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B HBEEE A PeyR & (hierarchy) B % > B2 F SAEE - LENAT
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AU EAE -
RBEHEARARLEREEANERERAAGFHBREY  AAITEBN—
A S BB A B, (authority ) R L ey EMHLE £ - FH S L% (Hegemony
Stability Theory ) #2## /; # % (Power Transition Theory ) » ## /) 5B A B
HBEREBREE P FEE - A EERDHFHER RN B ERF
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B 2003 FHALFRIEELF 0 5158 B PERR T2 A AW B (empire ) ~ FATE
(hegemony ) K EEM#E R (unipolar system ) TEME&SMIEESE » B 1A RE ) SE P A BE R
WS — B ST G R B St > BIBRRE R @ (hierarchy ) #8518 » 1 BRS ER SR BB
HE R ZRAT oy > FiT e DU 0E (v — 8 i Al S -

B8] 5% 9 £ B G 18 M IBSURT IR BB ) sk 8 > BT JiA K o T 1) T o8 X e e SR 1 52
o R EBE KRB NE L A SRR o 58 245008 T RS 5 7 B PSS R P B
BTSN o BPRRHIRER M 2 DIRE JTVF 58 B > R I BRI R s BB [ SR AT /% > 1R
Tt 1) 5L 1 PR R R DA R S ELIE B PR 9 ) ) — 3 R PR R NI RIER > DU
PRI GR T T7 8 AT G RE T RIARER » R /D 5T 5 (E B PR B e B B SR F1) 4 B P ) 6
It o BPERRRE R S R 2 & (B2 AR SGERFIERE > DL
FHTREN B R EE o — B > ANMEIEARRE A R A A EAS I o B EE A
FHA IR - MEFF 8 M TR » IRA FF R AL BB -

PRSR R PR RS R 0 [ ARG S B AT 55— (18 FEL S e P 18 L 1 [ P R AR A 7R 6 15
ERANIREIRE > 36 FLFAHG 5 — BT I FE R M > 2 B 5% e R HEE i A 1 A R R P R I
SHAB IR o A Je i UL BIFERE R N JE R R - B 5k B E i
@R - L AR A S I S - BB MR AT % Mk ~ W i L BE RRARE ) 3 IO 1Y J AR 1 > R
SREAMEAE A A @ ARG 1 v 00 ve 7T B AR - WA R A 3 B B PR R 1R
(B HE KRR R MBS o

A\ BTRE BUR AR RS LR 4R

I B ) (R Bl G 22 SR P iR A G ME UM IR B8 (anarchy ) 1 EFEISRAT R ATIE ACAI 7
> DUB B SAE BEBURFAIR A T B n] RE AL E) » B FEEUBRBE R T I oRs v - W92 2 Pt
ER o THT L E LA TR gl - 220 B BB R 58 2R fg AR A Y o] BETE R Fr AT
SEH55 15 fE o A B -

HTELE E#E (Noe-Realism ) 587 B FREE A P (BB ARREIE A - PREBIFEERA
FAEFHROIRTRENE » @iy BT A HEE 2 (Noeliberal-Institutioalism ) B 1 & A 4=
# (Social Constructivism ) » JR# 252 T B PR 5 6 > MEBUR AR RE I (RER - 072 1 I P
BRI L RS Y i BEME o BTEUE L FORATHELL (Kenneth Waltz) LU - HEEURFAR

FO IR EEARREEE > SHTHE LR FAIELZ - 552 Kenneth Waltz, Theory of
International Politics ( Reading, Mass.: Addison-Wesley, 1979) °
2@  Ibid., pp. 114~116.
3@ FEZ% Robert O. Keohane, After Hegemony: Cooperation and Discord in the World Political Economy
( Princeton: Princeton University Press, 1984 ); Alexander Wendt, Social Theory of International Politics

( Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 1999).
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REBEFE R 2AH TR VERY » @3 LG BRI MR IR Fr B JE Rk Fr i > @ a2 SR SE L B[
HItt e T R MEFFARRE T > B OTHIAEDIME & BE T R AU RR 1R 58 S HHBE J) ARIRE - it
T i Ay — (R ) B BERE D 55 0 - T BTy — U L8 » B 32 R4 T BB A 2
HEEL (administration and authority ) FURRHIFTIEE  FH M > HELLEERE » FERAGTEN -
5 ER 3 A ity 75 FE R BT DN RERY L AR TRURIIE R TEE 251 > 522
ZBUREREIWIRCE - o S BIERBE N B IEEIE G R - LURSEHRY 2 BT
EFRBEf% (in relations of super-and subordination ) » @ Ty LLFS B2 HE 44 18 FH 1 1) BEBGA
) #8 FE  FRAT [ERBE B AR 5 7 W AH BE = 1 MR IBSORT R e A A A vh > 38 P g A A6 20 43 T R
PR R o MHERE R — {8 A 5 A B A S o

RS 3 0 ES BT AR RE R Fa pl 1Y) — o iR M EEAE T BT T AR e Y =R AR
B BB IR RSl Z R SRR - HLBSRE R BREG 2 E R T S B R [ B o
HEZUHi 9% (decentralized competition ) 5 25 — » #E &k DURS Al & 6 ok 09 A e il -
HE PR AR RS R B BR B 2 — 8 A FARTE T8 B B8R (self-help ) 5 &% » 4K
LLURS B N B VG 8 B AN & AT BUZE A FE RO RE S i el - T N B BUe A 2 B IERY [ BUE
(politics ) » MIELKFIf » HIFE EPERE Rl & — 18 L 0k 25 RS R RERVIA T R > T fi
AL IERY BN BRSO EIRERS R B MU AR EE - @@ AE I ATIRF » ZEHAAE
H KRR ~ A 7R AR B B < AL T R R B AL 3 T DU — {18t R i FEEE T A
SRk s B [ B AS A HR  FE AR R SR K B SR ERERIAT R > (BT 7T 558
ZUh 32 2 5 & 1 MEURT RS R AT o ot 2 FE R AR ATV E R B T AIRRE IR Fp 2 1 o

AN 30 T G S ST BEL A ) o YA RRATT o R TR RO S 1 A S M BT IR R B
BERAVEE > R 75 N E EIRERE R AR e g » JCH BRI 1 — 25 Bl 4 B P B 1R
SR S TR AT BRI o B S o 3 LB AN A i AR i A SR IBURT AR BB BB AL T o AT AR
REM S AR EE - WA EEHR > MEHBUFIREE (archy ) > WELE A1 BUTHERE R =
e

5 HELRWZ G R E AR B MR KR8 B PR R 1RO I 3R IR 2 1S AR AR fE R
FEAE o T2 B PRRE R Z S IR S RIRE ) sk @ a6k R RER > I BE R AS 15 LU

1@ Kenneth Waltz, Theory of International Politics, p. 114.

®  Ibid., p. 115.

2® Ibid., p. 81.

(D Helen Milner, “The Assumption of Anarchy in International Relations Theory: A Critique,” in David A.
Baldwin ed., Neorealism and Neoliberalism: The Contemporary Debate (New York: Columbia University
Press, 1993), p. 153.

21 ® Kenneth Waltz, Theory of International Politics, p. 88.

2@ Ibid., pp. 115~116.

2D Jack Donnelly, “Sovereign Inequalities and Hierarchy in Anarchy: American Power and international
Society,” European Journal of International Relations, Vol. 12, No. 2 (2006), p. 141.

