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ABSTRACT: Th i s  p a p e r  r e p o r t s  methodology f o r .  
i n v e s t i g a t i n g  r e c r e a t i o n  c h o i c e  b e h a v i o r  u s i n g  
grounded,  n a t u r a l i s t i c  r e s e a r c h  methods. How 
t h e s e  t e c h n i q u e s  can be  c o o r d i n a t e d  w i t h  o t h e r  
s o c i a l  r e s e a r c h  methods i s  d e s c r i b e d .  N a t u r a l i s t i c  
methods a r e  p r e f e r r e d  o v e r  o t h e r  approaches  t o  
uncover  r e c r e a t i o n i s t s '  d e c i s i o n  making p r o c e s s e s  
a t  work. 

INTRODUCTION 

T h i s  paper  r e p o r t s  on p r o c e d u r e s  u s i n g  n a t u r a l i s -  
t i c ,  grounded, r e s e a r c h  methods f o r  i n v e s t i g a t i n g  
r e c r e a t i o n  c h o i c e  behav io r .  I t  a d d r e s s e s  how 
t h e s e  t e c h n i q u e s  might  b e  c o o r d i n a t e d  w i t h  o t h e r  
s o c i a l  r e s e a r c h  methods. S u b s t a n t i v e  f i n d i n g s  a r e  
r e p o r t e d  by C l a r k  and Downing i n  a  p a p e r  i n c l u d e d  
i n  t h e s e  p r o c e e d i n g s .  R e s u l t s  p r e s e n t e d  i n  t h a t  
paper  a r e  based on a n  i n t e g r a t e d  a n a l y s i s  of d a t a  
from s e v e r a l  d i f f e r e n t  s t u d i e s  t h a t  used  t r a d i t i o n a l  
q u a n t i t a t i v e  s u r v e y  r e s e a r c h  methods a s  w e l l  a s  
q u a l i t a t i v e  methods. 

The n a t u r a l i s t i c  model r e l i e s  on f i e l d  stud-y and 
emphasizes  t h e  d i s c o v e r y  of i n f o r m a t i o n  a b o u t  human 
b e h a v i o r  a s  i t  i s  a f f e c t e d  by t h e  c o n t e x t  w i t h i n  
which i t  o c c u r s .  The t e c h n i q u e s  of n a t u r a l i s t i c  
i n q u i r y  a r e  g e n e r a l l y  q u a l i t a t i v e  ( f o r  r e a s o n s  t h a t  
w i l l  be  e x p l a i n e d  l a t e r ) .  Theory development i s  
grounded i n  d a t a  g e n e r a t e d  from f i e l d  s t u d i e s  
(Guba and L i n c o l n  1981) .  G l a s e r  and S t r a u s s  (1967) 
r e f e r  t o  t h i s  a s  "grounded t h e o r y .  " 

Methodo log ica l  Overview 

C l a r k  and Downing a t t e m p t e d  t o  deve lop  t h e  b a s i s  
f o r  " s u b s t a n t i v e "  a s  opposed t o  "formal"  t h e o r y ,  
a s  d e f i n e d  by G l a s e r  and S t r a u s s  (1967) .  Substan-  
t i v e  t h e o r y  i s  developed f o r  a  r a t h e r  s p e c i f i c  top-  
i c a l  o r  e m p i r i c a l  a r e a  o f  i n q u i r y ,  s u c h  a s  w i l d l a n d  

r e c r e a t i o n  c h o i c e  b e h a v i o r  o r  p a t t e r n s  o f  h i g h - r i s k  

r e c r e a t i o n a l  a c t i v i t i e s .  Formal t h e o r y  g e n e r a l l y  
a p p l i e s  t o  b r o a d e r  a r e a s  o f  i n q u i r y  s u c h  a s  t h e  r o l e  
o f  l e i s u r e  i n  v a r i o u s  l i f e s t y l e s .  " S u b s t a n t i v e  and 
fo rmal  t h e o r i e s  e x i s t  on d i s t i n g u i s h a b l e  l e v e l s  of 

g e n e r a l i t y ,  which d i f f e r  on ly  i n  t e rms  of degree"  
(Glase r  and S t r a u s s  1967);  G l a s e r  and S t r a u s s  f u r -  

t h e r  d e s c r i b e  how fo rmal  t h e o r y  may l a t e r  grow o u t  
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of work begun i n i t i a l l y  i n  a  na r rower ,  s u b s t a n t i v e  
a r e a .  

The approach  f o r  model o r  t h e o r y  b u i l d i n g  can be  
d e s c r i b e d  b r i e f l y  a s  f o l l o w s :  N a t u r a l i s t i c  i n q u i r y  
r e q u i r e s  t h e  i n v e s t i g a t o r  t o  s t u d y  a  phenomenon i n  
i t s  ongoing,  r e a l - l i f e  c o n t e x t .  Being grounded i s  
accomplished by b u i l d i n g  and r e f i n i n g  models i n d u c t -  
i v e l y  th rough  c l o s e ,  day-to-day p r o c e s s i n g  of f i e l d  
d a t a ;  t h e o r y  i s  t h u s  d e r i v e d  d i r e c t l y  from d a t a .  A s  
t h e  i n v e s t i g a t i o n  p r o g r e s s e s  and new f a c t o r s  and r e -  
l a t i o n s h i p s  a r e  uncovered t h a t  a r e  r e l e v a n t  t o  t h e  
emerging model ,  t h e  model is m o d i f i e d .  The f l u i d  na- 
t u r e  o f  t h e  p r o c e s s  r e n d e r s  q u a n t i t a t i v e  a n a l y s i s  
v e r y  d i f f i c u l t  i f  n o t  i m p o s s i b l e .  Q u a n t i f i c a t i o n  i s  
de layed  u n t i l  i t  i s  needed when, f o r  example, e f f o r t s  
t u r n  t o  t e s t i n g  and v e r i f i c a t i o n  of hypo theses  
d e d u c t i v e l y  d e r i v e d  from t h e  model.  

