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Idiographic Approaches in Clinical Psychology
Syosuke OBANAWA

TOET 2 PRABCH D ETh] L0IFMIHO»TE, ERARENEERO—DTHE. COE
i, %< oA, TS PE (predictive validity) k5 b0 TH 228, B, 2hhEEOMA
ACDOTDORKYIETFEEWHEL T B ELALH B, HED, JHT psychometric 77 2 M, 4
& UTOFHIEREC >0 TR E 2L, BACEKMTHOFRIC 20T, RICEHEEHLEBEE
3,

P25 2HOIHITFUOBRIIC L - T, it Alls 2o sailicay ohitELE S, i
EHOBHHEORER, AHRIREMORLS, RENERLD SR DI £ OITENRE SN s
i, CORRER, FTOTRIC DD TORUELE b > T EEL S, LbL, WM SIHFTEOMBmR
i, 1002 THRTNE OB THROOBERTH S, FOPT, HEOD D FADETE LI H ES5h
i, JERAE U TOIETHERIC X - THSBANICESIY 2 L, ASEOITTRREDELD, 1004
PROADFHATEN T HFDEETICA > T & O I HRHP S, APHITII8O% DIATOTREM: A3 B 5 & FEAl
L& T AT, TRREOMFTE ST, —HIERET20THE 55, A ZFLIHOEHS100 AL
Sleh, Z0DLRONBIFTCHA 2R S, THRMAEREAERZ, WO NBMRELL. Lhlcock
W, ADEOWIIAIINEE RITOBIFR LI, 05, OMEIBREREBLTHINSRL T, &b
BHITH O BEDTH B,

EBROUIEIERIEDIE, ChEEZEMZSOTRRYL, F$HMOF2 FEGHL, BEROETRIEan
WWHERUL T, MAORKIAERE AEECHMCL 23 &5, Child, »Whw 2 Eikiksy (idiographic)
RESEEETHY, £OPTO segmental 755 2 + DEIRIL, T X~ FOBEEE LB, APED
JETHRIC OO TIRERMICAEIAS B &S T &1, TOPMEI DT @ idiographic study 4475 57510 D
THA. group norm &2 FHKMBME ST L 5 FHiR, actuarial TH-T, clinical Tz, 4t
3¢, idiographic approach & nomothetic (BERIENH) approach & @ Z4#: 20T, %<
personology OREMAHEROP T MBI SN TR, CO/MATIE, 0 Z4EEn <5 St I
L, idiographic approach %% T, FRHUHESE £ DERIES & OAVEREHE L A72 Lz,

I

nomothesis & idiograph ox%isri3, MEOBHLZEHN, PRUELCHOE|D Lo TRkl IS
Mill @ psychology & ethology, Dilthey @ explanatory psychology & understanding psychology,
Windelband @ nomothetic science & idiographic science 73 EAMGEREYILHITH A 54, YETIL,
Rosenzweig % idiodynamics ({fid::h3) %, G. W. Allport A8 morphogenic (JEABFs4:1#y) psychology
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idiographic approach Z-2oWvT

R ERL TS,

Allport Iz XD,

parability <
M,

7z vertical dimension {34

Wi,
R LT

»,
psychology

RO S
7 individual 5B 34608 H
YL R

—x,lg B
BEnIg

PES

55, -7,

WL & OIGEAY R ELIIE S S & 72

dimensional approach Z7#5E LT3
ENTH,

asy Li)))df TR ES

¥ oEELHEMEThL, T

EfST

FIEL TS

NWEDTHS.
EPRART .
HoREERE,

—HHlE DL, YA E LTES
5D THI.
“increasing man’s understanding of man” & 5 [l
DT 35 .

