SCHOFEHBRAIACEE. H 29K 2 20194 1 A

(MR
D. A 3 A Instituitional Ethnography Ot &% 2RI 572D
F—I—-FzH<>T

HEYF S HE

(Article)
On the Keywords to Understand D.Smith’s Sociology
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Abstract

There is a sociology of qualitative social research based on theoretical information from a
Canadian sociologist Dorothy Smith’s sociology of institutional ethnography. Researchers using
these approaches examine social problems, and explicate how these social problems are built up,
and what social relations organize these problems. Several preparations are needed to practice
these social researches. One of such preparations is to consider the terms (keywords) referred to in
practicing social researches. The keywords of D. Smith, standpoint theory, institutional ethnography,
ruling relations are selected. We will see “who is Dorothy Smith”, “what is the standpoint theory”,
“institutional ethnography” ,and “what are ruling relations” as follows. These terms are sources of
reference to practices of social researches based on institutional ethnography. We believe these
keywords are useful as practical tools for social researches.
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2. Who is Dorothy Smith ?
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VARY SR
[ZA XA, D. Smith, Dorothy Edith 1926 ~

A XY 2ZAEEN D, 1955 4F London School of Economics T EH-Hf: %, 7 A U A RIENZE
D, 196340 ) 7 V=T REN—7 L—RTHEFOM L5 2 045, FCE, 2 Aogh\ritz
R TN~ PF—Eipd, MESHR®ZRIZ V) 74N =T KREN—=7 L—K, A F ) 2ADT
Ty ARFEERT, DFEOTVT 4o anr 7 RKRE, bay b RETHEA L -T2,

1970 FARUTH - F THMEBNCSIM L 72 Z L BN L R | V7 A, K RV —T 4 7V, H.
@IX/fyFﬂy*&k:%@%XTKW11;XF$5%%@%?6 HE DR % DEFIC
B3 2 SDORE (AWFEIRIC BT a5 & L ToORER & RINERICK 1T 5 2E0/E LToRR
BR) OB OWiHEAR, A I ADHBRZOHBRTH D, Ax O HEAGHFICIS T 2 7P CE 36
THARIZRRER DY . AHIZRFEIBCCEE Y © 2 DURPTHY T—RAY CTHgp 7 T R 8L S 7o 3Gk 12 Esf
SNDBEOTBARERATHDOTH D,

A& ORBRT 2 TR 72 BTG . BOECEFECITBIRREE 78 £ OREHIEZ B b 2 Mk E & 1K
ZORMI, BURFTRZRFERLRIC K - THRAZ THN TN DIEWMIZ L T2E A I AEM S, A
HARTE S & REHI B R O 2 EBEO N & OEITH OFTEE 4 i 5720, HlEo= X 7
Z 7 4 — institutional ethnography & > 5 #E&FIFEIR Z BT L TS D TH D,

TR TTT4—, TAJ AV FrY— T=I=A L
[ &% 1 Smith, Dorothy Edith The Everyday World as Problematic: A Feminist Sociology, Northeastern University
Press, 1987.] 1

TiE, FFEXTIEEDO LI ITRA B R ENTWDLDTEA I D, UTTRTW Z 22T 5,
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kryv— -+« =5 ¢ A+ A3 A(Dorothy Edith Smith) (1926 7 6 HAEEFN) X, 7= =
NEERG © FHEWIZE « HERO X 9 R0V T 7 0 — L R TR KT DEYE - B
Tr Gl S F S ERHMOBITHIEBELOS DD F X OMEFETHD, AI AL, 7=I=A}
DL OBEEGS? institutional ethnography («f > AT 4 T a2 —T a ) )b« TR 7T 7 4 —) DR
1 ALy B % AllE L7z,
1B

AI A, SADBFLEE SRy — - F - 7L A A(Dorothy F. Place) & kA« 7 L A (Tom
Place) DO T, A 7T KA —27 % —D /7 —% 7 k> (Northallerton, Yorkshire, England)
ThREENT, BDRED— ALY v - 7 LA A (Ullin Place) i%, MO E L COEMIZDON
TOMETLLIMLENTND, 9 1A, HICEOENIA XY ZADFFA, I — - T AR
(Milner Place) TH 5,

A AL, uyFy-xﬁ—w-ﬁf-::/:ﬁxﬂsm®$tﬁﬁmﬂb\w%ﬁtﬁék
Y HETHERFOHFLSEZIG Lz, £0O%, LSEI@S MiIcH&s>7cv s V7L - U — K -
A X A (William Reid Smith) EFEBE L. 7 AV DITBAE LTz, 61K, B Y 74 V=T RFEAN—7
VD RFBRICE S T2, A I AL, 19631, &2 FORAENS 9 » AR, daF oty
EMGLc, 20O%ELR LT, Ml & RITEERS Lo, AR THtOBMEL R Lz, £ 0k,
1964 £E77 5 1966 4E £ T UC N—7 L— K THfi & L TH 2 1=,
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Ay eI, 2 NORFERIIBY 22T, kMR T R ST AEHSLT HO0EB)T L, A
& U AHEWILA > AT 4T =— b (the Ontario Institute for Studies in Education) T < 7212, 1977
FIZAZ VAN br e MBY . £ BT 2 E T, 1994 FITlaid, 27 bY 7R
@ adjunct professor (H/L#I%) 1272V . % Z T institutional ethnography O & Filt 7=, A I A%,
Tz I=A B s Uy —TF /b Signs OEFHBEZEERDOA L NN—TH 5,

2—2 FOY—-E-ZX3IZ ZHEHR’

25 FLL EOf], fhx%E Rev— « B« A X X (Dorothy E. Smith) 1%, fh&FE IR F R0 E
EAZOWTORL . H O BRAFICHREL L, FIRFICZ DR 2R IL S B 2 & 5 efiB N 0 b D AF 5 % ES:
HLT&E, HEOANZIXIEE A EWRVA, Fri— IR, BELBRRLHFELLTVD
TATTICHLTRELAH LOT 4 X— F G ISR B E2G [ ERATH D, (EDTATT L
1) WFFE EWFgER R OfR, R REL L TOT 7 A N ESTEOME, fxDx—y v —
(ER) LSS 2 AR O 2B O ERR - BURi =7 7 2 ho&El Pk vie LA
JEAN B Lo b LD Z L D/XU—THh 5, “institutional ethnography” <0, A2 & - RER A G 5
0 O BRI RS PR A~ D E RO 72D Oifn, 237 — ORLSHMEE, [T 5 A I ADFEFI,
HEFeFE L e L, SMO LB A TR LT,

