AR 118 S
FHUEEE H C R B B O AT TR B AR S AL T TR
At A7 XL IR ENAL A BN R W el g HIR g5 32 Ui ke g7 78
ViR AR b, A C AR TR NG, 280 1 BRI 4 B DL &
INFEE S B DTR” 2% W HTE R & 5 Z U5 #x ToF9E £
HRA I B ARG A O (AN IR R o AR 5 2 U TR TR Y
SUN U e Y E N DT ST [ VA LI P S i Y s R [ e S e
AAHE TS A FINIR, SRR 2 — Rk ir s # 5 1ok A3k [H]
T SUEHLFAE T RS E R, |0, I S HoR A2
PERE LA A (1N EAMAZE AR TSR . A5 hRE S5 H
FENINE T & AR T H—F ek, &, HRE S HoENEM
BEl 0T 7 B 1A R, I HLZ8 R 1A 38 T JE BN e — = R R i 2R (Ellis,
2004:61 =69 71 —77; Ellis & Bochner,1992;Ellis et al. ,1997) .

R T AR i BE A S T M R 2N T 9 0 LR A AR S 0 EL ) b g 152
G L AL i R 2 A A R R T 2 T — 2 NS AR
0 22 HEAS [R] 0 71 G BEAT X5  RIRVE B O a9t B B S R
5 TS NYWRRRIE 2 m Sh VR RO 40T BT P r R A
BORTE—F A AR Be 0y T2 LU & X FE R A3OR A . XS4 VL B 6S
LA RS 2 R e AR B AR I 5 ATl ke
T A b b IR 57 VE 3 7 8 38 (Ellis, 1999 . 676 ,2004 : 141 365 - 367
Ellis & Bochner,2000:752) ,

LSS 22 AR o3 A IR B S B A i e A R A7 e e =X
1 RIEEA N T B3 — D EERHE . B UL A S B
PR, 4 5 5205 25 () 8 DA SR AF i B SCRREEA T LU A8, AT 7
AF 5 T M 179 i 2 9 3 55 BR ) N 1) SCAR A S 5 425 2544 (Ellis et al.
2011:276)  SCIUTIA R 23 B 19 7 50T DA IX 43 WL K2 DAALER
1M (narrative analysis ) | X 40535 #4743 #7 ( the analysis of narrative )
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“LARCER N 5B AR IR U A B e — R AT . AR U
AN A (i) B et — R AN LKA T TR gk R T
o B, — R R A B R — A e B R AT R . R R
AT AT WLZ SR Y25 S L BERE, JF B S0k AT 3R 40 . X I
BRGS0 X e = A 4 RIGGEMIRE S
DA LA AT 20 AR s S0l —B A ik
VBRI 5 ARG HE R ABEIS M 32 Ui H O iR, It BLLUS —Fh 43
By O EE A S5 W) S [l i e B AE 2 R R 1 ) O A
3, e PR R A B A A T A 7 T B BT A A (E 2 ATS SR LA b
R . WA E ENCH B O REBER S B THE SRR A h—
& (Ellis, 2004 :195 = 199) ,

T TAT 2 1) 190 5 o ok R 1 B s 2 1A A% PR 25 i - B i
Co T s B, 5T IR AR S R #F B O R RESS I, SR8 S8k
AIMIGT SEAE, AIRRRE R RMER TAE, SCHHA .
VFZ At 23298 3 R XE LAVR Z) M A2 48 ) O i JER 37, o TE v T 4 Ml 48
B B AR PSS . AN SR HEAT LR I e A 5 A AR R R R R E
FRAAFT IR O 22 GREBERIMIIR o X LB RV R BE RN A A 23l
WF5E B B LA o (R A BT IE L E TR 5, A B AR
R R TR B AR R AR . A B R SR E &
55109 RN AR 1 B 37 A B AR S A BB R 523 & 1 O R
Bl AL (% A Bl T 2 AR A 98 B (Ellis, 1999:671 - 672,
675,2004 :138 ; Ellis & Bochner,2000:738 752) .