ELTO LHZOMLNE, FEAZHA 72 commonality TH U,
AZHP) % horizontal dimension * LTOEHE, Mib, MiE, K&,

5. 20—F, TNoMflA R BN T EDBIBEONT
(patterned), vrOE TNz EHEDLD (“the Billian quality of Bill”) 2t LT\ 3,
R xR Tk
’cgléﬁh@"i'(mh‘f b,
testable proposition ZHi&HUTH - TIF A3,
knowledge 132 & » T,

JerdEoox

Rosenzweig i idiodynamics EWPATVAD, i3,

L5178, “ﬂfo%ﬂﬁ)\l HDREE bfﬂﬂ)\?’%fﬁﬁﬂl%im i,
D, ELNPEPNRAGORSE UTHEANS OGN 8. = UCHEZBRIETRE, BAR
ﬁi"ﬂﬁ"l‘[‘w s3¥r&  dynamic conceptualization OfJ5% 5

“man in general” % LT,
H SRS R
dimensional psychology %L T,

A EkEE] (population)

com-

s

AW, 2T S5O hypothesis
@%bm%@faﬁﬁ%vﬁ®m<i&§ﬁﬂ.

ZOWFE, ehd

structural unit & LU Co4ic o0 T® coordinated
RICHEHDN B TH
7212, BRI Uisd

%] (1, p.406).

SO EBHA ORI N
FOHE (APA, 59) @
“man in particular” #

B3 TN F AR S AN =R AN

morphogenic

IL,\}W' 50 it nﬁ (2}

#—3, segmental 7{THID
I, FEtancE

T A LD “a

THE INDIVIDUAL AND NORMS IN PSYCHOLOGICAL THLEORY

Rosenzweig. (7) p. 214

Theoretical
_ Matrix

General-Experimental

Statistical-Psychometric

Psychoanalytic-Projective
(Idiodynamic)

Objective

To establish principles of
stimulus-response relation-
ship applicable to the gene-
ralized human mind.

To allocate the individ-
ual in the group according
to the distribution of var-
ious individual differences.

To reveal intra-individual
(response-response or need-
response) relationships for
understanding the given
case and for deriving prin-
ciples of personality funct-
ioning.

Roéle of the
Individual

An exemplar of respo-
nses in segmental stimulus-
response behavior.

A constituent part or
component of the group,
the group being the basic
unit.

A universe of events
(idioverse) subject to an-
alysis as a population.

Species of
Norms

UNIVERSAL : functional
criteria of behavior, usually
implicit, conceived as oper-
ating, under the required
conditions, without except-
ion for all individuals.

GROUP: statistical stan-
dards, usually explicit, for
measuring the individual’'s
conformity to the average
of the group ot for placing
him otherwise in the range
of its distribution.

INDIVIDUAL : implicit or
explicit terms of reference
for understanding the beha-
vior of the person in the
context of what is charac-
teristic or idiomatic of him.

Criterion of|
Normality

Frequency of the con-
ditions that initiate lawful
seqences of behavior, the
infriquent being the path-
ological.

Frequency of end-prod-
uct behavior in a given
social group or culture, the
infrequent being the abno-
rmal.

Economy or efficiency
in intra-individual organ-
jzation, the wuneconomical
being the unhealthy.
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AN e F1oWOAr
world of events” Th2s. TOE=OHRIFTOH approach 73, HDE S idiodynamics TH D, AEN
I GRARTEES LORRIZH 5035 Allport 43 morphogenic LIELS, XD -—%AYIC idiographic &I
1T TN S approach &L, £ Tl a person [F, individual & LToO{AHET 20 &, intra-
individual functioning O—RFEZEXHEILT20L0, ZHORMNE b - THIREENA LK
5. C@E&I@é@f}”ﬁ??&f%’%“*hli, BIR— DML TH 5.

IR EESREORSTH D, EEEERPIFORNBTH L & Rﬁﬁ’b HL oW EbhlkoT3, L
pi L/C?}’L?Cfr LT Allport BWROEIITED. [ C@ii BRI TEHOERTH D, LHFEEOFER
THY, BN, Thgi - BARNTE T OREE TR 2 LIy ~& Th 4. Zhi—FHHNCERIE

SIS EZFICHRELTLE SDIERETES. FbPthFI’L' , FEAZREOPICEEDTBINETHA. ]
(2,p13)

FN T, OBE% nomothetic & idiographic O DOLIFE ST TLE D BLFRESITHEAD
. A EAREICR L, BEERREACRT S, MR ESERBL, BERBAEETHE (verste-
hen) 4%, chbik{ fméﬂ 03}\ c; STEZ N ETHLBH, Fio Allport RES. [LEEE