M o t i v a t i o n  f o r  I n i t i a t i n g  Q u a l i t a t i v e  I n q u i r y  

We e x p l o r e d  t h e  n a t u r a l i s t i c ,  grounded,  q u a l i t a t i v e  
methods because  o f  o u r  u n e a s i n e s s  ove r  t h e  i n a b i l i t y  
t o  e x p l a i n  o r  p r e d i c t  r e c r e a t i o n a l  b e h a v i o r  from 
s t u d i e s  r e l y i n g  on q u a n t i t a t i v e  ( p r i m a r i l y  su rvey)  
methods a l o n e .  Most s t u d i e s  r e p o r t e d  i n  w i l d l a n d  
r e c r e a t i o n  r e s e a r c h  l i t e r a t u r e  a r e  d e s c r i p t i v e ;  
f i n d i n g s  have  n o t  been g e n e r a t e d  t h a t  e n a b l e  s o c i o -  
l o g i s t s  t o  p r e d i c t  s p e c i f i c  b e h a v i o r a l  outcomes. 
Knopf (1983) i n  d i s c u s s i n g  r e s e a r c h  on r e c r e a t i o n  
p r e f e r e n c e s  c a p t u r e d  t h e  e s s e n c e  of t h i s  concern:  

" . . . d a t a  abound, t h e o r y  does  n o t  . . .  The normal 
p r o c e s s  seems t o  b e  t o  c o l l e c t  a s  much d e s c r i p -  
t i v e  d a t a  a s  p o s s i b l e ,  t h e n  s e a r c h  th rough  i t  i n  
hope of f i n d i n g  r e v e l a t i o n s  a b o u t  p r e f e r e n c e  ... 
d a t a  c o l l e c t i o n  h a s  t a k e n  p recedence  o v e r  con- 
f i r m a t i o n  o r  d i s c o n f i r m a t i o n  o f  t h e o r e t i c a l  
p o s t u l a t e s  ... As a  d i s c i p l i n e ,  we c o n t i n u e  t o  
s u f f e r  f rom a n  i n a b i l i t y  t o  p r e d i c t  i n  advance of 
d a t a  how and why r e c r e a t i o n i s t s  a r e  l i k e l y  t o  r e -  
l a t e  t o  a  s e t t i n g .  T h i s  is n o t  a  moot i s s u e  f o r  
r e c r e a t i o n  p l a n n e r s , ,  who f r e q u e n t l y  a r e  f o r c e d  t o  
make d e c i s i o n s  w i t h o u t  t h e  b e n e f i t  o f  a v a i l a b l e  
d a t a .  " 

Although t h e  a u t h o r s  a g r e e  t h a t  advancement of 
knowledge of r e c r e a t i o n  v a l u e s  s u f f e r s  from t h e  
s c a r c i t y  of s y s t e m a t i c  v e r i f i c a t i o n ,  t h i s  paper  
d i s c u s s e s  a n o t h e r  e q u a l l y  compe l l ing  e x p l a n a t i o n  
f o r  t h e  i n a b i l i t y  t o  p r e d i c t  r e s p o n s e s  o r  c h o i c e s  
o f  r e c r e a t i o n i s t s .  Most i n v e s t i g a t i o n s  have f a i l e d  
t o  examine a c t u a l  r e c r e a t i o n  c h o i c e  b e h a v i o r  o r  t o  
c o n s t r u c t  models  c o n s i s t e n t  w i t h  t h e  obse rved  d a t a .  
It i s  d i f f i c u l t  t o  f i n d  s t u d i e s  t h a t ,  a s  t h e  b a s i c  
m e t h o d o l o g i c a l  s t r a t e g y ,  s e e k  t o  deve lop  t h e o r y  which 
b e g i n s  w i t h  and b u i l d s  upon p a r t i c i p a n t s '  b e h a v i o r s  
and t h e i r  e x p l a n a t i o n s  o f  t h o s e  b e h a v i o r s .  



To apply q u a l i t a t i v e  methods f o r  purposes  of under- 
s t a n d i n g  wi ld land  r e c r e a t i o n  c h o i c e  behav ior ,  models 
were developed t h a t  account  f o r  f a c t o r s  peop le  con- 
s i d e r  and t h e  p rocesses  they  f o l l o w  i n  making de- 
c i s i o n s .  P rev ious  s t u d i e s  have n o t  recognized 
t h e  range of cho ices  peop le  make from one t r i p  t o  
t h e  n e x t .  I f  models a r e  t o  a i d  i n  p r e d i c t i n g  
a c t u a l  behav ior ,  they must r e f l e c t  t r a d e o f f s  people  
i n v a r i a b l y  must make i n  choosing t o  r e c r e a t e  i n  a  
p a r t i c u l a r  way. 

BASIC METHODOLOGICAL ISSUES 

The fundamental approach f o r  c o n s t r u c t i n g  models 
u s i n g  n a t u r a l i s t i c ,  grounded, q u a l i t a t i v e  methods 
i s  i n d u c t i o n .  It  i s  a  p r o c e s s  of d i s c o v e r y  and 
c r e a t i v i t y  based on c a r e f u l  o b s e r v a t i o n  of i n d i v i -  
d u a l  e v e n t s .  This  is  fol lowed by i n t e r p r e t i n g ,  
s t r u c t u r i n g ,  and modifying t h e  emerging s k e l e t o n  
of an i d e a  i n t o  a  f u l l y  f l e s h e d  o u t  model of t h e  
phenomenon of concern.  

Can t h e r e  be a  l o g i c  t o  d i scovery?  Some have argued 
" t h a t  t h e r e  i s  no o r d e r  o r  method i n  t h e  p r o c e s s  of 
d i s c o v e r y  a t  a l l ,  ' t h e  c r e a t i v e '  s i d e  of s c i e n c e  
i s  wi ld  and u n d i s c i p l i n e d "  ( J a r v i e  1964) .  

Conversely,  o t h e r  p h i l o s o p h e r s ,  d e f i n i n g  l o g i c  more 
b road ly ,  (Norwood Hansen i n  p h y s i c s  and Abraham 
Kaplan i n  t h e  s o c i a l  s c i e n c e s )  have argued t h a t  
t h e r e  can be a  l o g i c  of d i scovery- - tha t  t h e  pro- 
b a b i l i t y  of producing new views of t h e  world can be 
he igh tened  through p e r s i s t e n c e ,  chance, and i n t e n s e  
c r e a t i v e  thought  (Aust in  1978) .  I n  p a r t i c u l a r ,  
t h e  more a c t i v e  t h e  i n v e s t i g a t o r  i n  s e a r c h i n g ,  ex- 
p l o r i n g ,  and p l a y i n g  w i t h  a  d i v e r s e  a r r a y  of i d e a s ,  
t h e  more l i k e l y  t h a t  new and meaningful  d i s c o v e r y  
w i l l  occur .  The d e b a t e  on t h e  r e l a t i o n s h i p  between 
d e d u c t i v e  and i n d u c t i v e  approaches t o  knowledge 
h a s  occupied s c i e n t i f i c  p h i l o s o p h e r s  f o r  c e n t u r i e s  
and w i l l  l i k e l y  con t inue .  