1 I e X A% BV R IR I B YA AR IR 3 A B 1L 1
BN S 3 LRGSR OB AS BRI S, AR AL G0 RGBS
Hh WF ST A E A TP ARAS ROk, SR B O BRI 2] [ O &l TAE T,
RUEA A TS BEA % 18, (R AR5 & 32 2 00 R 52 A 2 3 rp
FHIE ) NHE , MR AR R BRI T . SRS IR o s £
R AP a2 AR DL R Al e 2R R i — i 2 . Y
JAA FURF9EE TAEM —3 40 . B IS0 T5 HEFh AR B A
BE—R A R AT, R A AT SR TAEAE R 2
S, RZ R A AL R R R SR E A NZ LR, 4R
Ji WA NG 86 SE AR 21 5 2 A AFE 2B E . DR F B9 A AR TAE S A A
AR LE— . MIFFE UL A O RS Al () AS AT A
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VLA fi o F R B i

R DR SN YN i AN I = I v € P N E= ¢ i R 24 P N
MR AT E 1 G2 F  IMEART TR W) 28 By o SWE, Al fiTmT
REIR A TF By, A IEE AT B iy LSRR L, RIS
SR A 14 B RS R BIFFE 5 A T DO R IR Y A8 B IR B —— G R e T
(relational ethics) (Ellis,2007a:9 — 10,13 - 14;Ellis et al. ,2011:281) ,

“ORRBIL ORI H K ANOHLER A S A Z B R
WF5EE REZA HBUE A SR b g A A TR BRI S BT 9T
AT BE A% LA AL AN 19 T7 205 A LA AR AL, [R) s S35 A2
A RZ) R NTRAB W7 SCBRR Y < TR X S () RN, S5 [ 5E 1Y
I L EE TS , J e — RE AR W 2> = 2 AR R A NS 52
2556 (Ellis ,2007a:5 .14,2009a)

TECH AR DK T RARFEZ AR ) —30h, O3
DR Il X 55 2 58 T 25 M A B (Ellis, 1993) o 335 SCREHY H A2 42
BT R A O RBIE IR XX B o A AR L, i LASC BT 52 LAY A2 T
HRYIETE R, Wy A RS0 50 R N A A, 2R AR A B
PUX Ry =Rt SR, BR 1 o 88 240, SRR I AR b Ak
P PR LA A SN, I LB B A (T x X A i gz . 5
S b, BAR ZHGE O XA SR F R gL, SCIT i B R AR A Oy
AN AR R RS > I A AR T 266 B 32X 0 S (Ellis ,2007a:14)

TECRIBFE T — M) i ) R Rl g ) — 3o, 303U 2z i B
55 B R ARSI A A — K B s i/ IVE T R ke e i 5 AR T 1Y
21k (Ellis, 1995b) o £8Hy S B RIB 32 1R DA e B L 5B Y £ T 1%
o, SCRETIR Z R B A2 A 5 IER o3 At S — A
ARMETXP A SERE N o SCBRITTE S 33 s SCRE I RN SR XA A 1 ]
B, F A T B C W E T TH N ACE M AE T i B A S
IR . SR, FERX S I A 2 5, 3OS 21 1 I ACRRAR 9 [F) s
R SCHE R, XA I W AR TR = 0 B S i kR, OF B2
SR A A e Pl LSRG 44 R 20 88 (Ellis ,2007a:14)

PE (RJR RYBRRT : — 06T % 2R RE M il g ) — 3L
PRI IR IR F RXE A BEpE . SO e S R A A g R — AR T IR S
Sl sk FPIARIZEIR . A, i LR WS 5 SE. A
(R 17 LA S AR AL 23 R o A, 7R SR AR I, P NERAS T A8 S
ks L 2 XN AR B A n e o SO SRS A IH IR
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45, —Jrmih 7T ARG UL R ARRE & BE, LA
N TVFZ X TPAMERE A0y 4 S R 55 00 IR VB R L
5 93— TR bt A SR AR R0 SR R B, I Bk OR P B AR i rh
B = £ FITEE A, PR b S8 BT AR TR SH SR i 52 R 50 1) ) B, T b )
Fisf i ) 85 A6 e — S b e, 94 e S S R A 1) A €5 LA R A AT T B B
MR Z G, AR I B s AR B I 32 M B Bh 2 4%
RO EEE L SR AR T A L5, A — S8 Ron AN E R
FR AL A PEARS (Ellis,2007a:14 = 17)