OO B BT AT B 3, BoBWoeETHL, @) -hhvbild, WUEBLIRD, ARt
M3 2 5 50 5 ks b-%g‘/v T 72; bzs’aé: WS EEI AL, fﬁiﬁ?ﬁc, pattern % & o fofHME THEZETI N
ZEOHMAE FHRICEEZHENTOS CERBIETH S ] (2,p14)

Z Dk, Rosenzwelg Tk O EMITHETH 2. B0 L5 I OHFOMER EO =R (stages :
Wlic theoretical matrix & & E-TND) EWVHRSHEEZ, FarofmiEE=0 idiodynamic form-
ulation ICH->TWH 5N ED, MO 2%, RUTTLNTUESOTREL, FFETFI2IOEL

BT L - T, BEL L, HARSELEMENEE S dichotomy DD SN THZ EHA X
5, theoretlcal matrix FENEFNIKR -1 norm £ H B, TAUCHELL T normality @ criterion #8
EHINTNAE, o norm DI Allport KB W THFEIHICHEZ SN, personology OfFLEE KD

Allport (2) p. 15

Wi TR NS
i # i s o ~ J(
R e 4 B ‘ —
o Ay — Sy ) T L

EAHWRHERL TG, i, RpOEASEEE, Rosenzweig OZNEFE~RL TN L5 THEN, #
Wk &Sz, Rosenzweig @ idiodynamics {F group norm % universal norm & $il%E 26D TH
A, fpLA Allport @ personology a4 L3 f\*%f"éé %5, fto THPOBATIEER, T
WZE Rosenzweig OO0, AEMTEIDELLDID—ESTH B

BRAK, LHEEROZEME A, ROB. Cattell | Lot R orhs i P:Léﬂ 24 ioxhid,
WCSCEAR T SRR, I, FERADA R & IR IC & B FEERAY (proto-clinical) B, F=iC
3, EEH . ERNEETH L. PO, )?Zl,kﬂ@ T &<, Eysenck L3FUFi&iL5 nomothesis D
TR LG, BEOBREO AT EICHENAO B OHEEEE UTAERT 5. Rosenzweig O general~
experimental ¢S statistical-psychometric OFEREDS, #h Z2hic Cattell o, E=0BHE 3
HICED SV OB THRESZBERSY on& 5. &L, idiodynamics 23054, HHFMBIICHIE S
AT, Fhi, Allport BSEE LB E 30 dichotomy 1€ & B3RSO r*m’«‘k%ﬁ!}jﬁ“a &S
A5 . idiodynamic approach |3, nomothesis OFREEFEE G Cattell OFRICIE, TOFEHTE
H5CEEERERY. BER, N Bo MM UkBie LT R0 oniok, e b, Cattel
DIEERY « EERABRE VW S BARSEORE—&, {orOAEEL > THELEL DD, 1
SETHE, DT, Allport & Rosenzweig &, T4y afigkBA e SITEVEER.
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idiographic approach 24T

il

R D A DI B T THIRERZ, £ 1T statistical-psychometric 77 TH »72. T2 TRE
DPEEE, HEF “constituent part or component” TH T, “universe of events” T, F
NTR, FokS5k LT idiedynamics IZHETHAS». Allport 3, morphogenic %75 semi-
morphogenic WHHEEFEELTVS, CNAEECERLESLHEMLLSD,

LT HADETERBITMFE BB ST 2 F4i s T, #1213 Baldwin i3, —AOTOHIMEDE
W) =X G, DI NEPEPERICDNTES “leeling tone” AL, BTIHEIDERLY
KCHDMEFEL pAEEZ, 1L LTHAL®D unique thought structure itk bt Baldwin {3, &
{1’z “personal structure analysis” EAfHF T 285, ciud, Lid LIZGEEHEIC A O N5 ko s
LhdEL N5,

