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I. CQRY /M4

1. CQRe| 71E

CQR(consensual qualitative research)2 24| AMEIE 7HAAL, AGH o2 HTatH, A4
] WX (biases) 73] wjAIH = Ao] obde 7Hebsto] o w o] B AKjudges)’} T
W o Hste, ZeHA L ALY S T, A6kt she G9E olsist
a7 et A2 ATt R (Hill, 2012, 8-12).

CQRY F¥eA

Al Y HE A8
X7t ofLzt &, 0l0k7| AL
I.

9|(consensus: an unforced unanimous decision, Schielke, Fishman, Osatuke, &
es, 2009)

|, AM2[M(trustworthiness), 23t0 thst F9|

M |XtE ZE (Hill, 2012, 8-12)
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2. CQRY Hx}

QQRe} A= =AWl Aotk AlFfd Al M= 4] A4, A7 A, 2& 74, Fola



AT AR S o F A AR @AM S @,(domain)% patsla, z+ Al E
FIgHE FEI T AN (core idea)S TATTE Al HA wFEA GAME 7+ G

o A ES WFEE 25K auditor)E Bol F9T AN, wAEA W& 25
drol =43 vl F27] GAlE ARES 7HE & wdEte HE3 olopr|S Agd
NE=F 2241 Earshe o] RHEHT

AR, AZGAAE FAE Agstal, AHAT 53] QRS & &4%2]—3— 75123'8}040% Eiaas
Hill 5(2012, 36)> A7 FA17F FA el tigh AFATF, =7t @& AR Z2AL 533 49
A, MEE Eok §A4, o] T5olgtd CQRE AHEE + glor, mEkA CQR WHo =
olH @S BAL o3l ML e WAstaA) sithe A754S Bk 71Es7]E Albgith

=M, A7 (research team)= A v, AFFA9F COR ¥ g 43, &
53 BARA O aEE vt A gkl Ve, g, W Ed did FRA
295 93 1yt Besith 53] CQRY 4L A7AEY g #AS Fsivke
Hgo A Higk k59 ‘WA A § ke A|BE, A7t §o 1 ¢
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AT AN A7Ake] A
djoll met Melx oz okslal s|AekA] Grg, Zxte] AAY 7|ulE ot 7153,
AN L=

279 H2A FAs, AR U3 2lo] YA ABS

d 1AL ARE a9fshs B oA, Fozte] g el
B, Ak el vlag 4 == 3‘-%@. Hill 5(2005)2 ‘8410 olje}l @oks}7]
3 Ao} 714, 2o} Al Lo
ofiz}, AgelAM s =ed o s v7<1o}u:1 Qo8 A& Azt o[ wetelA
HANE S Fofe WaAh, A5, Foiprt He AolthHill, 2012).

m‘i

(summarizing rather than interpretation)’, TF



BgsHA AHE Bkl /S BoFE 2134 (trustworthiness)(Elliott, Fischer, & Rennie,
1999)S 81317 943 FAZA, Hill 5(2012)L A7 2] W4 X (integrity of the data), ¥4
(reflexivity) ¥} 33 (subjectivity)®] ¥, wH$ A7} 7]<&(clear communication of

findings)(Morrow, 2005; Williams & Morrow, 2009)< A%Fstal ot (R3], 239, 2013)

CQRY HE

O H2X|E2 HHE o #HO| Hytst= O
o) &7 XZN X|2Q Lt HAZL(Hill, Nutt-Wiliams, Heaton, Thompson, & Rhodes,

1996)
@ K& YOLtX| 9:: AZAE olshste o
o)) XI2XI|A MZ Z7| (Knox, Hess, Wiliams, & Hill, 2003)

