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and Sugamura (2003)

Abstract

The purpose of this paper was to comment on Sugamura (2003) and Yamada (2002) and to consider the applicable
scope of qualitative psychology in terms of the methodological and theoretical implications from the standpoint of
"structure-construction qualitative psychology." The suggestions given were as follows: (a) the narrative approach
based on an emic perspective critiqued by Yamada (2002) could be appropriate as qualitative psychology, (b) some
critiques done by Sugamura (2003) and Yamada (2002) could be inappropriate in that they did not consider the
epistemological differences between the narrative approach and experimental psychology, (c) on the other hand, their
critiques revealed what one should be aware of regarding the narrative approach, (d) the differences between the
concepts of "hypothesis-testing” and "generativity" were pointed out, and (e) it was suggested that "structure-
construction qualitative psychology" could be a grand theory of qualitative approaches. Lastly, the importance of
having a constructive attitude for further discussion was emphasized.
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