FHRIC, EADATEDL TSNS (major structural foci), #Edid, &iEOF —<% BT
FHpsd s, H G Wells 2, HOOAEICIZI T 20k F—=hdH b, —oiF world goverment ~
OHLTHY, BD-—2i sex ~OMLT HBEE -1, BWIED AR M, kKE—20F—<, I
+ “simplification of life” ko Th&iEELZ NS, P. B Perry I khid, W. James {Z,\20D
dominant trends % & - Tl o, ¥4 Allport HEOIAEIC JhuT, SHEEEYYT.2, 3LFI0D esse-
ntial characteristics I & - TR AF 451 %f‘;’j’(’) HCEMHBEL., COBFRRISGIFBERING

5508, COWPLINEF — 72 L4 50, RIEZPRETRN,

PAEAPDELT, ﬂﬂ]\@f[{[’ﬁﬁ:-{«xdﬁ/\‘( b, Mo, HCdE LTLRODRAITE 2,
FES OB, WHIC, FERIMELP, HHERLI O IBMUD, HARHLBEIE NS REE

HZETH] S HEBEA NS, Allport i3, client o [{E SN AR #ERL, K80
AW % BEE $20T LI, dient DEHDRGE EDHY T AT NS FLEE LTINS,
Kilpatrick & Cantril {2 Eﬁ}@%ﬁ{%&ﬁ;{\-% BR D OB ORI AEA TR XY, Cha-TEo Ny o
DO FBICE &, I SICHEOANELTGRIET, Thia vy TORTFRICNBEST I 1T, S vao
RIS 5, TAEME MR ofody, FEBIRESTEE B MR L M5 Tas Fikk Biil

(“self-anchoring scale™),

T ORISR EROGERE L 7201k Shapito OFETH B, £ TR, FEEIC bt A HIENT
HHAC S &30, COEACEDBEREMSES NS, ChRiEE LT, 04 8o %5 I Bk
BT LCLE-T, HAOKEBREALS ETEL0THS.

F 72, personal expression O F AR TE, FPAMICEMTIMEIEDF AL » 707 4 =L Th,
Zin% malching 42301, REERICOOLTOREE LI LT,
ETH D ELa~TNWS, chid, —f%IC case study IKBWNVT, FHCEhLs
5LETHAD.

INBOHFER, Wb, general F BT dimensional 73 norm & FNELNT, 4AD Personal
structure ONH D2 = — 7 15/98 — VA PN ZHEOTHEEMA R LTINS E# AL 515D, X6 Allport
i, eyl dimensional TH VA s, MEHESRIC D THE R —semi-morphogenic method
EUT, dFrdofipkisfil, Kelly @ Role Construct Repertory Test, standard test o#gkss iR
#, Allport-Vernon-Lindzey Study of Values, Stephenson @ Q-sort 2 H TV A, o TR
LIz,

Allport %3 projective method ICDWTIHFICER L TINNDICR LT, Rosenzwelg 1, o hzdrthi,

OREL LU THRLTHAETD, ik, Bk, idiodynamic approach %7075 < & & =200
WL 7o aspect TRM{Ld 5. Zo aspect 3, response dominance, configuration dominance,

E4C morphogenic 7375
U FIcg o hte
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A | oA

Ky idioverse dominance LWRIALE, GO #EBLOIEA N T psychometric approach (2, ik &
DOHRDTIIRED A =T 5 & LT, UL LEEEICE S idiodynamic approach s Tid, [l
W T 0T A B LN, SUSOEAA chicfbo e, TOMANICR T 2 RIS O BIRS, 4-0RANS
BLL DTS B | (7,p.215), response-response relationship {3, & 51 need-response relationship %
FWEed 5 &0 i o bER SRS 0. 2 LT, MR 04 (rigger) 5501
1% (excuse) I HILL, [HIE 5 EFHU3, 2N EGEDT TIC the individual i€ & - THEO /L
OFDOEREN, HRANLEDBOELLTHDB, TOX D HErsatrtoiiic, 25T Gestalt
DBV EDY 5. EADITRIOREME, HOKEO pattern 5 BICHH SNTED, EAOIE
i (the world of the individual) &4 5 essential totality O, HIEkSEES MWERER (mu-
tually definitive) Th 3. CoOtR, 4 78b b individual’s universe of events i3, #OHEAIC L3
PET “idioverse” EIMiFiLa. idioverse dominance & configuration dominance &, response
dominance &, #EROF 2 b OMEPEREMEH L BHANL VLD, CRENHEE LTI LY T, pro-
jective techniques o conceptualization 2HERETH A LI ETADOTH B