Q@ WA AtH Z2 %’é{&* MZ Olslfst= O
o) LIZRtOIA M ofdS =2 of XIZXte| 8tS(Ladany et al., 1997)
@ Z UX| Rot= 20f, ofE HES sioF & X[, o MEE fOOHOF & X o{HE o
o) X|Z0AQ Olg 0 AtZ(Santiago—Rivera et al., 2009)
® 0| #&: X=E 2ot 0|29 7|= &M
of) 2ol ojxl= 2A Q9 F&H(Schultheiss et al., 2002)
® U 3y A+
o) £mH|Hol|lAQ Ho| HT(Ladany et al., 2000)
@ NS ’é”é(explane) t7] Erct Ma(descrlbe)dtr
Oof) cHshaol ZARAA HOISZHe| QIEASE MFSHU ZES
advisee?| HEZ Mast=dl BA0| AUCHSchlosser et al,, 2003)
Ef=Lt AlE o172
of) M2lX|Z0ll cHst e, AtE] Holof st ME &
(Crook—Lyon, Goates—Jones, & Hill, 2012)
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“CQRo] ¥ F& FH WHoIERE Ao] opJe} ApAFEo] 4] WP AT Yoz

g = Q= HlwE sl fdu JEr FF FHtolela eIt (Hill, 2012, 16)



II. CQRY AR}

7. A/ & ot/ 3. WA=
®© FTHNAHY ISR (cross—analysis)
e dAzgdas © o ool RE Atell Bl =gt
® WMPIDIY YOI HEY ©  WAMSA 2pa
@ S HE, AF =00 @ A= 22 pateEs AA
® XOADE
® HIJZO=
o XOAC ZO=EAE WU LA
2. Al &4 4. =T/
(within—case analysis) @ M3 CIAl M3 CFAl 23
® o Ije (domain list) @ ususE uop 8
® 2F Al sHA(SANNY A @ A= & Utdoi= Heet 010
- = X Cctst =
® ot AN (core ideas) 244 JIE S9=m RIAS HA
® QAAWHAINALH -

1. A|ZCHA|(Getting Started)

1) FA 438 2 CQrR A+ 274
Step Recommendations
=y M 20| UALE, JHeIXOl Ao 2AHsHA, A7t o 2Rt E
ci0|7| mj=of
A 2H 7 = 3 fMsno| HyAEY sts| &M, steX| 2|7, d4F
NP WS ME AT, YTt W2 AR ZAL BT Sy 4F A
TETES 22 20b HM, 012 TES YBICIE COR M
23 ofn A2 AF Mol ZHQ BRAH 2H 28, XIB B4 02
= &0 Z577]




o7 2X(purpose) COR HEOR OfF NS 7|& EE 0
ax Jla B, g, walel| 3 AYUs Wl ) _
A2 ATSL BAGHE WHOR CQRS MEHE XS wilm
!
o7 B & | U7 BH EE A7 SX(objectives)2 THIOR |2

— Consensual Qualitative Research,

[&t1] CQR &+ =5 J[=9| of

Juntunen et al.(2001)2| ofd|2|Zt

ro

=

Darou’s(1987) observation raised several questions about the relevance of career

development theory and prompted initiation of this study. If career choice, as such, is
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AN

not a relevant concept, what are some relevant issues that might contribute to the Indians?

On the basis of the question raised by Darou(1987), our goal was to hear from American
Indians themselves about the meaning of career and the ideas related to it. We also
wanted to understand whether some of the issues raised in the multi—cultural literature,
such as cultural identity, acculturation, and family and community relationships, may also
apply specifically to the realm of career development. To that end, we conducted a qualitative
investigation, relying on the strategies of consesual qualitative research described by Hill,
Thompson, and Williams(1997). The purpose of the study were to explore the definitions
and meanings of career and career choices or career development among an American

Indian sample and to identify related concepts generated by the participants (Consensul

Qualitative Research, 2012, 42-43)

2) A7 ¥ (Research Team)

SRR
jof 22
39| wfolet 917 13

E| O35
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— get teams
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— rotating teams
— multiple theses or dissertations teams