The grounded, n a t u r a l i s t i c  approach c o n t a i n s  t h e  
e s s e n t i a l  e lements  of t h e  n a t u r a l  h i s t o r y  approach,  
t h e  o r i g i n s  of which a r e  found i n  t h e  work of 
Darwin, who i s  g e n e r a l l y  cons idered  t h e  o r i g i n a t o r  
of modern n a t u r a l  h i s t o r y  method. Darwin's reason-  

i n g  p r o c e s s  combined bo th  i n d u c t i v e  and d e d u c t i v e  
l o g i c .  But Darwin expressed  openly h i s  s u s p i c i o n s  
of deduc t ion .  He always i n s i s t e d  upon c a r e f u l  and 
p r e c i s e  o b s e r v a t i o n .  Then, from t h e  o r d e r i n g  of 
t h e  f a c t s ,  h e  c o n s t r u c t e d  i n t e r p r e t a t i o n s  and 
t h e o r i e s  (what we might r e f e r  t o  a s  working models 
o r  hypotheses)  a g a i n s t  which h e  t e s t e d  new obser-  
v a t i o n s  and f a c t s .  This  view r e p r e s e n t s  t h e  c o r e  
of t h e  approach o u t l i n e d  i n  t h i s  paper .  

We b e l i e v e  t h a t  where an unders tand ing  of and an 
a b i l i t y  t o  p r e d i c t  behav ior  r e l a t i n g  t o  r e c r e a t i o n  
a r e  sought  i n  r e a l - l i f e  s i t u a t i o n s ,  t h e  c o n t e x t u a l  
s e t t i n g s  where d i v e r s e  b e h a v i o r a l  r esponses  occur  
must be  recognized and worked w i t h i n .  Our r e s e a r c h  

must account  f o r  cho ices  made w i t h i n  t h e  c o n t e x t  
of s o c i a l  r e l a t i o n s h i p s ,  r e c r e a t i o n  s e t t i n g  
requ i rements ,  p r e f e r e n c e s ,  and o t h e r  s u p p o r t i v e  
and c o n s t r a i n i n g  f a c t o r s .  

S e v e r a l  assumptions u n d e r l i e  t h e  approach: 

1. A grounded approach w i l l  g e n e r a t e  models 
of s u b s t a n t i v e  phenomena from which hypothe- 
s e s  can  b e  deduced t h a t  w i l l  have a  h i g h e r  
p r o b a b i l i t y  of w i t h s t a n d i n g  r i g o r o u s  " s c i e n t i -  
f i c "  t e s t i n g .  

2 .  A n a t u r a l i s t i c ,  grounded approach w i l l  a l low 
r a p i d  development o f  models and hypotheses ,  which 
i n  t u r n ,  w i l l  a l l o w  f a s t e r  v e r i f i c a t i o n .  

P l a t t  i n  h i s  1964 a r t i c l e  i n  Sc ience ,  "Strong 
I n £  e rence , "  devo tes  c o n s i d e r a b l e  a t t e n t i o n  t o  why 
some f i e l d s  seem t o  move ahead more r a p i d l y  than  
o t h e r s .  He a t t r i b u t e s  t h i s  t o  t h e  s y s t e m a t i c  ap- 
p l i c a t i o n  of an i n d u c t i v e  i n t e l l e c t u a l  p r o c e s s  which 
he terms " s t r o n g  i n f e r e n c e . "  I n  i t s  s e p a r a t e  e l -  
ements,  s t r o n g  i n f e r e n c e  i s  t h e  old-fashioned 
method of i n d u c t i v e  i n f e r e n c e  t h a t  goes back t o  
F r a n c i s  Bacon, y e t  i n  r e a l i t y  i t  c o n s i s t s  of a p p l y i n g  
f o r m a l l y ,  e x p l i c i t y ,  and r e g u l a r l y  t h e  fo l lowing  
s t e p s  t o  every problem i n  s c i e n c e :  (1)  d e v i s i n g  a l -  
t e r n a t i v e  hypotheses;  ( 2 )  d e v i s i n g  a  c r u c i a l  exper-  
iment o r  s e v e r a l  of them w i t h  a l t e r n a t i v e  p o s s i b l e  
outcomes, each of which w i l l ,  a s  n e a r l y  a s  p o s s i b l e ,  
exc lude  one o r  more of t h e  hypotheses ;  (3) c a r r y i n g  
o u t  t h e  experiment;  and (4)  r e c y c l i n g  t h e  procedure.  

A formal  diagram reminds t h e  i n v e s t i g a t o r  t o  move 
ahead w i t h  t h e  r e c y c l i n g  p rocess  "without  dawdling 
o r  g e t t i n g  t i e d  up i n  i r r e l e v a n c i e s V 1  ( P l a t t  1964) .  
p l a t t  w r i t e s  t h a t  f o r  e x p l o r i n g  t h e  unknown, t h e r e  
i s  no f a s t e r  method; t h i s  i s  t h e  minimum sequence 
3f s t e p s .  As a  r e s u l t ,  s t r o n g  i n f e r e n c e  o f f e r s  
a  s y s t e m a t i c  method f o r  reach ing  f i r m  i n d u c t i v e  con- 
c l u s i o n s  one a f t e r  t h e  o t h e r ,  a s  r a p i d l y  a s  p o s s i b l e .  
; N a t l i r a l i s t i c ,  grounded methods, because of t h e i r  
  responsiveness t o  new and d i s c r e p a n t  d a t a  t h a t  
p o i n t  toward new phases  of t h e o r e t i c a l  sampling,  
a r e  p a r t i c u l a r l y  a d e p t  a t  f a c i l i t a t i n g  t h e  r a p i d  
Aevelopment and re f inement  of hypotheses--grounded 
hypotheses  l i k e l y  t o  s t a n d  t h e  r i g o r s  of q u a n t i t a -  
t i v e  and q u a l i t a t i v e  v e r i f i c a t i o n .  

3. Model development and e l a b o r a t i o n  may proceed 
hand-in-hand w i t h  v e r i f i c a t i o n  d u r i n g  some k inds  of  
i n v e s t i g a t i o n s  (Deis ing 1971) .  J u s t i f i c a t i o n  and 
v e r i f i c a t i o n  need n o t  b e  t r e a t e d  a s  a  s e p a r a t e  
set of p rocedures  o c c u r r i n g  a f t e r  "discovery,"  b u t  
can b e  inc luded  w i t h i n  t h e  p r o c e s s  of d i scovery .  
I n  some methods, v e r i f i c a t i o n  is  s c a t t e r e d  through- 
o u t  t h e  p r o c e s s ,  and i n  o t h e r s  i t  o c c u r s  a t  one 
d e f i n i t e  p o i n t .  I n  some methods t h e r e  a r e  two o r  
more k i n d s  of v e r i f i c a t i o n ,  and i n  o t h e r s  t h e r e  is 
on ly  one. I n  any c a s e ,  v e r i f i c a t i o n  i s  always a  
s u b o r d i n a t e  p a r t  of a  l a r g e r  p r o c e s s  of d i s c o v e r y ;  
i t  c o n s t i t u t e s  t h e  check p o i n t  o r  p o i n t s  i n  t h e  
p r o c e s s  (Deis ing  197 1 ) .  