Rosenzweig @F5 L A, CXHMBEITHE LM, TO—o0OfEL KN P-F Study (Picture-
Frustration Study)<TdH 2 5. ?&&CJ:#’LL;YG) 'ﬁi,}\ HETETO AR ED vital defense oH O HIE, =

oA E U)%M't’li@E‘ﬁii’t@fx?&iﬁ" 5. T P-F Study &, [ oM a8 b3
DEIEAHEIC BT, B Ao ER A L LU},‘, Mo BIRBAE RO MAERCER ST, L LT

fiiza FHA P f LT, 20OWHICH 5 AROBHBBEHEEIREA S & 5 1(8,p57) T &% HEY
E L, FEG, “test” L ahd “study” oSN TWVA, Bib [idioverse dominance ¢ postulate
e, Bl HHOBHRTO 7R EBHELNS X TR BINE EAS] (7,0217). group
norm - universal norm OB LD T L idiodynamic 785813, test RN TRIBSHBOOTH S
UL ULRMe, 2 TRMEAEF 2 MILEE S 2R304, P-F Study 23R4 B
LETWAREI D, D3 EHELE LS. Halofiliic ks projectivity o, Wb w3
overt level TOIEBIUIERS LA 2 — v O%, EomEs GCR (group conformity ratings)
{C& % nomothetic MIFEDRAIEEN EHSNLDOT, Allport O HTEH S 1251,  semi-
morphogenic method IWRI~XLOTHAHH, AN ORI, i, #ic idiographic 73
PARICBN T WM ch 5. Allport 13, TFia o conceptual 73 flexibility 13, methodological 7
flexibility &b &k&w (1, pd1s) EE-TH5D,
ROV b OWGE, W) 5 FEESITORAF RSN, ARIIC YT idiographic 7Bk
4. A Binswanger ALLEBRICE T 5 ABIBRE g a1, i ibshs In-der-
Welt-sein Becreqmmq 7 & &S Heidegger Ojif?»rﬂ!ﬁ,i, 1Z, 4k, idiographic & DTH S

72 Binswanger 13 (82 5278 ] o h ¢ 2 HE-TH [oreee AN, s b s [AaiE] ’Céé/"
B, VEERT A& &, P TAddr (M g s, lﬂ)\é, M I Ao, b
TNAYAENSHY 22D THL 1 (3,p154) . L Allport i, 3 S D R AE D TE S BT

LR b, FHMHBEEMSRIL THROEND KT, Hikin EOAEES I T &L
Tinz1):2),

v
&L A€ Holt, R. R, i&, Allport % nomothetic- 1d1ographzc dichotomy & [#H—00fEKE ] LA
LT, MUSHHLTWES), (zo#kscis Allport o(1)& FZERIRICE~NSN TN A, FHEICEROH

LEELFERRD E D b, W ‘a’nfa\igu\ ) Holt iZ, H& (Allport) @HhdFAL, HOPOREFODH
ZAESWTND ] (5,p377) TEEFRTORENIERE ST, TTEBRIYLELED SHDTND,
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idiographic approach 2T