Hol
rH

» EIR ZtX} CQR 1} h;_l'__ 9l7]
» X2 HEOZ CQR Zi H&
> Y B2 2EXe A Ex= deXtEM et
» O] BEE EMIS| 7IEste =2

=
[=]

e =5
» 28 L= HE 3R

|3y | > 8 Ee medE Jof|

» e MR RF, 2 ORI

— Consensual Qualitative Research, 2012, 47-56

Recommendations

HE A | -HEStAR HZ - AR EHFZ0 =Hest s

E - HAO pAMel D E SO - HENC A PED|
- A2 AR = EEAIZIA &2 =0

HE 2 | -HE HESIFH A A

=] -2 D &l = olBlst = H LAl D (Reduce vulnerability)
-2 ZH — AlZHE L} =20 2HAL
-5 30| &l nAtot=0r32 H st - QlHdE=2 1A
- HEol Chet olal

DEA | -JIgEo=2 0lHYLOILEHA BLEDI - AL 2ta E&E

A - XA REAY HZ S HA =02 A2 AZ 0d
-ASE==0oeId 2 CHAl &
- & o2 2 A ol =) - &AM EHAS N EolAl &I

— &X: Consensual Qualtative Research, 2012, 80
@ ¥3 3




(3) EP=7] 12~15% A

Lo Hitletal., (1997)S A0S E A off = O 72 9 [N T

~ XIZ0lA MOI= Zelst 2810l Y= A=K
~ X 1P Lol A 2ROz Z26h, & Jlssh= A QILIE XL Alel
S AR AR X2 A0 2 A A

— 2= JI&F0ll 2elolh= AP E=EFA100 e

FAH ATFA B AE, Aedri QRYYE, Zol Y RE A7) AF

Step Recommendations

- AZX0| CQRO| Xgtstx| 242l
- 28 A7, Jfolo] A
- o ANlZh & 810712 JHey HE +4M

xox gy |- =S AR S AFoR AN

=TS - s MstR o2l UEo 28
- 0128l 2oz My 5%
- MEJHA MHEst FHSS B U=Xl XE E|
— XA 2709 mds HY A, HEXIQ H HIt

ZX: Consensual Qualitative Research, 2012, 84

[Oll] =HUIXOIA =IHUHLOI X =2] AF212H2r A2

T O = IH B OFf A A T E AT (event) = 2 off A 57

— AT IHEE LGOI A —=IHE O A 2H HOA] A/ 255 OfILFO &0/
Bt A = T O/ G HE M= BAON NS S
HIOIA = PIETOMN F SfA IS STA O & S A58 55 12/ TA/Z, HEFOD S,
BHHER =i A= 5F SEISIT/LF 5T7) Brifi= AISSH L] OF AT OAS
F=IHEOI T E A SAE= /S S D, 7 B2 S50 SO/
AL FEEO FHHFE= M SLILF




[ O] AP AFA &5
O, A IHE AL S B olf =4 2
a., IO O 2 B Z0f L7/ WEES 5 S 200107
b, K IIHE S L HES=S PRFONSL TP
c. B2 TS [TP
i I/ THEE S Of 85 2 = TF QI T TP
.G HEE HOITE T S AS OfA TS S E & F a5
2FAS P
. AP HELOF s~ i OISO Of ] B OF SO0 E H2f 7 88 22
LI (Knox et al., PO08)

) |3
Step Recommendations
HE &THl |- sl =3HUleaHE 2E
-E2dNegf ==t EALINEE 2R oS EdE
- HEAEFEXNN=H
- SFAHOAI st HAD DOl =2lal Jl=
- =501 8=8E2
Step Recommendations
M - ZHOIXIRH = A5 F o] MY