¥ 1D Helen Milner, “The Assumption of Anarchy in International Relations Theory: A Critique;” Tan Hurd,
“Legitimacy and Authority in International Politics,” International Organization, Vol. 53, No. 2 (1999), p.
400.
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i [ P e R P e LA A [ B R T, 8 P B R R - BRI S R r e o LK DU B =R
FF] 1) A7 B 2 I R R SR 5 2R ERER U HE 11 il - B T B BE R AT A
ke 1R J B30 A S 0 REE SR PR (VI HE D B e - B R AT fe B & B LUR B FEAT R BN A » B T
REZNZFEN  BEFBZLUMEFFHR » DU RS HR AR IA BT REA A
R o pIELL AT B sl 2 BURFRE RS Bl B N RRRIVER I - BRI IR B &
HERIFEIER B NG RTR - @

Bz BAGERBEERE RN S FOTH A P FMEAG - & BFREE R B
AR R R Z SRk (E R AE A e 21 B PR BE R N RE T 00 BChs - Al SCLLRS BB T RE 77 73 i
e D BRI SR - B A PR LRIFE o BN AR MR FEMET L
SHERIRER - fEASEE DG A IENE - TR DM A M - otk » FEAEELDEIIER
fige T2 I B Rl R A EE — R AR » 1 T W ) A ) B ARk 00 S LSS R k) 2 R ik 2 1L
B A BRI BURE 2 - #5500 R 58 SR 7 B e B A i IR - BR R P A # R 5 B HE R
PIABRIZ I - R BURT B fe e 8 B35 - 1F R SEBURHIR B B 3710 B A SR 8 Bk A
HIMEERA %2 T B AR BUR » 774 JE IR AR Y B B 52 - T A
JFFARBE T 5 n] BEAF (E R I 2 o 2 24 5 A N7 R AU (L BEGR A H 1 > ™ S B BB R Y B
ERFARTE - G720 1 Feh e 1 B PR R A 1 Y BB R

BV PSR iR S SR RF AR R » AR B SR A5 n] BESE L @RI BI R » T BLE £
BRI Eh—B ~ R 2 A7 - (R OROE B R RS I IR1E - [/
IR R B BB R AT BB < TRITF ERE IR m 3 ¢ A S IRBARENID - 5 A B SR b (i
Ke AT SR B IR - il H A Y — N - S5 58 (David A. Lake) BUfEH - @k
— B2 B R R T A — (8 ARy - A SRR B2 U R R A AE o BB R
PREH ARG A 00 IR o o fe SRR A A~ B A 36 o S P 2 R HE 0 & R R (T T B 55
o AR ToRfERI SR E K BEARIRE S ER - T L RERE IR SCRCAER - &
N R L B AR A R 2 AL Ty B AR R Y TR 1 » w5t ER9K ( English School ) B £
BB E 38 P o A (V) S EORF AR B B B S 0 R 36 0 S AR B T 2T B PR RS R A S
If > (ERHE R BUATHEL - ANS 1 RS pE I B i SCAL R > T 72 A0 e B S R A
IR S 1 i AR IR R+ 0 L SCAE Fe IR R e 5 % S SR AR B A PR S R B = an Rl B R I

£ 0» Ian Hurd, “Legitimacy and Authority in International Politics,” pp. 383~389; Alexander Wendt, Social
Theory of International Politics, pp. 268~307.

£ () Nicholas Onuf and Frank F. Klink, “Anarchy, Authority, Rule,” International Studies Quarterly, Vol. 33, No.
2 (1989), pp. 166~167.

21D Helen Milner, “The Assumption of Anarchy in International Relations Theory: A Critique,” p. 156.

0 David A. Lake, “Anarchy, Hierarchy, and the Variety of International Relations,” International Organization,
Vol. 50, No. 1 (1996), p. 6.

100 David A. Lake, “The New Sovereignty in International Relations,” International Studies Review, Vol. 5, No.
3 (2003), p. 304.

22D Alexander Wendt and Daniel Friedheim, “Hierarchy under Anarchy: Informal Empire and the East German
State,” International Organization, Vol. 49, No. 4 (1995), p. 690.