POTENTIAL SIGNIFICANCE OF A GROUNDED APPROACH 

Grounded i n v e s t i g a t i o n  o f  a  s i t u a t i o n / c o n t e x t u a l /  
e c o l o g i c a l  n a t u r e  i s  i m ~ o r t a n t  from two perspec-  
t i v e s  : 

1. T h e o r e t i c a l l y ,  t o  uncover t h e  n a t u r e  and s t r u c -  
t u r e  of complex p a t t e r n s  a s s o c i a t e d  w i t h  t h e  out-  



come of a l t e r n a t i v e  cho ices .  To understand a  
p a r t i c u l a r  behavior ,  we must l e a r n  about  t h e  range 
of f a c t o r s  and t h e i r  i n t e r r e l a t i o n s h i p s  r e l e v a n t  t o  
t h e  d e c i s i o n .  

2 .  P r a c t i c a l l y ,  t o  determine which c o n t e x t u a l  
f a c t o r s  can be manipulated by r e s o u r c e  managers 
and t o  p r e d i c t  t h e  consequences of changes t h a t  a r e  
beyond t h e  c o n t r o l  of r e s o u r c e  managers. It should 
be added wi th  c o n s i d e r a b l e  emphasis,  t h a t  t h e  l a c k  
of an  i n t e g r a t e d ,  b e h a v i o r a l l y  based,  grounded 
t h e o r e t i c a l  p e r s p e c t i v e  s e r i o u s l y  complicate-s our  
a b i l i t y  t o  p r e d i c t  t h e  r e l a t i o n s h i p s  between re -  
source  i n p u t s  f o r  r e c r e a t i o n a l  management (money, 
s t a f f i n g ,  l and  a l l o c a t i o n s ,  and t h e  l i k e )  and rec-  
r e a t i o n a l  o u t p u t s  (numbers, t y p e s ,  behaviors ,  
s a t i s f a c t i o n s ,  exper iences  of people ,  r e t u r n  v i s i t s ,  
a s  w e l l  a s  d e c i s i o n s  t o  avoid a r e a s  i n  t h e  future--  
displacement  and c o n d i t i o n a l  d i sp lacement ) .  

Evidence from our  i n v e s t i g a t i o n s  s u g g e s t s  t h a t  from 
an e c o l o g i c a l ,  ongoing, r e a l - l i f e  p e r s p e c t i v e ,  
people have a  l o t  of t h i n g s  t o  choose from t h a t  a r e  
o f t e n  confl ic t ing--and choosing r e q u i r e s  t r a d e - o f f s .  
This  g i v e s  r i s e  t o  q u e s t i o n s  about  u s e r s '  d e c i s i o n  
processes  and t h e  f a c t o r s  they cons ider  such a s  
people ,  p l a c e s ,  and management a c t i v i t i e s ,  a s  w e l l  
a s  t h e  i n t e r r e l a t i o n s h i p s  among t h e  d e c i s i o n  f a c t o r s .  
N a t u r a l i s t i c  f i e l d  i n q u i r y  uncovered i n s t a n c e s  of 
each of t h e  f a c t o r s  (and t h e i r  i n t e r a c t i o n s )  a s  
expressed i n  t h e  q u e s t i o n s  i n  t h e  fo l lowing  l i s t .  
"Answers" t o  t h e  q u e s t i o n s  do n o t  n e c e s s a r i l y  
r e q u i r e  quant i fy ing .  I n  f a c t ,  q u a n t i f y i n g  may n o t  
be p o s s i b l e  when address ing  such q u e s t i o n s  u n t i l  
t h e  types  of v a r i a b l e s  i n h e r e n t  i n  them a r e  b e t t e r  
understood.  Only a f t e r  t h e  p r o c e s s e s  a t  work have 
been discovered i s  i t  a p p r o p r i a t e  t o  beg in  measuring 
t h e  d i r e c t i o n  and magnitude of t h e  r e l a t i o n s h i p s .  

Quest ions About P e o p l e ' s  Dec is ions ,  Choices: 

What r o l e  do p r i o r  exper iences ,  p r e f e r e n c e s  f o r ,  and 
e x p e c t a t i o n s  about  s e t t i n g  a t t r i b u t e s  p l a y  i n  
choosing t h e  s i t e ?  

How does w i l l i n g n e s s  t o  adap t  t o  s e t t i n g  changes o r  
t h e  d e s i r e  f o r  and propens i ty  t o  e x p l o r e  new and 
unknown t e r r i t o r y  i n f l u e n c e  choice?  

How does h a b i t  o r  t r a d i t i o n  i n f l u e n c e  choice?  

How does knowledge of a  range of o p t i o n s  i n f l u e n c e  
choice?  

What e f f e c t  does being i n  a  p a r t i c u l a r  group have 
i n  cho ice?  

Why a r e  " f a v o r i t e "  s i t e s  n o t  n e c e s s a r i l y  t h o s e  
used "most f r e q u e n t l y ? "  

How f r e q u e n t l y  do c o n s t r a i n i n g  c o n d i t i o n s  which 
confound t h e  r e l a t i o n s h i p  between p r e f e r e n c e s  and 
a c t u a l  cho ices  dominate t h e  cho ice  of s e t t i n g s ?  

Quest ions About P laces :  

What a r e  t h e  r e l a t i v e  i n f l u e n c e s  on r e c r e a t i o n a l  
cho ice  of macros i te  a t t r i b u t e s  (canyons, r i v e r  

v a l l e y s ,  mountains ,  l a k e s ,  d e s e r t s ,  seashores )  as 
compared w i t h  m i c r o s i t e  a t t r i b u t e s  ( a t  a  campsi te  
o r  day-use a r e a ,  f o r  example)? 

What changes a t  t h e  macrolevel  and m i c r o l e v e l  a r e  
l i k e l y  t o  l e a d  t o  temporary o r  permanent r e l o c a t i o n  
( c o n d i t i o n a l  o r  permanent d i sp lacement ) ,  change i n  
t iming of v i s i t ,  o r  change of a c t i v i t y ?  

What s e t t i n g  c o n d i t i o n s  a r e  "necessary" and 
" s u f f i c i e n t  , I' a s  opposed t o  "nice-to-have," t o  
ach ieve  o v e r a l l  t r i p  s a t i s f a c t i o n  by t h e  group o r  
by each i n d i v i d u a l  w i t h i n  t h e  group? Does t h i s  
v a r y  depending on whether t h e  o u t i n g  i s  cons t ra ined  
by o t h e r  d e c i s i o n  f a c t o r s  o r  n o t ?  

Quest ions About Management: 

Which macrolevel  and m i c r o l e v e l  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s  
a r e  s u s c e p t i b l e  t o  management c o n t r o l  o r  i n f l u e n c e ?  

How do management f a c t o r s  a s s o c i a t e d  w i t h  o t h e r  
r e s o u r c e  uses  ( t imber  management, v i s u a l  management, 
e t c . )  i n t e r a c t  t o  a f f e c t  r e c r e a t i o n a l  cho ice?  How 
do they i n t e r a c t  w i t h  f a c t o r s  beyond management 
i n f l u e n c e ?  

