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The Qualitative Interview has become the most frequently used qualitative research method to
make sense of our lives. At the same time we observe two opposite trends. On the one hand, we
observe a new wave of (conservative) evidence-based research and on the other hand, a stronger
(modernist) focus on reflexivity and postmodernism. Both the conservative and the modernist ar-
guments work in favour of the interview, but in opposite directions. Then, we also find those who
rather focus on the theoretical concerns about the analytic status of interview data. In this per-
spective the worry is that the success of the interview method may undermine the quality of quali-
tative research.

This way we are left us with a paradox: the success of the interview method may pose a threat to
the credibility of qualitative research and the risk of a “qualitative” backlash.

In this tutorial we will look upon the interview method, the history and the alternate pro- and con-
arguments as seen from the array of contemporary approaches and paradigms in qualitative re-
search. What are the conflicting arguments and what are the epistemological background leading
to the contemporary conflict over this method? In what ways do these arguments pose a threat to
the status and the quality of qualitative research? Are there any ways out?

The tutorial will offer a number of illustrations from both Western and non-Western research.
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