- B PXIE 012 Ui

- RRIRQI AL @1722] 21 K| L4 314 0| L0l 20 0]+ 210
- FOIXIt =M 51

- EOIXtoll CHEH MOl =X KK

- DS SerF M=

1010k

£X: Consensual Qualiative Research, 2012, 84




5) Az 7)Y

il Recommendations
=M - SR al #HAN 2| ==

Ol - o e B MES FAL S A, BE A
Of L7l= 202 9ol 0 Oloh B & o' v =of
-2 =2 Al SO HolstAl 2o el HLE EL, & O W B

UKL S S0l =™ 2 WEO
- TPEHAS0] SO0 21HA HX 2l A2 LS = st}
-9lAO 2XolAl == QPoldH o9 ol JHEFA 0] &I St

2y (- 2pOfQIol M2t2 ol MAlob2| RO ®AN el 25 A

= et xHol & Ml Al
MOl |- 5 2 20A ARl ®MAAW 2| 9 &0
o Recommendations
= CreFst H AW 7 CHibiases and expectations)= 1™, 20| &

A= PHA AN
HA |- =AM H e

2 _EaBEJIEHEEI%PEIH Sy M

_ E|0I|)'r| i40|)| I—|0|| j*Xl quJ A 2Eol T 9
A= | - E’é*. %0._ ™ *XEJ HAY 2|HE M2iotd, I Sotd 2SS X
=& |2l
-HEHO A H
AL S0l Tl =

at 21t Aol AL =X 23, 2 AL O E
u gr|

[t Ate| HZ4nt |t HE o]
Knox, Burkard, Edwards, Smith & Schlosser(2008). Supervisors' reports of the effects

of supervisor self—disclosure on supervisees. Psychotherapy Research, 18, 5, 543-559

A2 £ Mo, MRES A7FH b et 2 HAS =2sl¥ch MAE2| o st
ZH0o| M= SRSD(supervisor self-dilclosure)oll &-alo] gi%ict a8 20| =E2{LtH SRSD=

AUSsHH AtEE|ofof Bot= 20| =2f=Q1ct. MAFS2 SRSD7t #&5totl 42isiod 0{2

g

71X ol 72 ALSSIACHEAEE, et ool tigh Y2t 22 S73| I, 2lAZ2E e

10



2 flof, HEOIXOA o2 FHZSE| 2lo, THE[M 2A 75, SIHE[0[X[of| A
71 L B2 S73sP| flal). 252 dAlel EME =oAL, sEHELO|X|7F 24 dEo
LRt FHE u[StALE, SHE|TL ZHE ARMolZAM &7 etotd, A2 [7hEE SHA|
22 Aol2fL SIUCE ARrle| AR E 2ldE W, 2F SEMel g2tE 2SIGICt HE|0|
X7} ehalStALE Faol2ke =S ST HE|Ho|AM 2| XA I7H0] SItskALL HE|
M FoHA = At e 20500t S=HEIO| M = ~IHEO|X[7} ~IHH[O|A{ o] ZRo|A =
T U= Ao EUct TSIt shAjet & H2 I ojof t=X] 715 o[ 20| ECt2
SIFich Moz Oso| ATHe 22 MASA A |7Heo| 785icks &ls F3lu
AR A RZ|I7HES StR =Kol THoll M2t 27| of F=2ict ATFAIS2 ol MAAS
WMo 2 AAZ HFst(0f: 2S0| ARE ARele| At Mo w2t siAf5te
AT 22 Zot MZ MIASIFUCHo: AFEUSS ME CHE ARRel Mdo| A2 E olslisk=

o a7t =20 JA=X =HSHACH

2. AEHEA

- 99 B2 95T AR A

o1 O 2F &k A
1. startlist Tt = Pl EHo= oo et
2. eE=Sso=Em=cxgaod =2= =01 AU A

3.8 8N ==2I<=01 HHA

4. 2 Aldli0oiCE S S = ol HEXN=2Q 2t sHAINS S 2ls D
SEONS - Sl

1.2rgdeel HE A== 2ol s o= e(EHE)oH &
el -

2. g2elw 2

.22 A= =s3aase SoFes==soiZE ot =&

4. 28 Atall2] stel & 20

— &X' Consensual Qualiative Research, 2012, 115

1



2
18
Jhﬂ

= (domain list)