218 Barry Buzan and Richard Little, International Systems in World History: Remaking the Study of International
Relations ( New York: Oxford University Press, 2000 ), p. 384.
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JF AR R Sz A~ BE DR Bk 2E 2E B B e el A Y T BE » (£ BB MR BURARRE K - SR EIAE T ) 73 i
AEFET H A B NMEBRERRE R - B —HEEET -

A BRE %S T &

B N 0] LG =118 77 1) 73 A7 B B Fa A A 18 o 28— {18 07 1l @ MRS S Y & HE ) & IR AE
RIRE A IR o BIFSEGE T E SR EME (super power) ~ 58 (power) ~ KEFFH
#E (secondary power) ~ HFEE5EME (medium power) U EFFEIVGAE - T LIRES &
TR EC R S A E R B AR L TR B RS R G A o (KB ( dependency theory ) B {H:FR#E
AHER (world system theory ) FTfgfEIUEZ.0 (core) ~ 4iBFE ( semi-periphery ) Hilig [

(periphery ) HURRSEE M H > )R HEZE [ FREE 52 N ZAEHE ) RV A S5 1 = (K A -

HHIF (Robert Gilpin) S )85 in-& i R0 @A RE L L - 2@ Y ERE 1/
77 AT FE AR AR o & B 7P AR R B SR ER A B R PE R 1 B AR » k2 iE AR 30 LU
MRS ~ LB EHMA S ARHBERITRGERLEZE)) » DI EEERREHE SEE
DR —E N o aff B 5 ERIBIRIN2IKMES T » WEEBE EaBEEImEE
FE F A REE ISR o AR B RS AR o oM S A S - SN AEL
RGBS N B REY) - T HES BB FNIEFEEG (L » Wik 2 it fmi e
RE > [F)IRp g5 P 8 F L Pl Y B R R A T B BT - AH T & ORI 4 ) B s o) R A
# o PR EEERES ~ BB EE R L AN AL - @28 iR

(John J. Mearsheimer ) LL5[E0SR A MEEL T AR B8 A 10 A8 A0 B AR - B 38 KX B E BIFR RS 2
H R A O RE ) EL > B ERAR 2 B B R NI ME— @ HE - o) Tk 2 BT IR RS R o i
JI R SR HIAT o 7 B B R R BA REAS EH PR R P A e ~ = alk P e e fE > JR AT RE
BT RERE I B ARIR » A aE R i G L IUR IE E M R R IEE E 2R AT
71E 5 M LU EI B EARE ) » A EHEYOE 0 EEIEE AR - ol 8 1 2 SR
afam o BB E N E EEERE R G RAS S92 30 - 0 IR E $- #5055 S E 1 S B

0 BRIMKEMEREEZ > James A. Caporaso, “Dependence, Dependency, and Power in the Global System: A
Structural and Behavioral Analysis,” International Organization, Vol. 32, No.l (1978), pp. 13~43 ;
Raymond D. Duvall, “Dependence and Dependencia Theory: Notes Toward Precision of Concept and
Argument,” International Organization, Vol. 32, No.1 (1978), pp. 51~78 15 [ 8 R 5527 Immanuel
Wallerstein, The Modern World System: Capitalist Agriculture and the Origins of the European World
Economy in the Sixteenth Century (New York: Academic Press, 1974).

@ Robert Gilpin, War and Change in World Politics ( Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 1981), pp.
23~24.

Q) Ibid., p. 129.

@ Robert Gilpin, The Political Economy of International Relations ( Princeton: Princeton University Press,
1987), pp. 86~87.

X @ John J. Mearsheimer, The Tragedy of Great Power Power Politics (London: W. W. Norton & Company Inc,
2001), p. 2.