FIRFICSERITIMAIRTZAS . R FOMRIZRCE/ L TS Fry—« ZI Z2DFEMIT, BEH
K EDYMMOTRE TR S LSBTV D, 2 FOL RIS K OE O L 5 2Py o AR
PE, ~OEEA L TTHD, %95 LIHROBHEGRIE B2 Himb T Dot ayH & LT,
A I ZAORCANT. Z OFMFE OGO SIRA L . F O FMLE B RO E-EOHIBRZ [FREIC R
LCWe, Rer— - 2 AL, ZEOWIEO 7 ORI E & EERARILE o L, Al
FHIRT7 = I = A MERFHT, KIEOEFE~OERIED =D OHGRI MR Z 52 - D Th %,

3ODEBERT A GEiR) = V7 > a > D—D The Everyday World as Problematic: A Feminist
Sociology (Northeastern University Press, 1987) (23T, % ol W7 ) "line of fault” —J#—i%5k &
ZORBOIDTHEOEOWHE, IZONTENTNDS, TOaL s va B WT, HRiTthas
DIDIZBLCESAFOTZDIH LNT V= & GEE) 2R L TWD, E0 k) ICBEkN
BB, LW R&7Z, m—A v (loca) DA T4 1 F—LKELT 2 EEIC, B#EST L, Ehic
XoTEMEnN2 D%, FHLAEILTDZ &,

A I ADWIEIE. Z OPERAY THANZHE ARG . #ha O IELEIR 0 il L Ot a7
Dt R OO T2 D 7 U A b (FE) 2 JERCT 5 THE ) OEERIZERE ] (the conceptual practices
of power) &L BIEA TN D b D& RT HFIERF OB E TRATNEZ, ZAHLD My 7 X
BT 2 EE e v A 1R, K DH 2 & The Conceptual Practices of Power: A Feminist Sociology of
Knowledge (Northeastern University Press, 1990) (22 51T\ 5,

NI APPOTITHAZEIL oS 2B 2 Tla, RO LZMEIL, MY s X5
W= BB D=L 912, Fair—« AI AL FERFEIEDT v A Texts, Facts, and Femininity
(Routledge, 1990) IZHB T, #HIZBZ TH< X ISR BICEHD TD, ZIICB0T, ik
SIOPWIIZE T DM BRIERROI(E, BROT 7 A MALEDO DL LTOM#—BLO%Y
25— FEAERELTND,

FATe Bk, AU 28 L WA E 2RI 2 K 572, BERUS 5 0L ORI MG
{EFEERT-BICHEZ T NS L 97, HDHEY a v OXEHRY 7 N(ER) 2325 X 9 7,
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ZLTEDOEY a &gt LIMTTRITIAT D L9 7%, FEHEEZRHOMT, FHli LED7
A TWD, W, FAZbid, #EFFSNMAIR R TED Z L 2§25 ADT=DIiz, FAb D
DExEoTHD, THTDHHET, HOIE, B2 AHOSZMEMEZ )T, iR TEoHit
ROFREMEEFZHICEREL TN TS, REIZHES>T, Fri—- AIADFHKIT, Fzbic
ZOEI RO ME G52 T iz L, < LTIBERFEROBIE | OT-0 D ZDEIZL > TEb S
NLBEHELTNDEDTH D,

Sarah Fenstermaker, Chair, Career of Distinguished Scholarship Award Selection Committee (7 « 7 = >
AL —AA I —TFERFRHOME ) HREZAS, £AER)

2-3 FAY—-IF4ZX-RAIRX:{mE*

KFu i —+ x5 ¢ A« A3 Z(Drothy Edith Smith) | 1926 4£ 7 4 6 AIZEE iz, Wiz hF &
DERIIDFHZE Th ol WRIFENZRELAH Y, S I ERGBITHAEELOH 50585 & L
TESORFETHD, TNHOT —<ITiE, LHEFE - LELE - HEMEREEN TS, £
oo 7= =X NHEE - FIRFZED X 9 %o R T —~<ICBT 5, F LTHERICHE
95, HEFHELELTHEEEHE T, Fey— - 23 2%, 7 ==& OO (standpoint
theory) < institutional ethnography D123 220 N5 B 2 #iH] L7z,

WA T NENT T DR DAL RITEN 2 S T T D, idheic, HE0EFEIzRS< &
INHER LTz, ZOEMEIE, EOWVIIDIFBEICAZZWVWS, BFELTEY, AMOEFELFE L
DWEERDOTH D, Ml L, Zthid, B e o TRILE ST ENRWEEZERIIAT
BRPBRTNERERNOTH D, Mk (Zeth) b, ZTHRE: LTI Th L3, WERZIZH5728
BRI TV, I BHid, BRSO R FITB W TEALICO EWRWEZIT TN S D
Thbd,

BEZTF IO TIIRMEIEICRE L TEBINR TE 5 (LW ER) L) 2 & T, it Lo
TIEBEEZZT IRV ERINEFELTND, I iU, &M bIciE s bl b
OMATHEZR A D Z L HFRNT, MBI, OB L CW A HEICE L CEMZRE T 5 0
ERLICHET L) RS2 526N T0WRnoTHDL, EARMERICL 2 DL T, BEMHEIL.
TRTCOFHRIIBIZHE 22T SELHIBEFREL THD0, BFKERTA LD BLORICSH D
DT, 7= I=A KB, ALBOFNCH SN —2OBHICT E R E BET 0 Lk
W, ZOHEIL, TORIE, KROXR—VOTFICHObNZEETHY, Blbebzod b Lk
VLT TR, RSB L2 LT 2 3o Th D,