_wigol N AEE oju] 91 EEd FA) B2(Hill, 2012, 104)
Holl 7123} start list =5 AIHE 22 72K Miles & Huberman, 1994)7 WA AE-S

- FoI5E AESH 99 S5 sk . 220l FHASH

<@ 8l ™ P (Rhodes et al_, A 21 A (Vivino, Thompson, Hill &
Ladany, 2009)

1994) 1. Definition of Compassion

1. Long—Term Background 2. Comparison of Compassion to

Related Consturcts

2. Immediate Background i . . .
3. Manifestations of Compassion in

3. Precipiant Therapy

4. Client Experience 4. Limits to Capacity to Be
Compassionate

5. Action 5. Strategies Therapists Use to

6. Resoultion of Event Return to Feeling Compassionate

N 6. Development of Compassion

7 . Ensuing Process o ) R
7 . Factors Facilitating Compassion
8. Factors Hindering Compassion

2) A5 FY(coding the interview dato into the damains)

34 AR UE FAS B 2, 42 29, £ FAAILYES 9% 2
BRI Y 2 sl 1 A2 ol ¢ IS W) uere 288 Agdn)

01% 319 (double coding): H22 H&S F 7H91 Fgel WA sH= 74
37
o

AJ3HA] ¥+ AE(noncoded data): AL U =<, FA|, W3t
=9 52 9 gestel] el AT 4 9l
718} % H(“Other” domain): A7-A ok Bd o] fIAT S AL ov] = WEL o

12



[OlI] €<: LHE AL CHSF ¥ S (= interviewer: P= participant)

: LHEEXION CHOHl M 2F e 2152 U216l 20 b S LIC
o, 2 IS €2 2 iy Moe )= S ) AACtH I e =22
2 4 AU 2P LIS ALe} 2ol tisll OF 5 = LICk

o=

P: LHEAIZISI 2 G2 HE Mot =2210l4 2= 240 0l =52
stS U

I: LHEFALON CHoll &2t 2 2t 52 20 2 285100

P: 0ll, DJeci M D 31210 LHE XS] Ol-] X[oll Clisll 4 OlOF2IS D LEAM =
= =¢F 11 0l0F2] = CLA| oAl g2y SLU]C)

—

=S 242D ol Zoll ===t
D HAX D =2 Xer A

= ezt 2301 O 21 OH &=

—
— =

Az EOIXIDF 21 ertoll 2 = st
B: HEXINI XS 2=
WSSl 2t =, SOl XD =X
Ol LHEXIOIl CHS B = 2 210l S St AID = 20 = = =5t

t FE me o

— = X Consensual Qualitative Research, 2012, 107

- gelAe B Qe BHAs, Al ol MaE 5 J=S 9o
gustA =g o] 74
- SlMol 7 @, AEet gol AMgEA gn
_Abele) A wiet mestel,
R EDES DL RS P L
- summarizing rather than interpretation(Hill et al., 2005)
- UlgA C A 82 T, Fox} P T2 FA] (Hill, 2012)

[Ol] " HiHUI=] Eol= =AH°
=> ‘LA =xX =X =SFoldH ol H U A 20 & sl =at) 2 P

[Oll] “l was very. |l mean vou know_ angry, just very angry at my therapist
because of what he kind of did that time, yvou know what | mean?”