SCH A R 28 HE R IAT 1 B 55 0 R 6 5 R R R SCEE . fECS
RS R ) —3C, WHIT RS B O A — R B BE A9 b5 H BB i A 5% i)
JAZ B W Rk A 2Z B i v F 7K 1 % (Ellis ,1996) o b 75, HRJBRE SR A
P —Fh O T — AP R, R T SCEE PR R 2R B B R BRORL (1
0 EIR AT AT R RR R R LS EYS )  SCEE T — BN AL
BERFE A CE TR 3R, — 7 I dLOBE R o B A O ol e
SCEE R R X L BRI 5 55— T T O TR A RESE AN T BE A L
SEBRBAE AR P LB SCEE . SR, R B3R ) Bt A KX e
LEESCIHT RO . T, WE kNS TS5 %/ 5%
T D EEEA ) (Ellis, 2001) o X SCHEE WhfE bR R K h
BBk R SE R RTER  FE o A T RAS R ALK, S )
BEEPATE T 38 e SO AR, I HARAS B S5 X IR SO R . TR,
SRR TR B AR B 2 G T — LA R R SR IE AR . b
FRC X SRl AT Be A B 2R 09 H 250, LG B O R SCFE SR
L AIBGER R o e, SO HE ) O P 1 S 3 e i s ) JBt S RN 45
WS B R B A T X S0, MBI F RS R RN E
Zuk: (Ellis,2007a:18 = 19) .

E(H“BEIERSER N —EIES 2008 4 540 vE2¢ ] (6] 45 B £
5RAR 5 0EE ) —3C, TS B DsE s S g i A O 5
PR A28 Ja 2 1] R Sk B A0 PN A 4 16 T 3R 6 &R KK (Ellis,
2009b) o ZEFRHT 55 AT S R AE I R AR R R A — I LA A T
BAK, BEHET IR E M R R XA/ MU 5 S 4 K
AIFRBEIA, (A5 R D) o TR, A6 232 R R 0 A 36 5 G BB 4 [l B
e — S SCF ARG S ) ) B OR ST (L SO T RS
W 7L, — O, T BB 5, ST AR A R ol
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RFERHES s 55— 57, M0 — AR AR TG AR T v i R 1
PR A S X Se s R E B s . LB BS A 2 SR
JE B BRI R WS T RO BAE R A 2 54 R [ SRSk, LR
AR A CAELA B E AL, SRTT, 45 40 i Ml B AT AR ]
RELAL T AT L BRI R C R . Bl 1 =58, SRl
RSO A8 £ AR PR B X — 25, TR B A G i 5 AN 24
I ELIMA — S8 Kl K B 155 15 (= i N0 S Bs B 403 BEXE AR I . S0
W XA ORI F AT SR AR i, B 44 B Tk A BE PR UE S S v
NP B A3 A AN AR (E: , 67T 1E SO, i i R e 3R A
e, A LRI nT RE S | Y5 2R (Ellis ,2009a,2009b:732)

DAL ) R 04 07 B S e vl LADSO R 5 2 Wi A 42
DAL, ROl i A8 A AR TR B R AT ARE UL AT AR
REVIA —E R FEHIAL . BIMENE, AR5 2 8] A S Z AT IR A7 A
AT ERCBSOE, 7 H S PR THE T 4 %) — 3¢, W
3055 b B PASE T A5 AR SR R BH BTBIE 5 | A B 4 2R T 2 R A TR L
223 (Ellis et al. ,1997) o SCERETSR A - AR =015 3 Xl s (4 N 40
AR, B2 S5 LW A Z MU R EA SR . I,
SRR BT T TR L] , LB BT AE AT — SRl 2 T AR AN
BB T BAHSE I (Ellis ,2007a:20 -21) o FEC PR B A~ A ik
Fo VPR EE IR I B R AR ) — 3¢, SO S AR AR SL IR SRR
F7RIME T — A RIA (Ellis & Bochner,1992) o RIS 1) P4 22 A A1 5
NSEAEWI M2 R BB 22 D o AR R 7R B 2 AR R TR
S S BT 5 S I T I R S AT P IS o A AR I S SR Al ) SR
ANEAE PR PR SO, A SRR A AT BE 23 1k I ke R B i ) 2
AXELLS S ARAL o S5 40, Sl RS IRk A T, S L
KAl BEA DAL RES 4% T R X iR (Ellis ,2007a:21 -22)

DU S TS T R R S A
S A 1 S AL 2 A B AR R B T I AR TR AR A 454
6], BT HTSCRBIR o IR FER I A el SRR R AR A
WA 32 SO R R B R 2 A1, b i SR T R A (Ellis,
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1995¢) S LA B ( Ellis, 1998 ) .91 3 J5 i ( Ellis, 20025,
2002¢) A A7 (Ellis, 2003 ) | 4 B 36 ( Katrina ) XU 2 B (Ellis,
2007b) AR LS B ) (Ellis, 2011 ) 1% [ -5 [P A 8 2% LA K&
H &2t (Ellis,2013) 45, 1% i X [ A8 RO R 30T % R T
YES iy NS TLF-flch—14