ZFTHE b5, HoEstEOt —n—L LCEW L, (A0 giEo REORTT, kL
THE T TR oMb W=D ThH 5,

2—4 FOY—-ZIREBERET T IANERHR®

k& Kai— -+ 7L A Z(Tom and Dorothy Place) & 3 ADRHDEZAIZ, AT T K- a—
7 % —+ /J—%Z K (Northallerton Yorkshire England) C 1926 4= 7 H 6 HIZA £ 5,
sk

Rai— -« =5 ¢ A « A3 A (Dorothy Edith Smith) 1%, 7 = I =X MG - FIRSE - Hikamcd &
DHDFEOY T 7 0=V FEF TR, ASFE0LW - DEY: - BER R L ETZ L 0o
B HIFERELDOH D DT F OHDFEHFTH D, MldEl, 7= I =X OO
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(standpoint theory) <2 institutional ethnography > #1221 T/ % All% L 7=,

Moo — 3 EICEE T, B, AN L TWE L ZATHEEZROT 5 Z LXK -
oo TNTIEIERMEFEL L, HERTHEDHELTHZ LIRS T, DWVIZIEIAZY
L. HHREIZAVIAL O & LR, TOYEE, ZO I b oo, Hkix, /. KR¥EITIT
&, AEFOREET,

KFBEAT T DICERENTRIZIRE, L ITRICHS W, FlFL, ZADTFEbERL, 20M
W LS 257, flkid, /R, H3FE2BGDTz, 4 NOEIRTHZ HM— Dtz -7,
W DR NEIZIT, 3 ODOERBM A H o1z, —DlEnry Ny s AT =) FT exa )37
AATL 2 & T, HhEFIcHE o2 Tholz, ZFBEF, Ya—Y e n—— ]k I—FR
(George Herbert Mead) IZBH9° %, N—J L —THEY « VT XL - ThHZLNIZa—AThHo
72o FHUL, T—U R+ A — KT 1 (Maurice Merleau-Ponty) DBLG =~ D% I1E E DB
OO ORBEE NG DIZ 5T, BT MEER -7,

Fa s —DRERONEZGIZBE LT, T aEER NG LD/ Th ol Liliima FLiz, £
AUC X o THRINIA W 70810380, P A N ERZ B L CTHEAR b D s, 70T 1w
=+ a2 BT K5 (the University of British columbia) Tz, FIMIO LT 22— A D—>TH
Z 1o Mtix, o> 4 ALt & RIThhD ., AR AT D OEBERI O FIEN 20 o Tz, T TH
ZFENEEY BT RTNER SR >T2DTH D,

=)« VT AR > THBINTZ, HOEFITZ DR THEEIZE > TIFFICEER L OIC
Teolz, EATNTIEBURD T2 DIZN, LD T2 DR FB LS TIEAX DIz Dflas & LT
BN TWDLLOEMBTL20EMTHEEIEE L TERBELZIROTH S,

ik, AV AEEMIEA AT 4 F =— b (Ontario institute for studies in Education) (OISE)
DIEDIHBFEHADLDIZ by Mk, BEPho7 2 I=A K ~AV T Uy k- TA7
Z — (Margrit Eichler) ° A 7V — « &7 7 A4 =2 (Mary O’ Brien) & -7 & Z A TH 5 OISE 134
MU B W TR o2, R FEITT XTI 2 I =R MRS Z 72, £ LTI ORI, ik
EEZEDOTDDHEFEENT-OTHDL, TN LIE, a0 B FHEH#HRBLIO, #5072t 0
DOHFEDT 7 F a7 VT 41285 ECHONHFHIZB N THED T, £ L THESLHE OMEELT
DZEDEMLIET 7 FaT VT 455, LWVWIBXEFST, &t/ Ax DD %
BTHI IOV TmXeHES, BRLL,

W DEANDOERANE R T D T T 1 AL RAR) 2ot & L TOLMED =T T 4 7
2ol BLITIXBH OFETHIRZ BT 5 ORREZ 72D T, & L TR LD B HEXELOMLS
DS, AT LANC Z D Z L 2 < 2 LI > 7225, fRIE, i tbo7eoicEHnr
DTH D,

Wtix, E0#%, Z<OFML—T7 2 I = ALV AERE L TRLBBHIN TS L O
DL ATEATEH) | —2#HE, BRK LI, w7 AERT = I =R A, a7k
EE L TEAREZROMIK(FEEE) ICEREY TH 7= I =R MEGROY 7 ¥4 7 (M%) Th b, &K
HIASTEEE 0K TT, BURMIREL, 5 A O FRHN IR 7S BItR 2 5| & 2 TR M EEDS . BUfE
DHEH T 7 A MIBT D EMEOMEDIRR TH L, L~y ZAEHRT = I = ALFRRTND,
BHL<CHSNhTVWE =

PO, ANFE - - P2 X =257 2 I =2 NOSNGOHE : A I ZAOEET HH
DO —DIE DS N BRI ED K IICRADDEA I N ThH D, FFE, ERELO—D
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. ST AMARER A KT A BMERL O T T a —F R BRI B B VIR RINCERAT 5 b 0
ELTHER R LTS, EROSFERETLHZ L ThHDH, AIARILE > TIFXTOHG
I, HOFFEDSEG NSO THY | FHEOFBAVATEE L TERSATELZHDIE, DN
AT AEFE LTINS, JDTH D,

