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Data divided into “units of meaning’
Units grouped/classified into categories

New units of data subsumed under these, or
used to develop new categories
(assimulation and accommeodation)
Sinular categories searched
(could two be merged into one?)

Large, amorphous categories examined
(could one be split into two?)

Checking: a) Do the categories cover all the data? (exhaustive)
b) Are they different, not overlapping? (mutually exclusive)

v
Integrating: look for connections, contrasts and comparisons between categories and
sub-categories
Grounded Theory
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3 Levels of Analysis
- No interpretation and abstraction of data presentation - participants tell their own story
- Descriptive narrative creation using field notes, interview transcripts & researcher
interpretations
- Building a theory using high levels of interpretation and abstraction




