NSC93-2413-H-028-001-
93 08 01 94 10

95

31

31




CTORILERT U HE R ATE & ROk R Rk 2 kR S
(7 g D—F 457

&
A#7 g 2 AR g ¥ (Chen, 2003) # L% @ HESLRRZH IR AL
* A K 2 LJ”LrlF7 -y, P IEF RFIERELY iR AAEE
%ﬁ%i%Aéiﬁ@%mw%zvﬁmﬁ' CEEEPN R R M R
f‘fuf_f'fiﬁ””?"éﬁ‘jf;, 7}-\552*;}% T RRIES )i\)* .
L Tk $HB 4B Al G- AR R AL £

2. TRIFIEZRE 2 iy B2 KRB E®R2Z B3 a0 5+ F 5.

3.%@&%%ﬁ%ﬁﬁ%i@%ﬁﬁ%1pi~

4, P T4 %2 B, 4ofued B, & &1 (overlapping) ™M % I 4 1
(1ntertw1n1ng) Ty E.

5 BRI R R I RAFER R L2 ’ﬁ*’gb“‘ibﬂ?rﬂ'

LL

iL%’?M_P 3_' * R, 5 —‘FI‘Z;];% - BZRFER R Y, A RS - ,fi Fuld
B i PR A R LA RS - R E 2, e
Pi#%ﬁﬁﬁm%.wﬁﬁaﬁﬁkﬁﬁﬁ%,%22%?@@ﬁﬁapm,%
R R SR FER N R S T A L
BFRRESILIRER, TS BRI R S RBEET BE R BRIy

Wik AL



“Overcoming Constraints”

Re-explore the relationship between Negotiation Strategies and Recreation Participation

among Family in Post-Modern Society

Study I—Qualitative Approach.

Abstract

This study proposes a continuation study of Yu-Ling Chen’s PhD dissertation regarding
the discussion about the inappropriateness of the traditional constraint theories in leisure-
related discipline. The major purpose of this study is to examine the role of individuals’
agency in people’s recreation participation, and to investigate how they produce
negotiation process which enables individual to overcome the current constraints they
encountered in their everyday life. After a thoroughly review of recent literatures about
constraints, negotiation, and leisure participation, the author has determined the following
five deficiencies:

1.
2.

3.

The lack of the discussion about people’s agency/autonomy in constraint theories.
The occurrence of constraints cannot explain people’s failure to participate in
recreation.

The perspective of people’s negotiation strategies is neglected.

The recent studies have ignored the overlapping and intertwining relationship
between different subjects, such as family members.

Few studies concern about the use of qualitative methodology in order to discover
the reason and reality that exists behind people’ daily leisure experience,
including their participation and rejection to some specific recreation activities.

Based on these five deficiencies, the author propose a 3-stage study, and use this study as
the initial research to respond those needs. Primarily, the major task of this study is to
utilize in-depth interviews and participant observation to investigate 22 families, by
focusing on what constraints they had, what strategies they made use of, and what
recreation activity they achieved to participate. The result of this study will serve the
fundamental basis for composing big-scale questionnaires for Study 11 (stage I1), for the
purpose of quantitatively understanding people’s actual negotiation strategies in their

recreation participation.
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BRI (7T e AR (negotiation), #p aviE A RF A E e
(Jackson, Crawford, and Godbey, 1993; Samdahl & Jekubovich, 1997; Chen,
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i BIRRG > & 50 g e Az Bk (starting point). g 0§ R -
M2 P fee 22003 & 11 7 2 2004 & 8  #7& 2 follow-ups F L, ¥ 4
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Ms. Chen T2 & 36
Ms. Wang G | [iZ BB ES Hoge 45
Ms. Sue FHE2 b A 35
Ms. Shiao | | ZZffj W 40
Ms. Liu FEE IRy B35 34
Ms. Lin S. SR 31
40

Ms. Pon S 36
Ms. Chieh GRS 40
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Ms. Wang M. Sl 40
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Ms. Huang A AT (i P A2 40
Ms. Chang FEE B I 42
Mrs. Lee FE T IR ~ I 37
Ms. Li S. 5= Iy ESl 35
FITRE =

Ms. Li Chou T 36
' 35

36

35

36
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