3. What is standpoint theory ?

standpoint theory & 1Xfif7>, F£ 3. standpoint (X FukE X328, A, @, R 1 Th
D SR - B - A BIRER ETHDHY x&/bf4/b-ﬁﬁ-aﬁ-xyyx-ﬁ
i - 1A - AL B D, standpoint (F, TR Y 72 & TS OMI T3 > TWBALE | TS BALE | O
Z L2 A D, YR T standpoint (21X, point of view (#5%) X° perspective (1,5%) % L C a mental
position from which things are viewed (%)% .2 K1) 72 3755) <0 a set of beliefs and ideas from which
opinions and decisions are formed (& Z 76 E ARLEENER I N D & ZAD—HOEEOBLE) R an
opinion or a way of thinking about ideas or situations (& i, BLESORIUIZ DN T DB 2 F7) ORI
#HoTWD,

standpoint @ H AGEFHFRGE & LU CTIX85 ) CRIE W TIER WA, TIXH ARGE TN L1377
59Dy, EEFFEICIE, 1 ADSLOEET, Lo TWAHHT, 2 DO ADENI TV D AT CHE, £
7. WH, 3ZORMMNDAELDEZS, B, VR, H2WiE, OLo%, Lo T DT,
QM ETHEOOIY EZ A, SO, @FDANEPN TS, ML - 55l - Ly, @
WORS - EZ2 T, B, SIS, REBH-oTWD, 2FD | BIED 3RBEFEOORT TR,
WMO=2T P ZAPFEALTHWLOE, TEIZAREZO P TRIRRSSLoTHLRDHEFT &>
TEEWRE WD D LEHT DR G H D, FRICHAGEO NG NTIE, N2 D& EZX D IR°THFE
DNBFIINL > TEZ D | BT D A X BB ES> TN DD TH D, TAULFEFED standpoint 12 1%
N2 T VU ATH D,

S BT theory XS FIFFIAYIZIX 730 - R0, Fiam - JREE, PRJE - 295m. 18U - HEQU, &8 - &
B, - @ ThD, L7zA3o T standpoint theory 13373570 1 [ 375550 T X < AV HAGEFRRGETS
NS DFRGR ) CHYTEA D,

TIX. standpoint theory [ SZ35 DGR | T, MIAE LN TWDE DA TN Z L1215,

3—1. MHOEHO

AIADHNZ, TAVAIOT7 = I =A MNHEGHE Y KT « /"—F 1 > 7 (Sandra Harding) (%, %«
D FNGE 2 BT B 01T, S OB (standpoint theory) D& Z1EV H L2, BT L% — (B
JEREEE) 2N, HESHBEICONWTOMEAL, 2O = I AF—2MERT S A& OB TOEKR S
o HBRIEVHT, LR TC0na07kE, L, IRHLDOIXLIDEICW DI ET BT, (LR

ZRIA LT T2 T 4 T EEF ST D TH S,

AIAWN=T 4 T OMHGREFAED e’ b SIGOBLEZHR Lo, 1960 4FRICHE T 5
REFEAEE L CORLDORHMROM Thodz, ZORMRORIC, A I AF, B HRI Zo0ETH#
PE, FEERFPIZRBRLTND LA, TLTINLO SO MRITREAbELZ LN TE R
WZ EE, FRAIL TV, A AEONIGEEML T, A I AIEERFERNIGORMHE KTV D
LW FEREITHAE YT, ZOHET, 20 FE L BiRIE BN TR oS0 RO FIER &
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N EWONTEEZOTHY, AR - it - FELV) ZHEOHAZEXETICEEA L TN T
bbb, KHEOFEBE T, E~OFE LTE WS L0 b LAEOHAE Y & R ShTn
Do BNEDNR—=ART T 0 TIBEMT 5751, 20 institutions IZOWTH - LD L%
FRIENTED L, AIRHIMF UL CWz, DEIRERICE 5T, HOAREER L TV DR OMD

TR B, %, KEEM O AR X TIEG L2 v b anz & BAEEEVHL, Zh
WL SNIZEFIDO A L AR=PEHFDOIEDO AL HEHNA SN TNDH EE LD EITEDL &R
HVZDHE, AI AT RET LD,
=4

AI A, MBOHGROE IO —FIE LT, TLTENE LD KILHATLHELELT, —
OREOWFEE LIXLITHAWS, TIUIRO L D2 b DIz 5

HHA, A Z Y AW THHICH > TWDHH, A I AL, FIHEREYIBEL0Z2 RN E, 1
T AT Y OZFBEPNOZEIS LS TOWHDEBEE LTz, WODH XD EXNTZEAI AN
Mol=DiE, 29 LGOI E S Ttk DR Tholz, WHITEHIZ >, OGRS A Y
E D MBEWADNIND FIER RN E VDR, WIS E2TA T 0 T2 ) EMEAEDR, Hid, T
M, WS DORIENAITHDDNEHS 2T TRRNDTH D, WD EFHEE AT, Z
TUIBELIARYE TR ST b LIVEWEA S LI/ 608, FIHEREY ME 50 % /LT
WhEbE o7, MEIZRIT A LOMES, FIHIZFERS T D « [FiKE &2k T A1 ofrE
WZDHBFESWTAIFE LT TH 5,

AIAIZEST, ZHIIMAHEOREDRS L L THREL -, TN @ LT, M3 i@z
T, B L EIA 2T 4 7 2 I OERNCH LT 72072, Zhuid, BBRSZER] - FER - R 245
WL CEARY, —oDBLE AFEA DI IESN THE—L T ER—2ANET 5 2 LIIARAAET
HDHEVI R L LG DT =D TH D,

3—2 IHZBORE’

ST OFLR ﬁ%iﬁAmﬁ%ﬁ6%36&%E57::*x%@ﬁ%mﬂ%z&7?470:
DIN=AXRT T 4 T, BRIIBTFREBI TH DL E VWS Z a2 HKE L, A9 WL T =
SoAMOBZFEBELT, AL LTELILEZRIBLTND, O m mrgntw
B DN 2 DY, FHERER O A2 \IEA TR RETIE AR W~ ORI T 7 B 22 F LT D &
WO RN AERDFE@RN O TE, 19710 FRIT, 2O~V AERONEICHBEINT T =
=R MNDOEFRLHIE, EO L DICHB LMD R PENAREEIEET D200 EHRbaDT,
76 OFL, MO & RIRERREFRO DB THLRWEGR S B L TR Y . Ak
HERMITRB ST ENTND ZEEZHML TN D, Yo F—0, AESCHED X 5 efho 7
T =2 X o THEBIL SN /AL Tl ADIERWNLEDS, ADODHZ ENTEDLHLOEEKT S
DThD,