Which manager ia l  f a c t o r s  a r e  most l i k e l y  t o  change 
r e c r e a t i o n a l  cho ice?  

Which s t r a t e g i e s  can minimize d i s r u p t i o n  t o  
e s t a b l i s h e d  u s e r s ,  p a r t i c u l a r l y  t h o s e  who r a t e  a  
s e t t i n g  among t h e i r  most f a v o r i t e  o r  those  who 
know of no a c c e p t a b l e  o p t i o n s ?  

What r o l e  does in format ion  provided by managers 
about  s i t e  o p t i o n s  p lay  i n  cho ice?  

Quest ions About Complex I n t e r r e l a t i o n s h i p s :  

What i s  t h e  r e l a t i o n s h i p  between e x p e c t a t i o n s  of 
t r i p  s a t i s f a c t i o n  and r e c r e a t i o n  choice  when 
t r a d e - o f f s  a r e  r e q u i r e d  among group,  p l a c e ,  and 
a c t i v i t y ?  

How a r e  we t o  r e p r e s e n t  t h e  i n t e r r e l a t e d n e s s  of 
t h e  v a r i o u s  d e c i s i o n  f a c t o r s ?  How can we r e p r e s e n t  
t h e  p a t t e r n  complexi ty i n  a n  e c o l o g i c a l  framework 
o r  model t h a t  i s  s c i e n t i f i c a l l y  v e r i f i a b l e  and 
r e f l e c t i v e  of u s e r  concerns and behaviors  p a t t e r n s ?  

Are t h e  concepts  "necessary" and " s u f f i c i e n t "  
r e a l i s t i c a l l y  a p p l i c a b l e  i n  unders tand ing  recrea-  
t i o n a l  cho ice?  

RESEARCH PROCEDURES WITH CASE ILLUSTRATIONS 

The procedures d e s c r i b e d  below have evolved through 
a p p l i c a t i o n  and f i e l d  t e s t i n g .  The l i t e r a t u r e  
provided a b a s i c  approach f o r  looking  a t  t h e  
cho ice  behavior  p r o c e s s .  This  b a s i c  approach was 
modif ied a s  necessary  t o  respond t o  t h e  problems 
and o p p o r t u n i t i e s  encountered.  

Because f o r  many r e s e a r c h e r s  t h e  approach descr ibed  
w i l l  be somewhat d i f f e r e n t  from t h a t  ~ r e v i o u s l y  used, 



i n i t i a l  a p p l i c a t i o n s  w i l l  be  s low and awkward--this 
i s  n o t  an easy approach,  a l though  i t  a p p e a r s  t o  be 
s o  on t h e  s u r f a c e .  By u s i n g  t h i s  approach,  i t  was 
p o s s i b l e  t o  i d e n t i f y  f a c t o r s  and t h e i r  i n t e r r e l a t i o n -  
s h i p s  t h a t  account ,  i n  p a r t ,  f o r  p e o p l e ' s  c h o i c e s  
of p a r t i c u l a r  m a c r o s i t e s  and m i c r o s i t e s  f o r  r e c r e a -  
t i o n .  P rogress  t o  d a t e ,  i n  t h e  d e r i v a t i o n  of a  
grounded model r e l a t e d  t o  c h o i c e  b e h a v i o r ,  i s  d i s -  
cussed.  

A. S e l e c t  and Define t h e  Phenomenon of I n t e r e s t .  
It May be  Defined Q u i t e  Narrowly and P r e c i s e l y  o r  
i n  More General ,  Open-ended Terms. 

The Utah s t u d y  ( s e e  Cla rk  and Downing i n  t h i s  
p roceed ings )  o r i g i n a l l y  had t h e  o b j e c t i v e  of de- 
s c r i b i n g  s e a s o n a l  v a r i a t i o n  i n  d i s p e r s e d  r e c r e a t i o n a l  
u s e  of t h e  North S lope  of t h e  Uin ta  Mountains. The 
u n d e r l y i n g  concern was t o  de te rmine  t h e  e x t e n t  t o  
which r e c r e a t i o n  o p p o r t u n i t i e s  v a r i e d  f o r  t h e  
same a r e a  because of s e a s o n a l  changes,  and whether  
t h e  u s e r s  were t h e  same r e g a r d l e s s  of season .  

B. Survey C a r e f u l l y  t h e  L i t e r a t u r e  i n  t h e  Sub- 
s t a n t i v e  Area of I n t e r e s t .  (Note, However That 
Some T h e o r i s t s  Argue That L i t e r a t u r e  Review i n  t h e  
S u b s t a n t i v e  Area of I n q u i r y  Should a t  Times be 
Delayed U n t i l  Much L a t e r  i n  t h e - I n v e s t i g a t i o n  a s  
a  P r o t e c t i o n  Aga ins t  P re judg ing  Which Data  t o  
C o l l e c t  and Which I n t e r r e l a t i o n s h i p s  t o  T e s t .  This  
C l e a r l y  i s  a  Depar tu re  from T r a d i t i o n a l  Research 
P r a c t i c e ) .  

An e x h a u s t i v e  s e a r c h  of l i t e r a t u r e  was n o t  conducted 
i n  our  s tudy .  The d e c i s i o n  was t o  s e e  what might 
r e s u l t  from t a k i n g  t h e  most extreme approach i n  
app ly ing  t h e  method. Only much l a t e r  i n  o u r  work 
were t h e  r e s u l t s  compared w i t h  o t h e r  s t u d i e s  on 
d i s p e r s e d  r e c r e a t i o n .  

A  comprehensive s t u d y  was conducted of t h e  v a r i e d  
views and procedures  r e l a t i n g  t o  t h e  broad a r e a  
of q u a l i t a t i v e  s o c i o l o g i c a l  r e s e a r c h  i n c l u d i n g  
n a t u r a l i s t i c  i n q u i r y ,  e thnograph ic  r e s e a r c h ,  
q u a l i t a t i v e  s o c i o l o g y ,  grounded t h e o r y ,  and t h e  
l i k e .  The g e n e r a l  r e s u l t s  of t h a t  e f f o r t  were 
summarized a t  t h e  beginning of t h i s  paper .  

what changes they  had n o t i c e d ,  and whether they  used 
t h e  a r e a  d u r i n g  o t h e r  seasons .  I n  a d d i t i o n ,  they  
were asked why they  were i n  t h e  a r e a  r a t h e r  than  a t  
l o c a t i o n s  c l o s e r  t o  home. F i n a l l y ,  they  were asked 
i f  they  ever  used developed campgrounds i n  t h e  a r e a ,  
why o r  why n o t ,  and t h e  c o n d i t i o n s  under which they  
would choose developed s i t e s  over  d i s p e r s e d  s i t e s .  