=> “Participant was angry at therapist”™
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- HU Z(jx]j]- ‘6]—7]-“ Gﬂ/ﬂjﬁbﬂ _'TL/\‘]

- geigol WAl B A A T4 B, UiA) Al B A7Ap) 8ok
YoM A=

r®

AN P4 of

o

b

x| ERHE FFO| L2 ) O U &]7le] HIES S0{oF YCkT MZUsED Aot XRAHS
LHEIRFRE ofLy Alolel ArZkabAol @iEFct XIRARE X2 o) HE sl & cf

L SHE, L B O 9% SZsok Hoje. X0zt SRS SZE Hojl2. o]

= =" o= — == =]
AR =71, off 25=0ict 5 "ol oF ¥, & Hofl 8t ¥, O%A HZAMo =z nie|g
Hojl
A2 OE VF OBEIE HEl 426t AER, Od LEL| HEHE AUCHR?

Y. th= 30l ==0] =X| ZA0i. W ol ==0| & A £7|% 1 ch3ol= aFX
A0, M HH= LIS a0 BoiSel Ho L.

LS A

H1 Actn Y2ZREo) 2o 2 Al AR
CIA

ZAlo| 2Sol|AH| HFCE TESAH HFolof| tha 23 AEUHCH 1 = Atolofl ¢{5{=01
A R FATEE Gl otofl AASH I
grel LioF & of 23t oz 2RE Hol. "ot R, 4l HH el 5{=0] glol=

Mol S (fading)ECl= HAlo] gtozx o|H
J
Stctn MzZiglole. aqe| MatE HAEE =7t glof L.

2
A2 g UASK 220, orek ChAl I shof

Y 5P| Ade AR, O S| $EF AIB3ojoF o, ... LTt
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4) e} 24

- o2 CQRrRe A

- QQRE 537 A= R 293 A T
e w9453, A7) Aol & ¥ AfE2 5 A dtiMarshall & Rossman,
1989)

S R4 Eelay] B BeSe] A4 ARE ARG 9% 2547 W) BHe A2

3] B (Consensus Version) : 9]oF7] &4, Ho|& 4]

[0l] ‘0| 45 Azl 1°2] ofof7| &4

o
10
i

A 7:FHOX2A BEC 20, B =H2HE

si&IHE:P= P M XIS A0l 2tEioldl S2Z20lA 22 A 232,
Ol & X=X O+l Ol EZ2 = US=US0HE = Aot 2 W HE A=
Hol M XIEX2 )=20= CH=E 2301k =220k

(AL T, 53—55)

P: St LIS CFE XIS XHOIHI 2= ol = EFII 22 2, &£ ot
£l #HOol é::”o =[S0 =+oll O=2 &Sl A XI=A<@F)

W= =2l Heln =213 LICH

P = participant I = interviewer

— &= X : Consensual Qualitative Research, 2012, 109

15




A 1: 0l X AR Al =< HGF

HADHE: P LHEEARIE Ol X X SOlLA SHA I Kl 242 Mol S 2t =R

FOYCH Ol & X AL LIS Aol Z oAl &2 21 22 F=HI=01 Al X| =2 AH0ITA|

HYEHE 21 290 P= 0] 2 018 Xl A LHE A2 2 Erolol 220l ol =

23] —elolAl &2 A = A &Ho|at D M2sict.

SIS (AL T, 45-571)

- DduUpIEA2 Aao ol 4 2 0 Al SUCE EaMH L EAIE 2] S 0]

HE =S USolTAHR

P:LIOIA HOIE BHEA UUEAIS MG E 0 Ol & X 2ARol 2SI A 882 21 0]

”*El'— AE 2aAASLICHE L= 20| A A2l E 3 olel 2 42X PHIH I =
ol A< Al &= —EHIS EHEZIHLULEEZZ WU SEFol U= AMZ2H0]l gl A M X =