TAVADOT7 = I=A NHGRHEY KT « /n—F 1 > 7 (Sandra Harding) 1%, 2ot Fnik 2 580
TR AE T AV AT DI, VGO G V) HRERED I LT, e T L% —
DIEFIZND A& D, BEONFRRCHSMELIEOEOIEE % R, < LTERYZERICE
J Dt - BRI OWTEHERREM A k3 2 LI3ES Th D &t zoidim U Tz,
B, H2 e =T LF —DRAREIZ WD Ax 1T, FRROT-OD L) LOHFE R TH ke i
EHLTWD, ZOLIMAZIZ LR LITIHE D23, #5560 i@ L - TEERIC



D. A X A ® Instituitional Ethnography D2 P2 P4 5720 DF — U — FE D <o- T

PO NEELRFAEEMAERZ L, H2i - ARMMEEZHRIAT 52 NIV EL TR DD TH S,

EDNR=AXY T 4 71X, DT HOHETFE R — « AIADMEFIZL > TRIELNT, ik
DZENE The Everyday World as Problematic: A Feminist Sociology (1987) (23T, &5 & % M
L, BRMELTETEY, EZMHF LTS E, AIRTFH U, KHEORBRN 7 = I =
A NOHEEDIZODIEIR/2 L TH Y | HERFPAVRAEE 2 LMD RH ORBRICER ST 5 2 LI
LoT, haFFIH LWVERMEZT A ENTEH L, T TR Lz, B, R
HEONEE ThoT2DT, BT VAIEA &< BEEE L RS TO IR RICHONTE
ZHZEIWZEmRNX—FHRT DI ENTEX O EHELITIEIE LTz, < LTREDIERNEL, AR
DIAERELD—H L LTEY b LA, R b0l THRZRIbDEAREINTNDHD
Thbd, HERFHIE, KEONR—AXRT T 4 THOED 572 51E, e LERZ O X 5 7 iGEchd
BENTE0), £ LTHE - FhE - BUF - BHF O X 5 724509 institutions (2 & o TRE R X7
5 I DICOWTEAER R EMEZTHZ N TELHDTH D,

S OPEREIL. BB E R R I R S ER B U TEBIIC R DD v HE X
F—IZ b EMEZ T NT T D, Fl2E, BEFIEPSEoFRICL b 63, AF OB
FERTHEENEROMEFTIECRERELBHE L CXOTHY | WMiAEEEONIGEZBMT 52 47T
A& FRP PRI OALEICNTET /8T =12 b 2 LRI DIZ L N—T 4 U 7T~ Tz, 32
OHFHZFIT LAUE, ECMOFEIILENT- A% D/R—=AXRT T 4 TINHhhO D0, NFSLEOE
PEPEAFERR L. BMMbSh, AT, R—HAL TWDHMEAEY HT L5k ies0T
H 5,

T AU I DOEEESN YT - v - 2 Y 2 X (Patricia Hill Collins) 1%, H & Black Feminist Thought:
Knowledge, Consciousness, and the Politics of Empowerment (1990) (Z3\WC, 77 U BRT A U AD
LD /IN—= AT T 4 T EEIAT AL OEmO—FEREARE Lz, MEDO~ MY v 7 X — \ff -
Vo= BEROME ERHEOHERE Y AT L=, TT7VBIRT AV B AL, B HOFEIIE
SNTHNLZ BT 57O OB RBE A G2 CElzeal) U XdGmLle, EoLoe7 7070
BT AV ANOLMER, B OOIEORFHIHET. B & OEMOBIEHEE, BIOHFEERAT L
FHA T EAEY BT B2 A A=V D, IRk o TR SN TE 2l ldiRm L,

FLCT 7 IUHRT AV IANDOLMNT = 2 =X FOFEFRITER M0 E SSTFHZ LN TE D
Lo WIIRE L7z, 3 ) o RE Ax AR AN LIRS 2 Ak & 45 3 5 RS Rk 4 SR
TDOThH D,

SO MERD . TYEOSIENERE THDH L) FRICBWTABEERTH D &0 5 HEHICEY
METe7odIT, MGOBEMFIL, LMD I VLA, 7= I =R AONIGEHRHFTHZ LITE o
T, HEWNEOBAGHIMIEICE R A Y TTE L, mIEOMIITEL, ZEEZ VDL ELDIT LN
IO RE S TE L, < DFIL S VI EH (NFE - Bl - Bk « PERDFRTA - il - S ikne
D) HfE - 2T A Ay TOMMDOH T TV =) DEERRN Gz wlE T oL 51ca3 ) AD/s—
ARY T 4 TEINFT&E Tz,

3—3. AN RES

SR OHEERIT. BRI ERAE DT AT-0ORRA NEXVHETRTH S, ZOSESIT. KIS
A D (5 D= 2T T 4 TNARE L CWBIEF & 2D L 5 BN RIETHES ., 1©
BLRH 5,
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SO OR D BEBERBERIL, MAOBH O R—AXT T 4 TRE GOSN - BURKIRRERIC
iofﬁﬁéﬂf“é&wo_kf%é ML, RENTLHHDE NS XD LAZHERRH D
Thbd : B A= 7 RO, FRCRBEPHRINZE L T, W DONDOR—AXT T ¢ 75—k
_Aﬁbfwéﬁ%bn&wﬂ ;ﬂ%@ﬁ?jU%K5MT5:&Kiof@éﬁ%éﬂé®f
72, 2D ADE L OREEDNRFERTTORE D ZOEAB M % R CHEET 572D DN
—BR—ZRE-TNDEDTH D,

MYOHEEmEIT, ARERNRELITAFEORBR Lo, 5 2 & ogie (37 Hidian) Of H
PEZFRRT D, ADONEIT(FRICEESNTWE D EnnsH L) EOBEENEMTTRETSH Y |
EOETRDHIZ Lo T, BRI, EORMEOHANMENICHEE RO THY . COHA
DEEMERH Y, GRS, CORRPIMEETE 200 EBES TV 5,