The p r o c e s s  i s  l a r g e l y  u n s t r u c t u r e d .  A s e t  of 
s t a n d a r d i z e d  q u e s t i o n s  i s  not asked ;  r a t h e r ,  t h e  
r e s e a r c h e r  p robes  i n  a n  open-ended way f o r  a  v a r i e t y  
of i s s u e s  r e l a t e d  t o  t h e  t o p i c  of i n t e r e s t .  A s  new, 
r e l e v a n t  t o p i c s  a r e  encounte red ,  they  a r e  a l s o  pur- 
sued.  It is t h e r e f o r e  i m p e r a t i v e  t h a t  t h e  p r i n c i p a l  
r e s e a r c h e r  be  invo lved  i n  t h e  f i e l d ;  t h i s  work can- 
n o t  be  d e l e g a t e d  t o  t e c h n i c a l  pe rsonne l ,  no m a t t e r  
how competent and q u a l i f i e d .  

D.  Analyze t h e  F ind ings .  

Following a  p e r i o d  of i n t e r v i e w i n g  (2-3 hours ;  1-2 
days )  t h e  comments were reviewed t o  s e e  i f  t h e  pa t -  
t e r n  of responses  sugges ted  o t h e r  l i n e s  of i n q u i r y  
(such a s  whether each p a r t y  was a t  t h e i r  f a v o r i t e  
k ind  of p l a c e  o r  doing t h e i r  f a v o r i t e  a c t i v i t y ) .  

"Scope" sampling ( W i l l e r  1967) o r  t t t h e o r e t i c a l f f  
sampling (Deis ing  1971) was used ,  which means t h e  
i n v e s t i g a t o r  chose t h e  n e x t  sample s i t e ( s )  based on 
what was l e a r n e d  i n  p r e v i o u s  i n t e r v i e w s .  For example, 
on t h e  b a s i s  o f  wide ly  s c a t t e r e d  f i e l d  c o n t a c t s ,  it 
was dec ided  t h a t  t h e r e  was a  need t o  t a l k  t o  peop le  
i n  developed s i t e s  i n  t h e  m a c r o s i t e  a s  w e l l .  I t  
was found t h a t  some respondents  i n  bo th  k i n d s  o f  
s e t t i n g s  i n  c l o s e  geograph ic  p rox imi ty  were t h e r e  
because i t  was a  p r e f e r r e d  l o c a t i o n ;  o t h e r s  were 
t h e r e  f o r  o t h e r  r e a s o n s .  

C a r e f u l  p rob ing  d i s c l o s e d  t h a t  some members of t h e  
same groups were p leased  w i t h  t h e  m i c r o s i t e  chosen 
( d i s p e r s e d  camps i te )  w h i l e  o t h e r s  i n  t h e  p a r t y  wished 
t h e y  were down t h e  road  i n  a  developed s i t e  w i t h  
w a t e r ,  t o i l e t s ,  e t c .  Given t h e  o p p o r t u n i t y ,  they  
gave r a t i o n a l  r e a s o n s  f o r  p r e f e r r i n g  t o  be e l s e -  
where f o r  t h a t  k ind  of o u t i n g .  It was e v i d e n t ,  
however, t h a t  going on t h e  o u t i n g  f o r  t h e s e  people  
was p r e f e r r e d  over  n o t  going a t  a l l - - t h u s ,  a  t r a d e -  
o f f  w i t h i n  t h e  groups was apparen t .  It  was decided 
t o  probe f u r t h e r  f o r  t h i s  phenomenon. 

C. En te r  t h e  F i e l d  f o r  Data  C o l l e c t i o n .  
E .  Reenter  t h e  F i e l d .  

Dispersed r e c r e a t i o n  s i t e s  i n  two c l a s s e s  of t h e  
r e c r e a t i o n  o p p o r t u n i t y  spectrum were i d e n t i f i e d  
and mapped i n  t h e  s tudy  a r e a .  Th is  i n f o r m a t i o n  
was used i n  s e l e c t i n g  l o c a t i o n s  i n  d i s p e r s e d  roaded 
a r e a s  i n  which t o  i n t e r v i e w  groups of r e c r e a t i o n -  
i s t s .  Contac t s  were made i n  l o c a t i o n s  t h a t  met t h e  
c r i t e r i a  f o r  "roaded n a t u r a l "  and "semipr imi t ive  
motorized" a s  d e s c r i b e d  by t h e  USDA F o r e s t  S e r v i c e .  

C a m p i n g q a r t i e s  were approached and asked i f  they  
would be  w i l l i n g  t o  d i s c u s s  t h e i r  r e c r e a t i o n a l  
o u t i n g  and i f  t h e  comments could be  t ape- recorded .  
They were asked where they  l i v e d ,  what t h e y  were 
doing w h i l e  i n  t h e  a r e a  (asked t o  show on maps 
p l a c e s  they  might h i k e  o r  d r i v e  t o  t o  s i g h t s e e ,  
f i s h ,  e t c . ) ,  how long  they  had used t h e  a r e a ,  

Based on t h e  a n a l y s i s ,  t h e  s e l e c t i o n  of i n t e r v i e w  
l o c a t i o n s  and some of t h e  q u e s t i o n s  asked were 
changed. I n t e r v i e w s  i n  developed s i t e s  were added 
and t h o s e  peop le  were asked about  t h e i r  u s e  of d i s -  
pe rsed  a r e a s .  Ques t ion ing  was expanded t o  de te rmine  
what o t h e r  p l a c e s  they  used f o r  a  s i m i l a r  kind of 
o u t i n g ;  why they  were h e r e ,  r a t h e r  than  a t  o t h e r  
l o c a t i o n s ;  t h e  c o n d i t i o n s  under  which they  would 
u s e  o t h e r  a r e a s ,  r a t h e r  than  t h e  sample s i t e ;  i f  
t h e r e  were a r e a s  they  had used p r e v i o u s l y  f o r  t h i s  
k ind  of o u t i n g ,  bu t  do s o  no more, and why they  
s topped u s i n g  t h o s e  a r e a s .  (The o t h e r  a c c e p t a b l e  
a r e a s  and t h e  a r e a s  no l o n g e r  used were mapped and 
became sample s i t e s  f o r  a  s m a l l  p i l o t  s tudy  t h e  
f o l l o w i n g  y e a r ) .  



The d a t a  were  ana lyzed  a g a i n  and t h e  p r o c e s s  was 
f i n a l l y  ended when i t  was de te rmined  t h a t  no new 
f a c t o r s  and no new r e l a t i o n s h i p s  among f a c t o r s  were  
uncovered t o  e x p l a i n  d i s p e r s e d  and deve loped  s i t e  
roaded r e c r e a t i o n  a c t i v i t i e s .  At t h i s  p o i n t  t h e  
model was " s a t u r a t e d "  and ready  f o r  t e s t i n g  u s i n g  
o t h e r  methods (quas i -exper imen ta l  d e s i g n s ,  su rvey  
r e s e a r c h  based on p r e d i c t i o n s  of p a t t e r n s  of r e -  
s p o n s e s ) .  

