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We are forceful in telling our students that
narrative research is thefar more difficult

road . . .I1tIs for the hardy, the passionate, the
student who can bear enormous anxiety and
ambiguity and persevere.lt is for those who
are comfortable knowing certainly but
without certainty who can recognize that all
knowledge Is tentative and provisional but
can still have confidence in what they know .

Josselson & Lieblich , Up Close and Personal, 2003 p. 272
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ocoLanguage oahthe mostimporas
content and the most important instrument of
socialization. 0

Berger & Luckman, 1969 p. 153
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social constructionist studies are those that seek, at
least in part, to replace fixed, universalistic, and
sociohistorically invariant conceptions of things with

more fluid, particularistic, and sociohistorically
embedded conceptions of them.

Weinberg, 2008 p. 14
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Constructivism (JeanPiage, George Kelly, Ernst von Glasersfeld)
Social representations theory (Serge Moscovici)

Pragmatism (Charles S. Peirce, William James, John Dewey, Richard

Rorty)
Critical realism (Roy Bhaskar)

Discursive psychology (Jonathan Potter, Derek Edwards, Michael

Billig , Alexa Hepburn)
Ethnomethodology (Harold Garfinkel)

Deconstructionism (JacquesDerrida)



w Discourse

w Interpretation/Hermeneutics
w Meaning

w Speech acts

w Bricolage

w Reflexivity

w Taken for granted

w Meaning

w phenomenology
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(Wittgenstein, 19589 o0 Y@ a1 sead Wi 1
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w Language-games.

w othe meaning of awordisitsuseinthel a n g u 43%&para.(
43)

w OMisunderstandings concerning the use of words, brought
about, among other
things, by certain analogies between the forms of expression in

different regions of our language. 0 ( po9a@)r a .
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Normal Science

Puzzle solving stage

Scientists share common paradigm
-make measurements

-articulate theory
-make predictions X
New Paradigm
Scientists return to routine Anomaly
Revolution becomes invisible Blame apparatus
Set aside problem
‘ Modify paradigm
Pre-paradigm phase 1
Alternative concepts compete
Anarchic period Crisis
Fact gathering appears unguided Anomaly too problematic
Faith in paradigm shaken

Change in World View

Gestalt shift

Problem seen from different perspective
New paradigms explored
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"Being that can be understood islnguageo

Gadamer, 2004 p. 470
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To say that truth is not out there is simply to say that where

there are no sentences there is no truth, that sentences are elements
of human languages, and that human languages are human
creations. Truth cannot be out there d cannot exist independently of the
human mind 8 because sentences cannot so exist, or be out there. The
world is out there, but descriptions of the world are not. Only

descriptions of the world can be true or false. The world on its own -

unaided by the describing activities of human beings d cannot.

Richard Rorty (1989 p. 5)



What then is truth? A movable host of metaphors,
metonymies, and anthropomorphisms : in short, a sum of
human relations which have been poetically and
rhetorically intensified, transferred, and embellished, and
which, after long usage, seem to a people to be fixed,
canonical, and binding . Truths are illusions which we
have forgotten are illusions ; they are metaphors that have
become worn out and have been drained of sensuous
force, coins which have lost their embossing and are now
considered as metal and no longer ascoins.

Friedrich Nietzsche (18732005 p. 17)
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When ygowoveour t(rue | dea of a [l
matter. Y oin @ossession; youknow, you have fulfilled your
thinking destiny . You are where you ought to be mentally; you

have obeyed your categorical imperative; and nothing more need
follow on that climax of your rational destiny. Epistemologically

you are in stable equilibrium. Pragmatism , on the other hand,
asks | ts usual- gqguest]| Bhet rai@r, & R
owWhat concrete di-{Ference- - Wi ||
actual life? How will the truth be realized? What experiences will

be different from those which would obtain if the belief were

false? What, in short, isthet r ut h évalue inaxpériential

terms? O

William James (19072005 p. 17)
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We should restrict ourselves to questions like "Does our use
of these words get in the way of our use of those other
words?" This I1s a question about whether our use of

tools Is Inefficient, not a question about whether our

beliefs are contradictory .

Richard Rorty (1989 p. 12)
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There Is no single value, moral ideal, or political good
that, when fully pursued, will not work toward the
obliteration of some alternative value i even those we
might especially wish to sustain. Pursue individual
freedom to its limits and we lose community; favor
honesty above all and personal security is threatened,;
champion community well -being and individual
Initiative may be destroyed.

Gergen, 1999 p. 233
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oConstr uct iisonotiexemptfromn hedritical
stance it brings to bear on other theories. Social
constructionism, as a body of theory and practice,
therefore must recogniseitself as just asmuch a social
construction as are other ways of accounting. 0

PRI AE IHCIoley of Ihikdl
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O Truth" as a criterion is simply rendered irrelevant to
the acceptance or rejection of constructionist
propositions . Constructionism does not ask to be
accepted because it is true. Ratherconstructionism
Invites collaboration among people in giving sense and
significance to the world, and pressing on toward more
Inclusive futures together. Alternative "truths" are not
thereby abolished; they are invited as participants in
the dialogue. 06

Gergen, 1999 p. 229
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O lper ecl se measurement of an (W
through time and space would never allow one to

understand, for example, the way inwhichani ndi vi dual
life is built around a search for spiritual salvation. In effect ,

the subjective lives of others are the very phenomenamost

central to the human condition. 0

Gergen, Josselson, & Freeman,2015 p. 3



V4 4

@ Vol e Wi aye=neen URcan
an e aRUWU o@ 6l @2a o
al 00h=>2 Al 0 YaYadReld Yol

o Rl

0 T hhepe isto replace alienation with appreciation,
and rejectionwi t h respect. O

Gergen, Josselson, & Freeman,2015 p. 3
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0 St r speakimgyonly explanation is methodic.
Understanding is rather the nonmethodic moment
which, In the sciences of interpretation, comes together
with the methodic moment of explanation.
Understanding precedes, accompanies, closes, and
thus envelops explanation. In return explanation
develops understanding analytically. o

Ricoeur, 1979 cited in Orange, 1995 p. 16
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