SGORERIY, T2 I = A NOEREY Y KT =T 4 VBBV EBIE L FEA TS B O,
b AW ST KO E T T E SV E A DX — AT T ¢ TR o 0 FEN e
HHAZANET 20EMTLZENTEDLLEVWIHIBEEIFL TN D, NEEHAIEOBRLZE L T,
IS OFEEAE, AL R SRIZIR ST A& D3FEHTC X 2R TE S X — U & be LR s
RHATIZ BTN D, SEOEERIE, b S LB OEIE & U CEIR — KB E
NBYEORHENINE 2 BT TR — IR EBEZ D N TE D2 LIk - T, Mofbah®EHIC
FEEZDDTHD,

TRCOEMMPIFMELTND KD Rl L= bk, 3 To ASLCERIC & - CTH U7 TR
SNDHDITTIERY, K0 Z L OHailE ) R >EHIZET 5 A2 0 RfEE, b 74
WCBTDALZ LV S EEYTHD LERIN TS, ﬁLﬂ:éhté%li:%Hé)\Mi\ =&
z%®ﬂ~x~7747ﬂﬁ THEOLOTIE /L L b, AZXTEVD 72D KA 72 3Bz T
(BT D128, HOIWVEINA UL TH D Z L2 T i e e,

3—4. IAH°

ZOX D RNGOREZ, HDEMO N2 OGNS OER O LD HEHINTNWD L O 7R
NS OFEER TlE eV (Clough, 1993), R0 2 1%, MIIE SN dH D W ITHE S V2 A x DAL
S DNER S HIET 5 2 L, MO HEAT DT R RWHES TR O &2 B 5 IcRmd &0
IRIRAEFFLTWA L WNWS ZETHB, (D. Smith, 1987, 2005), £ Dk HIZSLHn, HH2EE
SXEBIRERAET D E Lo abfﬁbhfwéﬁi Ra—« 23 A (2006 4E) DI ZHED T
SO (pI) BN THBREINTWD, ZORITRKIE, 1 AT 4 T =2—3 2 7L (B X OBUEH
TEENE) = A /) 7F 7 4 — (Bisaillon & Rankin, 2013) 75 DAL ZHWTCWA 7y =7 s OfnEk
Ll A 72 DIZG S AL, EH STV,

4. What is institutional ethnography ?

institutional ethnography & (X{i[2>, £ 3, institution (XS FNEEAYIZ 1X T EECT L O FLHE & 72 D4t
DHVRRRE), BT B BE, Fa. Wa. B F ALREERCAE - R\ - Bale ). (@t
BAGR D) flisk (i i « ZEANB— L7 &), HEBI. B, Mk, A1 AT 4 72— a v, &AL,
W, E. Blth, CKMEBEERESR., B ULADOLDO[AN] 48, sFH#H, I THD, HDHWEN
KO T hRD AT %, 2 72 A B 7D BB DAREED 7= 60 DA 8 2 B DR F 1213 B Ev



D. A X A ® Instituitional Ethnography D2 P2 P4 5720 DF — U — FE D <o- T

D7 DB, SEMIICHEREA 2D, IR T U AE RS TZADTO DL, 4 & 2L
RIZBW TRV, HERFHME 2o TOLEE, 5 FEO RO OICESNL S, fi—Sh il
Ml E WO DD, EITBERE - AR - HE - BUE - BRLADY - 1HE - BERESR - A
S - TYH D,

Je oSGl institution 13, la large and important organization, such as a university or bank: building
where people are sent to be cared for, especially a hospital or prison: a custom or tradition that has existed
for a long time and is accepted as an important part of a particular society: an occasion when a law, system,
etc. begins or is introduced ] T& ¥ | [an organization that exists to serve a public purpose such as education
or support for people who need help: a custom or practice that has existed for a long time and is accepted as
an important part of a society ] Td» ¥ . [a large organization that has a particular kind of work or purpose:
an important system of organization in society that has existed for a long time: a building that people are sent
to when they need to be looked after, for example old people or children with no parents: when something is
started or introduced, especially something relating to the law or politics] T %, 2% ¥ institution /X, an
organization T& Y . building T& ¥, acustom T Y . an occasion 72D T 5,

L Z A77 institutional ethnography @ institution i, L}LT@ oI TV D
[ Z# 5 (institutions) 1%, A% OFETEE) & 8RS 5720 ﬁﬁk%%%ﬁzf NHTrEAT
BD, FNHIL, [EESRBEER O X O Rl O & 0 1A S 2 3 BIFRICHDIA
A B LTV D (D, A X A 2005 4F, p.225), LOBREOHEFNITIL, BR - R - AEH
U—27 «aa=7 4 OMBIEREENTND, ZOAIZEBWTIL, institutions (X, 77— 1 >
7« 3 7~ (Brving Goffman), /~V — R « X % — (Howard S. Becker), /»—/3— K « J X
(Herbert J.Gans), ©«X—/L + 5 A7 /L (Robert Castel), /L3 + /L —1 (René Lourau) % & Te &t D
HRFEHEIZHOU =780, JEHT « Rfia - Wbt - THO & O RO 2T 4 F 2—
Va rOGIT R L TV Db Ty, J10

institutional ethnography (Z & - T institution [, — DD MHRCHER CEM DO = L Tixe<l, 7
2t A (processes) TH V., K VFEL ILIFESBMRORZEZF I LA TNDHIDOTHD, T IR
institutional ethnography OIEfRED 7= O DR D TH %,

4 — 1. institutional ethnography'!

[E M2 ED HIETH 5, BT, FFIC A & 34 HY institutions (2R, 585, (L2 L) DR
B W TEBAEWCHREITA T2 HiEE R T, 2L TED XN S DM ALTZ) institution 1k
SNTWDOMEHFET 5 Z LIk > T, Ax DR FEAEEZHEET HERBRERIEL T D, IE
X, EEEREOMEFEOMRELEEZ LN DT T OREDORECHECREATMAORKEE WD
Y HEp LA, institution {ténf%fdﬁﬁﬁ%@lx )T 74— LTS I<HEMBEATH
Do AVAT A Fa—vaF R TT 7y —lEoTL, BHOBFEIEER, RO
HOHYZ/ 5, 1B X, Dorothy E. Smith GCJ:/)“C\ (LMD T=H D, N2 DD |~V T AEF
Tz I= A MEEFEE LT, BB IR, BUE, HESBE - HF - ba—~v P —ER (A
M — B R) « BURAFZEDHIFEE 2 X - C. institutions ND A & DIFEh 2 @R 35 F T Ao —
TN (A= I NE )R e~y B 75 (BT 25 IR MEE T 2) 7200
HEE L THERESh TV 5
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4 — 2. institutional ethnography'
Institutional ethnography 1%, H & 4 {E DL HIMRE ORI SE & JER T 258 ik CTh b, D7
7Y e 7 MOk, thaiym o RFEE O OB 2 - 35/ 70) Bla & 2o L 5 efmic s i 2 R
RELRIZOVTOFERNE LN TV 5, Institutional Ethnography 1%, # & Ofh&%H Ra v — -
SRR Lo TR ENTZ, ZO7rY 2 MI, AIADFEEBLOF Yy oL LI —)L
(Campbell and Gregor) ® Mapping Social Relations (233 T2,