F. Match t h e  Emerging Grounded Model With 
L i t e r a t u r e .  

c u l t i e s  w i t h  p r e d i c t i n g  r e c r e a t i o n a l  b e h a v i o r ,  t h i s  
may be  a  s t r o n g  p o i n t .  I n i t i a l l y ,  t h e r e  i s  l i t t l e  
emphasis  on t h e  q u e s t i o n  of "how much" of a n y t h i n g  
i s  p r e s e n t  because  t h e  i n v e s t i g a t . o r  i s  open t o  v a r -  
i o u s  q u a l i t i e s  t h a t  may l a t e r  p rove  t o  be  worthy of 
a t t e n t i o n .  Of g r e a t e s t  impor tance  i s  "what t o  l o o k  
f o r , "  and u n t i l  a  wor thwhi le  f o c u s  i s  formed, quan- 
t i t a t i v e  measurements a r e  of no impor tance .  Indeed ,  
p rematu re  e f f o r t s  t o  q u a n t i f y  a r e  l u x u r i e s  r e s e a r -  
c h e r s  canno t  a f f o r d  i n  t i g h t  f i n a n c i a l  t imes .  

Grounded, n a t u r a l i s t i c  s t r a t e g i e s  i n c o r p o r a t e  many 
s t a n d a r d  s o c i a l  s c i e n c e  t o o l s ;  p a r t i c i p a n t  obse r -  
v a t i o n ,  in -dep th  i n t e r v i e w s ,  and q u e s t i o n n a i r e  s u r -  

The C l a r k  and Downing p a p e r  ( t h i s  p r o c e e d i n g s )  veys .  N a t u r a l i s t i c  s t r a t e g i e s  d i f f e r  most s t r i k i n g -  
g i v e s  some i n i t i a l  i n t e r p r e t a t i o n s  o f  i n f o r m a t i o n  l y  f rom s u r v e y  r e s e a r c h  i n  t h e  d e g r e e  t o  which t h e  

i n  which t h e  f i n d i n g s  from q u a l i t a t i v e  and quan- r e s e a r c h  d e s i g n  and d a t a  c o l l e c t i o n  p r o c e d u r e s  may 

t i t a t i v e  s t u d i e s  a r e  combined. Both k i n d s  of i n -  be  a d j u s t e d  d u r i n g  t h e  c o u r s e  of t h e  i n v e s t i g a t i o n .  

f o r m a t i o n  were  used t o  deve lop  hypo theses  f o r  Grounded s t r a t e g i e s  must b e  a d j u s t e d  i f  t hey  a r e  

f u r t h e r  f i e l d  v e r i f i c a t i o n .  t o  t a k e  advan tage  o f  newly emerging d a t a .  As a  
r e s u l t ,  a  s i g n i f i c a n t l y  d i f f e r e n t  approach t o  samp- 

To match t h e  grounded model w i t h  t h e  r e s u l t s  of 
p r e v i o u s  r e s e a r c h ,  i t  is  n e c e s s a r y  t o  pay c l o s e  a t -  
t e n t i o n  t o  a r e a s  o f  agreement  and p o i n t s  o f  d i s c r e -  
pancy between t h e  model and r e p o r t e d  f i n d i n g s .  
D i s c r e p a n c i e s  i n  p a r t i c u l a r  may r e q u i r e  t h e  i n v e s t -  
i g a t o r  t o :  (1 )  r e e n t e r  t h e  f i e l d  and f u r t h e r  modify 
t h e  model o r  ( 2 )  s y s t e m a t i c a l l y  s u b j e c t  t h e  compet ing 
i d e a s  t o  a  c r i t i c a l  t e s t .  

G. T e s t  t h e  Model. 

The a u t h o r s  a r e  t e s t i n g  t h e  model now i n  t h e  Utah 
s t u d y  and have i n i t i a t e d  some work t h a t  i s  c o n s i s -  
t e n t  w i t h  p r e d i c t i o n s  from t h e  model.  I n s u f f i c i e n t  
q u a l i t a t i v e  d a t a ,  and c e r t a i n l y  n o t  enough quan- 
t i t a t i v e  d a t a ,  have been g e n e r a t e d  t o  s u p p o r t  any 
f i r m  c o n c l u s i o n s .  Hypotheses  have been  f o r m u l a t e d  
concern ing  what s h o u l d  b e  expectefi  i n  o t h e r  roaded 
f o r e s t  a r e a s .  Hypotheses  can b e  fo rmula ted  concern-  
i n g  t h e  e f f e c t s  of management a c t i v i t i e s  on a l t e r i n g  
u s e r  p a t  t e r n s .  

To t e s t  a  grounded model s e v e r a l  o p t i o n s  c a n  b e  used .  
A  f i r s t  o p t i o n  is t o  e n t e r  new, b u t  s i m i l a r  a r e a s  t o  
c o l l e c t  d a t a  n e c e s s a r y  t o  t e s t  h y p o t h e s i z e d  r e l a t i o n -  

- - 
l i n g  and d a t a  a n a l y s i s  is  r e q u i r e d .  T r a d i t i o n a l  
conce rns  w i t h  v a l i d i t y  and r e l i a b i l i t y  must b e  
c o n c e p t u a l i z e d  i n  o t h e r  ways a s  w e l l  (Dobbert 1982; 
G l a s e r  and S t r a u s s  1967; Guba and L i n c o l n  1981).  

CONCLUSIONS 

When i s  a  s p e c i f i c  d a t a  c o l l e c t i o n  s t r a t e g y  appro-  
p r i a t e  o r  i n a p p r o p r i a t e ?  I n  d e s c r i b i n g  a l t e r n a t i v e s  
t o  t h e  t r a d i t i o n a l  c r o s s - s e c t i o n a l  s u r v e y ,  C l a r k  
(1977) p r o v i d e s  a  framework f o r  making c h o i c e s .  Two 
fundamenta l  c a t e g o r i e s  of q u e s t i o n s  must be  con- 
s i d e r e d :  F i r s t ,  q u e s t i o n s  t h a t  d e s c r i b e  e v e n t s  (what 
i s  happening? when? where?  how much?); d e s c r i p t i o n s  
of p a r t i c i p a n t s  (who i s  i n v o l v e d ? ) ;  and d e s c r i p t i o n s  
of p r e f e r e n c e s  (what do p e o p l e  p r e f e r ? ) .  Second, 
q u e s t i o n s  a r i s e  abou t  t h e  e x p l a n a t i o n s  of e v e n t s  
(why i s  i t  happen ing?)  and e x p l a n a t i o n s  of change 
(how can  b e h a v i o r s  b e  modi f i ed  o r  changed?) .  C l a r k  
n o t e s  t h a t  no s i n g l e  combina t ion  o f  r e s e a r c h  d e s i g n  
and measurement s t r a t e g y  w i l l  p r o v i d e  d a t a  t o  answer 
t h e  v a r i e t y  of q u e s t i o n s  abou t  a  p a r t i c u l a r  r e s e a r c h  
phenomenon t h a t  a r e  r a i s e d  by r e s e a r c h e r s  and man- 
a g e r s .  Methods must b e  chosen  w i t h  r e f e r e n c e  t o  
t h e  n a t u r e  of q u e s t i o n s  i n  need of answers .  