2@ Robert Gilpin, War and Change in World Politics, p. 34.
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EEME - @ENAE TPUTRAL MERC E -

TEMEBRFASEN) T B - 258 R AT R T3 1 » fT B H i A HE
FIorBCHIEE - S GRS HEFT B ORE D D RO - DURBIRR G (< MR 1% - L HRE
& i A PRE AT AR AR ) B A R A+ 1) I B P AR LR S R © EERK% (Robert
Keohane ) #l#& 7% » B I A9 7 53 FC 8 92 i T 0 R v B B Pt ol FEE A) S -5 B AR Y o7
J& o fth 552 ) H S E SRR AR 2 — T WU BBRIE = M - (A s i D @A HEE S » (R LAl Y
ANHUIER M AIE - SRS R AIHAL - BB MR ER M aE » HAURIER[E]
o MaAER A MR EREZ AR - ArEHRDEHBITHEA - ®

o 5 R T SR R T ) B B £ ZL B > FL RO B AT SRS E am LR W) ' B B e 4
B R P AR € B B R 1L - AR AR L B AE I - DR B AR
Fr IR RE S5 5] HAMBISKAITT RS » @fF B (G, John Ikenberry ) HIJZE S GAHENYTEY
Bt F B LUR SRR 7 AU BURG ST 2L 72 g NI B RR 7 - (B2 Fa i) Al e B <5
JREA Z A AR o aflaram & 7 S B 3 HERCvA BLRR Fe (U RER S 1S A g 1)
5 1 X S5 B ) B i i v 0 ) 22 A R TR T BE S A D Y sl D B AN 9 7 5 0 LA
SEEAE ~ HEREH A ERIRE AR - AL H ARSI o aft B R E R DL
T T RE L0 SRS A R B LS - o DARRAERATE 1 18 o8 I B < B Bk e B A - @i =
ENAIBERSIE - & AlE LRI AR a5 I - W5 B SR @R RE R A v
{2 o BT B E S o 3 3 A A L [ B S R A+ R il R 1 L A e RORS AR R T
PHERI A

FREC (David C. Kang) {5 am Bl rf B AU FFIRIE sE FE R AT - & [E LUg sk 973 i F
(kA R B SR B T B < R FR DT SN LB - o FRESE MRS « [ — 118 B B £ 1 8
F o BRI > BESEE A0 BT RE » PR R R B S
HERIZE AR 21T o fELLEBE RIS - BAS —REAR L 0 3 B 54 T 58 (s 7 2 R I
B A FrAE HORT I B SRAT R I DU R s A B - IEAH S A Bt (K 42
BB o PEAh - $8R N L SE RSO T RE I BOMERFBE R IR P [R]IRF BE 5 7% 18 b 3
HAET) o EBR A H AR SERE I — A Gy - S E RISl - @

IR R e [ R o R Y B B S SRR I - AT PR M e e R T A S AR = PR IR
SR o At DU =2 3 15 B IR ol ) e = R By o TR TR B SR B v B KB o TR YRR E AL B R
P o AN R ER DU S B 15 B S A B 1 R S > AR R A o i R B 5 B8 5% R ML 7 R

@ Robert O. Keohane, After Hegemony: Cooperation and Discord in the World Political Economy, p. 46.

FE®  Ibid.

2@ G. John Ikenberry, After Victory: Institutions, Strategic Restraint, and the Rebuilding of Order after Major
Wars ( Princeton: Princeton University Press, 2001 ), p. 26.

@ Ibid., pp. 27~28.

X @ David C. Kang, “Getting Asia Wrong: The Need for New Analytical Frameworks,” International Security,
Vol. 27, No. 4 (2003 ), pp. 57~85.