IIOIDiI M 2= 2SUCHE DA A=A Ul ESs el et E22 S

=5l =2IGIXl ) A 2 21 EH012) ) M 2totLICL Fel L CF 2 X S XIoiD)| 2t

sl S & olAl & °—*° IH E"“ﬂ T ol 2ol SES s 30l =+2old

=20 Hol M IIEI}QI_JHC’&E_J"*HEE_J 0“7—.%1 LICE - =

A : Consensual Qualitative Research, 2012, 109

HJ° 208

[ofl] ‘THol A7 Al 1°2] E|O|E YA ol

M |EB |HEAXR PN JE| oo/
ol eSS
1 A3 | J2uUDPEMo sl Oie] O 2D ASUCH [Ps LIS A0 E 1
- EFME WGASHS Mo| AE S a2z | X2 0AM A <A
51 |P: U0 HOIE 290 WEtAS G2 o |HS2H0S=tn<l
HARKAOHACA 22 200 Boe 28 29 | e AS AUTE O
SLUCH L= O210| Ao A2 ntEo|etn M2 | & A2 A2F LA
SIATFZ 2 A &2 2HS HE 22 | 2ol oA #2 A

E28 1] 20| 1S Al2F0l @L0IM M XIZAt0l | €S SHSO0I M A

A E YIlE R ZSUCH 2 X ZA SR = Aol A (1 f

= Clol Natn S22 26| =25lA D e | A 2UACLPEOIS

Zetol2tn M24stLICH E8F LIS CH2 X 2 Al | O & A ZALUE
[a] =]

A 2HABHH ZAGHAl er S & 2. EotFel | AL ZE6Eol 2

ool ZR S C =Sl 226t 1s2 0@ |0l Oish 25| =2
5l M A RAS IAS =o|SJetD M2AsL |t RECM 2 X
Ck. 2Ho| 21 A4 2t
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A}

- wARAE AE e 75 FAE Fohhe 2

nxrE< 2 X
1. PEFONSFA BISsE FXGS slLEC =0l 2=
2. 8hLESl 2191 = DXl D Al = EHCH
3. PERA=0] 2LX Ol 2 A2l SO0lIA 2 =AU 2= =tol
4. 2o gl == st ol
5. 2= @30 ¥ == 5ol
6. AP 2+ X 24 = AN =8

2 LHO YU HOl(ULHE, M X, s, o 2)
8. MmslCled, Ul w= Pl =& =2 st

9. == 2=

-

- £X: Consensual Qualitative Research, 2012, 134

- AN U7) 24 sl ol 7k o] g S 917] wlE(Hill, 2012, 120)

[HAHE LHE7] o]
Client Factors Associated With Therapist Attraction (Ladany et al., 1997)

case #10 sHAIHY

Therapist attracted to average built and average apperarance female who was
intriguing, intelligent, therapy savvy, and had little self-esteem and sexualized
presentation, Client was rape and incest survivor. Client never did anything overtly
sexual, but there was strong transference.

Therapist was attracted to client who was intriguing and therapy savvy.

17




Client was intelligent,

Client has little self—esteem.

Client never did anything overtly sexual, but there was a sexualized presentation and
client had a strong love/hate transference to therapist.

Client was a rape and incest survivor.

— Consensual Qualitative Research, 2012, 120-121

[WXHZA of ]
Client was physically attractive (10 cases)
1. Therapist found client physically attractive but stated that the identification was
more important than the pysical attraction.
. Client was physically attractive.
. Therapist was attracted, to a lesser extent, to the client’s physical attractiveness.

. Therapist was attracted to a physically attractive client

o b~ W DN

. Therapist was mostly attracted to client because of his physical appreance: unique,
wide—eyed adoring look, which therapist indicated that in the gay community
indicated interest in someone and was not often experienced by the therapist.
6. Client was average looking but attractive to therapist.

9. Client was a physically attractive client (i.e., dark hair, brown eyes, and ltalian).

11. Client was physically attractive.

13. Therapist noted client fit “template”(i.e., his type), that is, very attractive.

15. Client reminded therapist of a former boyfriend and was strongly attracted by client’s

look.
2. Client was attractive in nonphysical attributes (12 cases)

a. Client was a good therapy client(articulate, bright, insightful) (8cases) ..

— Consensual Qualitative Research, 2012, 122
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