s h i p s  e i t h e r  q u a l i t a t i v e l y  o r  q u a n t i t a t i v e l y .  An 
The purpose  of t h e  e f f o r t s  r e p o r t e d  h e r e  h a s  been t o  

a c c e p t a b l e  q u a l i t a t i v e  test o c c u r s  when a newly e x p l o r e  t h e  c o n t r i b u t i o n  t h a t  q u a l i t a t i v e ,  n a t u r -  
d e r i v e d  model does  n o t  c o n f l i c t  w i t h  t h e  i n i t i a l  a l i s t i c ,  grounded i n q u i r y  can make toward g a i n i n g  
model.  The t e s t  may, however, d e p a r t  t o  t h e  e x t e n t  r e l i a b l e  knowledge a b o u t  t h e  s o c i o l o g y  of n a t u r a l  
t h a t  new r e l a t i o n s h i p s  a r e  uncovered.  A  q u a n t i -  r e s o u r c e  u s e .  I t  was d e c i d e d  t o  i n c l u d e  t h i s  metho- 
t a t i v e  t e s t  i s  judged i n  t e rms  of s t a t i s t i c a l  ag ree -  dological approach in some of our studies in order 
ment between p r e d i c t e d  and a c t u a l  outcomes t h a t  t o  i d e n t i f y  and u n d e r s t a n d  p r o c e s s e s  by which p e o p l e  
r e s u l t  from changes  i n  t h e  v a l u e s  of f a c t o r s  w i t h i n  make r e c r e a t i o n a l  choices ,  choices of setting in 
t h e  model.  

A  second o p t i o n  i s  t o  e n t e r  r e l a t e d  b u t  d i f f e r e n t  
a r e a s  t o  c o l l e c t  d a t a  n e c e a s s a r y  t o  a s s e s s  t h e  
" f i t "  o f  t h e  model i n  o t h e r  c o n t e x t s  (Guba and 
L i n c o l n  1981) .  Does i t  a p p l y  t o  c h o i c e  among 
developed s k i  a r e a  a l t e r n a t i v e s ,  f o r  example. T h i s  
concep t  i s  s i m i l a r  t o  a s s e s s i n g  how f a r  t h e  model 
can  be  g e n e r a l i z e d .  

I n  summary, t h e  p r o c e s s  d e s c r i b e d  is h i g h l y  i t e r a t i v e  
and h e u r i s t i c .  It p l a c e s  g r e a t  v a l u e  on t h e  " d i s -  
covery"  o f  new p e r s p e c t i v e s  and,  g i v e n  t h e  d i f f i -  

p a r t i c u l a r .  It  was f e l t  n e c e s s a r y  t o  v iew t h i s  phen- 
omenon from t h e  p o i n t  of v iew of t h e  r e s e a r c h  
s u b j e c t s  themselves-- that  i s ,  t o  a l l o w  them t h e  
o p p o r t u n i t y  t o  d e s c r i b e , t h e  k i n d s  of d e c i s i o n s  
t h e y  have  made f rom one t r i p  t o  t h e  n e x t ,  and t,o 
e x p l a i n  f a c t o r s  t h a t  weighed i n  t h e  d e c i s i o n s .  The 
r e s e a r c h  q u e s t i o n  t h a t  gu ided  o u r  i n v e s t i g a t i o n  
was: "What d e c i s i o n  f a c t o r s  and i n t e r r e l a t i o n s h i p s  
a r e  e v i d e n t  i n  r e s p o n d e n t s '  e x p l a n a t i o n s  of t h e i r  
a c t i o n s ,  c h o i c e s ,  and b e h a v i o r ? "  We wanted p e o p l e  
t o  t e l l  u s  i n  t h e i r  own words how t h e y  a r r i v e d  a t  a  
p a r t i c u l a r  c h o i c e  o f  g roup ,  a c t i v i t y ,  and r e c r e a t i o n  
s e t t i n g .  T h e i r  answers  p r o v i d e d  t h e  e l ement s  t o  
b e  i n c o r p o r a t e d  i n t o  t h e  model.  



t h e  au thors  a n t i c i p a t e d  t h a t  grounded, n a t u r a l i s t i c  K i l l e r ,  D. S c i e n t i f i c  soc io logy:  theory and method. 
approaches might al low quicker  d i scovery  of t h e  Englewood C l i f f s ,  NJ: Prent ice-Hall ;  1967. 
range of f a c t o r s  involved i n  making choices ,  a s  we l l  131 p. 
a s  something of t h e  s t r u c t u r e  of t h e  i n t e r r e l a t i o n -  
s h i p s  among f a c t o r s .  Because t h e  f i nd ings  were 
grounded i n  a c t u a l  behavior ,  i t  was expected t h a t  
they would be of immediate i n t e r e s t  and re levance  
i n  resource  management dec i s i on  making. 

I f  t h e  purpose of a  s p e c i f i c  i n v e s t i g a t i o n  is  t o  
de sc r i be  popula t ion  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s ,  use  p a t t e r n s ,  
e t c . ,  i n  s t a t i s t i c a l l y  r e p r e s e n t a t i v e  terms,  survey 
sampling is  an app rop r i a t e  t o o l  t o  use.  Al te rna t ive-  
l y ,  grounded, n a t u r a l i s t i c  methods a r e  h igh ly  pre- 
f e r r e d  (and e f f i c i e n t )  t echniques  f o r  uncovering 
processes  a t  work. They provide t h e  means t o  
l e a r n  more about  t h e  "why" of t h ings  ( p a r t i c u l a r l y  
when behaviors  appear  t o  be i n c o n s i s t e n t  w i th  pre- 
f e r ences ) ;  t o  model complicated i n t e r r e l a t i o n s h i p s ;  
and t o  i d e n t i f y  t he  range of thought ,  emotion, and 
behavior  occur r ing  i n  r e a l - l i f e  s e t t i n g s .  I f  a  
grounded model has been proper ly  de r i ved ,  i t  o f f e r s  
a  framework more l i k e l y  t o  be capable  of withstand- 
i ng  r igorous  q u a n t i t a t i v e  t e s t i n g .  
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