Wi X, 18C@f§]§fﬁf—‘-§"~'@§§5\i s, 19CIZ A »TH 5O romanticism OEEKTHLEES. 20T
12, TEARZEORLITVIRD, %R, BRI -T, BETET, SETET, BRSO s
DTH5B &%‘71521?“7‘: g s, physico-chemical formulas IO TERTLINS D &%
INTWz, TORHICESFEH> humanism & O8I, L EFSEHE 2 DICEIRIEONL DS &
Ronic] (5,p379) OTHE. Chitxdd s mKBi& LT, 19C. I A-Th b, Dilthey, Windelband,
Rickert 73 EéCio’C, EHROERIICHT 3 understanding (Verstehen) OEMIEREZ Sh, B
Bl L RS iR s, Holt 13, CX”LB@j’»‘ﬂE@%ﬂ"—%‘:ﬁll""ﬁ% ERER LSO, LA,
570 NED i\nwt\ﬂ:nﬁzméb’cmtﬂﬂ%@ﬂ“@}] FH BRI L, Gestalt LHESEICHESHEL
personology DILREE 11 ﬁd&’i}@fjjﬁi* BHTINGE, Fhic %)fpy’y;bn; 3 1d1ograph1c approach Z%}
UTHsi L < R 5 i, B3 «d}d\@}?i»‘ BT, o dichotomy 129 T IHE & h T4t
Wiz »TH D, 9}&7’5&6@1@: 1:7d BT A ERTH D, o, b\t“‘" il e AR
ZOIGPHIHOEN S f\’%ﬂ:ﬁ;m, EWVWDCEDEDITHL, LbrLecicid, Holt ohifgdFicfl
HoNBL LA B,

%12 [romantic point of view | (E{GIEMEATINS ) O PRI A O QIS 0N T, FO% %I
DOTIPIL TS, TR, TOMELEERS L, MHNRBICEREMALENORI L LD,

1. personology o [H#%{z, understanding Tt 17& 5750, prediction £ control TIX7SL,

2. personology MEAFOJH:E, intuition & empathy TH b, CHZHRESACEDORAE &1

b,
3. personology i, IO MOERBINY BKE 1 R, LN Th T, @idio s
value % meaning & [#id- 2

g 2

- i

4. personology Ofif&id, individualize XN TOREIULE ST, HREEOMAD XS C, —iy
EINTOTRE SR,

5. personology T HNAUE—D NI, abstract Tid75 ¢ structural TH 3, —J5 15 RERE
&, structure IIZCE & 72100,

6. AMFERSICBOTI, MRS HBEEEASIS < 5, personality & general law {36 D2,

7. personology D%fEHARIT, HRBSRICIIEE & kS unique individual TH LML,
Tk general law [ZATHECH 2

COTHE LRI Sk, r_;m; DA, idiographic personoclogy M4 63
LTWEpES D, &n52ETHs, Holt iF, chdbo MEONL ookl T, FSHCHd 3 ,,,J”“'
b5 cET”{/J TWNBD, T LAMOFBERLMELETTONELDTH S,

WAEMEL, 3, 7, 2T, #id idiograph oeEm L T4, Allport 13 morphogenic
psychology DR O—> & LTF
HET, communicable T, FEHE SRS A, p.410), statistic 74 FED 5 clinical 5%
mok PP L&D Meehl o3iF4E Allport W T WAH, 5T %, morphogenic method

THIHEE S SIKEDE I ETEDOTHY, EREIFC, Wb “cook-book method” DORFEAIEHL
TW5DTHEY, F7z, Allport ®ESHTK® morphogenic KT semi-morphogenic 7IH58:0 5 &,
Rosenzweig @Jjikir 5 binsirs ko, idiographic approach i'lé\b‘y Ubitfb & dEgciamn, &
2, individual norm @95 BIENW TR ENL & CAKEMMSH S, Lipd Rosenzweig ¢ idio-

dynamics T3, group norm % universal norm OB &2 &, HiL t;),;(}\& LTHEDLNTINADT

E -

JIEFED TG !"morphogemc interpretation &, MEEn

4. [group norm > universal norm @EM:HZ, individual norm DIGE & FlE :C, idioverse
dominance &4 FFLIW. LITLIE, BEBEOREGED D SHRE» D &, T OHE%s individual
norm 2@ approach LEZ A ENHBDMBRINE] (7,p217). OB LT & ﬁf‘iﬁ@ahi
IZ, idioverse o BTk F A intra-individual functioning O—AZFEIEME & & HFH 7;0) TH5.

it -T, general law RFARTHETH ALV HEE, Holt BRI 9, Tndicdd 2oL,
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ey
=