@) David C. Kang, “The Theoretical Roots of Hierarchy in International Relations,” Australian Journal of

International Affairs, Vol. 58, No. 3 (2004), p. 339.
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B RIE > BI9E A a5 DR a0 ] 5 Al L =G b o 7 28 > B A AR E e
WA BLAS B 2 AT AR B o B B A [ Bk ot REE ) o1 DR SR P SR A > Al RS AR ) & 00 Bl
AE Fegh 5 Z A 3 R e e L kg () B BT - SR B DLSCA R & 50 A7 T AR S R 33 S i B B »
T @5 A ) S 7 RS JRE s AR B SO Ak iz | o AR BB 2R A M 35 T St 7 75 DL S A B
RS RS VE IR A o FRECES BB G ARG o » [ PRES AT JT m) > GG R A0+ & A
EEEE o BEREE LIRS ERE

5= TEE G IT M RS SV EE oy Bl B AL e R IR o BT A S HERE IR
1E 1B B g A P A s AL 2 3 B RE ) & U B 6 55 IR A &5 REE AP v o EE 0 17 2 8
FE > o B PR AT R -8 A (558 P R e 7 M 57 B €0, - S 7T 940 S R R 0 10 R ) % 1) A A
ELRE @

e 2 AR PR R E N RN BRI RS > o' BEE R
PREE R RIE (B2l ) 17/ > Hph—FER 35 (command) AYHIAT > H
AT B3 ARTE e > (ARG 22 Bl A R AR ) 5 (8T R > B KGR LA B A% 2 IE (R IRE
e EER) (right and legitimate ) © @fEME M FELAIH & 228k > fEfgf > fAAERE
TIBAZBREIRE - T B AL & 2 KB BRI TR /8 - o

BUBRBE R TSGR A S > W R IT B BRI E R S 0 R R B R R
b7 Y S AR~ AT (R PR RE R A S SR DL R T A B PR R G RE Ry Kt e
fa B AG R 28 — (B R > 2 EBRRS R 09T R [ AE R S MR RE S o Bo AR a8 » S —1
B9 SR B A K ER WO RE 1) &5 > iy HL A B 2R B 24 B A AR A R R T 72 BE - BIRRRAAR A
RHERTERIET 5 > P oRAREARE P BEE URE T & IR IEEY - o TS 21 HE 1 B IR B0
EHRIAE - G i B PR E RS R o BT GR DL - BIRERE R ARE ) il 2 A
YR o 1 EAE T S S D BB SR T o T B SR [EIRE ) 3 BC I A2 BE 0 3 PR PR RS
S TG ARG o o (E — 18 & B B PR RS R b 6 )E RE T 00 i < B TE i Y 2 E =

( dominant nation ) * & #EH BIFREE R N AKE I E IR > MERPAHEE S T8
B o DLy 38 F v i e U N v 2 AR B R B R B RERS R 0 DIRIR I

A

£ GD Ross Hutchings, “Empire and the State: A Critical Theoretical Assessment,” Australian Journal of
International Affairs, Vol. 60, No. 3 (2006), p. 436.

£ Jack Donnelly, “Sovereign Inequalities and Hierarchy in Anarchy: American Power and International
Society,” p. 143.

@) John M. Hobson and J. C. Sharman. “The Enduring Place of Hierarchy in World Politics: Tracing the Social
Logics of Hierarchy and Political Change,” European Journal of International Relations, Vol. 11, No. 1

(2005), pp. 69~70.

220D Tan Clark, The Hierarchy of States: Reform and Resistance n the International Order (New York: Cambridge
University Press, 1989 ), p. 2.

Z:@ See Robert Gilpin, War and Change in World Politics; Robert O. Keohane, After Hegemony: Cooperation
and Discord in the World Political Economy; and Kenneth Waltz, Theory of International Politics.