4 — 3. institutional ethnography'®

UL, Ax OEIEORRES, S icEts Lok s, BicAzbL91CL, AT sZ L%

Ejﬁaﬂ‘ HEmMERICESWMIET 7' —F Th 5, institutional ethnography (%, fh57F Ko

— + A 2 A (Dorothy Smith) (1977 4£, 1987 4F, 1999 4E) DHFFENHAE Y . 1970 FER DO RNIIEE
%ﬂf:* FREDOPLHIMH R TH D, E D K 9 IZH2 O institutions 23 A& OATE % HHifil LT\ %
DOPEWRLNICT HEDIC, vV ATEFE T2 I=A FNOBEGELEZIERA L T D TERD, #%5k
CESW e, FROH DI TH D, ZOT 7 a—F ORISR & FIFIOBELIZ OV T,
Marie Campbell & Ann Manicom (1995) & Liza McCoy (2008) &M = &

ZOBRFERRRICB N T, =R/ 7T 7 4 —OHBEPIE/IIL, #=0 institutions (23R Z F41 T
WA IR 2GR L, ) Z &I 6 Cnd, #4253 Kevin Walby (2007) 1, = D J5ED
TN ERN T 7o —F JITEE LTS, 22Tk, rmiERIL, Eo X 9 I8 O institutions
MANx ZHH L TWDONERET 22 Lo Tnd, ZLTEITIE, Eo X o 2hEn
iz i{?éﬂf%‘é@f)l@ﬁ&pﬁﬂ# F— T RARA U FGHBEB) 2D THD, Ax DOFTE
HDa—7 4 7 —F—(HEIEDIHLD) ELTOT 7 2 FOEfE), institutional ethnography & %
< @)\iﬁiﬁ’ﬂﬁéb\li$ DFENTR ) TTT7 4 —EREBILTND, BEORIZHLNDLT, 5K
FHIFFEE (7 —A A Y v F) (Burawoy, 2009), 7 a—,L « =R /) 75 7 ¢ — (Burawoy, 2000).
~“NFV ATy KR 7 T 7 ¢—Marcus, 1998, 2010), BRI A/ 7 7 ¢ —(Schatz,
2009 1%, A AT 4 Fa—vat - (BURKNEBZR) =2 ) 757 4 — & EONOLBEDORK
EREL VL7 0 —FThHhoH, TNOOREOER ) 777 4 —I2iF, T—HRTHD A%
DFEE, OMIFECERICEELEFETHLHIL~DaIy PAVIRHD, ZIITENT,
A& B LOEOBIEBOBIRER, 20 b0 b ODHGRNEARIZL > TRDbZDTH D,

4 — 4. SPD-Institutional Ethnography - Society for the Study of Social Problems'*

Institutional Ethnography (IE) (%, & D X D IZFEEEDO AL BTV, BEBRL TWD Z &t zb &
OEFRIZEB W TR SN TV 200 EHEL LS &35, MAOREFIETH D, Rikimmiz
WIE I, AXBHSTWNDZ LSRR LT- Z E B Difld (JRIE) ~D a2 v AV Rz k-
T, MOFSENT 7T a—F LIZRFI SN TS, D ADITAIZ, FOTENEZTEDLHIC
MET-H EEBRTDHONOBMBI N E RLTHEY EIFonenwdTh b, ZIA institutional
ethnography |2 & - THERIZ AR b D1 L2 D TH D, LMo THEERMITIXIE 1%,
SR b D%, HESNDHXE M E ut there” ] & LTS Z L #EET 5, LA, #ha2ied
DT, —Z 2BV T, #EENC, BERHBOLR LT EHIIBVTAHINDLI I LBEENT
WD KD =B DEFEOE R ANTRIL DT HavizBRE, 2BV T, EBED A 2 OEfR ST iRE)IC
BT, FL06NDLEESNDIDOTH D,
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IE (X, 1970 FFR & 80 FR D ALK D L MEEF D IRAFIC I VT, (D 720 D25 | (Smith
1987) &£ LT, Kui—E. A3 Z(Dorothy E. Smith) & ZDFAIZ K-> THESNZ, LY HEETIE
A I A(2005) 1%, IE & T N2 D= D AT (Smith 2005) & L CRER L T& 72, A VAT 4 Fa—
vaF e 2R ) TT 77—k, AxOREEEONRAVERFT DL T FA S TWD,
ANZIFIE OB TIERL, A VAT 4 Fa—vaFi - 2R T5777—F, B2
DT & 55 AL ORI IR 5, [EAFZE T, Sfroxtgid, Bleb i AN
RO, TL T2 R G LI TR bOEEZTEAES TS, BT A0SR
RORBULSNIZBETH D

