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Abstract 

 

Participants consisted of three distinguished writers. Case studies were employed 

through in-depth interviews and data collection in an aim at acknowledging process of 

careers by these writers. In view of the results, conclusions were achieved as follows: 

their career attributed a great deal to family background. They all appreciated some life 

beneficial others for their in-time guidance. These people included “door keepers” of 

the field. As for time background, they referred mainly to persistence in adversity, 

setting transference, and blooming of development in Taiwan. 
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