G0 Ronald L. Tammen, Power Transitions: Strategies for the 21*" Century (New York: Chatham House, 2000 ),
p. 6; Jacek Kugler and A. F. K. Organski, “The Power Transition: A Retrospective and Prospective
Evaluation,” in Manus 1. Midlarsky, ed., Handbook of War Studies ( Boston: Unwin Hyman, 1989 ), p. 172.
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BT - 5 F 52 BN E B m) b e ) B A SR BRI AT 5% o anfE B R T 2 S
(great powers ) » SRREEI SREEA nTBIOIRES) > (Hi L2 B > 201 S omE RN 5 (E 72 Y
BRESRAVELIR - AR RS AE R BIPERE R B T 5 35 38— gl AR [l SR B B AR A~ v o EL#EA £
SEE 80% LA ERIMEST o HInTRE R RS R B b 2 ML B e B T - @E R SEYHE
RETIWIEES > B Rt n] LUE R B &Y » G R ERM &0 B2 —8 A R R &5
REWI T B8 5 [l &3 HE /T 0] DURia1E B Bl 0 JE SR RERU B A > R EH BB EE
I o @A EFEHEIT 0] BE B TR R E A ESARE ) BRI B o #E—E RIEEE 1 H e DL
TEHARIEIFSERE e - @

fe w A 1 28 TR - 2 A B B SR AR AL AU 8 B S MR RE SRR AR - EE T TR B
WP S AR EVE - B BSRAE L2 BB 2GR BERINE > £/ — )7 & IR BEH
FHEIRE T B3 » £S5 o @ A O HE ) R B - MUt ARk kT H
£ (autonomy) » AL T HERIEEFR] (right to autonomy ) o @i 3= 5% B LY &8 B &
RIEIHI P2 HE - Bla0 £ 52 B EE B & [ - 3Ry ~ B i e = B a P R i B
5 E B A B E #1357 (intersubjective understandings ) » ffE & T 5 LI 1T 55 HH
F s @FEBBBHFEL2ERB5 T (division of labor) PIHIEAL » FELE T Z2WIYIEEMH b
( functional differentiation ) c B Z 2/ T FMERPMWEH 2N EKXKH
(provision ) WJ73 T » BN EFEEREME SREBENZ 2 » £5 7EEEY
LA R A =2 - T H A2 B = B2 o aff DU SRIE 0 fa # 7
A —E g MR KEEE TR BRI SR M > 252 B B R & T i e AR
BALR o EEAE T IR T 5 S S O R B [ E PR - wis M B N RIRERRA AR - TE R
e AR e FER R e ) v JEE AR R

J&F B RS RN 28 = TE R > S B SREAT 0B FRAEA 1A B 55 o R 2 B PR E R PR
RHAROT 7R A BB SR LR » B E PR B R HIE 7 B SR 8 A 25 55 Hh AT (6 = R R ]
REFIRE - S MBI R P B R EREZ RGN - R &R B IEE - #a0

£ Ronald L. Tammen, Power Transitions: Strategies for the 21" Century, p. 6.

2@ Ibid., pp. 6~7.

21 @) Duncan Snidal, “The Limits of Hegemonic Stability Theory,” International Organization, Vol. 39, No. 4

(1985), pp. 587~588.
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Hierarchy and Hegemonic Domination
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Abstract

Neorealism and Neoliberial-institutionalism have paid little attention to
the international hierarchy because international hierarchy could not take
place in an international anarchic structure.

The international hierarchy is a constructed result coming from the
interaction of power distribution and normative authority in the process of
which states seek survival and development in the international system. The
international hierarchy has four characters: the asymmetry of actor’s power
resources, the differentionation of international authority rank, the inequality
of state’s exercise of international rights, and the imbalance of international
agenda-setting capability. Hegemonic state inclines to decrease her ruling
cost and widen her authority in the hierarchical structure in order to obtain a
durable position of superiority.

There are hierarchical structures in different kinds of international
distribution of material power, such as the original structure without
hierarchy, the partron-obediance, the concert, the bipolar of loose compliance,
the bipolar of institutional compliance, the tribute system, the unipolar
compliance, and the world empire. Thus, in each different hierarchical

structure, the ruling cost of the hegemonic domination is different.

Keywords: hierarchy; authority; hegemony; distribution of power; international

socialization
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