FFFRIZEIC, AR TWNDZ LR LI EnbihE 5, %0, Bl L4 E OB,
FEED = VIR T, A2 OEROERIEMIBNTIHELDTH D, HRREIL. £k
A& DEBATHPMUE D OBELITA LR L TODONIEELZL Y, SUicix, 2o
HIIZ, EDX IR — Ax BMlE =5 L8R L TITV, B, 59 KBEOZ & -2, FEEE
EH)THDHEF T, MEKE, TLOLNTVWDLONERRETLIETHDH, IEODITHENZ
FHTLH7-020F. NFEZOREEZ, AABSEWV, 179 Z L&A T2 LICRELRNDOTH
Lo LA, AR FEWN, AT9 Z &E, AEMEIZSML TO LA DA &2 ZFEODF, hoidil
L CWDERDFIEIZOWTORE @) X2 TWD, IEEEIL. DX M- {T-o
=0T HEEDHST N, —HOT 7 A NRT 7 Z MO Sh BRI R, SReTF 4. 4
TA v =a—ARME, FIRIAT 7, U4, RE, I, RE, B, 28R, TEERE: . &
DOEF, BOK, ik, BEHEZTOMOBEFE OGO T 7 A b)) EDOANx DR EDOREDYIZ X > T
NENTVDEONEFRALLEY E LTS, EMIICIE, TOHEX, AICHEHATHY ., R
L DEFHETIBWVT A% D33 LT X 72RO E A% 3] D DIENL Mk Z EHT 52 & Th
Do

BB OB, IB 2Kk UL T 57010, £ L THEHEE LTIE O AT~
WIZ, B #flio TV D A& IR L T 5, B bid, #hEFEFES (the Society for the
Study of Social Problems) DG E AR LTCY—7 ¥ a v 72 EHMICHEL TWD, 22Tk,
Hhix, FIOEBIOL Y RBRE NI BINE O S OFEREEHAL TN D,

=27 « 74 —4%—X(Nicola Waters) , b A > « U 3—ZX K% (Thompson Rivers University) |
Institutional Ethnography # & 2017-2019 4RI K 5, 2017 12 HIZ|R&TF = v 7 S HEDO I »
vary e AT—hFAL b, Fai—-E + A3 Z(Dorothy E. Smith), ¥ 2 kU 7 K% (University of
Victoria) , Institutional Ethnography %5 A% A >/ 3—3F LA X « = =)L A (Naomi Nichols), <
F /L K27 (McGill University) . Institutional Ethnography #i%5 D&, 2015-2017 4, 12 X > T 2016 4
12 AIZRBICHESNIZHBEDI vy ay « 27— AU b,

4 — 5. Introduction: What is Institutional Ethnography ? '°

“Institutional ethnography” (%[ 7 % A MBS SN T-ASHMRKIICEROH L, b oD
TE~OT 70 —FOIZDIHEH S D £ 912> TERET L ToH S (Smith 1990b), 1980 4
RN A F X Ot FE Rr v —E A I A (1987) 18 K - THFE S 4L, i S 472 institutional
ethnography 1%, WZEHHFICHI > THRAL TE T, #HESFICBNTOHRLR LT, FHilk - HE -
V= VU — 7 (i) c ST IR ED X O S OO T = KEELTHIE
BB IR 5 TE T2, A I ZADREPOERIT, 20T Fu—FIC Ay v F 2R L8, Z I3
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FELLMHEHTHRE LT HIETHY, LR RN OHD T E2E 2 T oL, il
WIWCER L, 207 7n—F 52N TnasAxid, EARLRSAECRX Yy FT—F 7 5BLT
A2 L CTE7ZDOTH Y | institutional ethnography ODEE A . BIZR L, A7 H & ILITE)
ERNBL, ZOT 7 —FE#FFELTNDHDTH D (DeVault and McCoy 2002, 35 L OVE 72 #0E H
7% A k& LCI% Campbell and Gregor 2002), fxiT, A I ABHIX, ZDOIANVZFT ¢ THE5)
(Smith 2005, 2006) IZ DWW T O LD E Y a & fERIL L. BIRET 5 —xtOFEEZHIME LT,

5. What are ruling relations ?

5—1. ZECREE '

AI AT ER, VEEATE) O AF O L | FHIEH OXZAL TIZH D Ax OAEFEZ#R ST 5 )
koA 2T 4 Fa—aFib a7 Ly 7 R (institution DEAR) Th D LAIIF O &%
BAFE L7o, ZAUC L o T, fid sl Sk E R 2 E R AEEIC /2 B, & OB B R HIEE & B
VAT LTHD,

5—2. XEEEfFEH B EH

ZOHEROAGEZ, S L, B3 2 & & & F£ 72 institution BILR DO D D723 V) % i
FEL ), FCR 9% (Frampton et al.,2006,p.37), SCHALBEF% (ruling relations) 1, FMil4y, W, 7 L &
A —Fy b, BEREOPFREZBEL T, 7FA MUEN SN TOHHAMROERDOZ & Th
Do BT ML WEEEER, AL RBE BUFEED . 707 < — (FR) . B, S (RtiR) 23
RLUZTHND70OBROMOBICEE LT\ 5, XEBFRIE, R Wbz, 5b
N2V 42D EFIES (D.Smith,1996,p.47) (& - Blig « 27 = U — - HPIHFHEOHEM AR 2 A&
BT 5 IRk A FTREIC T 5, XFRBIfRIZ. Ax OHEERRE . BROT XA M X283 Y
YR ERVEZ D LICL s TEEIT S, BBROT XA MCELDWMAT AT Mk, moinT
WHZEEBEVEL, BRSEDLDTH D, Campbell and Manicom (1995) (3541, AR OFT 200
fREFEEZ L7zY, BEYL L2V T2 55BICBEIT 572010 Z O E RO HEELZ vz, Z0
L, HENIRPEROBED® LB A B & & L TERE TV,

6. BEHWIC

PLRICRE#E LcF — U — NiE, S Zota¥3E Frir— » 2 3 AO institutional ethnography @
HEFNOIREELHG TV LIRS, thEMEEZMEICT 22 ED T IEL EERT HBIZ, B
TR DIVER T DT AT T OFFFORBO DRSS IICRIRLZ b DO TH D, FFIC,
institutional ethnography (233 < th&FAED FIEEMH T2 2 L 287 ICflta L L 9 &3 5088
DIOIZRPEENT LD THD, TN bIE, HRPHEOTIED R ITRO AR D72 01T institutional
ethnography OO FIREMEZ B H 0T 5 DICHHTZ L bt b, thaMEOMERE D7D D
Ia T N RET ORI N2 3, [FIFIICE 2 D 1T O DEGIZIe 5 Z & ] 5,
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