SRR RIS T DR B PP . ARG LS 2t E E R
D ML R A AL RIEEARE . MTACH I B A B2 DA fE
PR A TR, AT PP R X [ A% R R R AR AN 8
Ferg, BER ARG H AL (IR B 285 B A 2 B 5 %) SR el ot 2 18
% . 43 81 ) (Atkinson, 2006 ; Charmaz, 2006 ; Delamont, 2009 ; Goode ,
2006) . JE 45 3 SCE A 1F ik X [ A% RO S DT T80 0597 A
AT TSR A Rt X A% RO AR G 9 AL At A PR BE Y % ( Clough,
2000 ; Gannon ,2006 ; Jackson & Mazzei, 2008 ) , SC2# W58 & IR IF JE% i
X E AL RIEEIE R I AIER . 1551 i = A 14 Rk
AP TR G 155 AR & AR s, T AR i v R 2 A8 1 S
A8 % J7 ( Gingrich-Philbrook , 2005 ; Moro, 2006 ) , $& i, 4n 3 B 87 pr
X EHITE AT HA AIARI R AR H AR OB BB SR B B AR S
5 e ke X A% RO R I B A B 0y H AR ERAS AR ], BT DL R & — S 3%
FATTAYHERT: , WA ] REAR A R R AL s BRAR R ¢ 1Y H AR AN AH
], I8 4 He A2 S AN R AT 50— 3 B ) B AR, T2 SR VF AN A 1 B
PRAE AR FLIAE (Ellis ,2009¢:372 -373)

ASCUA Sy SCHT RS T e 1 TTRRAE TR AL T etk
17 5 BT Sk 22 s B . X PR 28t e B m s, e
IR SR — R BEIRPER) " P22 . 5 IR 32 AR e tL 48 A ie, J
XL SE 0T A — IO TR WSS o PR B R ki
JT AR Z 058 % AR BN 22 50/0 b RN B Y FE 6L DT, ) ORI
B LT, 4k 2L 5 AR S0 1L 232 S (Alvesson ,2002:1 - 4)
SSRGS E AR, SCITA UK S 3R 32 U — 35 fE L,
EIUE T e RIS . QAT SCHrR , 76 53 14532 Ja A 32 Sk
A B TR, SRR A B T 53 2R Ak st E g I 15 e =X S
FOE SRS R B3 | H ARSIV HIRRIE , A0 I 4 HER D7k DL e
PREE , I B | o E AT S T R 7 2 A T 22 B 5T o

TS ] A TR A A0 A 7 4 5530 3 SCAIFSE 7 4 %A (hegemony ) , 320
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PR )1 B e X B A% RO AN RE A ok — OB B 1 <, 10 R K
w2 U SR B BT i 24t S T iR UG, 7R
DAt 2 B SR U 9E kR B e R R B A s . BARH T
AR (HLRE 22 3% BTN DY) B RELR M, SE0IE 3 UG 7 YA MK AR i
PG T At 2 KBV (Prus, 1996 : Chap. 1) fH 2 /B — 2=
R SGIEE L B4k B2 AT 32 HF (Halfpenny ,1992:120) , 1 F
Hr AL 22 R R SR A BLSE , B N 2248 B0 T2 2V 5 dh 2241
Fhie SR, XA AR F i R R R 2 M = AR AL, At
SRR WS AT O T A0 Sk 3 SORIF 9 T i A ¢
YEAIR” AR T B 25k 2620 BRI 5 19« 47 il 7 2 o i, o) 42
FLB SR 3 AT A4 B R A IS RN, A — P & R BB
FET7 %, BRI A 1 Jkn e 2 A% PR AR D B D R A PR 2R
Hbw PEAIBRIE SR ) 2 T PRI AR A 1 B 2 B o 1 2 r@éﬁ_ﬁ
[ 14 R R SEPE i 2t S 5 0y A i — A BRI B0 70 32
Tum&lwa@%ﬁ%m:ﬁ:/\%ﬁaﬁﬁ/ﬁ'ﬁ ‘z%%%‘f T/\E@-%i—
FRAIETE 7 2 04 AE 20 TR, O Z0T A Pk e B AR 25 BRI I 1) 457 2 B 4
(9 EEH ,2013)
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