NOfE Fn

OB 2ICH e 5,

i 11%7%52 LT, RS MT BO RSSO BEPE TRV intuition 2Nz 55, Chld BHEE
WA BTN E DD DRI E LT s, SemBs it LT, HROFET structure OREHIZ
AN loi’t THY, T ICiE, abstraction KT ZEME BB EVS. GETICHLTIE, HEESE
THKELAOELOBRO LS 7 “individual” 75%ss nomothetic ICHZE 3T W45, unique
individual 28 EHBEICHEE LBV EVAIHERBYTHL L), CALOHHE, 2hEfi LTl
R oL bEEDE L% i}mn L/M/, OICRESEENTS, hE AHOMALZR—H1T 5

RS E L, BEFEERERIKEI-T 74 7o 7EBLC LS, AT EF 5 intuition
empathy &ZE—IGHT L0, £ < OIWRHEEPREREOENTHAS. S5 cnoOHEE, »

DICED LN E LTS, G0 230 mELED PRI BLHELES, #EE, HAROUNICD,
idiographic personology &% S CHIEIDWEAHE L ONE, EEHE-THAK é*\ WNT ERIEAD,
M L2 T,  understanding BEHEO (LT 5 & LT, EiiE Sesoh e Wi, &

Allport iIC¥¥ %, chicoTd Allport @ RMHE 9 TiCii~/e. M4 O fiEEo B 20T,
Allport & Rosenzweig &, HOMMIT WENHEL B 20T {Ho H5u Binswanger T 5,
communicable TS EHNES ST LTI, Holt {F, HMA®D unique trait ZERd 5720
inbins unique word AT 218561, 2 3a=/r—Ya VRREIC L EE>TOLH, &l
Wi ETH B, —HiklE, WEOHEBEEMCHASHLE T, Wik D g individual 840
FFRBLEHETE @(imo 1BENTHEELE TS, &5 Max Weber OFTEVESIH LT ideal
type LU & Sichig L4, particular individual &, segmental W TRHBZH, LLAI—ETH
T EARNTING, Tl idiographic 7ol JebT LESH, Uk, #E&ikd commun-
ication MIREIC DT, MO R & IC, SHRIIET ~&RIBSEDHENZ LD THS

g 5iC Holt ofLflofEd Fid, &N AT, COWmiERlE, Ha#Msaciliiic \Luﬂ;iﬂxﬂ%ﬁé&
LTATEZNAEREL, B 3O RIERMC BARBS: — D% b i nomothetic science—IC kil

DHTH % & LT idiographic approach® k44 L, »< LT, <o dichotomy 134 T ikl
ENTNBEDPDOEDICHEBTH T L bDEBEA LN,

v

X TEHHOBSEO ST, 2 L0YO AR 4 L 570 actuarial 7Pl s, O 020
ADHiL, C@’J\/‘lf—a/\ﬂ/ WREPEIZ SV, BIRA AR S 2~ &hE,. CToOWRER &9 9 1udih
L0, DEOWSSGEERZE S, ERAD AU E S LT 720, SN S OM#EE, psychome-
trics TR, SHD/ 4 0 — LR DHEEIC DO TO—#EOWNT,  SEREICA - 7o 35
LR &0 D SRR F R ek 2k bm@}yﬂ W, RN s U & LTRWIZEDTH 5. L
L, ADEDBELFLL, EACEY 2BFONMILARIEL > TE, cZTRMdfHon TNy, £
¢, A% %D unique structure & LTiZ RIE7E S WO EHBOEISE ¢ 2, idiographic approach @
WD, &IOS,

FRACOEESD, 6 2, SIS TTELO R

PSR L TEA SN TS, UL, clinical &9
“bed side” AT 5h50 &0 -T, BFHE~O approach WC[EHY 3 LB 7R, YRR OBBLAIE
i) nomothetic approach 104 - THERIN L SI1E, RELBSEDORGTHE S, BiIcs &0 m7‘-
% &MY,  idiographic #EEIEA R OMSZOARENIEEE LTRY2HE, “bed side” OF
BRESFBRLLY, L LAEMS, CC CTHIROCESOERRZRETARRAN . 413, ERRIER
&N f idiographic approach MEHROHFEOAETH L EHZALET, TOEFHFEEODIHEHKHLLL &
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