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To wunderstand the reflexive narrative and some related
research method as the epistemological foundation of a
critical-praxis-oriented methodology paradigm that supports
the inquiry into subjectivity.
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Integrating deconstructive textual reading with reflexive
narrative dialogue grounded in personal life experience, this
approach aims to cultivate critical perspectives capable of
discerning intersectionality and multi-layered social systems,
thereby enabling the re-construction of meaning in lived
experience as an inquiry into subjectivity.
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Cultivating Digital Narrative Literacy: Integrating text,
voice, 1mage generation, and interactive exercises to deepen
students’ narrative practice and expression.
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Enhancing Reflexivity and Subjectivity: Employing AI to
support reflective dialogues and role-playing activities that
help explore selfhood within broader social contexts.
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Any graduate student who w to explore their own experiences
through reflexive narrative methods and is willing to engage
in writing and dialogue.
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Introduction: Narrative and
1 Practice as a Pathway for Academic 3
Inquiry
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Utilizing the “Life Narrative and
Praxis Interactive AI” to Support
Narrative and Praxis-Based
Learning
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Critical Practice Approach: A

Methodological Paradigm for
Subjectivity Inquiry
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The Narrative Turn in Philosophy
and Methodologies for Exploring
the Meaning of Experience
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Knowing, Narrating, and Acting as

a Recursive Cycle: The Possibility
of Subjective Healing (Part 1)
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A Lamp That Suffices: The
Possibility of Subjective Healing
(Part 2)
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Research Methods: Auto-Critical
Ethnography (Self-Narrative) and
Action Research
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The Context of Life Experience:
Multi-Layered Social Systems and
Intersectionality
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The Dialogues between Personal
Experience & Professional Prxis:
Past, Present, and the Desire-

Directed Future of Life
Development
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Frame Analysis I: Gender/Sexuality,
Class, and Ethnic Experiences in
Life Development
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Frame Analysis 11: Individual &
Family Experience and Life
Development
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Frame Analysis I11: National-
Historical Experience and Life
Development
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Criteria of Research Quality: Social
Validity in Narrative Inquiry
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Why I Say “I Don’t Do ‘Narrative’
Research”: The Political Nature &
Danger of Narrative
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Resonance in Reflective Dialogue
and Collective Narrative
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Textual Dialogue
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Textual Dialogue Il
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Textual Dialogue 111

18

Y BARTYBESD RALE

Review of Learning Journey and
Final Synthesis
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